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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas, Brownsville Division

Bef ore GARZA, DeMOSS, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM

In this appeal, Colin Kelly Kaufman (hereinafter “Kaufmn”)
appeals fromthe decision of the United States District Court for
the Southern District of Texas, Brownsville Division, entered on
March 25, 2004, in Gvil Action No.B-03-072 styled “In Re:
Charles B. Feldman d/ b/a Charles Feldman | nvestnments.” That
district court order considered Kaufman’s appeal fromthe
decision of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern

District of Texas, Brownsville Division, in bankruptcy case 90-
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01254-B-1 in Chapter 11 styled “Charles B. Feldman d/b/a Charl es
B. Feldman I nvestnents, Debtor” filed January 27, 2003, in which
t he bankruptcy court concluded that Kaufman | acked “standing to
object to this Settlenent Agreenent” under consideration therein,
and found that such Settlenent Agreenent “has been entered into
in good faith, is in the best interest of the Estate and is the
settlenment of doubtful and disputed clains and neets the

el ements” set forth in Protective Commttee for |ndependent

St ockhol ders of TMI Trailer Ferry, Inc. v. Anderson, 390 U S. 414
(1968). In its order, the district court reversed the decision of
t he bankruptcy court by holding that “Kaufman has standing to
chal | enge the Mdtion of Approval of Conprom se and to Approve
Settl enment Agreenent and has standing to file this appeal.” The
district court, however, affirmed the conclusions of the
bankruptcy court that “the settlenment of doubtful and di sputed
clainms” for $25,000 was “entered into in good faith” and “was in
the best interest of the Estate.” Kaufman tinely appeal ed the
decision of the district court to this court.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the reply briefs, the
record excerpts and rel evant portions of the record itself. W
review findings of fact by the bankruptcy court under the clearly
erroneous standard and deci de issues of |law de novo. In re
H ckman, 260 F.3d 400, 401 (5th G r. 2001). For the reasons
stated by the district court in its order entered under date of

March 25, 2004, we AFFIRM the order of the district court that
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concl uded Kauf man had standing to appeal and we AFFIRMthe order
of the district court that affirns the decision of the bankruptcy
court to approve the Conprom se and Settl enent Agreenent.

AFF| RMED.



