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PER CURI AM

Plaintiffs Prod-X Di stributors, Inc. (“Prod-X") and Nasir
M Khan noted an appeal fromthe district court’s order dism ssing
their breach of contract claimand entering judgnment in favor of
Def endant Capitol Resource Funding, Inc., on its counterclaimfor
breach of contract. While the appeal was pending, Prod-X filed a
petition for relief in bankruptcy. W therefore stayed the appeal
fromthe portion of the district court’s order granting judgnment in
favor of Capitol Resource on its counterclai magai nst Prod-X, see
11 U.S.C. § 362(a) (2000), and affirned the remai nder of the case.

See Prod-X Distribs., Inc. v. Capitol Res. Funding, Inc., No. 04-

1034 (4th GCr. Qct. 20, 2004) (unpublished).

The bankruptcy court has now lifted the automatic stay
i mposed in Prod-X s bankruptcy case to allowthis court to resol ve
the appeal as to the judgnent entered on Capitol Resource’s
countercl ai magai nst Prod-X. W have reviewed the record and find
no reversible error by the district court in granting judgnment in
favor of Capitol Resource and agai nst Prod-X on Capitol Resource’s
counterclaim Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons stated by the

district court. See Prod-X Distribs., Inc. v. Capitol Res.

Funding, Inc., No. CA-03-1065-1 (E.D. Va. filed Nov. 26, 2003 &

entered Dec. 4, 2003). W have previously granted Capitol
Resource’s notion to submt the case on the briefs and dispense

with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are



adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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