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ROLAND STARK, No. 57722
Appellant,

vs.

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent.

ROLAND STARK, No. 57723
Appellant,

vs.

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent.

ORDER DISMISSING APPEALS

These are proper person appeals from decisions of the district
court to deny a motion for mistrial, motion for complete transcripts,
motion to appear pro se, “cause in fact motion,” motion prohibiting the
State from seeking habitual criminality, motion to set aside verdict,
motion for acquittal, and motion to proceed in forma pauperis. Eighth
Judicial District Court, Clark County; Valorie Vega, Judge. We elect to
consolidate these appeals for disposition. NRAP 3(b).

The motions were filed after the verdict was rendered, but
prior to the sentencing hearing. Because no statute or court rule permits

an independent appeal from a decision denying the aforementioned
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motions, we lack jurisdiction. Castillo v. State, 106 Nev. 349, 352, 792
P.2d 1133, 1135 (1990); NRS 177.045 (permitting intermediate decisions of

the district court to be raised on direct appeal). Accordingly, we

ORDER these appeals DISMISSED.!
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cc:  Hon. Valorie Vega, District Judge
Roland Stark
Attorney General/Carson City
Clark County District Attorney
Eighth District Court Clerk

1We have reviewed all documents that appellant has submitted in
proper person to the clerk of this court in these matters, and we conclude
that no relief based upon those submissions is warranted for the reason
set forth above.




