UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Honorable Fredrick E. Clement
Sacramento Federal Courthouse
501 I Street, 7t Floor
Courtroom 28, Department A
Sacramento, California

DAY: MONDAY
DATE: MAY 17, 2021
CALENDAR: 9:00 A.M. CHAPTER 7 CASES

RULINGS

Each matter on this calendar will have one of three possible designations:
No Ruling, Tentative Ruling, or Final Ruling.

“No Ruling” means the likely disposition of the matter will not be
disclosed in advance of the hearing. The matter will be called; parties
wishing to be heard should rise and be heard.

“Tentative Ruling” means the likely disposition, and the reasons therefor,
are set forth herein. The matter will be called. Aggrieved parties or
parties for whom written opposition was not required should rise and be
heard. Parties favored by the tentative ruling need not appear. Non-
appearing parties are advised that the court may adopt a ruling other than
that set forth herein without further hearing or notice.

“Final Ruling” means that the matter will be resolved in the manner, and
for the reasons, indicated below. The matter will not be called; parties
and/or counsel need not appear and will not be heard on the matter.

CHANGES TO PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED RULINGS

On occasion, the court will change its intended ruling on some of the
matters to be called and will republish its rulings. The parties and
counsel are advised to recheck the posted rulings after 3:00 p.m. on the
next business day prior to the hearing. Any such changed ruling will be
preceded by the following bold face text: “[Since posting its original
rulings, the court has changed its intended ruling on this matter]”.

ERRORS IN RULINGS

Clerical errors of an insignificant nature, e.g. nomenclature (“2017 Honda
Accord,” rather than “2016 Honda Accord”), amounts, (“$880,” not “$808”"),
may be corrected in (1) tentative rulings by appearance at the hearing; or
(2) final rulings by appropriate ex parte application. Fed. R. Civ. P.

60 (a) incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9024. All other errors, including
those occasioned by mistake, inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect,
must be corrected by noticed motion. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 60(b), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9023.



1. 19-27800-A-7 IN RE: EDUARDO/FLORINDA SAN ANTONIO
DNL-4

MOTION TO SELL AND/OR MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR COLDWELL
BANKER KAPPEL GATEWAY REALTY, BROKER(S)
4-19-2021 [221]

ARASTO FARSAD/ATTY. FOR DBT.
J. CUNNINGHAM/ATTY. FOR MV.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 02/02/2021; NON-OPPOSITION

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Sell Real Property and Compensate Real Estate Broker
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party

Property: 1045 S. Shelter Bay, Hercules, CA 94547
Buyer: Tania Woods and Destany Bernstine

Sale Price: $1,005,000.00

Sale Type: Private sale subject to overbid opportunity

Broker: Coldwell Banker Kappel Gateway Realty
Commission: $60,300.00 (6% of gross sale price)

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55(c¢), 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) .

Section 363 (b) (1) of Title 11 authorizes sales of property of the
estate “other than in the ordinary course of business.” 11 U.S.C. §
363 (b) (1); see also In re Lionel Corp., 722 F.2d 1063, 1071 (2d Cir.

1983) (requiring business justification). The moving party is the
Chapter 7 trustee and liquidation of property of the estate is a
proper purpose. See 11 U.5.C. § 704 (a) (1). As a result, the court

will grant the motion. The stay of the order provided by Federal
Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 6004 (h) will be waived.

Section 330(a) of Title 11 authorizes “reasonable compensation for
actual, necessary services” rendered by a professional person
employed under § 327 and “reimbursement for actual, necessary

expenses.” 11 U.S.C. § 330(a). Reasonable compensation is
determined by considering all relevant factors. See id. §
330 (a) (3). The court finds that the compensation sought is

reasonable and will approve the application.

It is further ordered that the loan secured by a first lien on the
described real property will be paid in full as of the date of the
closing of the sale, and the sale will be conducted through an
escrow and based on a nonexpired contractual payoff statement
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received directly from Select Portfolio Servicing, Inc., servicing
agent for U.S. Bank Trust National Association, not in its
individual capacity but solely as owner trustee for Legacy Mortgage
Asset Trust 2020-GS2.

2. 17-25421-A-7 IN RE: MICHAEL HAIGH
HSM-3

MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE LAW OFFICE OF HEFNER, STARK &
MAROIS, LLP FOR HOWARD S. NEVINS, TRUSTEES ATTORNEY (S)
4-26-2021 [103]

JEFFREY OGILVIE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 11/30/2017

Tentative Ruling

Application: Allowance of Final Compensation and Expense
Reimbursement

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no 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). 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).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 7 case, Hefner, Stark & Marois, LLP, attorney for
the trustee, has applied for an allowance of final compensation and
reimbursement of expenses. The applicant requests that the court
allow compensation in the amount of $15,065.00 and reimbursement of
expenses in the amount of $9.50.

Section 330(a) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes “reasonable
compensation for actual, necessary services” rendered by a trustee,
examiner or professional person employed under § 327 or § 1103 and
“reimbursement for actual, necessary expenses.” 11 U.S.C. §
330(a) (1) . 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.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:
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Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

Hefner, Stark & Marois, LLP’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 $15,065.00 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $9.50.

3. 20-25322-A-7 IN RE: JOGINDER SINGH
RPZ-1

MOTTON FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
4-15-2021 [31]

DAVID ARIETTA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
ROBERT ZAHRADKA/ATTY. FOR MV.
BANK OF AMERICA, N.A. VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

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

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2017 Mercedes-B S-Class
Value of Collateral: $42,300.00
Aggregate of Liens: $58,188.23

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014 (c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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).


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=20-25322
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=649396&rpt=Docket&dcn=RPZ-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=649396&rpt=SecDocket&docno=31

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1) . The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (1); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (2).

Section 362 (d) (2) authorizes stay relief if the debtor lacks equity
in the property and the property is not necessary to an effective

reorganization. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (2). Chapter 7 is a mechanism
for liquidation, not reorganization, and, therefore, property of the
estate is never necessary for reorganization. In re Casgul of

Nevada, Inc., 22 B.R. 65, 66 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1982).

In this case, the aggregate amount due all liens exceeds the value
of the collateral and the debtor has no equity in the property. As
a consequence, the motion will be granted, and the 1l4-day stay of
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No
other relief will be awarded.

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.

Bank of America, N.A.’s motion for relief from the automatic stay
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
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2017 Mercedes-B S-Class, as to all parties in
interest. The l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing
may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to applicable
non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.



4., 19-26728-A-7 IN RE: NORBERT/JILL WASCHE
DNL-6

MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE LAW OFFICE OF DESMOND, NOLAN,
LIVAICH & CUNNINGHAM FOR J. RUSSELL CUNNINGHAM, TRUSTEES
ATTORNEY (S)

4-12-2021 [119]

HARRY ROTH/ATTY. FOR DBT.

DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 02/07/2020

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).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 7 case, Desmond, Nolan, Livaich & Cunningham,
attorney for the trustee, has applied for an allowance of final
compensation and reimbursement of expenses. The applicant requests
that the court allow compensation in the amount of $10,169.26 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $230.74.

Section 330 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes “reasonable
compensation for actual, necessary services” rendered by a trustee,
examiner or professional person employed under § 327 or § 1103 and
“reimbursement for actual, necessary expenses.” 11 U.S.C. §
330(a) (1) . 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.

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.
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Desmond, Nolan, Livaich & Cunningham’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 $10,169.26 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $230.74.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trustee is authorized without further
order of this court to pay from the estate the aggregate amount
allowed by this order in accordance with the Bankruptcy Code and the
distribution priorities of § 726.

5. 19-26728-A-7 IN RE: NORBERT/JILL WASCHE
DNL-8

MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR J. MICHAEL HOPPER, CHAPTER 7
TRUSTEE (S)

4-12-2021 [125]

HARRY ROTH/ATTY. FOR DBT.

DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 02/07/2020

Final Ruling

Application: Allowance of 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).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

A trustee’s compensation is considered in accordance with §S 326 (a)
and 330(a). In 2005, “Congress removed Chapter 7 trustees from the
list of professionals subject to the Section 330 (a) (3) factors.
[and] introduced a new provision to Section 330 requiring courts
to treat the reasonable compensation awarded to trustees as a
‘commission, based on Section 326.’"” Matter of JFK Capital
Holdings, L.L.C., 880 F.3d 747, 752 (5th Cir. 2018) (gquoting 11
U.S.C. § 330¢(a) (7)). “[A] trustee’s request for compensation should
be presumed reasonable as long as the amount requested does not
exceed the statutory maximum calculated pursuant to § 326. [A]lbsent
extraordinary circumstances, bankruptcy courts should approve
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chapter 7, 12 and 13 trustee fees without any significant additional
review. If the court has found that extraordinary circumstances are
present, only then does it become appropriate to conduct a further
inquiry to determine whether there exists a rational relationship
between the compensation requested and the services rendered.” In
re Ruiz, 541 B.R. 892, 896 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2015) (second alteration
in original) (citations omitted) (internal quotation marks omitted).

In short, § 330(a) (7) “treats the commission as a fixed percentage,
using Section 326 not only as a maximum but as a baseline
presumption for reasonableness in each case.” Matter of JFK Capital
Holdings, 880 F.3d at 755. This provision “is best understood as a
directive to simply apply the formula of § 362 in every case.” Id.
at 753-54. The “reduction or denial of compensation . . . should be
a rare event” occurring only when truly exceptional circumstances
are present. Id. at 756.

In this Chapter 7 case, the trustee has applied for an allowance of
compensation and reimbursement of expenses. The court finds (1)
that the compensation requested by the trustee is consistent with 11
U.S.C. § 326(a); (2) that no extraordinary circumstances are present
in this case, see In re Salgado-Nava, 473 B.R. 911 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2012); and (3) that expenses for which reimbursement is sought are
actual and necessary.

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 chapter 7 trustee’s application for allowance of 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 to the trustee compensation in the amount of
$13,395.89 and reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $0.00.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trustee is authorized without further
order of this court to pay from the estate the aggregate amount
allowed by this order in accordance with the Bankruptcy Code and the
distribution priorities of § 726.



6. 20-23029-A-7 IN RE: SEAN RILEY
DNL-7

MOTION TO COMPROMISE CONTROVERSY/APPROVE SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT WITH BELINDA MONTGOMERY AND W. PATRICK GARCIA
4-19-2021 [95]

RONALD HOLLAND/ATTY. FOR DBT.
J. CUNNINGHAM/ATTY. FOR MV.

Final Ruling

Motion: Approve Compromise of Controversy

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) .

FEDERAL RULE OF BANKRUPTCY PROCEDURE 9019

In determining whether to approve a compromise under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 9019, the court determines whether the
compromise was negotiated in good faith and whether the party
proposing the compromise reasonably believes that the compromise is
the best that can be negotiated under the facts. In re A & C
Props., 784 F.2d 1377, 1381 (9th Cir. 1982). More than mere good
faith negotiation of a compromise is required. The court must also
find that the compromise is fair and equitable. Id. “Fair and
equitable” involves a consideration of four factors: (i) the
probability of success in the litigation; (ii) the difficulties to
be encountered in collection; (iii) the complexity of the
litigation, and expense, delay and inconvenience necessarily
attendant to litigation; and (iv) the paramount interest of
creditors and a proper deference to the creditors’ expressed wishes,
if any. Id. The party proposing the compromise bears the burden of
persuading the court that the compromise is fair and equitable and
should be approved. Id.

The movant requests approval of a compromise. The compromise is
reflected in the settlement agreement attached to the motion as an

exhibit. Based on the motion and supporting papers, the court finds
that the compromise presented for the court’s approval is fair and
equitable considering the relevant A & C Properties factors. The

compromise or settlement will be approved.
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CALIFORNIA CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE §§ 887, 887.6

A settling party in a federal action involving California claims may
file a motion seeking a good faith settlement determination under
C.C.P. § 877.6. See Fed. Sav. & Loan Ins. Corp. v. Butler, 904 F.2d
505, 511 (9th Cir. 1990); See also In re JTS Corp., 617 F.3d 1102
(9th Cir. 2010) (applying Section 877.6 to a settlement in an
adversary proceeding in a bankruptcy case).

C.C.P. § 877.6(a) (1) states, in pertinent part: “Any party to an
action in which it is alleged that two or more parties are joint
tortfeasors or co-obligors on a contract debt shall be entitled to a
hearing on the issue of good faith of settlement entered into by the
plaintiff or other claimant and one or more alleged tortfeasors or
co-obligors..”

C.C.P. 877.6(c) states: “A determination by the court that the
settlement was made in good faith shall bar any joint tortfeasor or
co-obligor from any further claims against the settling tortfeasor
or co-obligor for equitable comparative contribution, or partial or
comparative indemnity, based on comparative negligence or
comparative fault.” These good faith settlement provisions create a
substantive law that is to be followed by the federal courts in
settlement of claims to which California law applies. F.S.L.I.C. v.
Butler, 904 F.2d 505, 511 (9th Cir. 1990).

Moreover, the 9th Circuit has held that “[tlhe construction and
enforcement of settlement agreements are governed by principles of
local law which apply to interpretation of contracts generally. This
is true even though the underlying cause of action is federal.”
United Commercial Insurance Service, Inc. v. The Paymaster Corp.,
962 F.2d 853, 856 (9th Cir. 1992) (citation omitted). On this basis,
federal courts have also applied California’s good faith settlement
provisions to claims based on federal law. See City of Emeryville v.
Elementis Pigments, Inc., 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 109751, at *14 (N.D.
Cal. 2008); Medtronic, Inc. v. Roadway Express, Inc., 1999 U.S.
dist. LEXIS 24255, at *13 (C.D. Cal. 1999.).

“A finding of good faith under C.C.P. § 877 is a finding of fact.”
Yanez v. United States, 989 F.2d 323, 327 (9th Cir. 1993). The
determination of whether a settlement is in “good faith” is left to
the sound discretion of the trial court. Tech-Bilt, Inc. v.
Woodward-Clyde & Assocs., 38 Cal. 3d 488, 491 (1985).

A party who asserts a settlement is not in good faith bears the
burden of proving the settlement is so far “out of the ballpark” in
relation to these factors that it is therefore inconsistent with the
objections of § 877.6. Id. at 493. When reviewing good faith
settlement motions, the district courts in California apply the
Tech-Bilt factors. Fed. Sav. & Loan Ins. Corp., 904 F. 2d 513 (9th
Cir. 1990).

The Tech-Bilt court set forth the following criteria for courts to
use in determining whether a settlement is in good faith: (a) a
rough approximation of the plaintiffs’ total recovery and the
settling defendant’s proportionate liability; (b) the amount paid in
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the settlement; (c) the allocation of settlement proceeds among
plaintiffs in cases where there are multiple plaintiffs; (d) a
recognition that the settling defendants should pay less in
settlement than they would have if they were found liable after a
trial; (e) financial conditions, including insurance policy limits
of settling defendants; and (f) the existence of collusions, fraud,
or tortious conduct aimed to injure the interest of the non-settling
defendants.

Given the analysis of each TechBilt factor in the trustee’s motion,
ECF No. 95, the court finds the agreement is a good faith settlement
under C.C.P. §§ 877, 877.6.

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 approve a compromise 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The court hereby approves
the compromise that is reflected in the settlement agreement
attached to the motion as exhibit and filed at docket no. 98. The
court further finds the said settlement has been brought forth in
good faith under C.C.P. § 877.6.

7. 19-26640-A-7 IN RE: LEO/MELODY RAINWATER
DNL-7

MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE LAW OFFICE OF DESMOND, NOLAN,
LIVAICH AND CUNNINGHAM FOR J. RUSSELL CUNNINGHAM, TRUSTEES
ATTORNEY (S)

4-12-2021 [92]

GARY FRALEY/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 02/10/2020

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
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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).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 7 case, Desmond, Nolan, Livaich & Cunningham,
attorney for the trustee, has applied for an allowance of final
compensation and reimbursement of expenses. The applicant requests
that the court allow compensation in the amount of $11,280.00 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $335.46.

Section 330(a) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes “reasonable
compensation for actual, necessary services” rendered by a trustee,
examiner or professional person employed under § 327 or § 1103 and
“reimbursement for actual, necessary expenses.” 11 U.S.C. §
330(a) (1) . 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.

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.

Desmond, Nolan, Livaich & Cunningham’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 $11,280.00 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $335.46.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trustee is authorized without further
order of this court to pay from the estate the aggregate amount
allowed by this order in accordance with the Bankruptcy Code and the
distribution priorities of § 726.
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8. 19-26640-A-7 IN RE: LEO/MELODY RAINWATER
DNL-8

MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR J. MICHAEL HOPPER, CHAPTER 7
TRUSTEE (S)

4-12-2021 [98]

GARY FRALEY/ATTY. FOR DBT.

DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 02/10/2020

Final Ruling

Application: Allowance of 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).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

A trustee’s compensation is considered in accordance with §§ 326 (a)
and 330(a). In 2005, “Congress removed Chapter 7 trustees from the
list of professionals subject to the Section 330 (a) (3) factors.

[and] introduced a new provision to Section 330 requiring courts
to treat the reasonable compensation awarded to trustees as a
‘commission, based on Section 326.’” Matter of JFK Capital
Holdings, L.L.C., 880 F.3d 747, 752 (5th Cir. 2018) (quoting 11
U.S.C. § 330¢(a) (7)) . “[A] trustee’s request for compensation should
be presumed reasonable as long as the amount requested does not
exceed the statutory maximum calculated pursuant to § 326. [Albsent
extraordinary circumstances, bankruptcy courts should approve
chapter 7, 12 and 13 trustee fees without any significant additional
review. If the court has found that extraordinary circumstances are
present, only then does it become appropriate to conduct a further
inquiry to determine whether there exists a rational relationship
between the compensation requested and the services rendered.” In
re Ruiz, 541 B.R. 892, 896 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2015) (second alteration
in original) (citations omitted) (internal gquotation marks omitted).

In short, § 330(a) (7) “treats the commission as a fixed percentage,
using Section 326 not only as a maximum but as a baseline
presumption for reasonableness in each case.” Matter of JFK Capital
Holdings, 880 F.3d at 755. This provision “is best understood as a
directive to simply apply the formula of § 362 in every case.” Id.
at 753-54. The “reduction or denial of compensation . . . should be
a rare event” occurring only when truly exceptional circumstances
are present. Id. at 756.
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In this Chapter 7 case, the trustee has applied for an allowance of
compensation and reimbursement of expenses. The court finds (1)
that the compensation requested by the trustee is consistent with 11
U.S.C. § 326(a); (2) that no extraordinary circumstances are present
in this case, see In re Salgado-Nava, 473 B.R. 911 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2012); and (3) that expenses for which reimbursement is sought are
actual and necessary.

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 chapter 7 trustee’s application for allowance of 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 to the trustee compensation in the amount of
$23,000.00 and reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $0.00.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trustee is authorized without further
order of this court to pay from the estate the aggregate amount

allowed by this order in accordance with the Bankruptcy Code and the
distribution priorities of § 726.

9. 21-21340-A-7 IN RE: BELLA VILLAFAN
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE TO PAY FEES
4-27-2021 [15]

DAVID MILLER/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

The fee having been paid in full, the order to show cause is
discharged. The case will remain pending.
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10. 21-21146-A-7 IN RE: JORGE RAMIREZ
JHW-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
4-19-2021 [11]

CARL GUSTAFSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
JENNIFER WANG/ATTY. FOR MV.
KIA MOTORS FINANCE VS.; TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); trustee’s non-opposition filed
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2020 Kia Sportage
Value of Collateral: $22,050.00
Aggregate of Liens: $30,593.38

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.Ss.C. § 362(g) (1); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (2).

Section 362 (d) (2) authorizes stay relief if the debtor lacks equity
in the property and the property is not necessary to an effective
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reorganization. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (2). Chapter 7 is a mechanism
for liquidation, not reorganization, and, therefore, property of the
estate is never necessary for reorganization. In re Casgul of
Nevada, Inc., 22 B.R. 65, 66 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1982).

In this case, the aggregate amount due all liens exceed the value of
the collateral and the debtor has no equity in the property. As a
consequence, the motion will be granted, and the 1l4-day stay of
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No
other relief will be awarded.

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.

Kia Motors Finance’s motion for relief from the automatic stay 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
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2020 Kia Sportage, as to all parties in interest.
The 1l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing may pursue
its rights against the property pursuant to applicable non-
bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the

extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.
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11. 12-39147-A-7 IN RE: GAYANE MIKAYELYAN
SS-2
MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF CAPITAL ONE BANK (USA), N.A.
4-15-2021 [25]

SCOTT SHUMAKER/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 02/11/2013

Final Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid
a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)

the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security

interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MTC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) . Impairment is statutorily defined: a lien impairs an
exemption “to the extent that the sum of - (i) the lien; (ii) all

other liens on the property; and (iii) the amount of the exemption
that the debtor could claim if there were no liens on the property;
exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest in the property would
have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (2) (7).

Property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt as a
requirement for lien avoidance under § 522 (f). See Goswami, 304
B.R. at 390-91 (deciding the unrelated issue of whether a debtor
loses the ability to amend exemptions claimed upon case closure, and
relying on the premise that property must be claimed exempt on the
schedules for purposes of lien avoidance). “If the debtor does not
proffer the verified schedules and list of property claimed as
exempt, the court nevertheless has discretion to take judicial
notice of them for the purpose of establishing whether the property
is listed and claimed as exempt .” In re Mohring, 142 B.R.
389, 393 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 1992), aff’d, 153 B.R. 601 (B.A.P. 9th
Cir. 1993), aff’d, 24 F.3d 247 (9th Cir. 1994) (unpublished mem.
decision). It follows that a debtor who has not claimed an
exemption in property encumbered by a judicial lien or a
nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security interest may not use the
protections of that section. See Goswami, 304 B.R at 390-91
(quoting In re Mohring, 142 B.R. 389, 392 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 1992)).

Here, no exemption has been claimed in the property subject to the

responding party’s lien, ECF No. 1. Accordingly, a prima facie case
has not been made for relief under § 522 (f).
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12. 17-26052-A-7 IN RE: TANISHA MAVY

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE TO PAY FEES
4-23-2021 [265]

Final Ruling

The fee having been paid in full, the order to show cause is
discharged. The case will remain pending.

13. 21-21063-A-7 IN RE: PEDRO RAYA
JHW-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
4-9-2021 [14]

T. O'TOOLE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
JENNIFER WANG/ATTY. FOR MV.
TD AUTO FINANCE LLC VS.; TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); trustee’s non-opposition filed
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2017 Chevrolet Silverado

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

STAY RELIEF

“[A]fter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
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Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (1); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (2).

Section 362 (d) (2) authorizes stay relief if the debtor lacks equity
in the property and the property is not necessary to an effective

reorganization. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (2). Chapter 7 is a mechanism
for liquidation, not reorganization, and, therefore, property of the
estate is never necessary for reorganization. In re Casqul of

Nevada, Inc., 22 B.R. 65, 66 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1982).

The debtor is obligated to make debt payments to the moving party
pursuant to a loan contract that is secured by a security interest
in the debtor’s vehicle described above. The value of the vehicle
is $23,598.00 and the balance owing is $19,134.18, leaving equity of
$4,463.82. In his schedules, the debtor indicated an intent to
surrender the vehicle, ECF No. 1. The trustee further does not
oppose an order granting stay relief.

For the foregoing reasons, cause exists to grant relief under §

362 (d) (1). The motion will be granted, and the 1l4-day stay of
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No
other relief will be awarded.

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.

TD Auto Finance, LLC’s motion for relief from the automatic stay 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
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2017 Chevrolet Silverado, as to all parties in
interest. The l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing
may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to applicable
non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the

extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.
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14. 19-25465-A-7 IN RE: AJAY DHAMI
KMM-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
4-16-2021 [56]

CHAD JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.

KIRSTEN MARTINEZ/ATTY. FOR MV.

DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 12/16/2019; NISSAN MOTOR ACCEPTANCE
CORPORATION VS.; TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); trustee’s non-opposition filed
Disposition: Granted in part, denied in part as moot
Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2015 Mercedes-Benz S-Class
Value of Collateral: $37,175.00
Aggregate of Liens: $40,889.08
Discharge: December 16, 2019

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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).

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.s.C. § 362(g) (1); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.s.C. § 362 (g) (2).

As to the Debtor

The motion will be denied in part as moot to the extent it seeks
stay relief as to the debtor. The stay that protects the debtor
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terminates at the entry of discharge. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c) (2). 1In
this case, discharge has been entered. As a result, the motion will
be denied as moot as to the debtor.

As to the Estate

“[A]fter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annual,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (1); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (2).

Section 362 (d) (2) authorizes stay relief if the debtor lacks equity
in the property and the property is not necessary to an effective
reorganization. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (2). Chapter 7 is a mechanism
for liquidation, not reorganization, and, therefore, property of the
estate is never necessary for reorganization. In re Casgul of
Nevada, Inc., 22 B.R. 65, 66 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1982). 1In this case,
the aggregate amount due all liens exceeds the value of the
collateral and the debtor has no equity in the property. The motion
will be granted, and the 1l4-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be
awarded.

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.

Nissan Motor Acceptance Corporation’s motion for relief from the
automatic stay 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted in part and denied as moot
in part. The automatic stay is vacated with respect to the interest
of the trustee in the property described in the motion, commonly
known as 2015 Mercedes-Benz S-Class. Relief from the automatic stay
as to the interest of the debtor in such property is denied as moot
given the entry of the discharge in this case. 11 U.S.C. §

362 (c) (2) (C) .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the 14-day stay of the order under
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any
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party with standing may pursue its rights against the property
pursuant to applicable non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

15. 19-25173-A-7 IN RE: MO/JAS CONSTRUCTION, INC.
ETwW-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
4-13-2021 [68]

T. O'TOOLE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
EDWARD WEBER/ATTY. FOR MV.
EQUITY TRUST COMPANY CUSTODIAN VS.; RESPONSIVE PLEADING

Final Ruling

Motion: Relief from Stay
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

The court will deny the motion without prejudice on grounds of
insufficient service of process. A motion for relief from stay is a
contested matter requiring service of the motion in the manner
provided by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 7004. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1), 9014 (b). Under Rule 7004, service on an
individual must be made by first class mail addressed to the
individual’s dwelling house or usual place of abode or to the place
where the individual regularly conducts a business or profession.”
Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7004 (b) (1). A debtor in bankruptcy may be served
before the case is dismissed or closed “at the address shown in the
petition or to such other address as the debtor may designate in a
filed writing.” Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7004 (b) (9).

Here, service of the motion was insufficient. If service on the
debtor is required, and the debtor is represented by an attorney,
then the attorney must also be served pursuant to Rule 7004 (g) .
Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7004 (g). The proof of service does not indicate
service was made on the debtor’s attorney T. Mark O’Toole, ECF No.
73.
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16. 10-38177-A-7 IN RE: ROBERT/SHIRLEY WASHINGTON

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE TO PAY FEES
4-28-2021 [25]

PAUL BARTLESON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 10/25/2010; 04/29/21 FILING FEE PAID $25

Final Ruling

The fee having been paid in full, the order to show cause is
discharged. The case will remain pending.

17. 21-20281-A-7 IN RE: LAWRENCE GIRARD
OHS-1

MOTION TO EXTEND DEADLINE TO FILE A COMPLAINT OBJECTING TO
DISCHARGEABILITY OF A DEBT
4-14-2021 [14]

MOHAMMAD MOKARRAM/ATTY. FOR DBT.
MARC LEVINSON/ATTY. FOR MV.
RESPONSIVE PLEADING

No Ruling

18. 21-20281-A-7 IN RE: LAWRENCE GIRARD
OHS-2

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
4-14-2021 [20]

MOHAMMAD MOKARRAM/ATTY. FOR DBT.
MARC LEVINSON/ATTY. FOR MV.
EXAMWORKS, LLC VS.; RESPONSIVE PLEADING

No Ruling

19. 20-24691-A-7 IN RE: FREEDOM 123 LLC
HSM-5

MOTION TO ABANDON
4-26-2021 [169]

DAVID JOHNSTON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
HOWARD NEVINS/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling
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20. 20-24691-A-7 IN RE: FREEDOM 123 LLC
HSM-6

MOTION TO ABANDON
4-26-2021 [176]

DAVID JOHNSTON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
HOWARD NEVINS/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling

21. 21-20192-A-7 IN RE: DENNIS MORITA
CLH-1

MOTION TO COMPEL ABANDONMENT
4-6-2021 [26]

CHARLES HASTINGS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Compel Abandonment of Property of the Estate

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

Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party pursuant to the instructions below

Subject: 1778 Le Bec Court, Lodi, California
Value: $585,000.00

1st Trust Deed: $234,470.82

Exemption: $350,529.18

Non-Exempt Equity: $0.00

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) .

Property of the estate may be abandoned under § 554 of the
Bankruptcy Code if property of the estate is “burdensome to the
estate or of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate.” See
11 U.S.C. § 554 (a)—-(b). Upon request of a party in interest, the
court may issue an order that the trustee abandon property of the
estate if the statutory standards for abandonment are fulfilled.

The real property described above is either burdensome to the estate

or of inconsequential value to the estate. An order compelling
abandonment is warranted.
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