UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T
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Summary Cal endar

In the Matter of: HAROLD W SMTH, 111,

Debt or,
HAROLD W SM TH, 111,
Appel | ant,
vVer sus
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(4:94-CV-788-E)

June 20, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DEMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Harold Smth asserts, pro se, that the district court erred in
dism ssing his appeal of the bankruptcy court's denial of his
request for judicial disqualification and in affirmng its orders
granting the Governnent's notion to conpel debtor to file tax

returns and denying debtor's notion to quash.

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



Pursuant to FED. R App. P. 3(c), a notice of appeal nust
"designate the judgnent, order, or part thereof appealed fron.
Smth's notice of appeal to the district court designated only the
bankruptcy court's order of OCctober 11, 1994, not its July 14,
1994, order denying judicial disqualification. Because the
district court |acks subject-matter jurisdiction over orders not
designated in a tinely notice of appeal, Cole v. Tuttle, 540 F.2d
206, 207 (5th Cr. 1976), Smth's appeal of the July 14, 1994,
order was properly di sm ssed.

The district court did not abuse its discretion in affirmng
the orders conpelling Smth to file tax returns and denying his
motion to quash, because the bankruptcy court had sufficient
authority pursuant to General Order 93-1 8§ 9(i), from the Local
Bankruptcy Rules of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
Northern District of Texas, and the Bankruptcy Code, 11 U S. C
8105(a), to conpel Smith to file those returns.

For the foregoing reasons, the judgnent is

AFF| RMED.



