IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 95-40896

In The Matter O : RESERVE PRCODUCTI ON, | NC

Debt or

WLLIAMT BILL CLARK, Representative of the Estate of
Reserve Production, Inc

Appel | ee

V.

LARRY SANDERS, Larry Sanders, Trustee

Appel | ant

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(6: 95- MC-92)

Septenber 5, 1996
Before KING W ENER, and BENAVIDES, Ci rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM ~

Larry Sanders filed a notion to withdraw the reference in an
adversary proceedi ng pending in the bankruptcy court. On August
8, 1995, the district court granted the notion to wi thdraw the

reference for the purposes of jury selection and jury trial, but

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.



kept the reference intact for all pretrial matters. The district
court denied Sanders’s notion to reconsider its August 8, 1995
order. Courts of appeals have “uniformy construed a district
court’s decision to withdraw a reference or to refuse such a

w thdrawal as interlocutory and non-reviewable.” 1In re Lieb, 915
F.2d 180, 184 (5th Gr. 1990) (citation, internal quotation

mar ks, and brackets omtted). The denial of a notion for

reconsi deration of an otherw se non-appeal able order is itself
non- appeal able. Branson v. City of Los Angeles, 912 F.2d 334,
336 (9th Gr. 1990). Finding that we have no appellate

jurisdiction, we DISMSS this interlocutory appeal



