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Before LUTTIG GREGORY, and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Jacqueline W Ganati, Appellant Pro Se. Carlton Tufts GCbecny,
Bet hesda, Maryl and; Elyse L. Strickland, SELZER, GURVI TCH, RABIN &
OBENCY, CHTD., Bethesda, Maryland, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Jacquel ine W Ganati appeals fromthe district court’s order
affirm ng the bankruptcy court’s determ nations that Appell ees were
t he equi tabl e owners of the paynents due under an annuity contract,
that this interest was not a dischargeable claim in Ganati’s
bankruptcy action, and that Granati’s liability for conversion of
pre-petition paynents was nondi schargeabl e i n bankruptcy. W have
reviewed the records in these appeals and find no abuse of
di scretion and no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny G anati’s
nmotion for a contract quantum neruit and affirm for the reasons

stated by the district court. See Ganati v. Stone Street, Nos.

CA- 02- 1515- A, CA-01-1061-SSM CA-02-1516-A, CA-01-1025-SSM BK-00-
14419 (E.D. Va. Dec. 24, 2002). W also deny Granati’s notion to
appear by telephone for oral argunent and we di spense with ora
argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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