UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-40445

JAMES RI LEY CORNETT, JR.,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

WK. LONGO S; Orange city Police Departnent;
K. C. BREASHERS; DONALD MACDONALD; MARVI N HELMS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
( 1:93-Cv-361 )

) January 7, 1997
Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM:

Texas prisoner Janmes R ley Cornett, Jr., No. 03495-078, seeks
to appeal (styled “Interlocutory”) a partial final judgnment entered
in Decenber 1994 (the parties consent to trial before the
magi strate judge pursuant to 28 U. S.C. 8 636(c)), and the denial of

a “Mtion to I nvoke Pendent Jurisdiction”, a nption for service of

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.



process, and two discovery notions. Cornett’s remaining clains
have yet to be tried.

The Decenber 1994 order has been previously appealed to this
court and dism ssed for |ack of jurisdiction. The underlying facts
have not changed, and the second appeal is frivolous. The appeal
fromthe denial of notions is premature, as that denial does not
constitute a final judgnment and Cornett has not satisfied an
exceptionto this requirenment. Accordingly, jurisdictionto review
these denials is |acking. See e.qg., Dardar v. Lafourche Realty
Co., 849 F.2d 955, 957 (5th Cr. 1988). Accordingly, we need not
reach the applicability of the Prison Litigation Reform Act.

We warn Cornett that any additional frivolous appeals filed by
himor on his behalf will invite the inposition of sanctions. To
avoid sanctions, he is further cautioned to review any pending
appeals to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.
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