UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher M. Klein
Bankruptcy Judge
Sacramento, California

June 12, 2018 at 2:00 p.m.
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18-22102-C-13 VIRGIL EVANS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
Jonathan Matthews 5-7-18 [29]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1). The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days
prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a
statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 7, 2018. 28 days’ notice is required. That
requirement is met.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). The Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material factual issues
remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The court’s decision is to deny the Motion to Dismiss and dismiss the case.

The debtor requests that the court dismiss his bankruptcy voluntarily.
TRUSTEE’S OPPOSITION
The chapter 13 trustee opposes this motion on the basis that:

A. The motion was set in front of Judge Jaime rather than Judge Klein. This has been somewhat rectified by the
amended notices of motion, which still have a signature slot for Judge Jaime on the proposed orders.

B. The request to dismiss was signed only by debtor’s counsel, not by debtor.

C. No Rights and Responsibilities have been filed, and debtor’s attorney was only paid $310.00 However, the plan
provided that the attorney had “opted in” to the Rights and Responsibilities rule and it provided the attorney was paid
$500 prior to the filing.

The court notes that the debtor has two recent prior cases before Judge Jaime, and debtors
spouse has an active Chapter 7 case before Judge Jaime. The court also notes that no declaration was filed in support
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of the motion.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes
for the hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by the
Debtor having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied

without prejudice and the case is NOT dismissed.
skoskok sk
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18-20403-C-13 SHONTELL BEASLEY MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
SEB-2 Pro Se 5-15-18 [65]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing, but not on the notice requirements of
Local Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure
of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice NOT Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May
15, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was NOT met.

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has not been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed,
the court will address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material
factual issues remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The court’s decision is to deny the Motion to Confirm the Plan.l
The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A. Debtor is delinquent in the amount of $3,403.00. Debtor has paid $6,800.00 into the plan to date.
B. The plan was not properly set for hearing where it provided only 28 days notice and 35 is required.

C. Section 1.02 of the plan indicates that non standard provisions are appended to the plan but none are attached in
Section 7.

D. The plan is not debtor’s best effort where debtor has failed to properly complete the means test and proposes a 36
month plan. Debtor shows net income of $3,664.00 but only proposes to pay $3,401.00 per month to the plan.

The Plan does not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is not confirmed.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion to Confirm the Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Debtor having been
presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,

and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Motion to Confirm the Plan is denied and the proposed
Chapter 13 Plan is not confirmed.
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18-22003-C-13 OREDA HAGY OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Michael Hays PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
5-15-18 [27]

Tentative Ruling: The Objection to Plan was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Consequently, the Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in
interest were not required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. If any of these potential respondents
appear at the hearing and offers opposition to the motion, the court will set a briefing schedule and a final hearing
unless there is no need to develop the record further. If no opposition is offered at the hearing, the court will take up
the merits of the motion.

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of
the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling, rendered on the assumption that there will be no opposition to the
motion. If there is opposition presented, the court will consider the opposition and whether further hearing is
proper pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2)(iii).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 15, 2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

The Objection to the Plan was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(2) and the procedure authorized by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(c)(4). The Debtor, Creditors, the
Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest were not required to file a written response or opposition
to the motion. At the hearing

|The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection.

The Chapter 13 Trustee opposes confirmation of the Plan on the basis that:
A. Debtor cannot make the payments where the plan payments rely upon $1,000 per month from debtor’s partner but
there is no evidence regarding such financial assistance. Additionally debtor failed to list any expenses to a 50 foot
powerboat. Finally, debtor owes a secure debt to Glen Doss that will be due and payable within the life of the plan
and debtors will need to obtain financing to pay off the debt.

B. Debtor has failed to provide the trustee with business documents required by the trustee.

C. Debtors failed to provide the Trustee with a tax transcript or a copy of the Federal Income Tax Return with
attachments for the most recent pre-petition tax year for which a return was required.

D. Debtor has failed to provide the Class 1 Checklist and Authorization to Release Information forms to the Trustee.

The Plan does not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a). The objection is sustained and the Plan
is not confirmed.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
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The Objection to the Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee having been
presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the Plan is sustained and the
proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not confirmed.
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18-22505-C-13 OSIRIS HENDERSON MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
GEL-1 Gabriel Liberman CARRINGTON MORTGAGE SERVICES,
LLC
5-15-18 [15]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, respondent creditor, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 15, 2018. Twenty-eight
days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Value has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1).
The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the
hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because the court will not
materially alter the relief requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
non-responding parties and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from
the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Value secured claim of Carrington Mortgage Services, LLC “Creditor,” is granted.

The motion is accompanied by the Debtor’s declaration. The Debtor is the owner of the subject real
property commonly known as 1899 Bramblewood Drive, Fairfield, California. The Debtor seeks to value the
property at a fair market value of $504,000.00 as of the petition filing date. As the owner, the Debtor’s opinion
of value is evidence of the asset’s value. See Fed. R. Evid. 701; see also Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re
Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th Cir. 2004).

The first deed of trust secures a loan with a balance of approximately $589,350.69. Carrington
Mortgage Services, LLC’s second deed of trust secures a loan with a balance of approximately $84,648.15.
Therefore, the respondent creditor’s claim secured by a junior deed of trust is completely under-collateralized.
The creditor’s secured claim is determined to be in the amount of $0.00, and therefore no payments shall be made
on the secured claim under the terms of any confirmed Plan. See 11 U.S.C. § 506(a); Zimmer v. PSB Lending
Corp. (In re Zimmer), 313 F.3d 1220 (9th Cir. 2002); Lam v. Investors Thrift (In re Lam), 211 B.R. 36 (B.A.P.
9th Cir. 1997). The valuation motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3012 and 11 U.S.C.
§ 506(a) is granted.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by
Debtor(s) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause

appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion pursuant to 11
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U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted and the claim of Carrington Mortgage
Services, LLC secured by a second deed of trust recorded against the
real property commonly known as 1899 Bramblewood Drive,
Fairfield, California, is determined to be a secured claim in the
amount of $0.00, and the balance of the claim is a general unsecured
claim to be paid through the confirmed bankruptcy plan. The value
of the Property is $504,000.00 and is encumbered by senior liens
securing claims which exceed the value of the Property.
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18-21308-C-13 SASHA LYON MOTION TO EMPLOY RUSS WYATT AS
PGM-1 Peter Macaluso SPECIAL COUNSEL
5-14-18 [30]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor , Debtor’s Attorney, Chapter 13 Trustee, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on May 14, 2018. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Employ has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1).
The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the
hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because the court will not materially
alter the relief requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the non-responding parties
and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed material factual issues and
the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Employ Russ Wyatt is granted.l

Debtor moves for approval for employment of special counsel for a civil case against Wells Fargo The retainer
agreement appears to contemplate a flat fee of $700.00 per month regardless of how many hours the attorney devotes
to the matter. The court will review attorney’s fees pursuant to its power under § 330 when applicable.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by Debtor(s)
having been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings,

evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is granted and the
debtor is authorized to hire Russ Wyatt as special counsel.
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6. 18-22011-C-13 ZAIAH MCNEAL OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF MOUNTAIN
MJD-5 Matthew DeCaminada LION ACQUISITIONS, INC., CLAIM
NUMBER 4
4-25-18 [45]

* Kk k k

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Debtor having filed a Withdrawal of the Objection to Claim #4, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041 the Objection to Claim #4was
dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed from the calendar .

* k kk
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14-29214-C-13 CLEVELAND BELLARD MOTION TO CONVERT CASE TO
PA-1 Mary Ellen Terranella CHAPTER 7
5-14-18 [204]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Convert has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1). The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days
prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a
statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 7, 2018. 28 days’ notice is required. That
requirement is met.

The Motion to Convert has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1). The Debtor filed opposition. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material factual issues remain to
be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

|The Motion to Convert is Xxxxx.

Creditor requests the court convert this case to chapter 7 for cause as the filing was in bad faith. Creditor
claims that debtor divested himself of any interest in the Guinda property just after defaulting on payments to the
creditor pre-petition. Creditor also asserts a number of bad acts made by the debtor including failure to properly
schedule creditors and all assets.

TRUSTEE’S RESPONSE

Trustee responded that conversion does not seem appropriate under the circumstances. Debtor is current
under the confirmed plan. Debtor appears to have satisfied property taxes owing. Finally, debtor provided a check
for $149,500.00 to the trustee which is sufficient to pay off the plan, including 100% to unsecured creditors. Thus,
where sufficient funds to pay all claims has been tendered to the trustee, conversion is not in the best interests of
creditors.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor reiterates the trustee’s argument concerning the pay off funds. Conversion cannot be in the best
interests of creditors where there exists sufficient funds to pay off the plan 100%.

CREDITOR’S REPLY

Creditor reiterates that bad faith constitutes cause for dismissal or conversion, therefore the case must be
converted or dismissed. Debtor hid the source of funds he received from a loan with Votie, despite the court raising
objections to the debtor entering into a loan agreement with Votie. Furthermore, the premise that creditors will be
paid in full is false. The secured claim of Jack Parker is not provided for in the plan and is not being paid.
Additionally, Santander, Inc. has a claim that is not provided for in the plan.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
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Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by Debtor(s)
having been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings,
evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is XXXXX.

* Kk kK
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8. 18-22721-C-13 BRETT/VIRGINIA COLLETT MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
KWws-1 Matthew DeCaminada SCHOOLS FINANCIAL CREDIT UNION
5-9-18 [13]

Thru #9
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Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, respondent creditor, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 9, 2018. Twenty-eight
days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Value has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1).
The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the
hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because the court will not
materially alter the relief requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
non-responding parties and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from
the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Value secured claim of Schools Financial Credit Union, “Creditor,” is granted.

The motion is accompanied by the Debtor’s declaration. The Debtor is the owner of a 2015 Ford
Fiesta. The Debtor seeks to value the property at a replacement value of $12,500.00 as of the petition filing date.
As the owner, the Debtor’s opinion of value is evidence of the asset’s value. See Fed. R. Evid. 701; see also
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th Cir. 2004).

The lien on the vehicle’s title secures a purchase-money loan incurred in 2014, more than 910 days
prior to the filing of the petition, with a balance of approximately $19,071.00. Therefore, the respondent
creditor’s claim secured by a lien on the asset’s title is under-collateralized. The creditor’s secured claim is
determined to be in the amount of $12,500.00. See 11 U.S.C. § 506(a). The valuation motion pursuant to Federal
Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3012 and 11 U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted.

The Trustee does not oppose the motion.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by
Debtors having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion pursuant to 11
U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted and the claim of Schools Financial Credit
Union secured by a purchase-money loan secured against the
Debtors’ 2015 Ford Fiesta, is determined to be a secured claim in the
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amount of $12,500.00, and the balance of the claim is a general
unsecured claim to be paid through the confirmed bankruptcy plan.
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18-22721-C-13 BRETT/VIRGINIA COLLETT MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
KWS-2 Matthew DeCaminada SCHOOLS FINANCIAL CREDIT UNION
5-9-18 [17]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, respondent creditor, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 9, 2018. Twenty-eight
days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Value has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1).
The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the
hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because the court will not
materially alter the relief requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
non-responding parties and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from
the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Value secured claim of Schools Financial Credit Union, “Creditor,” is granted.

The motion is accompanied by the Debtor’s declaration. The Debtor is the owner of a 2015 Chrysler
200. The Debtor seeks to value the property at a replacement value of $10,000.00 as of the petition filing date.
As the owner, the Debtor’s opinion of value is evidence of the asset’s value. See Fed. R. Evid. 701; see also
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th Cir. 2004).

The lien on the vehicle’s title secures a purchase-money loan incurred in 2014, more than 910 days
prior to the filing of the petition, with a balance of approximately $14,455.00. Therefore, the respondent
creditor’s claim secured by a lien on the asset’s title is under-collateralized. The creditor’s secured claim is
determined to be in the amount of $10,000.00. See 11 U.S.C. § 506(a). The valuation motion pursuant to Federal
Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3012 and 11 U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted.

The Trustee does not oppose the motion.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by
Debtors having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion pursuant to 11
U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted and the claim of Schools Financial Credit
Union secured by a purchase-money loan secured against the
Debtors’ 2015 Chrysler 200, is determined to be a secured claim in
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the amount of $10,000.00, and the balance of the claim is a general
unsecured claim to be paid through the confirmed bankruptcy plan.
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10. 17-27023-C-13 JOSE SANDOVAL OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF
PGM-2 Peter Macaluso POSTPETITION MORTGAGE FEES,
EXPENSES, AND CHARGES
4-25-18 [86]
Thru #11

* k kk

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed June 3, 2018, the Objection to Notice of Postpetition Mortgage Fees,
Expenses, and Charges is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed from the calendar .

* k kk
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11. 17-27023-C-13 JOSE SANDOVAL OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF

PGM-3 Peter Macaluso POSTPETITION MORTGAGE FEES,
EXPENSES, AND CHARGES
4-25-18 [90]

* Kk k k

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed June 3, 2018, the Objection to Notice of Postpetition Mortgage Fees,
Expenses, and Charges is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed from the calendar .

* Kk k k
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18-20628-C-13 LEON DOTSON MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
PGM-4 Peter Macaluso 5-21-18 [114]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been improperly set for hearing on the notice required by
Local Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure
of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice NOT Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May
21. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has not been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed,
the court will address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material
factual issues remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The court’s decision is to deny the Motion to Confirm the Plan.

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A. The plan exceeds 60 months and will complete in 146 months where the plan payment is insufficient to make the
payments contemplate by the plan.

B. The debtor proposes a 61 month plan which is improper.

C. The plan states that the Internal Revenue Services’ claim is disputed, but the debtor has failed to file an objection
to the claim.

D. The plan reflects that debtor’s attorney is no longer owed attorney fees as reflected in the Rights and
Responsibilities which ave not been amended to the correct amount owed.

E. The plan proposes a 100% dividend to unsecured creditors but the motion and declaration state that the unsecured
creditors will receive a 0% dividend.

The court notes that this was filed but did not give the notice required in LBR 3015-(d)(1). The Plan does
not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is not confirmed.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion to Confirm the Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Debtor having been

June 12, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. - Page 18


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-20628
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=609536&rpt=Docket&dcn=PGM-4
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-20628&rpt=SecDocket&docno=114

presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Motion to Confirm the Plan is denied and the proposed
Chapter 13 Plan is not confirmed.

skeskoskosk
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18-21328-C-13 CHRISTINE NAVARRETE OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Michael Hays PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
5-11-18 [19]

Tentative Ruling: The Objection to Plan was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Consequently, the Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in
interest were not required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. If any of these potential respondents
appear at the hearing and offers opposition to the motion, the court will set a briefing schedule and a final hearing
unless there is no need to develop the record further. If no opposition is offered at the hearing, the court will take up
the merits of the motion.

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of
the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling, rendered on the assumption that there will be no opposition to the
motion. If there is opposition presented, the court will consider the opposition and whether further hearing is
proper pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2)(iii).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 11, 2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

The Objection to the Plan was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(2) and the procedure authorized by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(c)(4). The Debtor, Creditors, the
Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest were not required to file a written response or opposition
to the motion. At the hearing

|The court’s decision is to continue the hearing to June 26, 2018.|

The Chapter 13 Trustee opposes confirmation of the Plan on the basis that:

A. The plan is not feasible where the plan lists class 1 mortgage arrears to Pensco Trust of $15,611.00 however the
creditor filed a proof of claim listing mortgage arrears at $28,381.43.

B. The plan may not be the debtors best efforts where the debtor does not pledge contributing tax refunds exceeding
$2,000.00 to the plan.

Debtor filed a response indicating that the mortgage arrears claimed by Pensco of $18,033.22 can be
provided for in the plan by increasing payments, and this can be dealt with in the order confirming. Additionally,
debtor has requested that the creditor amend it’s proof of claim to show the cure amount as $18,033.22 or furnish
documentation to substantiate that the entire $28,381.43 is due and owing. If neither of those occur, an objection will
be filed.

The matter will be continued to June 26, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. to give the debtor time to attempt to cooperate
with the creditor in determining the proper arrearage amount.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
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The Objection to the Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee having been
presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the Plan is continued to June
26,2018 at 2:00 p.m.

skeskoskosk
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14. 17-21337-C-13 GARY DIETRICH CONTINUED MOTION FOR RELIEF
EAT-1 Eric Schwab FROM AUTOMATIC STAY AND/OR
MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM
CO-DEBTOR STAY
11-28-17 [48]
WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. VS.
Thru #15
skesksksk

Tentative Ruling: The Motion for Relief From the Automatic Stay has been set for hearing on the notice
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1). The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file
written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the
issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s

resolution of the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, Chapter 13 Trustee, and Office of the United States Trustee on November 28, 2017.
Twenty-eight days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion for Relief From the Automatic Stay has been set for hearing on the notice required by
Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1). The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written
opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995). The defaults of the non-responding parties are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from
the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion for Relief From the Automatic Stay is granted.

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. seeks relief from the automatic stay with respect to the real property
commonly known as 11779 Gold Parke Lane, Gold River, California.

Debtor has not made 5 post-petition payments, with a total of $10,689.66 in post-petition payments
past due. From the evidence provided to the court, and only for purposes of this Motion for Relief, the debt
secured by this property is determined to be $314,222.02 (including $314,244.02 secured by movant’s first trust
deed), while the value of the property is determined to be $375,000.00, as stated in Schedules A and D filed by
Debtor.

Debtor’s Response
Debtor responds that Wells Fargo is listed as a class 1 claim under the plan that is to come on for
hearing on January 9, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. The plan suspends any and all delinquent post-petition mortgage arrears

and proposes to pay all post-petition arrears.

Trustee’s Response
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Trustee points out that the debtor is delinquent $13,835.00 under the confirmed plan. No payment
have been made curing pre-petition arrears. The Trustee has filed an opposition to the debtor’s Motion to Modify.

Trustee filed a status report indicating that the debtor is delinquent $4,334.00 under the terms of the
confirmed plan.

Discussion

The court maintains the right to grant relief from stay for cause when the debtor has not been diligent
in carrying out his or her duties in the bankruptcy case, has has not made required payments, or is using
bankruptcy as a means to delay payment or foreclosure. In re Harlan, 783 F.2d 839 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1986); In re
Ellis, 60 B.R. 432 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1985). The court determines that cause exists for terminating the automatic
stay since the debtor has not made post-petition payments. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1); In re Ellis, 60 B.R. 432 (B.A.P.
9th Cir. 1985).

Additionally, Movant has provided sufficient grounds to grant relief from the co-debtor stay under 11
U.S.C. § 1301(a). Movant has established, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 1301(a), that it would be irreparably harmed
if relief from the co-debtor stay were not granted.

The court continued the hearing to allow the parties time to work out an adequate protection
stipulation. No stipulation appears to have been filed with the court.

The court shall issue a minute order terminating and vacating the automatic stay to allow Wells
Fargo Bank, N.A., and its agents, representatives and successors, and all other creditors having lien rights against
the property, to conduct a nonjudicial foreclosure sale pursuant to applicable nonbankruptcy law and their
contractual rights, and for any purchaser, or successor to a purchaser, at the nonjudicial foreclosure sale to obtain
possession of the property.

The moving party has not pleaded adequate facts and presented sufficient evidence to support the
court waving the 14-day stay of enforcement required under Rule 4001(a)(3), and this part of the requested relief
is not granted.

No other or additional relief is granted by the court.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion for Relief From the Automatic Stay filed by the creditor having
been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of
counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the automatic stay provisions of 11 U.S.C. § 362(a) are
vacated to allow Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., its agents, representatives, and successors, and
trustee under the trust deed, and any other beneficiary or trustee, and their respective
agents and successors under any trust deed which is recorded against the property to
secure an obligation to exercise any and all rights arising under the promissory note, trust
deed, and applicable nonbankruptcy law to conduct a nonjudicial foreclosure sale and for
the purchaser at any such sale obtain possession of the real property commonly known as
11779 Gold Parke Lane, Gold River, CA.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the co-debtor stay provisions of 11 U.S.C. § 1301(a)
are vacated to allow Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., its agents, representatives, and successors, and trustee
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under the trust deed, and any other beneficiary or trustee, and their respective agents and successors
under any trust deed which is recorded against the property to secure an obligation to exercise any
and all rights arising under the promissory note, trust deed, and applicable nonbankruptcy law to
conduct a nonjudicial foreclosure sale and for the purchaser at any such sale obtain possession of the
real property commonly known as 11779 Gold Parke Lane, Gold River, CA.

No other or additional relief is granted.
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17-21337-C-13 GARY DIETRICH MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
EJS-1 Eric Schwab 5-7-18 [99]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by
Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf.
Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 7,
2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed,
the court will address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material
factual issues remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The court’s decision is to deny the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan.l
The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A. The plan does not provide post-petition monthly payments for the mortgage payments for Class 1.

B. The plan states that unsecured creditors will receive 100% whereas the debtor’s motion states that dividend to
unsecured creditors will be 33%.

C. Debtor provides no explanation for his reduction in income.

Creditor, Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., opposes confirmation on the basis that the plan does not provide for
all monthly payments or for payments for pre-petition arrears and post-petition arrears.

The Plan does not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is not confirmed.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion to Confirm the Modified Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Debtor having
been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of

counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan is denied and the
proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not confirmed.
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18-22042-C-13 MARGARET ROBINSON MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
PGM-2 Peter Macaluso THE GOLDEN 1 CREDIT UNION
5-9-18 [33]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, respondent creditor, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 9, 2018. Twenty-eight
days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Value has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1).
The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the
hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because the court will not
materially alter the relief requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the
non-responding parties and other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from
the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Value secured claim of Golden 1 Credit Union, “Creditor,” is granted.l

The motion is accompanied by the Debtor’s declaration. The Debtor is the owner of a 2012 Mini
Cooper. The Debtor seeks to value the property at a replacement value of $8,000.00 as of the petition filing date.
As the owner, the Debtor’s opinion of value is evidence of the asset’s value. See Fed. R. Evid. 701; see also
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th Cir. 2004).

The lien on the vehicle’s title secures a purchase-money loan incurred in 2015, more than 910 days
prior to the filing of the petition, with a balance of approximately $9,702.17. Therefore, the respondent creditor’s
claim secured by a lien on the asset’s title is under-collateralized. The creditor’s secured claim is determined to
be in the amount of $8,000.00. See 11 U.S.C. § 506(a). The valuation motion pursuant to Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 3012 and 11 U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by
Debtors having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion pursuant to 11
U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted and the claim of Golden 1 Credit Union
secured by a purchase-money loan secured against the Debtor’s 2012
Mini Cooper, is determined to be a secured claim in the amount of
$8,000.00, and the balance of the claim is a general unsecured claim
to be paid through the confirmed bankruptcy plan.
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17. 18-22543-C-13 HARRY TERRELL MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
SJID-1 Susan Dodds CARMAX BUSINESS SERVICES, LLC
5-24-18 [17]
Thru #18
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Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Value was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Consequently, the Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other
parties in interest were not required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. If any of these
potential respondents appear at the hearing and offers opposition to the motion, the court will set a briefing
schedule and a final hearing unless there is no need to develop the record further. If no opposition is offered at
the hearing, the court will take up the merits of the motion.

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the
issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s
resolution of the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling, rendered on the assumption that there will be no opposition to the
motion. If there is opposition presented, the court will consider the opposition and whether further
hearing is proper pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2)(iii).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor, Chapter 13 Trustee, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 24,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Value was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(2). The Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest were not
required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. At the hearing

|The Motion to Value secured claim of Carmax Business Services, LLC, “Creditor,” is granted.

The motion is accompanied by the Debtor’s declaration. The Debtor is the owner of a 2011 BMW
528. The Debtor seeks to value the property at a replacement value of $11,754.00 as of the petition filing date.
As the owner, the Debtor’s opinion of value is evidence of the asset’s value. See Fed. R. Evid. 701; see also
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th Cir. 2004).

The lien on the vehicle’s title secures a purchase-money loan incurred more than 910 days prior to
the filing of the petition, with a balance of approximately $26,599.00. Therefore, the respondent creditor’s claim
secured by a lien on the asset’s title is under-collateralized. The creditor’s secured claim is determined to be in
the amount of $11,754.00. See 11 U.S.C. § 506(a). The valuation motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 3012 and 11 U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by

Debtors having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
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appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion pursuant to 11
U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted and the claim of Carmax Business
Services, LLC, secured by a purchase-money loan secured against
the Debtor’s 2011 BMW 528, is determined to be a secured claim in
the amount of $11,754.00, and the balance of the claim is a general
unsecured claim to be paid through the confirmed bankruptcy plan.
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18-22543-C-13 HARRY TERRELL MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
SJD-2 Susan Dodds CAPITAL ONE AUTO FINANCE
5-24-18 [21]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Value was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Consequently, the Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other
parties in interest were not required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. If any of these
potential respondents appear at the hearing and offers opposition to the motion, the court will set a briefing
schedule and a final hearing unless there is no need to develop the record further. If no opposition is offered at
the hearing, the court will take up the merits of the motion.

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the
issues identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s
resolution of the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling, rendered on the assumption that there will be no opposition to the
motion. If there is opposition presented, the court will consider the opposition and whether further
hearing is proper pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2)(iii).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor, Chapter 13 Trustee, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 24,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Value was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(2). The Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest were not
required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. At the hearing

|The Motion to Value secured claim of Capital One Auto Finance, “Creditor,” is granted.

The motion is accompanied by the Debtor’s declaration. The Debtor is the owner of a 2012 Toyota
Prius C. The Debtor seeks to value the property at a replacement value of $7,577.00 as of the petition filing date.
As the owner, the Debtor’s opinion of value is evidence of the asset’s value. See Fed. R. Evid. 701; see also
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1173 (9th Cir. 2004).

The lien on the vehicle’s title secures a purchase-money loan incurred more than 910 days prior to
the filing of the petition, with a balance of approximately $$11,267.00. Therefore, the respondent creditor’s claim
secured by a lien on the asset’s title is under-collateralized. The creditor’s secured claim is determined to be in
the amount of $7,577.00. See 11 U.S.C. § 506(a). The valuation motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 3012 and 11 U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion for Valuation of Collateral filed by
Debtors having been presented to the court, and upon review of the

pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that the Motion pursuant to 11
U.S.C. § 506(a) is granted and the claim of Capital One Auto
Finance, secured by a purchase-money loan secured against the
Debtor’s 2012 Toyota Prius C, is determined to be a secured claim
in the amount of $7,577.00, and the balance of the claim is a general
unsecured claim to be paid through the confirmed bankruptcy plan.
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14-24246-C-13 CARL ASMUS AND JODI CONTINUED MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
SAC-8 CAMPISI ASMUS 3-18-18 [176]
Scott Coben

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by
Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf.
Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on March
18, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed,
the court will address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material
factual issues remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

|The court’s decision is to grant the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan.l

The Trustee does not oppose the motion except to the extent that debtors appear to be delinquent in plan
payments. The plan calls for payments of $232,428.00 to have been paid into the plan by May 25, 2018 and then
$8,200.00 for the remaining 11 months. Debtors have paid $219,728.00 to the Trustee so they will need to pay an
additional $12,700.00 by May 25, 2018 to comply with the plan payment as proposed.

The matter was continued to June 12 because the only outstanding issue was the debtors’ delinquency.
Trustee filed an amended response indicating that the debtor is now current, and the trustee no longer opposes the
motion.

The Plan does comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is confirmed.
The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion to Confirm the Modified Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Debtor having
been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of
counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Objection is overruled, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed
on March 26, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate
order confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee
for approval as to form, and if so approved, the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
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order to the court.
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18-20055-C-13 AMANDA ANDREWS AND MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR
SJD-4 CHRISTOPHER ARAGON SUSAN J. DODDS, DEBTORS'
Susan Dodds ATTORNEY

5-10-18 [73]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, Chapter 13 Trustee, Committee of Creditors Holding General Unsecured Claims/ or
creditors holding the 20 largest unsecured claims, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on May 10, 2018 28 days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion for Allowance of Professional Fees has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1). The failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the
equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because
the court will not materially alter the relief requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law
Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults
of the non-responding parties are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed material factual issues and
the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion for Allowance of Professional Fees is granted.

Susan Dobbs, the Attorney for Debtors, (“Applicant”) for Amanda Andrews and Christopher Aragon, (“Clients”),
makes an Interim Request for the Allowance of Fees and Expenses in this case.

The period for which the fees are requested is for the period January 22, 2018 through March 19, 2018. Applicant
requests fees in the amount of $6,026.00. Ms. Dobbs additionally requests the payment of pre-petition attorney fees
in the amount of $1,000.00.

STATUTORY BASIS FOR PROFESSIONAL FEES

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(3),

In determining the amount of reasonable compensation to be awarded to an examiner, trustee
under chapter 11, or professional person, the court shall consider the nature, the extent, and
the value of such services, taking into account all relevant factors, including—

(A) the time spent on such services;

(B) the rates charged for such services;

(C) whether the services were necessary to the administration of, or beneficial at the time
at which the service was rendered toward the completion of, a case under this title;

(D) whether the services were performed within a reasonable amount of time
commensurate with the complexity, importance, and nature of the problem, issue, or task
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addressed;

(E) with respect to a professional person, whether the person is board certified or
otherwise has demonstrated skill and experience in the bankruptcy field; and

(F) whether the compensation is reasonable based on the customary compensation
charged by comparably skilled practitioners in cases other than cases under this title.

Further, the court shall not allow compensation for,

() unnecessary duplication of services; or

(i) services that were not--
(D) reasonably likely to benefit the debtor's estate;
(IT) necessary to the administration of the case.

11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(4)(A). The court may award interim fees for professionals pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 331, which
award is subject to final review and allowance pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330.

Benefit to the Estate

Even if the court finds that the services billed by an attorney are "actual," meaning that the fee application reflects
time entries properly charged for services, the attorney must still demonstrate that the work performed was necessary
and reasonable. Unsecured Creditors' Committee v. Puget Sound Plywood, Inc. (In re Puget Sound Plywood), 924
F.2d 955, 958 (9th Cir. 1991). An attorney must exercise good billing judgment with regard to the services provided
as the court's authorization to employ an attorney to work in a bankruptcy case does not give that attorney "free reign
[sic] to run up a [professional fees and expenses] without considering the maximum probable [as opposed to
possible] recovery." Id. at 958. According the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, prior to working on a legal
matter, the attorney, or other professional as appropriate, is obligated to consider:

(a) Is the burden of the probable cost of legal services disproportionately large in relation to
the size of the estate and maximum probable recovery?

(b) To what extent will the estate suffer if the services are not rendered?

(c) To what extent may the estate benefit if the services are rendered and what is the
likelihood of the disputed issues being resolved successfully?

1d. at 959.

In this District the Local Rules provide consumer counsel in Chapter 13 cases with an election for the allowance of
fees in connection with the services required in obtaining confirmation of a plan and the services related thereto
through the debtor obtaining a discharge. Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1 provides, in pertinent part,

“(a) Compensation. Compensation paid to attorneys for the representation of chapter 13
debtors shall be determined according to Subpart (c) of this Local Bankruptcy Rule, unless a
party-in-interest objects or the attorney opts out of Subpart (c). The failure of an attorney to
file an executed copy of Form EDC 3-096, Rights and Responsibilities of Chapter 13 Debtors
and Their Attorneys, shall signify that the attorney has opted out of Subpart (c). When there
is an objection or when an attorney opts out, compensation shall be determined in accordance
with 11 U.S.C. §§ 329 and 330, Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2002, 2016, and 2017, and any other
applicable authority.”

(c) Fixed Fees Approved in Connection with Plan Confirmation. The Court will, as part of
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the chapter 13 plan confirmation process, approve fees of attorneys representing chapter 13
debtors provided they comply with the requirements to this Subpart.

(1) The maximum fee that may be charged is $4,000.00 in nonbusiness cases, and $6,000.00
in business cases.

(2) The attorney for the chapter 13 debtor must file an executed copy of Form EDC 3-096,
Rights and Responsibilities of Chapter 13 Debtors and Their Attorneys.

(3) If the fee under this Subpart is not sufficient to fully and fairly compensate counsel for
the legal services rendered in the case, the attorney may apply for additional fees. The fee
permitted under this Subpart, however, is not a retainer that, once exhausted, automatically
justifies a motion for additional fees. Generally, this fee will fairly compensate the debtor’s
attorney for all preconfirmation services and most postconfirmation services, such as
reviewing the notice of filed claims, objecting to untimely claims, and modifying the plan to
conform it to the claims filed. Only in instances where substantial and unanticipated
post-confirmation work is necessary should counsel request additional compensation. Form
EDC 3-095, Application and Declaration RE: Additional Fees and Expenses in Chapter 13
Cases, may be used when seeking additional fees. The necessity for a hearing on the
application shall be governed by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2002(a)(6).”

The Order Confirming the Chapter 13 Plan expressly provides that Applicant is allowed $3,500.00 in attorneys
fees, the maximum set fee amount under Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1 at the time of confirmation. Applicant
prepared the order confirming the Plan.

If Applicant believes that there has been substantial and unanticipated legal services which have been provided,
then such additional fees may be requested as provided in Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1(c)(3). He may file a fee
application and the court will consider the fees to be awarded pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §§ 329, 330, and 331. In the
Ninth Circuit, the customary method for determining the reasonableness of a professional’s fees is the “lodestar”
calculation. Morales v. City of San Rafael, 96 F.3d 359, 363 (9th Cir. 1996), amended, 108 F.3d 981 (9th Cir. 1997).
“The ‘lodestar’ is calculated by multiplying the number of hours the prevailing party reasonably expended on the
litigation by a reasonable hourly rate.” Morales, 96 F.3d at 363 (citation omitted). “This calculation provides an
objective basis on which to make an initial estimate of the value of a lawyer’s services.” Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461
U.S. 424, 433 (1983). A compensation award based on the loadstar is a presumptively reasonable fee. In re Manoa
Fin. Co., 853 F.2d 687, 691 (9th Cir. 1988).

In rare or exceptional instances, if the court determines that the lodestar figure is unreasonably low or high, it may
adjust the figure upward or downward based on certain factors. Miller v. Los Angeles County Bd. of Educ., 827 F.2d
617, 620 n.4 (9th Cir. 1987). Therefore, the court has considerable discretion in determining the reasonableness of
professional’s fees. Gates v. Duekmejian, 987 F.2d 1392, 1398 (9th Cir. 1992). It is appropriate for the court to have
this discretion “in view of the [court’s] superior understanding of the litigation and the desirability of avoiding
frequent appellate review of what essentially are factual matters.” Hensley, 461 U.S. at 437.

FEES AND COSTS & EXPENSES REQUESTED

Fees and Costs

Applicant seeks compensation for preparation of the petition, schedules and plan, communicating with the
debtors, obtaining confirmation of the plan and reviewing claims at the rate of $300.00 per hour.

Applicant is allowed, and the Chapter 13 Trustee is authorized to pay, the following amounts as compensation to
this professional in this case:
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Fees $6,026.00

Costs $0.00

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a statement of nonopposition. Dkt 78.

A review of the application shows that the services provided by Applicant related to the estate enforcing rights
and obtaining benefits. The court finds the services were beneficial to the Client and bankruptcy estate and
reasonable.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion for Allowance of Fees and Expenses filed by Susan Dobbs (“Applicant™),
Attorney for the Chapter 13 Debtors having been presented to the court, and upon review of

the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing, Susan Dobbs is
allowed the fees in the amount of $6,026.00 as a professional of the Estate.

skeskoskosk
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21. 17-27656-C-13 MICHELLE BAETGE MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
MAC-2 Marc Caraska 5-1-18 [47]

skeskoskosk

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 12, 2018 hearing is required.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on
May 1, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required
by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf.
Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief
requested by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of David A. Boone v.
Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the respondent and
other parties in interest are entered. Upon review of the record there are no disputed material factual issues and
the matter will be resolved without oral argument. The court will issue its ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.l

The court will approve a plan that complies with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a). Debtors have filed
evidence in support of confirmation. No opposition to the Motion was filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee or
creditors.

The Plan complies with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is confirmed.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil
Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion to Confirm the Chapter 13 Plan filed by
the Debtor having been presented to the court, and upon review of
the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is granted,
Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on May 1, 2018 is confirmed, and
counsel for the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order confirming
the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to the Chapter 13
Trustee for approval as to form, and if so approved, the Chapter 13

Trustee will submit the proposed order to the court.
skkeosksk
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22.

17-28363-C-13 CHESTER JIMERSON AND MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE
DNL-4 SUNITA RANI LAW OFFICE OF DESMOND, NOLAN,
Stephen Murphy LIVAICH & CUNNINGHAM FOR J.

RUSSELL CUNNINGHAM, TRUSTEE'S

Thru #23 ATTORNEY (S)

koskok ok

5-11-18 [70]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion for Compensation has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rules 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure of the respondent
and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local
Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v.
Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May
11, 2018. Twenty-eight days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion for Compensation has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed, the court will
address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material factual issues
remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion for Allowance of Professional Fees is continued to July 17, 2018 at 2:00 p.m.

Chapter 7 trustee moves for an order approving final compensation to the trustee’s counsel, Desmond, Nolan,
Livaich & Cunningham (“DNLC”), in the amount of $10,000.00 for fees and $1,366.52 for expenses for the period of
January

The $10,000.00 represents a $8,325.00 reduction of the actual fees incurred and DNLC requests that the amount
prayed for in this motion does not prejudice DNLC from attempting to collect on the additional $8,325.00 in fees if
the case is dismissed or converted to chapter 7.

STATUTORY BASIS FOR PROFESSIONAL FEES

Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(3),

In determining the amount of reasonable compensation to be awarded to an examiner, trustee
under chapter 11, or professional person, the court shall consider the nature, the extent, and

the value of such services, taking into account all relevant factors, including—

(A) the time spent on such services;
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(B) the rates charged for such services;

(C) whether the services were necessary to the administration of, or beneficial at the time
at which the service was rendered toward the completion of, a case under this title;

(D) whether the services were performed within a reasonable amount of time
commensurate with the complexity, importance, and nature of the problem, issue, or task
addressed;

(E) with respect to a professional person, whether the person is board certified or
otherwise has demonstrated skill and experience in the bankruptcy field; and

(F) whether the compensation is reasonable based on the customary compensation
charged by comparably skilled practitioners in cases other than cases under this title.

Further, the court shall not allow compensation for,

() unnecessary duplication of services; or

(i) services that were not--
(D) reasonably likely to benefit the debtor's estate;
(IT) necessary to the administration of the case.

11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(4)(A). The court may award interim fees for professionals pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 331, which
award is subject to final review and allowance pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330.

Benefit to the Estate

Even if the court finds that the services billed by an attorney are "actual," meaning that the fee application reflects
time entries properly charged for services, the attorney must still demonstrate that the work performed was necessary
and reasonable. Unsecured Creditors' Committee v. Puget Sound Plywood, Inc. (In re Puget Sound Plywood), 924
F.2d 955, 958 (9th Cir. 1991). An attorney must exercise good billing judgment with regard to the services provided
as the court's authorization to employ an attorney to work in a bankruptcy case does not give that attorney "free reign
[sic] to run up a [professional fees and expenses] without considering the maximum probable [as opposed to
possible] recovery." Id. at 958. According the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, prior to working on a legal
matter, the attorney, or other professional as appropriate, is obligated to consider:

(a) Is the burden of the probable cost of legal services disproportionately large in relation to
the size of the estate and maximum probable recovery?

(b) To what extent will the estate suffer if the services are not rendered?

(c) To what extent may the estate benefit if the services are rendered and what is the
likelihood of the disputed issues being resolved successfully?

1d. at 959.

In this District the Local Rules provide consumer counsel in Chapter 13 cases with an election for the allowance of
fees in connection with the services required in obtaining confirmation of a plan and the services related thereto
through the debtor obtaining a discharge. Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1 provides, in pertinent part,

“(a) Compensation. Compensation paid to attorneys for the representation of chapter 13

debtors shall be determined according to Subpart (c) of this Local Bankruptcy Rule, unless a
party-in-interest objects or the attorney opts out of Subpart (c). The failure of an attorney to
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file an executed copy of Form EDC 3-096, Rights and Responsibilities of Chapter 13 Debtors
and Their Attorneys, shall signify that the attorney has opted out of Subpart (c). When there
is an objection or when an attorney opts out, compensation shall be determined in accordance
with 11 U.S.C. §§ 329 and 330, Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2002, 2016, and 2017, and any other
applicable authority.”

(c) Fixed Fees Approved in Connection with Plan Confirmation. The Court will, as part of
the chapter 13 plan confirmation process, approve fees of attorneys representing chapter 13
debtors provided they comply with the requirements to this Subpart.

(1) The maximum fee that may be charged is $4,000.00 in nonbusiness cases, and $6,000.00
in business cases.

(2) The attorney for the chapter 13 debtor must file an executed copy of Form EDC 3-096,
Rights and Responsibilities of Chapter 13 Debtors and Their Attorneys.

(3) If the fee under this Subpart is not sufficient to fully and fairly compensate counsel for
the legal services rendered in the case, the attorney may apply for additional fees. The fee
permitted under this Subpart, however, is not a retainer that, once exhausted, automatically
justifies a motion for additional fees. Generally, this fee will fairly compensate the debtor’s
attorney for all preconfirmation services and most postconfirmation services, such as
reviewing the notice of filed claims, objecting to untimely claims, and modifying the plan to
conform it to the claims filed. Only in instances where substantial and unanticipated
post-confirmation work is necessary should counsel request additional compensation. Form
EDC 3-095, Application and Declaration RE: Additional Fees and Expenses in Chapter 13
Cases, may be used when seeking additional fees. The necessity for a hearing on the
application shall be governed by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2002(a)(6).”

If Applicant believes that there has been substantial and unanticipated legal services which have been provided,
then such additional fees may be requested as provided in Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1(c)(3). He may file a fee
application and the court will consider the fees to be awarded pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §§ 329, 330, and 331. In the
Ninth Circuit, the customary method for determining the reasonableness of a professional’s fees is the “lodestar”
calculation. Morales v. City of San Rafael, 96 F.3d 359, 363 (9th Cir. 1996), amended, 108 F.3d 981 (9th Cir. 1997).
“The ‘lodestar’ is calculated by multiplying the number of hours the prevailing party reasonably expended on the
litigation by a reasonable hourly rate.” Morales, 96 F.3d at 363 (citation omitted). “This calculation provides an
objective basis on which to make an initial estimate of the value of a lawyer’s services.” Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461
U.S. 424, 433 (1983). A compensation award based on the loadstar is a presumptively reasonable fee. /n re Manoa
Fin. Co., 853 F.2d 687, 691 (9th Cir. 1988).

In rare or exceptional instances, if the court determines that the lodestar figure is unreasonably low or high, it may
adjust the figure upward or downward based on certain factors. Miller v. Los Angeles County Bd. of Educ., 827 F.2d
617, 620 n.4 (9th Cir. 1987). Therefore, the court has considerable discretion in determining the reasonableness of
professional’s fees. Gates v. Duekmejian, 987 F.2d 1392, 1398 (9th Cir. 1992). It is appropriate for the court to have
this discretion “in view of the [court’s] superior understanding of the litigation and the desirability of avoiding
frequent appellate review of what essentially are factual matters.” Hensley, 461 U.S. at 437.

FEES AND COSTS & EXPENSES REQUESTED
Fees and Costs

Applicant seeks compensation for work performed in the case while the case was in chapter 7. Specifically
DNLC’s services were: general case administration, asset investigation, preparing response to motion to convert,
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preparing 2004 motions and accompanying subpoenas, preparing trustee’s complaint in adversary proceeding,
opposition to motion to dismiss the adversary proceeding, counter-motion to extend deadline to object to discharge,
opposition to motion to convert, administrative functions including fee applications and employment application.

Total Hours: 56 hours in attorney services.
The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a statement of nonopposition. Dkt 88.
DEBTORS’ OPPOSITION

Debtors oppose the motion on several grounds. First, the notice states that the hearing date is June 5, 2018 rather
than June 12, 2018. The trustee’s counsel did not request consideration of a fee application within 120 days, as the
employment order specified. No order of the court has approved an hourly billing rate for DNLC. The chapter 7
trustee was informed by the debtors of the joint tenancy on the Danbury Circle property prior to incurring any of the
fees listed in the fee application regarding the same. As a result, these fees are not actual necessary expenses. The
application requests first $10,000 and secondly $8,325 more if the case is dismissed or reconverted, however no
authority is cited showing that this is a proper request.

The chapter 7 trustee opposed conversion to chapter 7, however no creditors opposed such conversion because the
debtor was proposing to pay all creditors 100% in chapter 13. Furthermore, the adversary complaint filed by the
trustee and counsel listed the wrong address and the wrong defendants, and the complaint was withdrawn, and
therefore a paying client would likely not need to pay attorneys fees for work performed on that adversary
proceeding. The adversary proceeding was filed prior to the debtors completing the meeting of creditors. Finally, the
application requests the funds be paid from the chapter 7 estate which does not exist, and the chapter 7 trustee holds
no funds.

CHAPTER 7 TRUSTEE’S REPLY

Trustee argues that due to the efforts of the chapter 7 trustee and counsel, creditors will not stand to receive 100%
distribution as opposed to the 0% distribution represented in the original petition. The trustee incurred $8,000
through the March 6, 2018 filing date of the debtors’ motion to convert. The remaining approximately $10,000 in
fees were incurred on the adversary proceeding, the instant application, and the unsuccessful opposition to the
conversion motion.

DISCUSSION

The court is appreciative of the fact that the debtor will be repaying creditors 100% during the chapter 13 plan.
The court does not agree with the representation by debtor’s counsel that the all of the debtor’s assets were properly
and timely disclosed, and is mindful that the chapter 7 trustee and counsel were diligent in their investigation of
assets. However, the court is hesitant to grant this motion because not all of the fees incurred appear to be necessary
for the benefit of the estate. The court understands that DNLC is requesting just approximately 60% of the fees it has
incurred, however, due to the mistakes on both the instant application and the adversary proceeding, the court will
continue this hearing to allow the parties an opportunity to determine exactly which fees were necessary to incur. As
a result, the court will continue the hearing to July 17, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. Debtors should file a supplemental brief
specifically objecting to fees that are deemed unnecessary by July 3, 2018. Trustee and DNLC will have until July
10, 2018 to defend their fees and/or explain why certain fees are requested and others are not.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.

The Motion for Allowance of Fees and Expenses is continued to July 17, 2018 at 2:00
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17-28363-C-13 CHESTER JIMERSON AND MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR J.
DNL-5 SUNITA RANI MICHAEL HOPPER, CHAPTER 7
Stephen Murphy TRUSTEE

5-11-18 [76]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion for Compensation has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rules 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure of the respondent
and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local
Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v.
Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May
11, 2018. Twenty-eight days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion for Compensation has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed, the court will
address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material factual issues
remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The Motion for Allowance of Professional Fees is granted.

Chapter 7 trustee, Michael Hopper, moves for an order approving final chapter 7 compensation to the trustee in
the amount of $4,080.00 in fees for the period of December 28, 2017 through and including April 25, 2018.

STATUTORY BASIS FOR PROFESSIONAL FEES
Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(1),

After notice to the parties in interest and the United States Trustee and a hearing, and subject
to sections 326, 328, and 329, the court may award to a trustee, a consumer privacy
ombudsman appointed under section 332, an examiner, an ombudsman appointed under
section 333, or a professional person employed under section 327 or 1103—
(a) reasonable compensation for actual necessary services rendered by the trustee, examiner,
ombudsman, professional person, or attorney and by any paraprofessional personal employed by any
such person;...

Benefit to the Estate

Even if the court finds that the services billed by an attorney are "actual," meaning that the fee application reflects
time entries properly charged for services, the attorney must still demonstrate that the work performed was necessary
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and reasonable. Unsecured Creditors' Committee v. Puget Sound Plywood, Inc. (In re Puget Sound Plywood), 924
F.2d 955, 958 (9th Cir. 1991). An attorney must exercise good billing judgment with regard to the services provided
as the court's authorization to employ an attorney to work in a bankruptcy case does not give that attorney "free reign
[sic] to run up a [professional fees and expenses] without considering the maximum probable [as opposed to
possible] recovery." Id. at 958. According the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, prior to working on a legal
matter, the attorney, or other professional as appropriate, is obligated to consider:

(a) Is the burden of the probable cost of legal services disproportionately large in relation to
the size of the estate and maximum probable recovery?

(b) To what extent will the estate suffer if the services are not rendered?

(c) To what extent may the estate benefit if the services are rendered and what is the
likelihood of the disputed issues being resolved successfully?

1d. at 959.

In this District the Local Rules provide consumer counsel in Chapter 13 cases with an election for the allowance of
fees in connection with the services required in obtaining confirmation of a plan and the services related thereto
through the debtor obtaining a discharge. Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1 provides, in pertinent part,

“(a) Compensation. Compensation paid to attorneys for the representation of chapter 13
debtors shall be determined according to Subpart (c) of this Local Bankruptcy Rule, unless a
party-in-interest objects or the attorney opts out of Subpart (c). The failure of an attorney to
file an executed copy of Form EDC 3-096, Rights and Responsibilities of Chapter 13 Debtors
and Their Attorneys, shall signify that the attorney has opted out of Subpart (c). When there
is an objection or when an attorney opts out, compensation shall be determined in accordance
with 11 U.S.C. §§ 329 and 330, Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2002, 2016, and 2017, and any other
applicable authority.”

(c) Fixed Fees Approved in Connection with Plan Confirmation. The Court will, as part of
the chapter 13 plan confirmation process, approve fees of attorneys representing chapter 13
debtors provided they comply with the requirements to this Subpart.

(1) The maximum fee that may be charged is $4,000.00 in nonbusiness cases, and $6,000.00
in business cases.

(2) The attorney for the chapter 13 debtor must file an executed copy of Form EDC 3-096,
Rights and Responsibilities of Chapter 13 Debtors and Their Attorneys.

(3) If the fee under this Subpart is not sufficient to fully and fairly compensate counsel for
the legal services rendered in the case, the attorney may apply for additional fees. The fee
permitted under this Subpart, however, is not a retainer that, once exhausted, automatically
justifies a motion for additional fees. Generally, this fee will fairly compensate the debtor’s
attorney for all preconfirmation services and most postconfirmation services, such as
reviewing the notice of filed claims, objecting to untimely claims, and modifying the plan to
conform it to the claims filed. Only in instances where substantial and unanticipated
post-confirmation work is necessary should counsel request additional compensation. Form
EDC 3-095, Application and Declaration RE: Additional Fees and Expenses in Chapter 13
Cases, may be used when seeking additional fees. The necessity for a hearing on the
application shall be governed by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2002(a)(6).”

If Applicant believes that there has been substantial and unanticipated legal services which have been provided,
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then such additional fees may be requested as provided in Local Bankruptcy Rule 2016-1(c)(3). He may file a fee
application and the court will consider the fees to be awarded pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §§ 329, 330, and 331. In the
Ninth Circuit, the customary method for determining the reasonableness of a professional’s fees is the “lodestar”
calculation. Morales v. City of San Rafael, 96 F.3d 359, 363 (9th Cir. 1996), amended, 108 F.3d 981 (9th Cir. 1997).
“The ‘lodestar’ is calculated by multiplying the number of hours the prevailing party reasonably expended on the
litigation by a reasonable hourly rate.” Morales, 96 F.3d at 363 (citation omitted). “This calculation provides an
objective basis on which to make an initial estimate of the value of a lawyer’s services.” Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461
U.S. 424, 433 (1983). A compensation award based on the loadstar is a presumptively reasonable fee. /n re Manoa
Fin. Co., 853 F.2d 687, 691 (9th Cir. 1988).

In rare or exceptional instances, if the court determines that the lodestar figure is unreasonably low or high, it may
adjust the figure upward or downward based on certain factors. Miller v. Los Angeles County Bd. of Educ., 827 F.2d
617, 620 n.4 (9th Cir. 1987). Therefore, the court has considerable discretion in determining the reasonableness of
professional’s fees. Gates v. Duekmejian, 987 F.2d 1392, 1398 (9th Cir. 1992). It is appropriate for the court to have
this discretion “in view of the [court’s] superior understanding of the litigation and the desirability of avoiding
frequent appellate review of what essentially are factual matters.” Hensley, 461 U.S. at 437.

FEES AND COSTS & EXPENSES REQUESTED
Fees and Costs

Applicant seeks compensation for work performed while the case was in chapter 7, specifically (a) case
assessment, development, and administration; meetings of creditors; asset investigation; and litigation and contested
matters and pleadings.

Total Hours: 13.6 hours in attorney services.
DEBTORS’ OPPOSITION

Debtor opposes the motion on the basis that the chapter 7 trustee did not locate, identify or administer any assets
of the case and is not entitled to compensation. The Danbury property was identified by debtors on January 16, 2018
in the § 521 mailing sent to the trustee.

TRUSTEE’S REPLY DECLARATION

Trustee points out that the debtors’ original schedules (a) included their personal residence but omitted their
interest in Danbury Circle; (b) stacked the personal residence and Danbury Circle trust deeds creating the appearance
of no equity in the personal residence; (¢) made exemption claims aggregating less than $3,000 against personal
property only; and (d) omitted anticipated tax refunds and retirement and deposit accounts. Debtors’ Schedule J
specifically listed the mortgage for Danbury Circle as “2nd mortgage installments.”

Debtors have consistently claimed to have identified the property to the trustee in a § 521 filing on January 16,
2018. However, the trustee states that while there was a filing to the trustee on such date, the cover letter made no
mention of the Danbury property. The Danbury property profile did not mention the debtors as owners, but instead
listed the debtors’ parents as owners. Trustee obtained a report through North American Title that identified the
debtors as joint owners of the Danbury property.

DISCUSSION
Trustee performed diligent inquiry of the Danbury property. At no point did the debtors ever disclose to the

chapter 7 trustee that they had an interest in the Danbury property. The trustee discovered their interest by
performing an independent title search. The property had previously been omitted from the schedules and/or hidden
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in such a way to specifically avoid disclosing it. To now argue that the debtors did disclose the property is
disingenuous.

Applicant is allowed, and the Chapter 13 Trustee is authorized to pay, the following amounts as compensation to
this professional in this case:

Fees $4,080.00

Costs $0.00

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a statement of nonopposition. Dkt 86.

A review of the application shows that the services provided by Applicant related to the estate enforcing rights
and obtaining benefits. The court finds the services were beneficial to the Client and bankruptcy estate and
reasonable.

The court shall issue an order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion for Allowance of Fees and Expenses filed by Michael Hopper, chapter 7
trustee, having been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,

arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing Michael Hopper is allowed the fees in the
amount of $4,080.00.
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15-27166-C-13 VALERIE IVY MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
EJS-3 Eric Schwab 5-1-18 [76]

Tentative Ruling: The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local
Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by
Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf.
Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).

Oral argument may be presented by the parties at the scheduled hearing, where the parties shall address the issues
identified in this tentative ruling and such other issues as are necessary and appropriate to the court’s resolution of

the matter.

Below is the court's tentative ruling.

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required.

Correct Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were served on
Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on May 1,
2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b). Opposition having been filed,
the court will address the merits of the motion at the hearing. If it appears at the hearing that disputed material
factual issues remain to be resolved, a later evidentiary hearing will be set. Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(g).

The court’s decision is to deny the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan.l

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A. Debtor is delinquent $593.00 under the terms of the modified plan. Debtor has paid $12,523.00 into the plan to
date.

B. It is unclear what the plan length will be from the face of the plan.
C. Debtor has provided no explanation for modification.

Debtor does not oppose denying the motion to allow a corrected modified plan to be filed. The Plan does
not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is not confirmed.

The court shall issue a minute order substantially in the following form holding that:
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are stated in the Civil Minutes for the hearing.
The Motion to Confirm the Modified Chapter 13 Plan filed by the Debtor having
been presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of

counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan is denied and the
proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not confirmed.
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25. 14-29214-C-13 CLEVELAND BELLARD CONTINUED STATUS CONFERENCE RE:

RLC-1 Mary Ellen Terranella MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM
AUTOMATIC STAY

11-20-17 [48]

**No tentative provided**
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