UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Honorable Fredrick E. Clement
Fresno Federal Courthouse
2500 Tulare Street, 5% Floor
Courtroom 11, Department A
Fresno, California

PRE-HEARING DISPOSITIONS

DAY: WEDNESDAY
DATE: MARCH 29, 2017
CALENDAR: 9:00 A.M. CHAPTERS 13 AND 12 CASES

GENERAL DESIGNATIONS

Each pre-hearing disposition is prefaced by the words “Final Ruling,”
“Tentative Ruling” or “No Tentative Ruling.” Except as indicated
below, matters designated “Final Ruling” will not be called and
counsel need not appear at the hearing on such matters. Matters
designated “Tentative Ruling” or “No Tentative Ruling” will be called.

ORAL ARGUMENT

For matters that are called, the court may determine in its discretion

whether the resolution of such matter requires oral argument. See
Morrow v. Topping, 437 F.2d 1155, 1156-57 (9th Cir. 1971); accord LBR
9014-1(h). When the court has published a tentative ruling for a

matter that is called, the court shall not accept oral argument from
any attorney appearing on such matter who is unfamiliar with such
tentative ruling or its grounds.

COURT’S ERRORS IN FINAL RULINGS

If a party believes that a final ruling contains an error that would,
if reflected in the order or judgment, warrant a motion under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 60 (a), as incorporated by Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure 9024, then the party affected by such error
shall, not later than 4:00 p.m. (PST) on the day before the hearing,
inform the following persons by telephone that they wish the matter
either to be called or dropped from calendar, as appropriate,
notwithstanding the court’s ruling: (1) all other parties directly
affected by the motion; and (2) Kathy Torres, Judicial Assistant to
the Honorable Fredrick E. Clement, at (559) 499-5860. Absent such a
timely request, a matter designated “Final Ruling” will not be called.



16-14100-A-13 TIMOTHY HUTCH MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
DRJ-2 2-8-17 [29]

TIMOTHY HUTCH/MV

DAVID JENKINS/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Motion: Confirm Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by the trustee, approved by debtor’s counsel

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None
has been filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The
court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor bears the burden of proof as to
each element. In re Barnes, 32 F.3d 405, 407 (9th Cir. 1994). The
court finds that the debtor has sustained that burden, and the court
will approve confirmation of the plan.

12-14602-A-13 RAMON JIMENEZ AND ROSAURA MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE

BCS-3 CALATA LAW OFFICE OF SHEIN LAW GROUP,
PC FOR BENJAMIN C. SHEIN,
DEBTORS ATTORNEY (S)
2-23-17 [86]

BENJAMIN SHEIN/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Application: Allowance of Final Compensation and Expense Reimbursement
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required

Disposition: Approved

Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this application was required not less than 14 days
before the hearing on the application. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has
been filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The
court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .
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COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 13 case, Shein Law Group, PC has applied for an
allowance of final compensation and reimbursement of expenses. The
applicant requests that the court allow compensation in the amount of
$3025.00 and reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $400.43. The
applicant also asks that the court allow on a final basis all prior
applications for fees and costs that the court has previously allowed
on an interim basis.

Section 330 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes “reasonable
compensation for actual, necessary services” rendered by a debtor’s
attorney in a Chapter 13 case and “reimbursement for actual, necessary
expenses.” 11 U.S.C. § 330(a) (1), (4) (B). Reasonable compensation is
determined by considering all relevant factors. See id. § 330(a) (3).

The court finds that the compensation and expenses sought are
reasonable, and the court will approve the application on a final
basis. The court also approves on a final basis all prior
applications for interim fees and costs that the court has allowed
under § 331 on an interim basis.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

Shein Law Group PC’s application for allowance of final compensation
and reimbursement of expenses has been presented to the court. Having
entered the default of respondent for failure to appear, timely
oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter, and having considered the
well-pleaded facts of the application,

IT IS ORDERED that the application is approved on a final basis. The
court allows final compensation in the amount of $3025.00 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $400.43. The aggregate
allowed amount equals $3425.43. As of the date of the application,
the applicant held a retainer in the amount of $0.00. The amount of
$3425.43 shall be allowed as an administrative expense to be paid
through the plan. The court also approves on a final basis all prior
applications for interim fees and costs that the court has allowed
under § 331 on an interim basis.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trustee is authorized to pay the fees
allowed by this order from the available funds of the plan in a manner
consistent with the terms of the confirmed plan.



13-12516-A-13 TONY/MARY ADAYAN MOTION TO DETERMINE FINAL CURE
MHM-1 AND MORTGAGE PAYMENT RULE
MICHAEL MEYER/MV 3002.1

2-22-17 [72]
GLEN GATES/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Motion: Determination of Final Cure and Payment of Required
Postpetition Amounts under Rule 3002.1 (h)

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo
Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002.1(h) provides that the
debtor or trustee may file a motion to “determine whether the debtor
has cured the default and paid all required postpetition amounts” due
on a claim in a chapter 13 case that is “ (1) secured by a security
interest in the debtor’s principal residence, and (2) provided for
under § 1322 (b) (5) of the Code in the debtor’s plan.” Fed. R. Bankr.
P. 3002.1.

Rule 3002.1(f) and (g) describe procedures that must be followed
before the motion may be filed. These procedures begin with the
trustee’s filing and serving “a notice stating that the debtor has
paid in full the amount required to cure any default on the claim” and
“inform[ing] the holder of its obligation to file and serve a response
under subdivision (g).” Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002.1(f). This notice is
called the Notice of Final Cure. The debtor may file this notice if
the trustee does not timely file it. Id.

The holder of the claim then has a limited time to file a response to
this notice. See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002.1(g) (the holder must serve
and file its response statement within 21 days after service of the
Notice of Final Cure). The response statement permits the holder of
the claim to agree or dispute whether the debtor has paid in full the
amount required to cure the default on the claim and whether the
debtor is otherwise current on all payments under § 1322 (b) (5).

A motion for a determination of final cure and payment must be filed
within 21 days after service of the claimholder’s response statement
under subdivision (g) of Rule 3002.1. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002.1 (h).
If the movant complies with these procedures, then “the court shall,
after notice and hearing, determine whether the debtor has cured the
default and paid all required postpetition amounts.” Id.

If, however, the holder of the claim fails to provide a response
statement under subdivision (g) of Rule 3002.1, then the court may
both (1) preclude the holder from presenting the omitted information,
in any form, as evidence in any contested matter or adversary
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proceeding in the case, or (2) award other appropriate relief. Fed.
R. Bank. P. 3002.1(1i).

For the reasons stated in the motion and supporting papers, the court
will grant the relief sought by the motion. It will also award the
“other appropriate relief” described in Rule 3002.1 (i) (2) by
determining that the debtor has cured the default and paid all
postpetition amounts due on the secured claim described in the motion
as of the date indicated in the motion.

17-10116-A-13 PAULA PARDO MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
TOG-1 DITECH FINANCIAL, LLC
PAULA PARDO/MV 2-24-17 [13]

THOMAS GILLIS/Atty. for dbt.
ORDER #25 CONTINUING TO
5/11/17

Final Ruling

Pursuant to Order, ECF #25, the matter is continued to May 11, 2017,
at 9:00 a.m.

16-13322-A-13 RICHARD GARCIA AND MOTION TO APPROVE STIPULATION
EGS-1 BEATRIZ CORTEZ-GARCIA RE: ADEQUATE PROTECTION
BAYVIEW LOAN SERVICING, LLC/MV 3-15-17 [23]

JAMES MILLER/Atty. for dbt.
EDWARD SCHLOSS/Atty. for mv.

No tentative ruling.

17-10823-A-13 SIMON/RUTH LOPEZ MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY
JRL-1 3-15-17 [13]

SIMON LOPEZ/MV

JERRY LOWE/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Motion: Extend the Automatic Stay

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Denied without prejudice

Order: Civil minute order

The proof of service does not show that any creditor in this case
received notice of the motion or the hearing. Because creditors do not
have notice of the hearing, due process has not been satisfied given
that creditors have not received “notice reasonably calculated

to apprise interested parties of the pendency of the action and afford
them an opportunity to present their objections.” SEC v. Ross, 504
F.3d 1130, 1138 (9th Cir. 2007) (guoting Mullane v. Cent. Hanover Bank
& Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306, 314 (1950)). Creditors will be unable to
present their objections at a hearing of which they have no notice.
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17-10128-A-13 AMIR SADE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
MHM-1 3-1-17 [20]

MICHAEL MEYER/MV

F. GIST/Atty. for dbt.

WITHDRAWN

Final Ruling

The motion withdrawn, the matter is dropped as moot.

17-10334-A-13 JENNIFER MOLINA ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
TO PAY FEES
3-8-17 [15]

MARK ZIMMERMAN/Atty. for dbt.

FINAL INSTALLMENT OF $310.00

PAID 3/16/17

Final Ruling

The fee paid, the order to show cause is discharged and the case shall
remain pending.

15-11947-A-13 JOSE/MARIA CHAVARRIA MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM
AP-1 AUTOMATIC STAY
DITECH FINANCIAL LLC/MV 2-23-17 [36]

MARK ZIMMERMAN/Atty. for dbt.
ALEXANDER LEE/Atty. for mv.
RESPONSIVE PLEADING

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Denied as moot

Order: Civil minute order

Federal courts have no authority to decide moot questions. Arizonans
for Official English v. Arizona, 520 U.S. 43, 67-68, 72 (1997).
“Mootness has been described as the doctrine of standing set in a time
frame: The requisite personal interest that must exist at the
commencement of the litigation (standing) must continue throughout its
existence (mootness).” Id. at 68 n.22 (quoting U.S. Parole Comm’n v.
Geraghty, 445 U.S. 388, 397 (1980)) (internal quotation marks
omitted) .

The confirmed chapter 13 plan in this case provides for the moving
party’s claim in Class 4. Class 4 secured claims are long-term claims
that are not modified by the plan and that were not in default prior
to the filing of the petition. They are paid directly by the debtor
or a third party. Section 2.11 of the plan provides that “[u]pon
confirmation of the plan, all bankruptcy stays are modified to allow
the holder of a Class 4 secured claim to exercise its rights against
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10.

its collateral and any nondebtor in the event of a default under
applicable law or contract.”

Because the plan has been confirmed, the automatic stay has already
been modified to allow the moving party to exercise its rights against
its collateral. No effective relief can be awarded. The movant’s
personal interest in obtaining relief from the stay no longer exists
because the stay no longer affects its collateral. The motion will be
denied as moot.

16-11950-A-13 GENE/EVELYN FOX OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF POLLASKY
BDB-1 TRUST, CLAIM NUMBER 2
GENE FOX/MV 2-11-17 [28]

BENNY BARCO/Atty. for dbt.
Tentative Ruling

Objection: Objection to Claim No. 2 filed by Pollasky Trust
Disposition: Continued for an evidentiary hearing
Order: Civil minute order or scheduling order

The court will hold a scheduling conference for the purpose of setting
an evidentiary hearing under Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure

9014 (d) . An evidentiary hearing is required because disputed,
material factual issues must be resolved before the court can rule on
the relief requested.

Preliminarily, the court identifies the following disputed, material
factual issues: (1) whether the debtors are parties to the commercial
lease giving rise to the claimant’s claim; (2) whether a partnership
or a sole individual is a party to this commercial lease and whether
debtors were partners in any such partnership at the time of its
execution; (4) whether a partner of a dissolved or extant partnership
signed the lease on behalf of such partnership with authority to do
so, and whether all other elements of Cal. Corp. Code §§ 16301 and
16804 are satisfied to impose liability on the dissolved or extant
partnership; (5) if the debtors are partners of an extant or dissolved
partnership that is liable for the amount of the claim, then whether
the debtors are also liable personally for the amount of Claim No. 2
or for a different amount, see, e.g., Cal. Corp. Code §16807; and (6)
whether debtors are liable for any amount of Claim No. 2 under state
bulk transfer laws.

All parties shall appear at the hearing for the purpose of determining
the nature and scope of the matter, identifying the disputed and
undisputed issues, and establishing the relevant scheduling dates and
deadlines. Alternatively, the court may continue the matter to allow
the parties to file a joint status report that states:

) all relief sought and the grounds for such relief;

) the disputed factual or legal issues;

) the undisputed factual or legal issues;

) whether discovery is necessary or waived;

) the deadline for Rule 26(a) (1) (A) initial disclosures;

) the deadline for Rule 26(a) (2) expert disclosures (including
i

) the deadline for the close of discovery;


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=16-11950
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=16-11950&rpt=SecDocket&docno=28

(8) whether the alternate-direct testimony procedure will be used;
(9) the deadlines for any dispositive motions or evidentiary motions;
(10) the dates for the evidentiary hearing and the trial time that
will be required;

(11) any other such matters as may be necessary or expedient to the
resolution of these issues.

Unless the parties request more time, such a joint status report shall
be filed 14 days in advance of the continued hearing date. The
parties may jointly address such issues orally at the continued
hearing in lieu of a written joint status report.

17-10056-A-13 PATRICK LINEHAN OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
KAZ-1 PLAN BY WELLS FARGO BANK, NA
WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A./MV 2-28-17 [20]

TIMOTHY SPRINGER/Atty. for dbt.
KRISTIN ZILBERSTEIN/Atty. for mv.
DISMISSED

Final Ruling

The case dismissed, the objection is overruled as moot.

17-10157-A-13 MARY HALL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
MHM-1 3-1-17 [16]

MICHAEL MEYER/MV

MICHAEL MEYER/Atty. for mv.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo
Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

CASE DISMISSAL

The debtor has failed to provide the trustee with required or
requested documents. See 11 U.S.C. § 521 (a) (3)-(4).

The debtor has failed to provide the trustee with required tax returns
(for the most recent tax year ending immediately before the
commencement of the case and for which a Federal income tax return was
filed) no later than 7 days before the date first set for the first
meeting of creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 521 (e) (2) (A)-(B).
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13.

The debtor has failed to appear at a § 341 meeting of creditors. See
11 U.s.C. S§§ 341, 343.

For the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists to dismiss the
case. Id. § 1307 (c) (1) .

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having entered the default of the respondent debtor for failure to
appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter, and having
considered the well-pleaded facts of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted for unreasonable delay by the
debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. The court hereby dismisses
this case.

14-13263-A-13 BERNADINE DAVIS MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
PBB-2 2-22-17 [37]
BERNADINE DAVIS/MV

PETER BUNTING/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Motion: Modify Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by the trustee, approved by debtor’s counsel

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None
has been filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The
court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1323,
1325, 1329 and by Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (a) (5) and
3015 (g) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor bears the burden
of proof as to each element. In re Barnes, 32 F.3d 405, 407 (9th Cir.
1994). The court finds that the debtor has sustained that burden.

The court will grant the motion and approve the modification of the
plan.
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15.

17-10669-A-13 DAVID MORALES MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY

SL-1 3-15-17 [15]
DAVID MORALES/MV
SCOTT LYONS/Atty. for dbt.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Extend the Automatic Stay

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted except as to any creditor without proper notice
of this motion

Order: Prepared by moving party pursuant to the instructions below

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). The default
of the responding party is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.
Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

Upon request of a party in interest, the court may extend the
automatic stay where the debtor has had one previous bankruptcy case
that was pending within the l-year period prior to the filing of the
current bankruptcy case but was dismissed. See 11 U.S.C. §

362 (c) (3) (B) . Procedurally, the automatic stay may be extended only
“after notice and a hearing completed before the expiration of the 30-
day period” after the filing of the petition in the later case. Id.
(emphasis added). To extend the stay, the court must find that the
filing of the later case is in good faith as to the creditors to be
stayed, and the extension of the stay may be made subject to
conditions or limitations the court may impose. Id.

For the reasons stated in the motion and supporting papers, the court
finds that the filing of the current case is in good faith as to the

creditors to be stayed. The motion will be granted except as to any

creditor without proper notice of this motion.

11-61581-A-13 SCOTT/MONA ROWE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
MHM-1 2-24-17 [60]

MICHAEL MEYER/MV

GEOFFREY ADALIAN/Atty. for dbt.

No tentative ruling.
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17-10284-A-13 JUAN/MARIA RAMIREZ MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
TOG-3 KEYBANK, N.A.

JUAN RAMIREZ/MV 3-15-17 [20]

THOMAS GILLIS/Atty. for dbt.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Value Collateral [Real Property; Principal Residence]
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). The default
of the respondent is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.

Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).
VALUATION OF COLLATERAL

Chapter 13 debtors may strip off a wholly unsecured junior lien
encumbering the debtor’s principal residence. 11 U.S.C. §§ 506¢(a),
1322 (b) (2); In re Lam, 211 B.R. 36, 40-42 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1997); In
re Zimmer, 313 F.3d 1220, 1222-25 (9th Cir. 2002) (holding that the
trial court erred in deciding that a wholly unsecured lien was within
the scope of the antimodification clause of § 1322(b) (2) of the
Bankruptcy Code). A motion to value the debtor’s principal residence
should be granted upon a threefold showing by the moving party.
First, the moving party must proceed by noticed motion. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3012. Second, the motion must be served on the holder of
the secured claim. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3012, 9014 (a); LBR 3015-1(j).
Third, the moving party must prove by admissible evidence that the
debt secured by liens senior to the respondent’s claim exceeds the
value of the principal residence. 11 U.S.C. § 506(a); Lam, 211 B.R.
at 40-42; Zimmer, 313 F.3d at 1222-25. ™“In the absence of contrary
evidence, an owner’s opinion of property value may be conclusive.”
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th
Cir. 2004).

The debtor requests that the court value real property collateral.
The collateral is the debtor’s principal residence located at 1507
Orange St., Lemoore, CA.

The court values the collateral at $170,572. The debt secured by liens
senior to the respondent’s lien exceeds the value of the collateral.
Because the amount owed to senior lienholders exceeds the collateral’s
value, the respondent’s claim is wholly unsecured and no portion will
be allowed as a secured claim. See 11 U.S.C. § 506 (a).

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The debtor’s motion to value real property collateral has been
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presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent for
failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter,
and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The real property collateral
located at 1507 Orange St., Lemoore, CA, has a value of $170,572. The
collateral is encumbered by senior liens securing debt that exceeds
the collateral’s value. The respondent has a secured claim in the
amount of $0.00 and a general unsecured claim for the balance of the
claim.

17-10090-A-13 SOFIA SALAZAR MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
MHM-1 3-1-17 [22]

MICHAEL MEYER/MV

HENRY NUNEZ/Atty. for dbt.

DISMISSED

Final Ruling

The case dismissed, the motion is denied as moot.

16-13893-A-13 DAVID/DELIA HAYES MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
DMH-6 2-6-17 [31]

DAVID HAYES/MV

DAVID HAYES/Atty. for mv.

RESPONSIVE PLEADING

Final Ruling

Motion: Confirm Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Denied as moot

Order: Civil minute order

MOOTNESS

Chapter 13 debtors may modify the plan before confirmation. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1323(a). After the debtor files a modification under § 1323, the
modified plan becomes the plan. 11 U.S.C. § 1323(b). Modifying the
plan renders moot any pending confirmation motion for a previously
filed plan. Federal courts have no authority to decide moot
questions. Arizonans for Official English v. Arizona, 520 U.S. 43,
67-68, 72 (1997). The debtor has filed an amended plan. The court
will deny the motion as moot.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the motion to confirm is denied as moot.
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17-10697-A-13 ROBERTA CUMBERLAND MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY

PK-2 3-15-17 [20]
ROBERTA CUMBERLAND/MV
PATRICK KAVANAGH/Atty. for dbt.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Extend the Automatic Stay

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted except as to any creditor without proper notice
of this motion

Order: Prepared by moving party pursuant to the instructions below

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). The default
of the responding party is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.
Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

Upon request of a party in interest, the court may extend the
automatic stay where the debtor has had one previous bankruptcy case
that was pending within the l-year period prior to the filing of the
current bankruptcy case but was dismissed. See 11 U.S.C. §

362 (c) (3) (B) . Procedurally, the automatic stay may be extended only
“after notice and a hearing completed before the expiration of the 30-
day period” after the filing of the petition in the later case. Id.
(emphasis added). To extend the stay, the court must find that the
filing of the later case is in good faith as to the creditors to be
stayed, and the extension of the stay may be made subject to
conditions or limitations the court may impose. Id.

For the reasons stated in the motion and supporting papers, the court
finds that the filing of the current case is in good faith as to the

creditors to be stayed. The motion will be granted except as to any

creditor without proper notice of this motion.
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