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This matter 1s before the Court on 1ts own motion, as
well as appellant's request for an injunction (Filing No. 8).
Appellant's notice of intent to appeal was filed with the United
States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Nebraska on July 23,
19586. On May 21, 1987, appellant was ordered to show cause why
this matter should not be dismissed for lack of diligent
prosecution pursuant to Local Rule 22. At that time, Mr. Rosberg
had not filed a designation of record with the Bankruptcy Court
Clerk nor had he filed an appellate brief with this Court.

Soon thereafter, the Bankruptcy Court Clerk certified
to this Court the record on appeal. On June 17, 1987, appellant
was ordered to proceed as outlined in a previous briefing
schedule filed on February 24, 1987 (Filing No. 2). That
'briefing schedule required appellant to file a brief within
twenty days from the date the record on appeal was transmitted to
the district court. ‘

On June 24, 1987, Mr. Rosberg filed a request for
additional time. He requested an additional twenpy days in which
to file a brief. The Court granted his request on July 14, 1987.

To date, no brief has been received by this Court. =



Mr. Rosberg did not file a designation of the record
and a statement of issues to be heard on appeal within ten days
from the date he filed his appeal as required by Bankruptcy Rule
of Procedure 8006, and did so only after a show cause order was
issued against him. Once the record on appeal was finally
transmitted to tnis Court, he was allowed additicnal time to file
a brief in support of his appeal. He has now failed to file a
brief in suppert of his appeal within the allowed extension of
time, and has gone beyond all bocunds of diligence in prosecuting
his appeal. Therefore, this matter will be dismissed pursuant to
Local Rule 22,

In view of the foregoing action, the Court finds
appellant's request for injunction should be denied as moot.
Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED:

1) This appeal is dismissed for lack of diligent
prosecution pursuant to Local Rule 22.

2) Appellant's request for injunction is denied.

DATED this LEE day of August, 1987.

BY THE COURT.

LYLE E. STROM
UNITLD STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




