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The bankruptcy court approved a settlement between the trustee

and a creditor that may have received fraudulent conveyances over

the objection of another creditor.  The objecting creditor appealed

and the district court affirmed all the decisions made by the

bankruptcy judge.  

The bankruptcy judge did not abuse her discretion by denying

the objecting creditor's motion to pursue discovery which the judge

determined to be irrelevant.

The bankruptcy judge correctly denied the creditor's unopposed

motion for summary judgment on an action which had not been

commenced.

Appointment of one creditor's attorney as special counsel for

the trustee did not violate § 327(c) because the interest of the

trustee and the interest of the creditors were identical when the

attorney was appointed.  A potential conflict did not arise until

another creditor objected to the settlement.  The bankruptcy court

did not err in failing to remove special counsel before the initial

hearing on the motion to approve the settlement.  

The excusable neglect standard enunciated in Pioneer Inv.

Servs. Co. v. Brunswick Assocs., 113 S.Ct. 1489 (1993) does not



apply to the deadline to object to discharge or dischargeability of
a debt in a chapter 7 case.

The bankruptcy court considered the appropriate factors in
approving the settlement between the trustee and defendants.  
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