UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher M. Klein
Bankruptcy Judge
Sacramento, California

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.

17-21906-C-13 LATOYA CARTER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Rick Morin 7-10-19 [46]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $2,505.13 in plan payments and another payment of
$2,080.39 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $47,826.00
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response supported by Debtor’s declaration on August 7, 2019. Dckts. 51 and 52.
Debtor states the delinquency will be cured prior to the hearing date by curing the delinquency.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $2,505.13 delinquent in plan payments, which represents about one month of the
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$2,080.39 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to be current in plan payments by the hearing is not evidence
that resolves the Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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2. 19-24006-C-13 DONALD THOMAS ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Richard L. Jare TO PAY FEES
7-30-19 [17]
Thru #3

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney,
and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on August 1, 2019. The court computes that
20 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $79.00 due on July 25, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $79.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other
sanctions are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.
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19-24006-C-13 DONALD THOMAS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Richard L. Jare 8-6-19 [23]

Tentative Ruling: 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)(C).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion—Hearing Required.

Sufficient 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 August 6, 2019. 14 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Debtor, creditors, the Chapter 13 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 offer 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. At the hearing

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $150.00 in plan payments. Debtor has paid $0.00
into the plan.
2. Debtor did not appear at the First Meeting of Creditors held on August 1,

2019. The Meeting has been continued to August 29, 2019.

3. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with a tax transcript or copy of his most
recent pre-petition tax return as required under 11 U.S.C. § 521(e)(2)(A)(1).

DISCUSSION:
At the hearing ----- .

Debtor is $150.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the plan payment.
Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 341. Attendance
is mandatory. 11 U.S.C. § 343. Failure to appear at the Meeting of Creditors is unreasonable delay that is
prejudicial to creditors and is cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not provide either a tax transcript or a federal income tax return with attachments for
the most recent pre-petition tax year for which a return was required. See 11 U.S.C. § 521(e)(2)(A)(i); FED.
R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(3). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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17-21208-C-13 LOUIS BROWN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Mary Ellen Terranella 7-10-19 [123]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $8,187.34 in plan payments and another payment of
$2,782.74 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $39,056.76
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on August 7, 2019. Dckt. 138.. Debtor’s counsel states that
Debtor died on May 12, 2019 and that Debtor’s adult son, Lewis G. Brown intends to make payments to
complete Debtor’s plan payments. Debtor’s son caused a Notice of Death and Motion for Further
Administration of Case and Substitution of Debtor’s Son as Representative for Debtor to be filed on August
7,2019. Dckts. 127, 132.

DISCUSSION

The court notes that Debtor’s son has filed and served a Notice of Death, Motion for Further
Administration, and a Modified Plan and Motion to Confirm on August 7, 2019 Dckts. 127; 132; and 136.
The court has reviewed the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan and the Declaration in support filed by
Debtor’s Son. The Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9013 (stating
grounds with particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to facts to support
confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Debtor’s son appearing to be actively prosecuting this case, the Motion to Dismiss is denied
without prejudice.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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17-27211-C-13 RAYANNE FRAZIER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Pauldeep Bains 7-10-19 [20]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $4,533.40 in plan payments and another payment of
$3,094.70 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $51,709.00
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s Counsel filed a Response on August 7, 2019. Dckt. 24. Debtor’s counsel states the
delinquency will be cured prior to the hearing date by curing the delinquency.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $4,533.40 delinquent in plan payments, which represents slightly over one month of the
$3,094.70 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to be current in plan payments by the hearing is not evidence
that resolves the Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 9 of 157



19-22211-C-13 IGNACIO LOPEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Thomas O. Gillis 7-30-19 [34]

Tentative Ruling: 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)(C).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion—Hearing Required.

Sufficient 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 July 30, 2019. 14 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Debtor, creditors, the Chapter 13 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 offer 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. At the hearing

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. Debtor appeared at the Meeting of Creditors held on May 16, 2019.

However, Debtor did not appear at the continued meetings held on June 27,

2019, or July 25, 2019. The meeting has been continued to August 29,

2019.

2. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with the complete business records as required
under 11 U.S.C. § 521.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE:

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on August 13, 2019 stating that Debtor emailed the required
business records were sent to the Trustee on August 5, 2019. Dckt. 38; 39.

DISCUSSION

The court notes that Debtor’s Response did not address why Debtor did not appear at the last two
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continued Meetings of Creditors. At the hearing the ----
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16-22819-C-13 LOUIS/D'AUNA RUFFIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Pauldeep Bains 7-22-19 [31]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 22, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is xxxx.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors have not provided for Priority Claim of Solano DCSS (Claim
No. 8-1) in the amount of $5,024.17. A material breach under Section 5.03
of the Plan.

DEBTOR’S LATE RESPONSE:

Debtors’ counsel filed a Late Response on August 8, 2019. Dckt. 138. Debtors’ counsel states
that Debtors dispute owing Solano DCSS and stated they will Object to Claim No. 8. Debtors’ counsel filed
a declaration stating that due to internet issues the Response was filed on August 8, 2019, one day after the
deadline to file a response. Dckt. 36.

DISCUSSION

Debtor has not provided for the priority claim of Solano DCSS reflected in Claim No. 8-1 in the
amount of $5,024.17. The court notes that Debtors filed an Objection to Claim No. 8-1 on August 14, 2019.
Dckt. 39. The hearing on the claim objection is set for October 1, 2019. Dckt. 40.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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19-22424-C-13 EARL MILLER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Timothy J. Walsh 7-24-19 [39]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 24, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. Debtor does not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection
to Confirmation held on June 25, 2019. Dckt. 38.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE:

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on August 6, 2019 stating that Debtor will have an amended
plan filed prior to the hearing. Dckt. 43.

DISCUSSION:

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on June 25, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor’s counsel’s promise to file an amended Plan is not
evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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19-22328-C-13 ALLEN GAMBLE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter G. Macaluso 7-23-19 [36]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 24, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $2,822.00 in plan payments and another payment of $2,822.00
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $2,822.00 into the plan.

2. Debtor does not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection
to Confirmation held on June 25, 2019. Dckt. 18.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a response on August 6, 2019 noting that debtor will file, serve, and be current under
an amended plan by the hearing. Dckts. 41 and 42.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $2,822.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the $2,822.00
plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on June 25, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor’s counsel’s promise to file an amended Plan is not
evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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10.

19-21531-C-13 MICHAEL/PHYLLIS ENOS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Peter L. Cianchetta 7-17-19 |51]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 17, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. Debtors do not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection to
Confirmation held on May 21, 2019. Dckt. 45.

Internal Revenue Services Support for Dismissal:

On August 7, 2019, the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) filed a Response in Support of the
Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss. Dckt. 55. The IRS notes that this is Debtors eleventh bankruptcy since 1997
and that since 2005 the Debtors’ federal tax debt has grown from $82,353.51 to approximately $189,109.27.
The IRS requests that the court not only dismiss the proceeding but also bar the Debtors from re-filing.

DISCUSSION

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on June 25, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor’s counsel’s promise to file an amended Plan is not
evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1307(c)(1).

Review of Prior Cases
Interestingly, Debtor has been represented by the same attorney in Chapter 13 cases 09-33051,

10-25924, 11025701, 12-36138, and 14-20464, which was converted to one under Chapter 7 and a discharge
granted Debtor.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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For the Chapter 13 portion of case No. 14-20464, the Trustee reported that Debtor had made
$500 in plan payments, of which $330 was refunded to Debtor. 14-20464, Dckt. 64. For the prior cases:

Case 12-36138 (Dckt. 43) Debtor paid $3,365 into the Plan, and was refunded $0.00.
Case 11-25701 (Dckt. 62) Debtor paid $7,940 into the Plan and was refunded $8.90.
Case 10-25924 (Dckt. 68) Debtor paid $4,260 into the Plan and was refunded $0.00.
Case 09-33051 (Dckt. 75) Debtor paid $9,502 into the Plan and was refunded $4,331.93.

Debtor’s current counsel represented Debtor in prior Case No. 18-22707, in which Debtor paid
$9,001 into the plan and Debtor was refunded $6,494.74.

From the June 25, 2009 filing of Case No. 09-33051 to the dismissal of Case No. 18-22707 on
February 25, 2019, one hundred and seventeen (117) months passed during which Debtor has been “living
in” Chapter 13 cases in which plans were not prosecuted and performed. During that period the actual
amount that Debtor funded the plan, after deducting for the portions refunded to Debtor, totals $23,402.43.
Averaged over the one hundred and seventeen months, that is an average of paying $200.00 a month to
receive almost ten years of relatively uninterrupted bankruptcy relief without performing a plan.

It is interesting, and noteworthy, that two very experienced, well respected bankruptcy attorneys
have actively worked with Debtor to “accomplish” ten years of Chapter 13 protection at the discount “cost”
of $200 a month (much of which would go to pay Debtors counsel’s fees).

Internal Revenue Service Request That the Court “Bar” Debtor
From Federal Court

The IRS throws in the closing of the Response that the court should “bar” Debtor from filing
another bankruptcy case. No legal authority is cited for the court “barring” the Debtor. No legal basis is
give for a federal court to issue a prohibitory injunction.

It may be that the IRS could prosecute a properly asserted claim for injunctive relief to prevent
Debtor from repeatedly filing nonproductive bankruptcy cases. However, to date the IRS has not sought
such relief.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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11.

14-31437-C-13 GARY DUERNER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-6 Pro Se 7-18-19 [203]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor (pro se), and Office of the United States Trustee on July 18, 2019. 28 days’ notice is
required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. the debtor is delinquent $8,000.00 in plan payments and another payment of

$2,000.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $71,826.00
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response supported by Debtor’s declaration on August 6, 2019. Dckts. 207 and
208. Debtor states the delinquency will be cured prior to the hearing date by paying the delinquency.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $8,000.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple month of the
$2,000.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to be current in plan payments by the hearing is not evidence
that resolves the Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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12.

17-27837-C-13 JULIE SALCEDO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Joseph M. Canning 7-22-19 [26]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 22, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. the debtor is material default because debtor’s plan does not provide for the
full priority claim of the Franchise Tax Board.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on August 1, 2019, stating that the Plan as been modified for provide for
the Franchise Tax Board’s Claim. Debtor provided as an exhibit, the Modified Plan. Dckt. 31.

DISCUSSION

The court notes that Debtor has filed and served a modified plan but has not yet set a hearing on
confirmation. At the hearing the Debtor informed the court when a Motion to Confirm would be filed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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13.

18-22839-C-13 ROBERT STANLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mary Ellen Terranella 6-27-19 [84]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $22,481.01 in plan payments and another payment
of $8,021.91 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $74,360.00
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on August 7, 2019. Dckt. 138. Debtor’s counsel states that
Debtor will filed and serve a modified plan and motion to confirm prior to the hearing, .

DISCUSSION

The court notes that Debtor filed and served a Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan on August
13, 2019. Dckts. 91, 96. The Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9013
(stating grounds with particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to facts to support
confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

Debtor appearing to be actively prosecuting this case, the Motion to Dismiss is denied without
prejudice.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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14.

19-20940-C-13 SEAN/AMY ROENSPIE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Gabriel E. Liberman 6-27-19 [39]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on June 27, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $7,08.96 in plan payments and another payment of
$5,086.48 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $13,122.96
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors filed a Response supported by Debtors’ declaration on August 7, 2019. Dckts. 43 and 44.
Debtors state the delinquency will be cured prior to the hearing date by paying the delinquency.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $7,08.96 delinquent in plan payments, which represents slightly over one month of
the $5,086.48 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Unfortunately for Debtors, a promise to be current in plan payments by the hearing is not
evidence that resolves the Motion.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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15.

18-26242-C-13 WAYNE ROSEMOND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter G. Macaluso 6-18-19 [72]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $9,878.81 in plan payments and another payment of $2,319.95
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $10,120.04 into the plan.

2. Debtor does not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection
to Confirmation held on April 2, 2019. Dckt. 71.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response on August 6, 2019 noting that debtor will file, serve, and be
current under an amended plan by the hearing. Dckt. 76.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $9,878.81 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,319.95 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on April 2, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor’s counsel’s promise to file an amended Plan is not
evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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19-23942-C-13 APRIL TOWN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Steven A. Alpert 8-6-19 [19]

Tentative Ruling: 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)(C).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion—Hearing Required.

Sufficient 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 August 6, 2019. 14 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Debtor, creditors, the Chapter 13 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 offer 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. At the hearing

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held on August 1, 2019.
The meeting has been continued to August 22, 2019.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE:
Debtor filed a Declaration in Response on August 13, 2019 stating that Debtor was unable to get

time off from work to attend the August 1, 2019 Meeting of Creditors. Dckt. 23. Debtor states that she will
be able to attend the Meeting of Creditors on August 21, 2019.

DISCUSSION
Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 341. Attendance

is mandatory. 11 U.S.C. § 343. Failure to appear at the Meeting of Creditors is unreasonable delay that is
prejudicial to creditors and is cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1). The court notes that Debtor

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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has stated she will attend the continued Meeting but has listed the incorrect date for the continued Meeting
in her Declaration.

At the hearing ----

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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17.

19-24344-C-13  HIYAM ABUTARBOUSH ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES
7-24-19 [20]

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor (pro se), and Chapter
13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 26, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $310.00 due on July 10, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $310.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 33 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-24344
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-24344&rpt=SecDocket&docno=20

18.

19-22246-C-13 MARY DOHERTY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Matthew J. DeCaminada 6-18-19 23]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $1,750.00 in plan payments and another payment of $880.00
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $0.00 into the plan.

2. Debtor does not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection
to Confirmation held on June 11, 2019. Dckt. 22.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response on August 7, 2019 noting that debtor will file, serve, and be
current under an amended plan by the hearing. Dckt. 36.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $1,750.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$880.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on June 11, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan.

Debtor’s promise to file an amended Plan is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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19.

19-20548-C-13 ZAKI/DIANA HADDAD MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Richard A. Hall 7-17-19 [40]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 17, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $2,475.00 in plan payments and another payment of $2,475.00
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $9,901.60 into the plan.

2. Debtor does not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection
to Confirmation held on March 26, 2019. Dckt. 32.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors’ counsel filed a response on August 7, 2019 noting that debtors are Objecting to the
Proof of Claim filed by Nabih Haddad that was set for hearing on August 2, 2019. Dckt. 47. The court
notes that Objection to Claim was continued to November 26, 2019. Dckt. 49.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $2,475.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the $2,475.00
plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on June 11, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Debtor’s promise to file an amended Plan is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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20.

15-25549-C-13 SHANNON MILLER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-6 Peter L. Cianchetta 7-19-19 [86]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 19, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. the debtor is delinquent $2,772.65 in plan payments and another payment of $2,624.95
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $119,897.00 into the plan.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response on July 30, 2019 stating that Debtor plan to make payments to
cure the delinquency by August 16, 2019. Dckt. 90.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $2,772.65 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,624.95 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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14-29550-C-13 TRISHA MEJIA DONNELL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-8 Mary Ellen Terranella 7-18-19 [154]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 19, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $8,727.16 in plan payments and another payment of $2,190.41
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $95,414.21 into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a response on July 24, 2019 informing the court that Debtor has been involved in
contentious marital property settlement process in Solano County Court. Debtor states that her ex-spouse
was not complying with court-ordered support payments for the past five years. Debtor informs the court
that an Order was entered on July 1, 2019 providing for a $44,020.67 distribution from the ex-spouse’s
retirement plan and efforts are being made to obtain that distribution.

DISCUSSION

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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22.

19-21350-C-13 JOSE FLOREZ AND PATRICIA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 DE FLOREZ 7-3-19 [21]
Chad M. Johnson

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 3, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $3,329.77 in plan payments and another payment of
$3,329.77 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $6,612.00 into the
plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors’ counsel filed a response on August 7, 2019 stating that Debtors plan to file a modified
plan to cure the delinquency. Dckt. 27.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $3,329.77 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,329.77 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtors’ promise to file a modified plan is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 42 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-21350
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=625501&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-21350&rpt=SecDocket&docno=21

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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23.

19-22350-C-13 MILTON NYANDA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mohammad M. Mokarram 7-3-19 [16]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 3, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. the debtor is delinquent $3,329.77 in plan payments and another payment of $3,329.77
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $6,612.00 into the plan.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response on August 2, 2019 stating that Debtor plans to cure the
delinquency by August 10, 2019. Dckt. 21.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $3,329.77 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,329.77 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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24.

19-23154-C-13 TENISHA WILLIAMS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Thomas A. Moore 7-24-19 [18]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 24, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. Debtor is delinquent $225.63 in plan payments, with additional payments of
$3,925.63 due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $3,700.00 into the Plan.

2. Debtor filed an Amended Plan on June 18, 2019 but did not set the Plan for
confirmation.

DISCUSSION:

The court notes that Debtor did not file a response to the Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss. The court
also notes that on August 1, 2019 Debtor filed and served a Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan that was
filed on June 18, 2019. Dckt. 22. The court has reviewed the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan and the
Declaration in support. Dckts. 22, 24, 25. The Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9013 (stating grounds with particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to
facts to support confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

Debtors are delinquent in plan payments, and according to the Trustee’s Opposition (Dckt. 29) to
the subsequently filed Motion to Confirm Amended Plan, Debtor is now delinquent $4,151.26 which
represents over one month of the $3,925.63 plan payment. Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable
delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

At the hearing---

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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dismissed.
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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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25.

16-23656-C-13 WILLIAM/LORI CARPENTER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-7 Scott D. Shumaker 7-18-19 [203]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $2,525.00 in plan payments and another payment of
$2,524.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $106,22.87 into the
plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors filed a response and declaration in support, on August 7, 2019 stating that Debtors plan
to cure the delinquency prior to the hearing. Dckts. 207; 208.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $2,525.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents about one month of the
$2,524.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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26.

18-26957-C-13 CLARENCE WOMACK MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah R. Liviakis 6-27-19 [17]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. the debtor is delinquent $660.00 in plan payments and another payment of $330.00 will
come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $1,650.00 into the plan.
DEBTOR’S LATE RESPONSE

Debtor filed a response and declaration in support, on August 8, 2019 stating that Debtor plans to
cure the delinquency prior to the hearing. Dckts. 21, 22.

DISCUSSION
Debtor is $660.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents about one month of the $330.00
plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan payments is

unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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27.

15-28562-C-13 ELMER/ALMA CRESPIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-8 Peter G. Macaluso 7-18-19 [267]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $6,000.00 in plan payments and another payment of
$3,000.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $57,680.89 into the
plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors filed a response and declaration in support, on August 6, 2019 stating that Debtors plan
to cure the delinquency prior to the hearing. Dckts. 271; 272.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $6,000.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents about one month of the
$3,000.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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28.

18-26062-C-13 FERNANI NARVASA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Arasto Farsad 6-27-19 [73]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $7,312.15 in plan payments and another payment of $4,075.59
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $24,478.44 into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response, on August 7, 2019 stating that Debtor plans to cure the
delinquency prior to the hearing and provided photographs purporting to be checks paid to the Trustee.
Dckts. 78. Debtor’s counsel filed a Supplemental Response stating that Debtor has made additional
payments and has cured the delinquency. Dckt. 79.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $7,312.15 delinquent in plan payments, which represents over one month of the
$4,075.59 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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29. 19-22863-C-13 IRINA KOLESNIKOVA ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES
7-8-19 [32]
Thru #30

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor (pro se), and Chapter
13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 10, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $77.00 due on July 2, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $77.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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30.

19-22863-C-13 IRINA KOLESNIKOVA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Pro Se 6-24-19 [28]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor (pro se) and Office of the United States Trustee on June 24, 2019. By the court’s
calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held on June 20, 2019.
The meeting has been continued to August 22, 2019.

2. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with 60 days of employer advices as required
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 521(a)(1)(B)(iv).

3. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with a tax transcript or a copy of the Federal
Income Tax Return with attachments for the more recent pre-petition tax year, or a
written statement that no such document was required, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §

521(e)(2)(A).
4. Debtor has not filed the correct Plan form.
5. Debtor appears to be a serial filer, this being Debtor’s seventh case. Prior cases include:
a Chapter 7 (Case No. 08-28250); and Chapter 13 cases Nos.
17-26712,
17-24189,
12-37192,
11-32108, and
11-26205.

The Trustee notes that Case No. 11-32108 was orientally filed as a Chapter 7 but converted to a Chapter 13.
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Moreover, the Trustee notes that all Chapter 13 cases were dismissed.
DISCUSSION

Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 341. Attendance
is mandatory. 11 U.S.C. § 343. Failure to appear at the Meeting of Creditors is unreasonable delay that is
prejudicial to creditors and is cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s Plan is based upon a plan form that is no longer effective now that the court has adopted
a new plan form as of December 1, 2017. The Plan is based on a prior plan form, which is a violation of
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3015.1 and General Order 17-03. Failure to file a plan on the current
form is a delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not provide either a tax transcript or a federal income tax return with attachments for
the most recent pre-petition tax year for which a return was required. See 11 U.S.C. § 521(e)(2)(A)(i); FED.
R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(3). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor has not provided Trustee with employer payment advices for the period of sixty days
preceding the filing of the petition as required by 11 U.S.C. § 521(a)(1)(B)(iv); FED. R. BANKR. P.
4002(b)(2)(A). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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31.

15-20764-C-13 JOHN/OLIVIA D'ANTONIO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-10 Chad M. Johnson 7-18-19 [210]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $4,064.25 in plan payments and another payment of
$2,024.25 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $142,967.99 into the
plan.

DEBTOR’S LATE RESPONSE

Debtors’ counsel filed a response and declaration in support, on August 8, 2019 stating that
Debtors plan to cure the delinquency prior to the hearing. Dckts. 214; 215. Debtors’ counsel’s declaration
states the counsel encountered internet issues on August 7, 2019 causing the response to be filed one day
late.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $4,064.25 delinquent in plan payments, which represents about one month of the
$2,024.25 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtors’ promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
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dismissed.
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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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32.

17-23664-C-13 RAUL SALAICES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Timothy J. Walsh 7-10-19 [80]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $8,699.74 in plan payments and another payment of $4,525.95
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $99,158.82 into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response, on August 6, 2019 stating that Debtor plans to cure the
delinquency prior to the hearing. 84. Debtor’s counsel notes that Debtor’s income is derived from
commissions and is sometimes sporadic. Accordingly, if Debtor is unable to cure the delinquency Debtor
requests an additional 60 days to cure the delinquency.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $8,699.74 delinquent in plan payments, which represents over one month of the
$4,525.95 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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33.

18-27064-C-13  GINA VASQUEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 7-2-19 [19]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 2, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:
1. the debtor is delinquent $4,431.00 in plan payments and another payment of $2,808.43
will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $15,228.00 into the plan.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response, on August 5, 2019 stating that Debtor plans to cure the
delinquency prior to the hearing. 23.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $4,431.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,808.43 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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34.

19-20468-C-13 NICHOLAS/ANGELA UPTON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Lucas B. Garcia 6-18-19 28]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on June 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $10,400.00 in plan payments and another payment of
$3,600.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid $4,200.00 into the
plan.

2. Debtors do not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection to

Confirmation held on April 30, 2019. Dckt. 27.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors’ filed a response, and declaration in support, on August 7, 2019 noting that debtor will
file, serve, and be current under an amended plan by the hearing. Dckts. 32 and 33.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $2,822.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the $2,822.00
plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on April 30, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet
filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan.
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Debtor’s promise to file an amended Plan is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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17-26972-C-13 RODERICK SINGLETON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Mikalah R. Liviakis 7-10-19 [87]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $7,790.40 in plan payments. Debtor has paid $53,427.00 into
the plan.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a response, supported by his declaration, on August 7, 2019 stating that Debtor plans
to cure the delinquency prior to the hearing. Dckts. 93; 94.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $7,790.40 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,172.90 plan payment. Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to
creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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36.

18-25374-C-13 JAMES WALKER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Peter G. Macaluso 6-27-19 [53]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $1,212.00 in plan payments and another payment of
$606.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $4,848.00 into
the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on August 6, 2019. Dckt. 138. Debtor’s counsel states that
Debtor will filed and serve a modified plan and motion to confirm prior to the hearing,

DISCUSSION

The court notes that Debtor filed and served a Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan on August
16, 2019. Dckts. 59, 63. The Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9013
(stating grounds with particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to facts to support
confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

Debtor appearing to be actively prosecuting this case, the Motion to Dismiss is denied without
prejudice.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.
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17-27779-C-13 REINA MONTES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Peter G. Macaluso 7-10-19 [126]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $23,311.14 in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another
plan payment of $1,666.57 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid
$31,504.00 into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a response, supported by his declaration, on August 7, 2019 stating that Debtor
expects to receive a settlement disbursement of $25,000.00 from Wells Fargo but the funds have not yet
been disbursed. Dckts. 130; 131; 133.
DISCUSSION

Debtor is $23,311.14 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,666.57 plan payment. Prior to the hearing another plan payment will come due. Failure to make plan

payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to pay is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is unreasonable delay
that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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15-21282-C-13 RAUL/MARIA NAVARRO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Mary Ellen Terranella 7-10-19 [80]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $2,551.00 in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another
plan payment of $852.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid
$25,142.00 into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtors filed a response, supported by their declaration, on July 25, 2019. Dckts. 84; 85.
Debtors state that due to difficulties translating the terms of the modified Plan in English, the Debtors did
not fully comply with the modified payments. Debtors have since met with their attorney and understand
their obligations. The Debtors’ propose entering a Wage Order to have automatic withdrawals from
Debtor’s pay to ensure compliance under the confirmed Plan.

DISCUSSION

At the hearing the Trustee addresses Debtors’ proposal to enter a Wage Order....

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 73 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-21282
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=563497&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-3
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-21282&rpt=SecDocket&docno=80

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 74 of 157



39.

16-21283-C-13  CRAIG MAKISHIMA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Cindy Lee Hill 7-10-19 [118]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $24,944.00 in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another
plan payment of $6,236.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid
$215,452.00 into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response on August 7, 2019 stating that Debtor due to recent health
issues, Debtor has had difficulties operating his business causing a reduction in income. Dckt. 122.
Debtor’s counsel states that an amended plan will be filed prior to the hearing,

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $24,944.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$6,236.00 plan payment. Prior to the hearing another plan payment will come due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor’s promise to file an amended plan to cure the delinquency is not evidence that resolves
this motion. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 76 of 157



40.

19-20087-C-13 MICHAEL BORKOWSKI MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Eric John Schwab 7-17-19 [35]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 17, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. Debtor does not have a plan pending since the court sustained the Trustee’s Objection
to Confirmation held on March 5, 2019. Dckt. 27.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a response on August 7, 2019 noting that debtor will file, serve, and be
current under an amended plan by the hearing. Dckts. 39.

DISCUSSION
Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on March 5, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet

filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan.

Debtor’s promise to file an amended Plan is not evidence that resolves this motion. That is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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41.

19-20895-C-13 DESHAUNNA PAYNE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mary Ellen Terranella 6-27-19 [29]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $3,439.64 in plan payments and another payment of
$2,221.16 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $5,445.00
into the plan.

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on July 20, 2019. Dckt. 40. Debtor’s counsel states that
Debtor will filed and serve a modified plan and motion to confirm prior to the hearing,

DISCUSSION

The court notes that Debtor filed and served a Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan on July 20,
2019. Dckts. 33; 35. The Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9013
(stating grounds with particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to facts to support
confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

Debtor appearing to be actively prosecuting this case, the Motion to Dismiss is denied without
prejudice.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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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 Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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42. 19-23095-C-13  ANNA RATH ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES
6-19-19 [19]
Thru #44

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor (pro se), and Chapter
13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 21, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $79.00 due on June 14, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $79.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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43.

19-23095-C-13 ANNA RATH ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES
7-19-19 [32]

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor (pro se), and Chapter
13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 21, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $77.00 due on July 15, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $77.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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44.

19-23095-C-13  ANNA RATH MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Pro Se 7-3-19 [25]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor (pro se) and Office of the United States Trustee on July 3, 2019. By the court’s
calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

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

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. the debtor is delinquent $836.84 in plan payments with another payment of
$836.84 due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $0.00 into the plan.

2. Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held on June 27, 2019.
The meeting has been continued to August 29, 2019. The court notes that
the Trustee mistakenly states that the Meeting was continued to February 7,

2019.
3. Debtor’s Plan was filed using an outdated form.
3. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with 60 days of employer advices as

required pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 521(a)(1)(B)(iv).

4. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with a tax transcript or a copy of the Federal
Income Tax Return with attachments for the more recent pre-petition tax year, or a
written statement that no such document was required, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §
521(e)(2)(A).

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE
Debtor filed a Response on July 29, 2019. Dckt. 34. Debtor states she missed the initial Meeting

Creditors due to a clerical misunderstanding. Debtor claims that all required documents have now been
provided to the Trustee. Debtor also states that she intends to hire counsel to represent her in this case.
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DISCUSSION
At the hearing the Trustee addressed the Debtor’s Response-----
Debtor is $836.84 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the

$836.84 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 341. Attendance
is mandatory. 11 U.S.C. § 343. Failure to appear at the Meeting of Creditors is unreasonable delay that is
prejudicial to creditors and is cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 84 of 157



45. 19-22798-C-13 KIMBERLY BRADLEY ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Steele Lanphier TO PAY FEES
7-8-19 [18]

Thru #47

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney,
and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 10, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $77.00 due on July 1, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $77.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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19-22798-C-13 KIMBERLY BRADLEY ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Steele Lanphier TO PAY FEES
6-5-19 [16]

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney,
and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 7, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $79.00 due on May 31, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $79.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.
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19-22798-C-13 KIMBERLY BRADLEY ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Steele Lanphier TO PAY FEES
8-5-19 |21]

Tentative Ruling: 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. If the court’s tentative ruling becomes its final ruling,
then the court will make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney,
and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on August 5, 2019.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees in
this case: $77.00 due on July 30, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is sustained, and the case is dismissed.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to Show
Cause has not been cured. The following filing fees are delinquent and unpaid by Debtor: $77.00.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is sustained, no other sanctions
are issued pursuant thereto, and the case is dismissed.
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19-23099-C-13 AILEEN AMBROSIO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Jessica R. Galletta 7-24-19 [36]

Tentative Ruling: 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.

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

Sufficient 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 July 24, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

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

The Motion to Dismiss is XXXXXX.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. The debtor is delinquent $3,803.35 in plan payments and another payment of
$3,803.35 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid $0.00 into the
plan.

2. Debtor has not provided the Trustee with (60) days of employer payment advices as

required pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 521(a)(1)(B)(iv). The Trustee is not clear whether
Debtor has provided proof of all income reflected on the Schedule 1.

3. Debtor filed a Plan on June 14, 2019 but no motion to confirm the plan was filed and
served.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on August 7, 2019. Dckts. 40. Debtor’s counsel states that
prior to the hearing: (1) the delinquency will be cured, an Amended Plan and Motion to Confirm will be
filed and served; and (3) claims that all employer pay advices have been provided.

DISCUSSION:

At the hearing the Trustee addresses Debtor’s response and informs the court whether he believes
all employer pay advices have been received ----

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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The court notes that Debtor filed and served a Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan on August
12,2019. Dckts. 43, 44. The Motion does not appear to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
9013 (stating grounds with particularity) because the Debtor does not provide testimony as to facts to
support confirmation based upon Debtor’s personal knowledge. FED. R. EVID. 601, 602.

Debtor appearing to be actively prosecuting this case, the Motion to Dismiss is denied without

prejudice.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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49.

19-23791-C-13 SVETLANA TKACHUK AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Pro Se 7-30-19 [26]

Tentative Ruling: 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)(C).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) Motion—Hearing Required.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor (pro se), and Office of the United States Trustee on July 30, 2019. By the court’s
calculation, 15 days’ notice was provided. 14 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss was properly set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(2). Debtor, creditors, the Chapter 13 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 offer 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. At the hearing

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that:

1. The debtor, Adriana Fontes, (“Debtor”), is $24,552.00 delinquent in plan
payments. Debtor has paid a total of $0.00 into the plan.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $24,552.00 delinquent in plan payments. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

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 Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13 Trustee,
David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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50.

19-25167-C-13 TANYA MICHELLE NORFLES MOTION TO IMPOSE AUTOMATIC
Peter G. Macaluso 8-16-19 [11]

Tentative Ruling: 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)(C).

Local Rule 9014-1(f)(3) Motion—Hearing Required.

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, parties requesting special notice, and
Office of the United States Trustee on August 16, 2019. The court set the hearing for August 20, 2019.

The Motion to Impose the Automatic Stay was properly set for hearing on the notice required by
Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(3). Debtor, Creditors, the Chapter 13 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 offer 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. At the hearing

The Motion to Impose the Automatic Stay is granted.

Tanya Norfles (“Debtor”) seeks to have the provisions of the automatic stay provided by 11
U.S.C. § 362(a) imposed in this case. This is Debtor’s third bankruptcy petition pending in the past year
with the prior two cases having been dismissed. Debtor’s prior bankruptcy cases (Nos. 18-27638 and 19-
23445) were dismissed on May 30, 2019, and July 15, 2019, respectively. See Order, Bankr. E.D. Cal. No.
18-27638, Dckt. 62, May 30, 2019; Order, Bankr. E.D. Cal. No. 19-23445, Dckt. 32, July 15, 2019.
Therefore, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(A)(I), the provisions of the automatic stay did not go into
effect upon Debtor filing the instant case.

Here, Debtor states that the instant case was filed in good faith and explains that the first case
(Case No. 18-27638) was dismissed because Debtor fell behind on payments after her car was totaled in an
accident, causing a reduction in income due to loss of transportation. Dckt. 14, Declaration. Debtor states
that the second case (Case No. 19-23445) was dismissed because Debtor did not timely file the required
document, however, Debtor notes that she represented herself in that proceeding. /d. Debtor states that her
current proceeding was filed in good faith, that she has counsel, and has the income to complete a Chapter
13 Plan.
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APPLICABLE LAW

When stay has not gone into effect pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4), a party in interest may
request within 30 days of filing that the stay take effect as to any or all creditors (subject to such conditions
or limitations as the court may impose), after notice and a hearing, only if the party in interest demonstrates
that the filing of the later case is in good faith as to the creditors to be stayed. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(B).

For purposes of subparagraph (B), a case is presumptively filed not in good faith as to all
creditors if:

(I) 2 or more previous cases under this title in which the individual was a
debtor were pending within the 1-year period;

(I) a previous case under this title in which the individual was a debtor was
dismissed within the time period stated in this paragraph after the debtor failed to file
or amend the petition or other documents as required by this title or the court without
substantial excuse (but mere inadvertence or negligence shall not be substantial
excuse unless the dismissal was caused by the negligence of the debtor’s attorney),
failed to provide adequate protection as ordered by the court, or failed to perform the
terms of a plan confirmed by the court; or

(IIT) there has not been a substantial change in the financial or personal
affairs of the debtor since the dismissal of the next most previous case under this title,
or any other reason to conclude that the later case will not be concluded, if a case
under chapter 7, with a discharge, and if a case under chapter 11 or 13, with a
confirmed plan that will be fully performed; . . .

11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(D).

In determining if good faith exists, the court considers the totality of the circumstances. In re
Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. 811, 814 (Bankr. N.D. Cal. 20006); see also Laura B. Bartell, Staying the Serial Filer -
Interpreting the New Exploding Stay Provisions of § 362(c)(3) of the Bankruptcy Code, 82 Am. Bankr. L.J.
201, 209-10 (2008). An important indicator of good faith is a realistic prospect of success in the second
case, contrary to the failure of the first case. See, e.g., In re Jackola, No. 11-01278, 2011 Bankr. LEXIS
2443, at *6 (Bankr. D. Haw. June 22, 2011) (citing In re Elliott-Cook, 357 B.R. 811, 815-16 (Bankr. N.D.
Cal. 2006)). Courts consider many factors—including those used to determine good faith under §§ 1307(c)
and 1325(a)—but the two basic issues to determine good faith under § 362(c)(3) are:

A. Why was the previous plan filed?

B. What has changed so that the present plan is likely to succeed?
In re Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. at 814-15.
DISCUSSION

Debtor’s prior cases were dismissed after Debtor did not make all required plan payments
because she was a involved in a car accident causing a loss of income due lack of transportation (No. 18-
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27638) and after Debtor failed to timely file all required documents in the following proceeding where
Debtor was representing herself (No. 19-23445). Debtor states that she has now retained counsel and has
sufficient income to complete a Chapter 13 Plan.

Debtor has sufficiently rebutted the presumption of bad faith under the facts of this case and the
prior cases for the court to impose the automatic stay.

The Motion is granted, and the automatic stay is imposed for all purposes and parties, unless
terminated by operation of law or further order of this 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 to Impose the Automatic Stay filed by Tanya Norfles (“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, and the automatic stay is
imposed pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(B) for all purposes and parties, unless
terminated by operation of law or further order of this court.
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S1.

FINAL RULINGS

19-23291-C-13 CHRISTIAN/KOREENIA LAZO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Werner J. Ogsaen 7-30-19 23]

DEBTOR DISMISSED:

07/31/2019

JOINT DEBTOR DISMISSED:

07/31/2019

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The case having previously been dismissed, the Motion is dismissed as moot.
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 Order to Show Cause - Failure to Pay Fees having been presented to the court,
the case having been previously dismissed, and upon review of the pleadings,
evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is dismissed as moot, the case having
been dismissed.
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S52.

17-22987-C-13 BECKY/MICHAEL ENSLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mary Ellen Terranella 7-10-19 [92]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on August 6, 2019, Dckt. 105; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Becky Ensley and Michael Ensley (“Debtors™);
the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the
court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 105, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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53.

16-20373-C-13  BOATAMO MOSUPYOE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-8 David Foyil 7-18-19 [209]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on August 9, 2019, Dckt. 217; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Boatamo Mosupyoe (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte
Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes
this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 217, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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54. 17-20570-C-13 JAVIER CASTRO AND SILVIA CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 RECENDEZ CASE
Scott D. Hughes 4-26-19 [58]

Thru #55

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on August 9, 2019, Dckt. 73; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Johan Talley and Wendy Jones-Talley
(“Debtors”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 73, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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5sS.

17-20570-C-13 JAVIER CASTRO AND SILVIA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 RECENDEZ 7-10-19 [65]
Scott D. Hughes

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on July 25, 2019, Dckt. 69; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Johan Talley and Wendy Jones-Talley
(“Debtors”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 69, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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56.

19-22764-C-13 NINA HUBBARD ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pauldeep Bains TO PAY FEES
8-5-19 [18]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on August 7, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required
fees in this case: $77.00 due on July 30, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order
to Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions
ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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57.

18-20055-C-13 AMANDA ANDREWS AND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 CHRISTOPHER ARAGON 6-27-19 [98]
Susan J. Turner

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on August 7, 2019, Dckt. 111; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Amanda Andrews and Christopher Aragon, Sr.
(“Debtors™); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 111, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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58. 19-21549-C-13 PETRA/EDWARD CAMPOS ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pauldeep Bains TO PAY FEES
7-17-19 [32]

Thru #59

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 19, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required
fees in this case: $74.00 due on July 17, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order
to Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions
ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 102 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-21549
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-21549&rpt=SecDocket&docno=32

59.

19-21549-C-13 PETRA/EDWARD CAMPOS ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pauldeep Bains TO PAY FEES
6-17-19 [26]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 19, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required
fees in this case: $75.00 due on June 17, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order
to Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions
ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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60.

19-22933-C-13 MATTHEW RUBB ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Steele Lanphier TO PAY FEES
7-12-19 [26]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 14, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required
fees in this case: $55.00 due on July 2, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order
to Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions
ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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61.

19-22947-C-13 FRANK/MARSHA VARGAS ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Michael Benavides TO PAY FEES
6-12-19 [16]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 14, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required
fees in this case: $79.00 due on June 12, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order
to Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions
ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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62.

18-21328-C-13 CHRISTINE NAVARRETE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Michael O'Dowd Hays 6-27-19 [40]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on August 7, 2019, Dckt. 46; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Christine Navarrete (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte
Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes
this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 46, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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63.

19-22716-C-13 JUAN MENDOZA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Thomas O. Gillis 6-13-19 [16]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on July 23, 2019, Dckt. 33; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Juan Mendoza (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is
granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion
from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 33, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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64.

19-22109-C-13 EVELYNN CARR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Peter G. Macaluso TO PAY FEES
7-8-19 [19]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 10, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required
fees in this case: $77.00 due on July 8, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order
to Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions
ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.
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65.

16-20901-C-13 ALICIA GADDIS

DPC-4

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
Mitchell L. Abdallah 7-10-19 [117]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss
the pending Motion on August 9, 2019, Dckt. 124; no prejudice to the responding party appearing by the
dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of the motion pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and
the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Alicia Gaddis (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is
granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion

from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the Chapter 13
Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and
7041, Dckt. 124, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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66.

19-20803-C-13  PAULO/CLARA LIRA ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Thomas O. Gillis TO PAY FEES
6-17-19 [31]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on June 19, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $83.00 due on June 17, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to
Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no
sanctions ordered, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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67. 19-23903-C-13 FRANK FERREIRA ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Marc A. Caraska TO PAY FEES
7-25-19 [15]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtors, Debtors’
Attorney, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on July 27, 2019. The court
computes that 28 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees
in this case: $79.00 due on July 25, 2019.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged, and the bankruptcy case shall proceed
in this court.

The court’s docket reflects that the default in payment that is the subjection of the Order to
Show Cause has been cured.

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is discharged, no sanctions ordered, and
the bankruptcy case shall proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 111 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-23903&rpt=SecDocket&docno=15

68.

18-23700-C-13 DANIEL/HASIBA CLAYBERGER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Gerald B. Glazer 6-27-19 [36]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is denied without prejudice as moot.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks to dismiss Daniel Clayberger and
Hasiba Clayberger’s (“Debtors”) Chapter 13 case. Debtors filed a Notice of Conversion on August 15,
2019, however, converting the case to a proceeding under Chapter 7. Dckt. 40. Debtor may convert a
Chapter 13 case to a Chapter 7 case at any time. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(a). The right is nearly absolute, and
the conversion is automatic and immediate. FED. R. BANKR. P. 1017(f)(3); In re Bullock, 41 B.R. 637,
638 (Bankr. E.D. Penn. 1984); In re McFadden, 37 B.R. 520, 521 (Bankr. M.D. Penn. 1984). Debtor’s
case was converted to a proceeding under Chapter 7 by operation of law once the Notice of Conversion
was filed on August 15, 2019. McFadden, 37 B.R. at 521.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without
prejudice as moot.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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69.

18-27105-C-13 LASAYN COLLINS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah R. Liviakis 6-27-19 [26]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Lasayn Collins, (“Debtor”), is $660.00 delinquent in plan
payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of $330.00 will come due
prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $1,650.00 into the plan.
DISCUSSION

Debtor is $660.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$330.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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18-24825-C-13 MARK/LISA MANGES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Scott J. Sagaria 7-18-19 [16]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 18, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Mark Manges and Lisa Manges, (“Debtor”), is $5,310.00
delinquent in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of
$1,770.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of
$14,160.00 into the plan.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $5,310.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,770.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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71.

16-26626-C-13 AIMEE DUVAL-CRITSER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Matthew J. Gilbert 7-10-19 [96]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Aimee Duval-Crister, (“Debtor”), is $1,265.26 delinquent in plan
payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of $1,262.26 will come
due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $38,749.42 into the plan.
DISCUSSION

Debtor is $1,265.26 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the
$1,265.26 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 119 of 157



72.

19-21656-C-13 LINDA WOOLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Eric John Schwab 7-3-19 [25]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 3, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Linda Fae Wooley, (“Debtor”), is $1,631.78 delinquent in plan
payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of $1,568.26 will come
due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $3,073.00 into the plan.
DISCUSSION

Debtor is $1,631.78 delinquent in plan payments, which represents about one month of the
$1,568.26 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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
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hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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73.

18-25068-C-13 COURTNEY WILSON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Scott D. Hughes 7-2-19 [48]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 2, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Courtney Wilson, (“Debtor”), is $13,445.55 delinquent in plan
payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of $4,481.85 will come
due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $31,372.95 into the plan.
DISCUSSION

Debtor is $13,445.55 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$4,481.85 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 122 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-25068
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=617697&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-4
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-25068&rpt=SecDocket&docno=48

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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74.

18-26968-C-13 ALAN/SHERRY KENYON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Jeffrey S. Ogilvie 6-27-19 [33]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Alan Kenyon and Sherry Kenyon, (“Debtor”), is $6,000.00
delinquent in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of
$2,000.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $8,000.00
into the plan.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $6,000.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,000.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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
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hearing.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 125 of 157



75.

16-21970-C-13 JOHN TALLEY AND WENDY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 JONES-TALLEY 7-10-19 [84]
Peter L. Cianchetta

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, John Talley and Wendy Talley, (“Debtor”), is $3,257.40
delinquent in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of
$1,628.69 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of
$51,744.53 into the plan.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $3,257.40 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,628.69 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.
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18-25070-C-13 RICHARD/CATHY BURNETT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Dale A. Orthner 7-18-19 [18]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 18, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Richard Burnett and Cathy Burnett, (“Debtor”), is $4,094.00
delinquent in plan payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of
$2,047.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of
$16,376.00 into the plan.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $4,094.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,047.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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77.

18-25677-C-13  ADRIANA FONTES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mikalah R. Liviakis 6-27-19 [24]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 27, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Adriana Fontes, (“Debtor”), is $5,146.78 delinquent in plan
payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of $1,727.42 will come
due prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $10,400.00 into the plan.
DISCUSSION

Debtor is $5,146.78 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,727.42 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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15-22695-C-13 CHRISTOPHER GARDNER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Gary Ray Fraley 7-10-19 [33]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 10, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor, Christopher Gardner, (“Debtor”), is $2,202.95 delinquent in plan
payments. The Trustee notes that another plan payment of $634.00 will come due
prior to the hearing. Debtor has paid a total of $28,366.10 into the plan.
DISCUSSION

Debtors are $2,202.95 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$634.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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79.

18-24686-C-13 KEVIN MEDLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter G. Macaluso 6-18-19 [81]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:

1. Debtors are delinquent $690.00 in plan payments, with tan additional
payment of $345.00 due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid
$1,380.00 into the Plan.

2. Debtors’ Motion to Confirm was denied at the May 21, 2019 hearing.
Dckt. 80. Debtors have not filed a new plan since the denial.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $690.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$345.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, two plan payments will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on May 21, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not
yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers no explanation for the delay in setting a
plan for confirmation. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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80.

19-20908-C-13 ARMAR/MARICELA WALKER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Bruce Charles Dwiggins 6-18-19 [31]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 15, 2019, Dckt. 43; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Armar Walker
and Maricela Walker (“Debtors”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 43, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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81.

18-27549-C-13 KATRINA NOPEL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter L. Cianchetta 7-24-19 [70]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 July 24, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. Debtor’s Motion to Confirm was denied at the June 11, 2019 hearing.
Dckt. 68. Debtors have not filed a new plan since the denial.

DISCUSSION

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on June 11, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not
yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers no explanation for the delay in setting a
plan for confirmation. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 to Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by The Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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82.

18-27977-C-13 JOSE SANDOVAL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Gabriel E. Liberman 6-18-19 [39]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 18, 2019. 28 days’
notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:

1. Debtors are delinquent $6,349.90 in plan payments, with additional
payments of $5,852.45 due prior to the hearing. Debtors have paid
$13,822.35 into the Plan.

2. Debtors’ Motion to Confirm was denied at the March 26, 2019 hearing.
Dckt. 38. Debtors have not filed a new plan since the denial.

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $6,349.90 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,750.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, two plan payments will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not file a Plan or a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the court’s denial of
confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on March 26, 2019. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has
not yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers no explanation for the delay in
setting a plan for confirmation. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.
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§ 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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83.

15-26927-C-13 RALPH THOMURE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Scott D. Hughes 7-10-19 [37]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 9, 2019, Dckt. 43; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Ralph
Thomure (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed
without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 43, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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84.

18-20570-C-13 MATTHEW KENNEDY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Michael O'Dowd Hays 7-10-19 [74]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on Augustl13, 2019, Dckt. 80; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Nicholas and
Angela Upton (“Debtors”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed
without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 80, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.
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8s.

19-21707-C-13  TERRY DASNO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 David Foyil 6-18-19 [41]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 14, 2019, Dckt. 58; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Terry Dasno
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 58, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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86.

18-20111-C-13 SHARI LAMBERT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Chad M. Johnson 7-22-19 [46]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 13, 2019, Dckt. 59; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Shari Lambert
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 59, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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87.

17-28417-C-13 GARRY CHESTER/MICHELLE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 CASTRO GONZALES 7-10-19 [94]
Chad M. Johnson

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 13, 2019, Dckt. 103; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Garry
Gonzales and Michelle Gonzales (“Debtors”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s
Motion is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 103, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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88.

17-24434-C-13 THOMAS WARD MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Eric John Schwab 7-10-19 [76]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 13, 2019, Dckt. 82; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Thomas Ward
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 82, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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89. 17-25736-C-13 JOHN MONROE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Chad M. Johnson 7-10-19 [88]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 13, 2019, Dckt. 102; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by John Monroe
(“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is dismissed without
prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 102, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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90.

18-25051-C-13 JUSTIN/CHRISTINA BORGES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mikalah R. Liviakis 6-27-19 28]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 13, 2019, Dckt. 35; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Justin Borges
and Christina Borges (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 35, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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91.

18-25065-C-13 MICHAEL LUCERO AND MARIA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 MARTINEZ 6-27-19 [44]
Chad M. Johnson

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 13, 2019, Dckt. 60; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by Michael
Lucero and Maria Martinez (“Debtor”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion
is dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 60, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
Page 149 of 157


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-25065
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=617693&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-25065&rpt=SecDocket&docno=44

92.

19-23023-C-13 ALMA CHAVEZ-NUNEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 John G. Downing 7-2-19 [28]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 2, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. The debtor is $8,000.00 delinquent in plan payments. The Trustee notes that
another plan payment of $8,000.00 will come due prior to the hearing. Debtor has
paid a total of $0.00 into the plan.

2. The debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held on June 27, 2019. The Meeting
was continued to July 25, 2019, the court notes that debtor did not appear for the continued
meeting. The Trustee notes that this is debtor’s fourth bankruptcy since 2012 and is aware of
the Meeting of Creditors obligation.

3. The debtor appears to be over the unsecured debt limit set forth in 11 U.S.C. § 109(e)
based on the claims filed.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $8,000.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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$8,000.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 341.
Attendance is mandatory. 11 U.S.C. § 343. Failure to appear at the Meeting of Creditors is unreasonable
delay that is prejudicial to creditors and is cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor is over the unsecured debt limit, disqualifying Debtor from Chapter 13 relief.
Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 109(e), an individual with regular income who owes, on the date of filing of the
petition, “noncontingent, liquidated, unsecured debts” of less than $394,725.00 may be a debtor under
Chapter 13. Here, Debtor owes $1,018,574.06 in unsecured debt.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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93.

19-23327-C-13 MATEO/EVA GALVAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Harry D. Roth 7-23-19 [32]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient 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 June 23, 2019. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis

that:
1. The debtor is delinquent in plan payments and will need to pay $11,791.34 by
the date of the hearing to be current. Debtor has paid a total of $3,000.00 into the
plan.
2. The debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held on June 11, 2019. The Meeting
was continued to August 8, 2019, the court notes that debtor did not appear for the continued
meeting.

DISCUSSION

Debtor is $11,791.34 delinquent in plan payments. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Debtor did not appear at the Meeting of Creditors held pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 341.
Attendance is mandatory. 11 U.S.C. § 343. Failure to appear at the Meeting of Creditors is unreasonable
delay that is prejudicial to creditors and is cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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94.

19-22158-C-13 MICHAEL PETKUS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Thomas A. Moore 6-26-19 [30]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Withdrawal,
pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
9014 and 7041, the Motion to Dismiss the Bankruptcy Case was withdrawn without prejudice, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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9s.

18-24265-C-13 JAMES/PATRICIA FARRELL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Mikalah R. Liviakis 7-18-19 [49]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), having filed an Ex Parte Motion to
Dismiss the pending Motion on August 15, 2019, Dckt. 56; no prejudice to the responding party
appearing by the dismissal of the Motion; the Chapter 13 Trustee having the right to request dismissal of
the motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed by James Farrell
and Patricia Farrell (“Debtors”); the Ex Parte Motion is granted, the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the calendar.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”) having been presented to the court, the
Chapter 13 Trustee having requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 56, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence,
arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss the
Chapter 13 Case is dismissed without prejudice, and the bankruptcy case shall
proceed in this court.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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96.

17-22281-C-13 JAMES TUTT AND DAVID MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 TUTT-LOWNEY 7-10-19 [32]
Eric John Schwab

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 21, 2019 hearing is required.

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

Sufficient Notice Provided. The Proof of Service states that the Motion and supporting pleadings were
served on Debtors, Debtors’ Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on July 10, 2019.
28 days’ notice is required. That requirement was met.

The Motion to Dismiss has been set for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 9014-1(f)(1). Failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least fourteen days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) is
considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53
(9th Cir. 1995) (upholding a court ruling based upon a local rule construing a party’s failure to file
opposition as consent to grant a motion). 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 Dismiss is granted, and the case is dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee, David Cusick (“Trustee”), seeks dismissal of the case on the basis
that:

1. the debtors are delinquent $600.00 in plan payments. The Trustee notes
that another plan payment of $200.00 will come due prior to the hearing.
Debtor has paid $4,600.00 into the plan.
DEBTOR’S RESPONSE NON-OPPOSITION:

The Debtors do not oppose the Trustee’s Motion to Dismiss. Dckt. 36

DISCUSSION

Debtors are $600.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$200.00 plan payment. Prior to the hearing another plan payment will come due. Failure to make plan
payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case
is dismissed.

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 Chapter 13
Trustee, David Cusick (“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 the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

August 21, 2019 at 9:00 a.m.
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