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

No. 98-50168
Conf er ence Cal endar

W LBERT ANTONI O COLEMAN, Past or,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

U S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAI RS, South
Texas Veterans Health Care System

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-97-CV-1381
~ Cctober 20, 1998
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and WENER and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
W bert Antoni o Col eman appeals the district court’s
di sm ssal of his conplaint for want of subject-matter
jurisdiction. Coleman relies in part upon docunents which were
not before the district court. W have not considered those
docunents; our review is based upon the appellate record. See

United States v. Flores, 887 F.2d 543, 546 (5th Cr. 1989).

Col eman argues that the district court had jurisdiction over

his clainms against the VA through 31 U S. C. 88 3729 and 3730.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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The | anguage of 8§ 3729 does not support Col eman’s unique
interpretation of the statute to support a cause of action

agai nst the governnent or its agencies. W have carefully
reviewed Col eman’s remai ning argunents. Qur independent review
of the appellate record reveals that the district court did not
err in concluding that there was no basis for entertaining the

suit in federal court. See Hone Builders Ass’n v. City of

Madi son, M ss., 143 F.3d 1006, 1010 (5th Gr. 1998).

This appeal is without arguable nerit and thus frivol ous.
It is DOSM SSED. See 5THCGR R 42.2.

Additionally, Coleman is warned that future frivol ous
appeals will invite the inposition of sanctions. Col eman shoul d
review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do not raise
frivol ous argunents.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



