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PER CURI AM *

Jesus Hermllo Rodriguez-Renteria (“Rodriguez”) entered a
conditional guilty plea to possession with intent to distribute
marijuana, and aiding and abetting, in violation of 21 U S C
8§ 841(a)(1l), and was sentenced to 60 nonths’ inprisonnment and four
years’ supervised release. Rodriguez reserved the right to appeal
the denial of his notion to suppress.

It is the duty of this court to raise jurisdictional issues

sua sponte, if necessary. Mosley v. Cozby, 813 F. 2d 659, 660 (5th

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Cr. 1987). The magistrate judge recommended that Rodriguez’'s
nmotion to suppress be denied, and Rodriguez objected. In their
suppl enental briefs requested by this court, both parties concede
that the district court has not entered an order regarding the

nmotion to suppress and that this issue is not ripe for appeal. See

28 U S.C. 8 636(b)(1)(CO; United States v. Raddatz, 447 U. S. 667
681-82 (1980).

The district court has not ruled on the suppression notion,
and the magi strate judge’s recommendati on that the notion be denied

is not appeal able to this court. See United States v. Cooper, 135

F.3d 960, 961 (5th Cr. 1998) (citing Trufant v. Autocon, Inc., 729
F.2d 308, 309 (5th Gr. 1984)). Accordingly, Rodriguez’ s appeal
whi ch addresses only suppression issues, is DI SM SSED for |ack of
jurisdiction.
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