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

No. 97-10081
Summary Cal endar

BERNARD J. DOLENZ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

JUDGE TED MARTI N AKI'N, JOHN
EARNEST BOUNDY, and M LDRED AVERY

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3-95-CV-1605

October 23, 1997
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Bernard Dol enz appeal s the dism ssal of his § 1983 conpl ai nt
pursuant to Fed. R CGv. P. 12(b)(6) and 12(c). W have
reviewed the record, and, for substantially the sanme reasons

stated by the district court, we affirmthe dismssal. See

Dol enz v. Akin, No. 3:95-CV-1605-P (N.D. Tex. Mar. 6, 1996 and

Jan. 14, 1997).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 district court did not abuse its discretion in refusing
to allow Dol enz to engage in further discovery pending its

determ nation of the referenced notions to disn ss. Ri char dson

v. Henry, 902 F.2d 414, 417 (5th Gr. 1990); Elliott v. Perez,

751 F.2d 1472, 1478 (5th Cr. 1985). As for Dolenz’'s state-|aw
clainms, the district court did not abuse its discretion in
declining to exercise supplenental jurisdiction over those

clains. See Cnel v. Connick, 15 F.3d 1338, 1344 (5th Cr

1994) .

AFFI RVED.



