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

No. 01-50142, consoli dat ed
with No. 01-50143
Conf er ence Cal endar

WALTER A. COPENHAVER,
Plaintiff,
vVer sus
FEDERAL HOVE LOAN MORTGAGE CORPORATI ON, ETC.; ET AL.,

Def endant s.

WALTER A. COPENHAVER,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

FEDERAL HOMVE LOAN MORTGAGE CORPORATION, its successors
and/ or assigns; SOURCE ONE MORTGACGE SERVI CES
CORPORATI ON, its successors and/or assigns; BALCOM MANN
& STEVENS PC; BEVERLY M TRI SI N

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC Nos. EP-99- CV-300-H,
EP- 00- CV- 307- P

Decenber 12, 2001
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Wal t er Copenhaver seeks to appeal an order requiring himto

provide the defendants with a nore definite statenent and an

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



No. 01-50142,
c/w No. 01-50143
-2-
order transferring a case for consolidation. W consolidate the

appeal s sua sponte. See Fed. R App. P. 3(b)(2). Wile

Copenhaver was attenpting to appeal these interlocutory orders,
which the district court declined to certify under 28 U S. C
§ 1292(b), the defendants obtai ned summary judgnment di sm ssing
the consolidated cases on the nerits. There has been no tinely
appeal of the dismssal. Any challenge to the interlocutory

orders i s noot. See Case v. St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co., 456

F.2d 252, 252 (5th Gr. 1972).

The appeal is DI SM SSED

Copenhaver’s notion to transfer the appeal to the Federal
Circuit is DENIED. Al additional outstanding notions are denied

as noot.



