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After Nancy and Robert Mahler divorced, Debtor filed a
Chapter 7 bankruptcy petition.  Plaintiff, Robert Mahler, filed a
complaint against Debtor, her father, and her second husband
alleging that the Defendants had converted various items of
property belonging to the Plaintiff and seeking a money judgment. 
The complaint alleged that the Debtor’s portion of the debt was
nondischargeable.  After trial, the court ruled in favor of the
Defendants and the Plaintiff appealed.

The Plaintiff listed as error the court’s admitting evidence
during trial concerning the disposition of marital property other
than the property mentioned in the complaint, evidence concerning
passport fraud committed by Plaintiff, and evidence of
Plaintiff’s criminal conviction.  The BAP held that the court did
not commit error in admitting the complained of evidence. 
Evidence concerning disposition of marital property was relevant
regarding the existence of an agreement regarding division of
marital property.  Evidence of passport fraud and of the criminal
conviction was relevant with regard to Plaintiff’s truthfulness
and his propensity to testify truthfully.  Because this was a
bench trial, there was little chance that the trier of fact was
prejudiced by introduction of that evidence.

E99-27(14)
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