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January 7, 2002

Per Curiam After a thorough review of the record

and of the parties’ subm ssions, we affirm There was no
error in the dismssal pursuant to D. Mass. Loc. R 203(A),
as that Rule clearly authorizes dism ssal of an appeal in an
adversary proceedi ng where appellant has failed to conply
with the mandates of Fed. R Bankr. P. 8006 and 8001(a). We
see no constitutional infirmty in the local rule, as any
di sm ssal under the rule is reviewable by an Article 111
judge in the district court, and in this instance was first
directed by, and then affirmed by, a district judge. The
bankruptcy court was not without jurisdiction to enter the
order of dismssal, despite the fact that the case was on

appeal to this court at the tinme, since the appeal here was

an i nproper interlocutory one. See United States v. Brooks,

145 F. 3d 446, 456 (1st Cir. 1998) (lower court “may proceed,

notw thstanding the filing of an appeal, if the notice of
appeal is defective in some substantial and easily
di scernible way (if, for exanple, it 1is based on an
unappeal abl e order) . . . .).

Affirmed. 1t Cir. Loc. R 27(c).



