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The debtor in this case, Ranbna Mo x-McNutt (“Debtor”), appeals from
an order of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Eastern District of
Arkansas sustaining objections to confirmation of the Debtor’s proposed
Chapter 13 plan and all owing Debtor twenty days in which to file a notion
to convert the case to one under Chapter 11. The order further provided

that, if the Debtor failed



to convert the case to one under Chapter 11 within such tine, the case
woul d be converted to Chapter 7 without further notice or hearing. One of
t he appell ees, Mercantile Bank, has filed a notion to disniss the appea
for lack of jurisdiction, arguing that the bankruptcy court’'s order is not
a final judgment, order or decree within the neaning of 28 US C §
158(a) (1) (1994).

W hold that we lack jurisdiction to hear this appeal because the
bankruptcy court’s order in this case was not a final order within the
nmeaning of 28 U. S.C. § 158(a)(1). A bankruptcy court’s order denying
confirmation of a Chapter 13 plan without disnmissing the case is not a

final order for purposes of appeal. See Goves v. LaBarge (In re Groves),

39 F.3d 212, 214 (8th Cir. 1994); Lewis v. Farners Hone Admin., 992 F.2d

767, 772 (8th Gr. 1993). In this Crcuit, a three-part test is utilized
to determ ne whether a bankruptcy decision is final. W consider
(1) the extent to which the order | eaves the Bankruptcy Court
nothing to do but to execute the order; (2) the extent to which
delay in obtaining review would prevent the aggrieved party
fromobtaining effective relief; and (3) the extent to which a
| ater reversal on that issue would require recommencenent of
the entire proceedings.
Lewis, 992 F.2d at 772. In this case, the bankruptcy court has tasks
remai ning to be perforned which are not purely nechanical or mnisterial
the Debtor nmay obtain effective relief by appealing the bankruptcy court’s

order after dismissal or final confirnmation



and a later reversal of a denial of confirmation will not conpel extensive
relitigation of the entire proceedings.

Accordingly, we disniss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction
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