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DONALD F HOBBS
Plaintiff - Appellant
V.

BRYAN A SUMSTI NE; KENNETH N DAVI S, Sergeant;
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Plaintiff - Appellant
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 00-CVv-1208
USDC No. H 00-CV-2715
USDC No. H 01-CVv-815
USDC No. H 00-CV-944
USDC No. H 01-Cv-1028

April 22, 2002

Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and EM LI O M GARZA,
Judges.

Crcuit
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PER CURI AM *

Donal d Hobbs, Texas prisoner no. 691219, seeks to appeal
interlocutory orders consolidating and di sm ssing one of five
consol i dated cases. He also contends, for the second tine in
this court, that the district court erred in striking a notion he
filed under FED. R Qv. P. 60(b) in another of the consolidated
cases.

“Orders of transfer and consolidation are interlocutory and

are not appealable.” Matter of Macon Uplands Venture, 624 F.2d

26, 27-28 (5th Gr. 1980). The dismssal of only one of the

consol idated cases is |ikewi se not appeal able. See R ngwald v.

Harris, 675 F.2d 768, 771 (5th Gr. 1982). As we have al ready
determ ned, the order striking the Rule 60(b) notion is not
appeal abl e. Hobbs v. Harbin, No. 01-20722 (5th Gr. Jan. 2,
2002) .

Because we have no jurisdiction over these interlocutory
rulings, Hobbs's appeal is DI SM SSED

Hobbs has now filed at | east two appeals from nonappeal abl e
rulings. W caution Hobbs that simlar filings in this court my
invite the inposition of sanctions. Hobbs should review any
pending matters of his to determ ne whether they contain
frivol ous clains.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



