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PER CURI AM *

Patrick W Soddy appeals the judgnent of the district court
affirmng a bankruptcy court finding that he had abandoned the
honmest ead exenption for the house he owns near Bayview, Texas.

Soddy contends that the bankruptcy court incorrectly

interpreted Caulley v. Caulley, 806 S.W2d 795 (Tex. 1991), as

stating that abandonnent can be proven by the percentage of tine
spent away from the honestead. We have reviewed the bankruptcy

court's nenorandum opi ni on. W find that the bankruptcy court

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases
on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



correctly relied on Caulley as determning the |evel of proof
needed to prove abandonnent. See Caulley, 806 S.W2d at 797.

Thus, this contention is without nerit.

Soddy al so contends that the bankruptcy court erred in finding
t hat he had abandoned his honestead. After review ng the testinony
and evidence presented at trial, we hold that the bankruptcy

court's findings are not clearly erroneous. See In re Conpton, 891

F.2d 1180, 1183 (5th Gr. 1990)(holding that the findings of the
bankruptcy court will not be disturbed in the absence of clear
error). Thus, this contention is without nerit.

A determnation on these two issues pretermts any need to
di scuss the other issues raised in appellant's brief.

AFFI RVED.



