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

No. 01-20722
Summary Cal endar

DONALD F. HOBBS,
Plaintiff - Appellant
ver sus

EUGENE HARBI N, Assistant Warden; TRACY ALLEN; JAMES M TCHELL;
TAVARA YOUNG MARY MOSELY; KENNETH N. DAVI S, Sergeant; MARC H.
RCODRI GUEZ; CRAI G B. PRICE, RI CHARD C. THALER,

Def endants - Appel |l ees,

DONALD F. HOBBS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus

GECRCE W BUSH, JR., Governor; WAYNE SCOTT, Director, Texas
Departnent of Crim nal Justice; GARY JOHNSON, Director, Texas
Departnent of Crim nal Justice; EUGENE HARBI N, Assistant \Wrden;
TRACY ALLEN; ALLEN PCLUNSKY; DR. BOBBY VI NCENT; RI CHARD C.
THALER, Warden; JUAN J. TREVI NGO JAMES MCKEE, Sergeant; CRAIG B.
PRI CE, Major; ROBERT S. GAYLOR, Captain; DEN SE BOX; HENRY C.
JONES; TAMW DUKE; BOBBI E PARKER; CLARENCE GLASS, JR.,

Li eut enant; MARGARET MOSLEY; DR EDGAR HULI PAS; DR. LANNETTE

LI NTH CUM ROCHELLE MCKI NNEY; PRI SCI LLA DALY; TIMOTHY C. SI MVONS,
Assi stant Warden; TOM HESTER; LEON GUI NN, ROBERT P. KCENI G SR ;
KEI TH CLENDENNEN; NANCY PETKOUSEK; SHANTA JENKI NS; JESSE

FRANKLI N, SYLVIA J. PIASTA; ANNI S BURCH; JUDI TH LARUE;, TONY
HARBI N, Sergeant; SURETY NO 1; SURETY NO 2; SURETY NO 3,

Def endants - Appel |l ees,
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DONALD F. HOBBS,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus

BRYAN A. SUMSTI NE; KENNETH N. DAVI S, Sergeant; CGERALD A CURTI S,

Def endants - Appell ees,

DONALD F. HOBBS
Plaintiff - Appellant
vVer sus
ROBERT H. QUADA, JR; RICHARD C. THALER; CHERYL L. KELLEY,
Def endants - Appel |l ees

DONALD F. HOBBS

Plaintiff - Appellant,
vVer sus
KATHERI NE KYLE; DENI SE BOX; RI CHARD C. THALER,

Def endant - Appel |l ee.

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
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Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Donal d Hobbs, Texas prisoner no. 691219, appeals the
di sm ssal of one of his consolidated actions. This court |acks
jurisdiction because the dismssal of only one of the
consol idated actions is not a final appeal able judgenent. See

Road Sprinkler Fitters Local Union v. Continental Sprinkler Co.,

967 F.2d 145, 149-51 (5th Gr. 1992). This court also | acks
jurisdiction to consider the court’s order striking Hobbs's Fed.
R Cv. P. 60(b) notion follow ng the Quada dism ssal. See
Wllians v. Chater, 87 F.3d 702, 705 (5th Cr. 1996). The appea

i s DI SM SSED.
Hobbs’ s notion for appointnent of counsel is DEN ED

APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTI ON DENI ED

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.



