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

No. 99-20260

In The Matter OF: APPLETREE MARKETS, | NC.,
Debt or .

CENTRAL STATES, SOUTHEAST AND SOQUTHWEST
AREAS PENSI ON FUND,
Appel | ant - Cr oss- Appel | ee,
vVer sus
LONG TERM CREDI T BANK OF JAPAN, LTD.,
Appel | ee- Cr oss- Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Sout hern District of Texas
(H 98- CV-3163)

April 10, 2000
Before POLI TZ, JOLLY, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

After reviewwing the record, studying the briefs, and
considering the points nmade by counsel at oral argunent, we agree
with the bankruptcy court, as affirnmed by the district court, that
the rel ease provided under the Plan is effective to preclude the

clains Central States now attenpts to raise against LTCB.

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5TH CR R 47.5. 4.



Furthernore, Central States is entitled to no relief under
Bankruptcy Rule 9024 on the basis that the bankruptcy court acted
in excess of its authority or jurisdiction in discharging the
liability of athird party. At best, the bankruptcy court’s orders
in this respect are voidable, not void, and as such can not be

collaterally attacked in this proceeding. See Republic Supply Co.

v. Shoaf, 815 F.2d 1046 (5th Cr. 1987); 1n re Edwards, 962 F.2d

641, 644 (7th Cr. 1992); 11 Wight &MIller, Federal Practice and
Procedure § 2862, at pp. 322-32 (1995).

We thus conclude that the judgnent of the district court,
affirmng the judgnent of the bankruptcy granting sunmary judgnent
for LTCB, should be, and the sane is

AFFI RMED?!?

The judgnent of the district court, affirm ng the judgnent of
t he bankruptcy court, denying LTCB s request for attorney’'s fees
pursuant to 29 U.S.C. 88 1401 & 1451 is AFFI RVED



