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PER CURI AM *

The subject of this appeal is denom nated a Judgnment. It
begi ns by considering an order which denied notions for sunmary
judgnent filed by plaintiff and defendants and goes on to order
that “coverage owed by defendant Canal |nsurance is $100, 000

pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b).” Although the

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR R
47.5. 4.



parties and the district court apparently considered this
Judgnent to be an appropriate Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b) judgnent, it
is clearly not a final judgnent as to defendant Canal |nsurance
Conpany since, as we were inforned at oral argunent, issues of
liability and danages remain to be resolved. Wat the parties
and the district court may have intended was to i nvoke 28 U. S. C
8§ 1292(b) and to ask the Court of Appeals to resolve a
controlling question of law with respect to the reformation of an
i nsurance policy issued by Canal |nsurance Conpany. However,
neither the plaintiff nor Canal applied to the Court of Appeals
for perm ssion to appeal the Judgnment within ten days after the
entry of the Judgnent, as required by 8 1292(b). Since neither
the requirenments of Fed. R Civ. P. 54(b) nor those of § 1292(h)

have been conplied with, we have no jurisdiction. See Liberty

Mutual Ins. Co. v. Wetzel, 424 U S. 737 (1976).

This appeal is DISM SSED. Each party shall bear its own

costs.



