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PER CURIAM:

The amended order of the trial court of November 30, 1988, which defendant sought to
appeal only required that plaintiff submit a proposal for restoration of mangrove areas allegedly
destroyed by defendant’s activities. The order does not represent a final disposition of the case,
but is simply a request for additional information.  An appeal requires that there be some final
decision dispositive of the matter before the trial court.

As a rule, merely interlocutory decisions are not appealable, the general policy of
the law being to permit an appeal only from final decisions or judgments, in the
absence of a statute or rule specifically providing ⊥648 otherwise . . . .  An appeal
from a decision that is not final will ordinarily be dismissed for lack of
appealability. 

4 Am. Jur. 2d, Appeal and Error § 50.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the instant appeal be, and the same is, hereby
Dismissed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this case be, and the same is, hereby Remanded to the
trial court for further proceedings.


