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ORDE R 

This ma t ter i s be ore the Cou rt o n its ow n mo tion, as 

we ll as appe ll ant ' s request fo an in j unct i o n ( Fi l i ng No. 8 ) . 

Appe l l ant 's ot ice of intent to appea l was f ile d wit h t he Cn ited 

States Ba nkrup tcy our t fo r t he Di str i ct of Keb ra s ka o n Ju ly 23, 

19 86 . On May 21 , 198 7 , appel lan t wa s orde re d to s how c a use why 

this ma tter should not be di sm i ss e d f o r lack o dili gent 

prosecut ion pu rsuan t to Local Ru l e 22 . At that time , Mr. Rosberg 

had no t f'l e d a e sig na tion of record with the Bankrup t cy Court 

Clerk nor had he fi led a n appe l late br i ef wi th t his Cou rt. 

Soon thsrea f ter, the Bankrup t cy Cou r t Cl ~ ~k c~r t iE i d 

t o th is Cou rt the record on a ppea l. On June l 7 , 19 8 7, appella n t 

wa s ordered to proceed as outl i ne d i n a previou s briefi ng 

sche dule f iled on Feb r uary 24 , 1987 ( F iling No. 2 ) . That 

br ief i ng sche du l e req u ired appell an t to fi l e a br ief within 

t we nty d ay s from t he dat e the re co rd n appe al was t ra ns mitte d to 

t he d i s r ict court . 

On J un e 24, 198 7 , Mr. Rosbe r g f il e a req uest for 

addi t ional t ime . He reques t e d an addit i o nal t wen ty days i n which 

to f il e a brief. The Cou rt gra nt ed hi s req uest o n J u ly 14, 1987 . 

To d a te , no brie f has been received by t h is Court . 



Mr. Rosberg did not file a des i g nation of the r e cord 

and a st ~ tement of i ss ues to be he a rd on ap p ea l within t en da ys 

from the date he fi led his app~ 1 as req ui ~ d by Bank~uptcy Ru le 

of Proc ed ure 8006, and did so only aft er a show caus e orde r was 

issued against him. Once the re co r d on appeal was finally 

transmitted to tnis Cour t , he was allowe d addi tional time to file 

a bri e f i n support o f his appe a l. He ha s no w fai l e d to fi l e a 

brief in s uppo~t of his app e al within the al l owed e xtension o f 

time, and has gone be y ond al l bo un ds of dilige nce in pro s ecuting 

his appe al. Therefore , th i s matter will be dismi ssed pu rs uant to 

Local Rul e 22 . 

I n v iew of the fo r egoing action , the Court finds 

ap pellant 's r e que s t fo r inj unc t i o n shou l d b e de n ied as moot. 

Accordingly, 

IT IS ORDER D: 

l) This a ppeal i s di sm issed for l ack of di li g e nt 

prosecution pursuant to Lo c a l Rul e 22 . 

2) Appellant' s req uest f o r ' n junction is d e nied. 

DATED this ~day of Au gus t , 1 987 . 

BY THE COU RT : 
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