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

No. 98-20741
Summary Cal endar

In the Matter of: ROY BERT ROBI NSON
Debt or .
Rl CHARD HENRY PARKER, JR ,

Appel | ant,
VERSUS

DONALD M LANCON, ROY BERT ROBI NSON

and
KATHLEEN ROBI NSON

Appel | ees.
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(H 95-CV-5714)

June 14, 1999
Before JOLLY, SM TH, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri chard Parker appeals the district court's rejection of al
of his challenges to bankruptcy court orders. The first error
Par ker all egesSSthe failure of the bankruptcy court to disqualify
an attorneySShe waived by failing to designate the issue in his
statenent of issues submtted to the district court pursuant to
FED. R BAankrR. P. 8006. See Zi mernmann v. Jenkins (Inre GGV P.C.),
165 F.3d 1026, 1031 (5th Gr. 1999) (holding “that, even if an
i ssue is argued in the bankruptcy court and rul ed on by that court,
it is not preserved for appeal under Bankruptcy Rule 8006 unl ess
the appellant includes the issue in its statenment of issues on
appeal .”).

Regardi ng the remai ning i ssues, there is no reversible error,
and we affirm on the basis of the district court's thorough
opi ni on, which does a fine job of wading through the convol uted
nmor ass of proceedings toresolve the fairly sinple |l egal argunents.
It is tinme for this seemngly endless litigationSSover fifteen
years of rel ated cases, involving several courts at both the state

and federal |evel SSto be brought to concl usion. AFFI RVED.

" Pursuant to 5THQR R 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion
should not be published and is not precedent except wunder the Ilimted
ci rcunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.
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