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PER CURIAM.  This litigation began in the bankruptcy court, following attempts by

defendant Citibank to foreclose on plaintiff Duane Montgomery’s home for non-payment

on Montgomery’s mortgage note.  In defense of the threatened foreclosure, Montgomery

filed three law suits in Michigan state court, pursued four appeals to the state appellate

court, applied for leave to the state supreme court, filed four bankruptcy petitions, and

sought three appeals to the district court.  It is the last two of these actions – two decisions

by the bankruptcy court and the subsequent affirmances by the district court – that are the

subject of the consolidated appeal currently before us.  However, the plaintiff has failed to

file an appropriate  joint appendix in this court, in violation of Sixth Circuit Rule 30.  We are,
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therefore, authorized to dismiss the appeal pursuant to Rule 30(m), and because it

appears that these appeals are simply one more stage of the dilatory litigation described

by the district court in its order of May 6, 2005, we elect to do so.

The appeals are DISMISSED and the cases are REMANDED to the district court

for further proceedings on the question of sanctions in Civil Action No. 05-CV-70009-BAF-

DAS.   


