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Debt or - Appel  ant Robert W Moers seeks reversal of the
Bankruptcy Court’s summary judgnent in an adversary proceeding
brought by his ex-wife, Appellee Nancy Prenmazon, in which she

sought non-di scharge of the Debtor’s state court judgnent debt to

" Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Premazon for attorneys’ fees incurred and awarded in connection
wth these parties’ child custody disputes. Moers contends on
appeal that the Bankruptcy Court erred (and thus too the district
court sitting in appeal by affirmng the Bankruptcy Court) in
ruling that —irrespective of the classification for purposes of
Texas law by the famly court and the state appellate court
regarding the nature of these attorneys’ fees — under federal
bankruptcy law, the entire anmount of the attorneys’ fees for which
Moers is indebted by judgnent to Premazon i s non-di schargeabl e.

Both parties submtted to this court that, given the
essentially undisputed facts and the entirely | egal nature of the
i ssue presented by this appeal, oral argunent would not aid in our
di sposition of the case. W agree. Having now carefully revi ewed
the briefs of the parties and the record on appeal, including,
without Iimtation, the exhaustive explication of the case by the
Bankruptcy Court in its Menorandumof Decision dated April 1, 2004,
we are convinced — as was the district court — that the
Bankruptcy Court ruled correctly when it granted partial sunmary
judgrment that $120,000 in attorneys’ fees, plus interest, owed by
Moers to Premazon i s non-di schargeabl e, subject to any of fset Mers
may establish, and denyi ng Premazon’ s $45, 000 conditional award of
attorneys’ fees; at the sane tine denying Mers’s notion for
summary judgnent. Accordingly, for the reasons set forth in the
Bankruptcy Court’s Menorandum of Decision, that court’s partia
summary judgnent is, in all respects,
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