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

Nos. 97-60216 & 97-60719
Conf er ence Cal endar

NI CHCLE NI CHOLS; JI MW D. N CHOLS,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ver sus

FARVERS AND MERCHANTS BANK
Def endant - Appel | ee.

ok ok Kk K K Kk x K K Kk k%
JIMME D. NI CHOLS; LINDA F. N CHQOLS,

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

FARMERS AND MERCHANTS BANK, | TS BOARD COF
DI RECTORS, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
ok ok Kk K K K Kk K K Kk K k%
JIMME D. NI CHOLS; LINDA F. N CHQOLS,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

FARMERS AND MERCHANTS BANK AND | TS
BOARD OF DI RECTORS,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

* % * * *x % * * * *x *x * * * *

IN THE MATTER OF: JIMME D. N CHOLS;
LI NDA F. N CHQOLS,

Debt or s,
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JIMME D. NICHCOLS; LINDA F. N CHOLS,
Appel | ant s,
ver sus

FARVERS HOVE ADM NI STRATI CON,
Appel | ee.

* % * * *x % % * * *x *x * * * *

JIMM E D. NICHOLS; LINDA F. N CHQOLS,

Appel | ant s,
ver sus

FARVERS AND MERCHANTS BANK
Appel | ee.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC Nos. 3:95-CV-252 W5, 253 W5, 332 &
USDC No. 3:95-CV-167W5, 168 W5, 169Ws

February 9, 1999
Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **

Because both of these appeals nay be determ ned on the sane
ground, they are CONSCLI DATED. Feb. R App. P. 3(b)(2). The
Appel l ants have filed several unauthorized briefs that are
STRICKEN. Fep. R App. P. 28(a), (c), (j); 5THOR R 28.4. Only

the initial appellate briefs and the initial reply briefs are

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5THCGR R
47.5. 4.
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properly before us. 1In these filings, the Appellants purport to
chal l enge the district court's summary judgnent in favor of the
Appel | ees (97-60216) and the dism ssal of their three bankruptcy
cases (97-60719); neverthel ess, they have, through their failure
to brief adequately any appellate issue, failed to prosecute
their appeals. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cr.
1993); G ant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th G r. 1995). The
appeal s are frivolous, and they are DISM SSED. 5THCR R 42.2.
The Appel l ants' notions are DEN ED, as they are noot.

The Appellees' FED. R App. P. 38 notion for the inposition
of costs is GRANTED. The Appell ees are awarded doubl e costs.
The matter is REMANDED to the district court for the
determ nation of the anount of attorneys' fees due the defendants
for responding to these frivol ous appeal s and noti ons.

APPEALS CONSOLI DATED; BRI EFS STRI CKEN; APPEALS DI SM SSED;
APPELLANTS' MOTI ONS DEN ED; APPELLEES' MOTI ON FOR DOUBLE COSTS
GRANTED; REMANDED



