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

No. 00-20378
Conf er ence Cal endar

AARON LAMON MUSE
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

GECRCE ARANDA; ELLIOTT WLSON, KENNETH REAGANS; GLENDA
RANDLE; MARGO CGREEN, GARY J. GOVEZ,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CV-1970

 June 14, 2001
Bef ore WENER, DeMOSS, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Aaron Muse, Texas prisoner # 490380, appeals the district
court’s interlocutory order in which the court denied Mise’s
nmotion for a tenporary restraining order (TRO and/or a
prelimnary injunction, his notions for the production of
docunents and to conpel the production of docunents, and his

motion for the entry of a default judgnent.

This court nust sua sponte exani ne the basis of its

jurisdiction, even if not raised by the parties. Msley v.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th Cr. 1987). W lack jurisdiction
to review the denial of Miuse’'s notion for a TRO and his di scovery

nmotions. See Matter of Lieb, 915 F.2d 180, 183 (5th G r. 1990);

Texaco, Inc. v. Louisiana Land and Exploration Co., 995 F.2d 43,

43 (5th Cr. 1993); see also 28 U S.C. 1292. Appellate
jurisdiction also does not exist to review the denial of his

motion for the entry of a default judgnent. See Adult FilmAss'n

of Anerica, Inc. v. Thetford, 776 F.2d 113, 115 (5th Cr. 1985).

The denial of his request for a prelimnary injunction was not an

abuse of discretion. Black Fire Fighters Ass’n v. City of

Dal las, 905 F.2d 63, 65 (5th Gr. 1990).

Muse’ s appeal fromthe denial of his nmotion for a TRO, his
di scovery notions, and his notion for a default judgnent is
DI SM SSED FOR LACK OF JURI SDI CTION. The denial of his notion for

a prelimnary injunction is AFFI RVED



