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PER CURI AM ~

The Appel | ant asks whether the district court properly granted
anotiontowthdrawthe reference, transferring this case fromthe
bankruptcy court to the district court. This Court has held that

a district court’'s decision to withdraw a reference is not an

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, this Court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



appeal abl e final judgnent. In re Lieb, 915 F. 2d 180, 184 (5th Cr
1990). W also held that an order granting or denying a notion to
wi thdraw does not constitute a “collateral order,” a narrow
exception to the final judgnent rule. 1d. Inre Lieb remains the
rule in this circuit. See, e.g., Harvey Specialty & Supply, Inc.
v. Anson Flowine Equip. Inc., __ F.3d __, n.18, 2005 W. 3472133
(5th Gr. Dec. 20, 2005) (citingInre Lieb and its holding that “a
transfer order is not a final judgnent and is not imediately
appeal abl e”) .

The Appellant mstakenly relies on In re Aegis Specialty
Marketing Inc. of Alabama, 78 F.3d 919 (5th Cr. 1995). In re
Aegis refers to the finality of a district court order when that
court sits as a court of appeal in bankruptcy. 1d. at 921. That
is not the issue in the present case, as seen by the district
court’s order w thdraw ng the reference.

For these reasons we do not have jurisdiction to hear this

appeal. Therefore, it is D SM SSED



