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

No. 01-10781
Summary Cal endar

TOMW ALAN SEDAM SR,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

Al R TEMP REFRI GERATI ON;, BROANWWOOD ECONOM CAL
DEVELOPMENT; EDWARD RASPI LLER;, Texas State

Techni cal Coll ege, former Dean; CLAY G JOHNSON
PhD, Former President; BROAMWOOD CI TY POLI CE
DEPARTMENT; WAYLON PATERSCON, Owner Air Tenp
Refrigeration; CITY OF BROMWOOD, JAVES R CAMPBELL
Di rect or Brownwood Econom cal Devel opnent Co. ;
BRUCE SPRUI LL, O ficer,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

TOMW ALAN SEDAM SR,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
TEXAS STATE TECHNI CAL COLLEGE

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 6: 00- CV-97-C
USDC No. 6:00-CV-98-C

March 12, 2002
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 notion of Tormy Alan Sedam Sr., for |eave to proceed in
forma pauperis (IFP) is DENIED. The notion of appell ees Texas
State Technical College, Edward Raspiller, and Cay G Johnson
for dismssal of Sedamis appeal as it relates to themis GRANTED
We | ack jurisdiction over Sedanis appeal as to those three
appel l ees and as to the Gty of Brownwood, Brownwood Econom cal
Devel opnment, the Brownwood City Police Departnent, Janes
Canmpbell, and O ficer Bruce Spurill. Sedamfailed to file tinely
noti ces of appeal followi ng the judgnents entering final judgnent
as to those appellees. See Kelly v. Lee’s A d Fashi oned
Hanmburgers, Inc., 908 F.2d 1218, 1220 (5th G r. 1990)(en banc);
FED. R CQv. P. 54(b). A tinely notice of appeal is a
prerequisite for the exercise of jurisdiction by this court.
United States v. Carr, 979 F.2d 51, 55 (5th Gr. 1992).

We also lack jurisdiction to address whether the magi strate
judge erred by transferring Sedamis district-court cases to the
Northern District of Texas. Sedam did not appeal the nagistrate
judge’s orders to the district court. Trufant v. Autocon, Inc.,
729 F.2d 308, 309 (5th Gr. 1984).

Sedam does not brief whether he served Air Tenp
Refrigeration and Wayl on Peterson properly in the district court.
The district court first denied Sedami s requests for a default
and a default judgnent, then dism ssed Sedanis clains wthout
prejudice for failure to serve Air Tenp and Peterson properly.
Sedam has failed to brief the sole relevant issue for appeal.

Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744,
748 (5th Cir. 1987).
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APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42. 2.



