UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Ronald H. Sargis
Chief Bankruptcy Judge
Sacramento, California

Notice
The court has reorganized the cases, placing all of the Final Rulings
in the second part of these Posted Rulings,
with the Final Rulings beginning with Item 31.

The court has also reorganized the items for which the tentative rulings
are issued, Items 1-30, attempting to first address the items in
which short argument is anticipated.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.

1.

16-23016-E-13 PATRICIA/DAVID MILLS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
Michael Hays 10-26-17 [S7]

No 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 court determined that electronic notice on the Chapter 13 Trustee and
Office of the U.S. Trustee would be sufficient for this hearing. Dckt. 58.

The Motion to Dismiss 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
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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 xxxxx.

David Mills and Patricia Mills (“Debtor’’) commenced this Chapter 13 case on May 9, 2016. The
order confirming their Chapter 13 Plan was entered on June 27, 2017. Dckt. 21. Debtor’s sixty-month
Chapter 13 Plan provides for the payment of Debtor’s counsel’s fees, claims secured by vehicles, and
discharging general unsecured claims with a payment of a 0.00% dividend. Plan, Dckt. 9.

The terms of Debtors’ confirmed Chapter 13 Plan require that court authorize during the term
of the Chapter 13 Plan the sale of any property in excess of $1,000 in value by Debtors. Plan § 5.02,
providing:

5.02. Debtor’s duties. In addition to the duties imposed upon Debtor by the
Bankruptcy Code, the Bankruptcy Rules, and applicable nonbankruptcy law, the
court’s Local Bankruptcy Rules impose additional duties on Debtor, including
without limitation, obtaining prior court authorization prior to transferring property
or incurring additional debt, . . . .

Dckt. 9. That provision is consistent with the requirements of Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(b)(1).

Debtor previously filed a motion for court authorization to sell their residence. Motion, Dckt.
42. Due to the urgency stated by Debtor in a motion for order to shorten time, the court set the hearing on
the motion to sell on fourteen-days notice. Unfortunately, in their exuberance to get the motion to sell on
file, the motion and supporting documents were insufficient for the court to grant the relief requested. Civil
Minutes, Dckt. 55; Order, Dckt. 56.

On October 26, 2017, Debtor filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss, with the only grounds stated
is that Debtor elects to dismiss the case. Motion, Dckt. 57. The court entered an order on October 27,2017,
setting the matter for hearing at 10:00 a.m. on November 1, 2017. Dckt. 58.

While 11 U.S.C. § 1307(a) provides an “almost” absolute right for a Chapter 13 debtor to dismiss
a Chapter 13 case, it is not absolute. Marrama v. Citizens Bank of Massachusetts, 549 U.S. 365 (2007)
(conversion from Chapter 7); Rosson v. Fitzgerald (In re Rosson), 545 F.3d 764 (9th Cir. 2008) (dismissal
of Chapter 13 case).

To respect the “almost” absolute right, the court delays entry on orders dismissing Chapter 13
cases on such ex parte motions for ten to fourteen days to allow the Chapter 13 trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and
parties in interest to file oppositions or take such other action as appropriate if dismissal is not proper.

Though not stated in the Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss, the court surmises that due to the
previously stated urgency in completing the sale, Debtor is seeking to obviate the need for obtaining an order
authorizing the sale by having the case dismissed, the confirmed Plan terminated, and being freed from the
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constraints of the Bankruptcy Code, the Chapter 13 Plan, and the Local Bankruptcy Rules. Such avenue
does not necessarily represent an improper motive or effort, but if the court follows the standard procedure,
the normal delay may cause Debtor’s strategy choice to be ineffective.

At the hearing, Debtor informed that court that they seek dismissal because xxxxxxxxxx. Atthe
hearing, the Chapter 13 Trustee and the U.S. Trustee stated XxXxXXXXXXXXX.

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 David Mills and
Patricia Mills (“Debtor”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss 1S XXXXX.

17-20174-E-13 DAVID BERMAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Michael Hays 10-4-17 [100]

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 October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that David
Berman (“Debtor”) is $739.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$368.00 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).
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DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on October 17,2017. Dckt. 104. Debtor states that he delivered $368.00
on October 10, 2017, and he hopes to pay the rest by the hearing.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence of curing the delinquency. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-25081-E-13 KRYSTLE/JAMES CLINTON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Michael Hays 10-4-17 [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 October 4, 2017. 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.
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David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Krystle
Clinton and James Clinton, III, (“Debtor”) are $520.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $260.00 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 RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on October 17, 2017. Dckt. 24. Debtor promises to file an ex parte
application to convert (i.e., they will convert this case voluntarily) by October 30, 2017.

RULING

As of the court’s October 29, 2017 review of the docket, Debtor has not filed a notice of
voluntary conversion to Chapter 7. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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16-21102-E-13 LARRY VINCELLI MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-7 Bonnie Baker 10-4-17 [109]

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 October 4, 2017. 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 hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is continued to 3:00 p.m. on December 5,
2017. (Specially set to the court’s regular Chapter 13 law and motion calendar.)

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Larry
Vincelli (“Debtor”) is $2,246.90 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,123.98 plan payment. Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to
creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

In addition, the Chapter 13 Trustee argues that Debtor filed a Modified Plan on September 1,
2017 but has yet to file a motion to confirm the Modified Plan. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial
to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on October 23, 2017, asserting that his financial struggles are due to
unforeseen delay in receiving his nursing license after a university professor was fired and refused to turn
over his records, which resulted in Debtor enrolling for the same course again. Dckt. 113. Debtor also
argues that he faced delays due to medical complications surrounding cancer treatment in his kidney. Debtor
requests a continuance so that he may file a modified plan and set it for hearing.

RULING
Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file a motion does not cure the current delinquency.

Cause exists to dismiss this case. While filing a Modified Plan (Dckt. 105), no motion to confirm a
modified plan has been filed.
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Under the circumstances, the court continues the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss to provide
Debtor and Debtor’s counsel to either have the default cured or have the motion to confirm a modified plan
promptly filed and set for hearing.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss is continued
to 3:00 p.m. on December 5, 2017 (specially set to the court’s Chapter 13 regular law
and motion calendar).

17-25403-E-13 BYLLIE DEE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Pro Se 10-4-17 [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—No 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 October 4, 2017. 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 (pro se) has not filed opposition. Ifthe pro se Debtor appears at the hearing, the court
shall consider the arguments presented and determine if further proceedings for this Motion are appropriate.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Byllie Dee (“Debtor”) did not commence
making plan payments and is $667.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the
$667.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(4)
permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments. Debtor did not
present any opposition to the Motion.
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In addition, the Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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); 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 also not provided the Chapter 13 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). That
is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Finally, Debtor has not provided the Chapter 13 Trustee with proof of a Social Security Number.
See 11 U.S.C. § 521(h)(2). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(1).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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15-25410-E-13 FELICIA HOWARD CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Seth Hanson CASE
8-7-17 [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—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 August 7, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Felicia
Howard (“Debtor”) is $600.00 delinquent in plan payments (with another $300.00 due before the hearing),
which represents multiple months of the $300.00 plan payment. Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors and is a material default by the debtor with respect to a
term of a confirmed plan. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1), (6).

SEPTEMBER 6, 2017 HEARING
At the hearing, Debtor’s counsel reported that Debtor paid the Clerk of the Court erroneously,

which amount is being refunded to Debtor. The court continued the hearing to 10:00 a.m. on November 1,
2017. Dckt. 34.
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RULING

No further pleadings have been filed since the September 6, 2017 hearing to indicate that the
error has been corrected. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

14-27114-E-13 SHAUN/AMANDA STAUDINGER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Matthew DeCaminada 9-27-17 [71]

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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Shaun
Staudinger and Amanda Staudinger (“Debtor’’) are $1,200.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $315.00 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).
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DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filled an opposition on October 10, 2017, stating that Debtor was under the belief that
their monthly payments were being automatically withdrawn as they had been for the majority of Debtor’s
bankruptcy. Debtor does not know why the automatic payments ceased in or around May 2017. Debtor also
asserts that they will be filing a modified plan to bring their payments current, and they do not expect to have
any issues with delinquency in the future. Dckt. 75.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to become current and a promise to file amodified plan does
not cure the current delinquency. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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13-31616-E-13 ADAM/SHERRI NEWLAND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Peter Macaluso 9-27-17 [96]

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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee™) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Adam
Newland and Sherri Newland (“Debtor”) is $9,439.16 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $4,624.79 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 OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an opposition on October 17, 2017, promising to file a Modified Plan before the
hearing. Dckt. 100.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to file a modified plan is not evidence of filing one, and a
review of the docket shows that no such plan has been filed with the court. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
14-30033-E-13 ERIK/TRACY YOUDAL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Gerald Glazer 9-27-17 [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.

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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Erik
Youdal and Tracy Youdal (“Debtor”) are $1,895.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $650.00 plan payment. Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable delay that is
prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 16,2017. Dckt. 51. Debtor promises to be current on their
plan payments by the date of the hearing.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence of such. Cause exists to dismiss this
case. The Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.
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10.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-20219-E-13 MAUREEN CLINE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Scott Hughes 9-28-17 [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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Maureen
Cline (“Debtor”) is $2,500.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,550.00 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 COUNSEL’S RESPONSE

Debtor’s counsel filed a Response on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 50. He states that Debtor will pay
$4,050.00 by the hearing date to bring the plan current. Debtor’s attorney cites car trouble as the possible
reason for Debtor’s delinquency in plan payments.
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RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay does not cure the delinquency. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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11.

15-29555-E-13 DIANNE AKZAM CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Pro Se CASE
2-1-16 [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—Final Hearing.

Correct 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 February 1, 2016. By the court’s calculation,
16 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). The Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest
were not required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. If any of these potential respondents
appear at the hearing and 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.

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

The Trustee asserts that the Debtor did not properly serve the Plan on all interested parties and
has yet to file a motion to confirm the Plan. The Plan was filed after the notice of the Meeting of Creditors
was issued. Therefore, the Debtor must file a motion to confirm the Plan. See Local Bankr. R. 3015-1(¢)(3).
A review of the docket shows that no such motion has been filed. This is unreasonable delay that is
prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. §1307(c)(1).

Further, the Trustee alleges that the 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 which is prejudicial to creditors and cause to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(1).

The Debtor has not provided the Trustee with employer payment advices for the 60-day period
preceding the filing of the petition as required by 11 U.S.C. § 521(a)(1)(B)(iv). Also, the Trustee argues that
the Debtor did not provide either a tax transcript or a federal income tax return with attachments for the most
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recent pre-petition tax year for which a return was required. See 11 U.S.C. § 521(e)(2)(A); Fed. R. Bankr.
P. 4002(b)(3). This is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

The Trustee further objects, stating that the petition may not be filed in good faith. The Debtor
has failed to list the six (6) prior bankruptcies between 2010 and 2015 filed by the Debtor. The Debtor does
not disclose this information. The failure to provide accurate and complete information is grounds to

dismiss the case.

Though the Trustee points out the heretofore undisclosed prior bankruptcy filings by Debtor,
there are additional related bankruptcy filings in which Debtor has participated and litigated. Those cases
were filed by her brother, Jeffrey Akzam, and are:

A. 11-25844 in Pro Se
l. Chapter 13 Filed March 9, 2011
2. Motion to Dismiss for failure to file motion to confirm plan, failure to file tax
returns, failure to provide most recent tax return, and failure to provide copies
of business records. Dckt. 28.
3. Case converted to Chapter 7 at request of debtor Jeffrey Akzam. Order,
Dckt. 42.
4. Discharge entered September 2, 2011.
B. 13-20155 in Pro se
l. Chapter 13 Filed January 7, 2013.
2. Case dismissed because of debtor Jeffery Akzam’s failure to file tax returns
and Mr. Akzam’s failure to file a motion to confirm a Chapter 13 Plan. Civil
Minutes, Dckt. 73. The court also determined that the Plan, as proposed by
debtor Jeffery Akzam was not feasible and the plan was underfunded. 1d.
3. In connection with Jeffery Akzam’s Chapter 13 case 13-20155, Jeffery

Akzam filed an Adversary Proceeding disputing the lien of Option One
Mortgage. Adv. 13-2103.

a. After granting a motion to dismiss the Complaint, a First Amended
Complaint was filed, in which Debtor Dianne Akzam was added as
ajoint plaintiff with Jeffery Akzam. Debtor Dianne Akzam and her
brother Jeffery Akzam disputed the secured claim and alleged
violations of the automatic stay.
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b. The court determined that abstention pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1334(c), the court finding that there were no issues arising under
the Bankruptcy Code or in the bankruptcy case. Civil Minutes,

Dckt. 85.
C. 14-30332 in Pro Se
1. Chapter 13 Case filed October 17, 2014
2. Case dismissed on July 8, 2015.
3. The case was dismissed due to debtor Jeffrey Akzam’s failure to file an

amended plan after the court denied confirmation of the proposed plan. Civil
Minutes, Dckt. 83.

The six prior bankruptcy cases filed by Debtor are summarized as follows:

14-28272 Chapter 13 Case Filed August 14, 2014
In Pro Se Dismissed September 29, 2014

I.  Case dismissed for failure to filed Schedules, Statement of Financial
Affairs, and Chapter 13 Plan.

II.  Court denied Debtor’s Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay 11 U.S.C.
§ 362(c)(3)(B). Dckt. 28. The court discussed in detail the Debtor’s
history of failure to prosecute prior multiple bankruptcy cases. Civil
Minutes, Dckt. 28.

II.  Also the court issued an order to show cause why the case should not
be dismissed due to failure to pay filing fees.

14-23825 Chapter 13 Case Filed April 14, 2014
In Pro Se Dismissed July 23,2014

I.  Case dismissed because Debtor did not meeting the eligibility
requirements for a Debtor in a Chapter 13 case as (1) she did not have
any regular income and (2) had not filed a Certificate of Pre-Filing
Credit Counseling. Dckt. 49.

12-37369 Chapter 13 Case Filed September 27, 2012.
In Pro Se Dismissed November 19, 2012
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I.  The case was dismissed due to Debtor failing to file Schedules,
Statement of Financial Affairs, and Plan. Dckt. 21.
II. Motion to Vacate Dismissal Order denied. Order, Dckt. 33
II.  Also the court issued an order to show cause why the case should not
be dismissed due to failure to pay filing fees.
11-43187 Chapter 13 Case Filed September 27, 2011
In Pro Se Dismissed December 14, 2011
I.  The case was dismissed for failure of Debtor to file Schedules,
Statement of Financial Affairs, and Plan. Order, Dckt. 25.
II.  Case also dismissed due to Debtor failing to pay filing fees. Order,
Dckt. 26.
11-20282 Chapter 13 Case Filed January 4, 2011
In Pro Se Dismissed March 18, 2011
I.  Case dismissed due to Debtor’s failure to attend First Meeting of
Creditors and failure to file motion to confirm Chapter 13 Plan. Motion
and Order, Dckts. 22, 27.
II.  Also the court issued an order to show cause why the case should not
be dismissed due to failure to pay filing fees.
10-45216 Chapter 13 Case Filed September 22, 2010
In Pro Se Dismissed December 16, 2010
I.  The bankruptcy case was dismissed due to Debtor failing to file a
motion to confirm the Chapter 13 Plan and Debtor being delinquent in
Plan payments. Motion and Order, Dckts. 22, 38.
II.  Also the court issued an order to show cause why the case should not

be dismissed due to failure to pay filing fees.

Jeffrey Akzam and his sister, the Debtor Diane Akzam, have filed a series of coordinated Chapter

13 cases without either of them engaging in the good faith prosecution of those cases. To the extent that
either of them believe they have a bona fide dispute with the lender who asserted a lien against property in
which these two debtor believed they had an interest, those issues are outside of bankruptcy.

In connection with the most recent filing by Diane Akzam, the U.S. Trustee has commenced an

Adversary Proceeding seeking injunctive reliefto preclude Diane Akzam from filing further non-productive
bankruptcy cases. 15-2247.
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Clearly, the Debtor’s lack of good faith prosecution of this case warrants action under 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307. That could be dismissal of the case or conversion to Chapter 7 to allow an independent fiduciary
Chapter 7 Trustee to take possession of all property of the bankruptcy estate, liquidate all non-exempt
property, and make a disbursement to creditors.

Even if the court were to dismiss this case, an issue arises whether the dismissal should be with
prejudice, Debtor having repeated filed bankruptcy cases that she has failed to prosecute in good faith.

FEBRUARY 17,2016 HEARING
At the hearing, the court continued the hearing to 10:00 a.m. on May 18, 2016. Dckt. 30.
MAY 20,2016 HEARING

Since the continued hearing, the Debtor appeared at the Meeting of Creditors held on February
25, 2016. Additionally, the Debtor filed an Amended Petition and Schedules. Dckts. 33 and 34.

On April 8, 2016, the Debtor filed a Motion to Confirm Plan but failed to attach a proposed plan.
Dckt. 38.

There is pending an Adversary Proceeding in which the U.S. Trustee seeks to obtain a Prefiling
Review Order in light of the Debtor’s non-productive repeat filing of bankruptcy cases.

While the Trustee’s objection to confirmation raises significant issues, the court will not dismiss
this case at this time.

The court continued the hearing to 10:00 a.m. on August 10, 2016.
AUGUST 10, 2016 HEARING
The Debtor filed and set for hearing a Motion to Confirm Amended Plan. Dckt. 82 and 85.

The Debtor filed amended Schedules E/F. Dckt. 86. A review of Debtor’s Schedules showed
the following:

A. Schedule A (Dckt. 22)
1. 802 Ohio Street
a. FMV....ccoove. $240,000
b. Value of Debtor’s Interest............ $120,000
(1) Nature of Debtor’s Interest......... “Homestead”
B. Schedule B (Zd.)
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1 VehiCles......cooovvieeeeiieieeeciieeeene. None

2 Household Goods..........c..ccueeue.... $190

3 Electronics.........ccovevvevveeeceieennnn, $225

4 Clothing........ccoeeveeeveieeeireeeenne, $100

5 JeWelry....oovveveieieiececeeee, $35

6 Tax Refunds...........coovveveeennnnn. None

7 Claims Against Third Parties
a. Assault Claim.......................... No Value Give
b. Rescission Claim..................... On Appeal

Schedule D (/d.)

1. Secured Claims.............ccoevveeeeennnen... None

Amended Schedule E (Dckt. 86)
1. Priority Claim.........ccoeeveeviienirenenee. None

Amended Schedule F (/d.)

1. General Unsecured........cccoeevenneenn. $37,240.00
a. $31,800.00 listed as FTB Claim (consistent with POC 1)
b. Two other proofs of claims filed.
Schedule I (Dckt. 22)
1. Not Employed
2. Income, “Loan”........ccccocvvvvvennnnnnn. $100
3. Income, “Gift From Brother”.......... $350
4. On Amended Schedule J Debtor states she will apply for Social Security

Amended Schedule J (Dckt. 34)

1. Total EXPENSES.....cvevvivvieuiivieiierieiieieieieesveereeveeveenas $355

a. Rent/Mortgage........cceeveeveeveeneeneennns $ 0.00
b. Property Taxes.......ccoeveevveveervevennnnn. $ 0.00
C. Homeowner’s Ins...........ccccceeveneane. $ 0.00
d. Home Maintenance........................ $ 0.00
e. Electricity/Gas.........ccceevevrevreerennnne. $120.00
f. Water/Sewer/Garbage.................... $100.00

g. Food/Housekeeping Supplies......... $ 29.00
h. Clothing........ccocoveveieieieieceeee, $ 5.00
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Personal Care Products................... $ 5.00

i
j- Medical/Dental Expenses................ § 5.00
k. Transportation............cceeveeveeeeevennen. $16.00
1. Entertainment.............ccccoevereeneennnen. $ 0.00
m. INSUTANCE. ...c.eeviveieieiiieieeee e $ 0.00
H. Statement of Financial Affairs (/d.)
1. Part 2, Income
a. Employment or Business
(1) 2016 YTD.....cecvevenneee. None
(2) 2015 i, None
3) 2014 .., None
b. Other Income
(1) 2016 YTD...covoveeenne $4,200 (Gift from Brother)
$1,200 (Loan)
(2) 2015 e $4,200 (Gift from Brother)
$1,200 (Loan)
3) 2014 .., $4,200 (Gift from Brother)
$1,500 (Loan)
2. Part 4, Legal Actions
a. Akzam v. Sand Canyon............c.......... On Appeal

The court has reviewed the Amended Plan, the terms of which are summarized as follows:

A. Debtor will make $95.00 a month Plan payments for sixty months.

B. The Chapter 13 Trustee will be paid his fee from the monthly Plan payments, which
amount the court projects to be $6.65 (est. at 7%).

C. Class 1 Payments Authorized............cccceevvvriiienieennnne. None

D. Class 2 Payments Authorized..........c.ccoceeevvierveiieennnnnne. None

E. Class 3 Surrenders Authorized...........cccceevveveeneniennenn None

F. Class 4 Payments to be Made by Debtor...................... None

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
- Page 22 of 117 -



G. Class 5 Payments Authorized..........c..ccceevvvevieeciiennnnnns None

H. Class 6 Payments Authorized..........c.cccceevvvenieeciiennnns None
L. Class 7 Payments Authorized..........c.ccevveveeienieennnnne. 13% Dividend on $37,240 in
claims.

Amended Plan, Dckt. 85.

At the hearing, the court addressed the deficiencies in the prosecution of this case, as well as the
apparent inability of the Debtor to prosecute the case. In light of the pending adversary proceeding by the
U.S. Trustee for an order and judgment limiting the Debtor from filing further bankruptcy cases, in light of
her multiple filing of prior non-productive cases which have been dismissed, the court continued the hearing
on this motion. In light of the high likelihood of Debtor just filing another bankruptcy case, continuing the
hearing on this motion and adjudicating these issues before another case is filed was consistent with proper
judicial management of this case, as well as providing Debtor an environment to obtain assistance in the
prosecution of this case, if there is a viable Chapter 13 case to be prosecuted.

OCTOBER 12, 2016 HEARING

At the hearing, the court noted that the Adversary Proceeding is pending still and that no
supplemental pleadings have been filed in relation to the instant Motion to Dismiss. The court’s concerns
were the same as at the August 10, 2016 hearing. The court continued the hearing to 10:00 a.m. on January
18, 2017. Dckt. 129.
JANUARY 18,2017 HEARING

The U.S. Trustee’s Adversary Proceeding relating to the repeated bankruptcy filings by Debtor
is set for a pre-trial conference on May 31, 2017. The court continues the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss
until after the pre-trial conference.

ORDER RESETTING HEARING

On May 2, 2017, the court issued an Order Resetting Hearing and set the hearing for this matter
at 10:00 a.m. on June 21, 2017. Dckt. 147.

JUNE 21, 2017 HEARING

At the hearing, the court noted that Debtor’s appeal in District Court was ongoing, and the court
continued the hearing to 10:00 a.m. on November 1, 2017. Dckt. 150.

DISCUSSION

The court has spent a substantial amount of time at status conferences and hearing in this case
and the U.S. Trustee’s Adversary Proceeding in which she is requesting a prefiling review order due to
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Debtor’s multiple non-productive filing of prior bankruptcy cases (in addition to bankruptcy cases filed by
her brother which have been dismissed). In these discussions, it has been made clear to the court that Debtor
is involved in a dispute in which she contests the right of a third-party to foreclose on real property. The
filing of the bankruptcy cases by Debtor (and her brother) were to gain the benefit of the automatic stay,
without any productive prosecution of the bankruptcy cases.

Debtor believes that it is not “right” that this third-party could assert that it could foreclose, the
debt was not enforceable, and that the bankruptcy laws should prevent such third-party from proceeding to
attempt to assert its rights and interests over Debtor’s objection and litigation in the state court. The court
has reviewed with the Debtor, Chapter 13 Trustee, and U.S. Trustee the basic principle that the Bankruptcy
Code does not impose the automatic stay as a “free injunction” for non-bankruptcy case related litigation
absent there being a good faith, productive prosecution of a bankruptcy case or reorganization. See In re
De la Salle, Bankr. E.D. Cal. 10-29678, Civil Minutes for Motion to Dismiss or Convert (DCN: MBB-1),
Dckt. 230 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 2011), affirm., De la Salle v. U.S. Bank, N.A. (In re De la Salle), 461 B.R. 593
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2011).

As this court discussed in In re De la Salle, a debtor or trustee can use the automatic stay in lieu
of obtaining a preliminary injunction (Fed. R. Civ. P. 65), and posting the necessary bond, by providing an
adequate protection fund. The fund, held by the Trustee or in a blocked account, is created with monthly
plan payments (often in the amount of what the monthly mortgage payment would be) being paid into the
fund. When the litigation is resolved, this court can then use the fund to pay for Rule 65(c) damages if it
is determined that the automatic stay improperly enjoined the third-party from exercising its rights or
obtaining possession of property that it was determined to own or be entitled to obtain. If the debtor or
trustee wins, the fund can then be released to be disbursed through the plan.

In looking at the financial information provided by Debtor under penalty of perjury, she has no
ability to fund a plan. She has no income, but receives only gifts from her brother (who has filed several
bankruptcy cases) and loans. While Debtor believes that she will receive Social Security Benefits in
December 2016, there is no indication that such monies will be sufficient to provide for Debtor’s actual
living expenses and fund a plan.

The court review of Schedule J indicates that the amounts stated therein are not credible. While
purporting to own a home, Debtor has no expenses for property taxes, property insurance, or property
maintenance. Debtor will spend next to nothing on clothing and allocates very little for food. It appears that
the expenses on Schedule J are made up numbers to mislead the court into believing that a plan can be
funded, or to deluded the Debtor herself that bankruptcy presents a litigation option in her battle with the
third-party.

While Debtor is convinced that she is right and that her adversary’s position in the property
dispute is without merit, that does not entitle Debtor to file bankruptcy, ignore the rights and interest in
dispute, and merely mark time for five years in lieu of obtaining a preliminary injunction or stay pending
appeal based on the merits of her contentions in the court which is adjudicating those issues.

In looking at Debtor’s schedules and financial information, the court cannot divine any the
possible reorganization or restructure of the Debtor’s finances through a good faith Chapter 13 case. This
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highlights the apparent misuse of the Bankruptcy Code as a “free stay pending appeal” as an end around of
the appellate stay requirements.

Completion of Litigation

The U.S. Trustee and Debtor have concluded the litigation, with the final judgment entered in
the Adversary Proceeding.

The Motion is granted, and the bankruptcy 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
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
bankruptcy case is dismissed.
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12.

17-22357-E-13 KAYLENE RICHARDS-EKEH MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Chinonye Ugorji 10-10-17 [67]

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 October 10, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 22 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Kaylene
Richards-Ekeh (“Debtor”) is $405.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the
$405.00 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).

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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 October 3, 2017. 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).

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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13.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
17-25480-E-13 MITCHELL LOGAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Lucas Garcia 10-18-17 [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.

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 October 18, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 14 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee™) argues that Mitchell Logan, Jr., (“Debtor”) did not
commence making plan payments and is $750.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month
ofthe $750.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(4)
permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments. Debtor did not
present any opposition to the Motion.
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14.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
17-24488-E-13 JANELLE GILMORE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Peter Macaluso 9-28-17 [54]

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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Janelle Gilmore (“Debtor”) did not
commence making plan payments and is $630.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $315.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(4) permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments.
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DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 17, 2017. Dckt. 60. Debtor promises to pay the
delinquent amount by the hearing.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence of curing the delinquency. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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15.

17-25903-E-13 CHRISTINE MCKAY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Peter Macaluso 10-17-17 [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.

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 October 17,2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) alleges that Christine McKay (“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 Meeting was continued to November 9, 2017.

The court notes that this is not Debtor’s first bankruptcy filing. She has recently filed four prior
recent cases. Her most recent Chapter 13 Case, 16-27603, was filed on November 16, 2016, and was
dismissed on June 2, 2017. Debtor was represented by the same counsel in the current case as in this prior
case. In ordering the dismissal of the prior case, the court reviewed Debtor’s prior cases and repeated failure
to prosecute those cases.

“Debtor filed an Opposition on May 15, 2017. Dckt. 80. Debtor’s attorney
(no declaration of Debtor having been filed) promises in the Opposition that the
Debtor will be current on or before the hearing date. Debtor’s failure (or
unwillingness) to provide any testimony under penalty of perjury as to the reason for
the default and how such a substantial payment can be made up, in light of the

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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financial information in this case, appears to be an admission that the Motion should
be granted.

This is Debtor’s fourth bankruptcy case filed since November 2014. Debtor
appears to annually file bankruptcy cases, with one in 2014, the second in 2015, the
third in 2016, and now this case in 2017.

The first was a Chapter 7 case in which Debtor obtained her discharge on
February 26, 2015. 14-31511, Dckt. 17. The second and third cases, filed under
Chapter 13 with the assistance of her current counsel were both dismissed. 15-26026
and 16-21315. Those two prior cases were dismissed due to Debtor’s monetary
defaults.

The good faith of Debtor and Counsel in filing repeated bankruptcy cases
in which Debtor allows for monetary defaults resulting in the dismissal of the cases
is in doubt in this case.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to cure the delinquency is not evidence
of payment. Debtor offers no clue as to why the default has occurred and how the
Debtor can come up with the money to make such a substantial cure in this case. Her
attorneys statement that Debtor will be current does not suffice. Cause exists to
dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.”

16-27603; Civil Minutes, Dckt. 82.

Debtor’s failure to appear at the First Meeting of Creditors may not be unexpected, as the court
denied Debtor’s Motion to impose the automatic stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(B). Order, Dckt.
29. Though originally stated as a motion to “extend” the automatic stay, due to Debtor’s repeated filing and
dismissal of bankruptcy cases, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(A), no automatic stay went into effect in
this case. Civil Minutes, Dckt. 27. The decision denying the Motion to impose the automatic stay includes
the following:

“As discussed by the court in dismissing the prior case, Debtor has a
cyclical pattern of filing bankruptcy cases, defaulting on the payments, getting the
cases dismissed, and then filing yet another case, promising in each new case that
‘this time’ I will actually make the payments I promised.

Though Debtor is well-experienced in filing bankruptcy cases, no Chapter
13 Plan has been filed in this case. Debtor has committed to nothing. The prior case
was dismissed on June2, 2017. Though having ninety-two days from the dismissal
of the prior case to the filing of the latest case now before the court, Debtor has not
come forward with any promise of what will be paid so the court can consider

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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whether such promise is in good faith or merely another setup fora default and
dismissal.

Though having the ninety-two days since the prior case was dismissed to
prepare, no Schedules have been filed by Debtor. FN.1. There are no Schedules
showing what Debtor asserts is her income and expenses. There is nothing more than
a skeletal petition, devoid of any current financial information. In her Declaration
(which consists of mostly stock language given in support of a routine motion to
confirm a plan), Debtor carefully avoids providing any current financial information.
At best, Debtor’s financial testimony is merely, ‘trust me....this time.’

... [review of belatedly filed Schedules and plan]

Proof of Claim No. 3 in the prior case filed by Bank of America, N.A., for
the debt Case Number: 2017-25903 Filed: 9/19/2017 Doc # 27 secured by Debtor’s
home told a bleaker story. The Claim is filed in the amount of $342,488.23.

Debtor listed this debt as being only $315,219.37 on Schedule D. /d., Dckt.
18 at 18. Proof of Claim No. 3 states the arrearage to be $50,188.50, four thousand
dollars more than stated by Debtor in the Plan.

Looking at Schedule J in the prior case, it appears that the real problem is
that Debtor cannot afford the home, for which there is no equity, and having two
adults raising four teenage children.”

Civil Minutes, Dckt. 27.
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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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16.

14-29505-E-13 JOHN/CAROLIN FUNDERBURG MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Diana Cavanaugh 9-28-17 [101]

No 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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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 XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee™) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that John
Funderburg and Carolin Funderburg (“Debtor”) are $9,143.68 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $4,660.93 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 OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017, promising to cure the delinquency by the date
of the hearing. Dckt. 105.

CURING OF DEFAULT

October 27, 2017, the Chapter 13 Trustee filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss, for which the
grounds are stated to be, “2. On October 3, 2017, Debtor(s) made a payment in the amount of $4,660.93 and
$7,543.68 on October 27, 2017. Debtor(s) are no longer in material default.” Dckt. 107.

While the court generally is pleased to see debtors being able to address financial bumps in the
road and get a Chapter 13 plan back on track, this “cure” raises some concerns for the court. Here, Debtor
has been able to pay the Chapter 13 Trustee $12,201.61 in one month. /d. In the Opposition, Debtor offers
no testimony and merely has Debtor’s attorney make the argument that somehow the substantial arrearage
can be cured.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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Under the confirmed Second Modified Plan in this case, Debtor has only $5,034.00 per month
to fund the Plan. Order, Dckt. 85; Plan, Dckt. 69. The confirmed Second Modified Plan provides that
Debtor has only enough monthly projected disposable income to provide for a 59% dividend to creditors
holding general unsecured claims. While a 59% dividend is greater than in most cases, merely paying
something more than nothing is not the standard of computing projected disposable income.

In confirming the Second Modified Plan, the court, Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, and other
parties in interest relied upon the financial information provided by Debtor under penalty of perjury in the
amended Schedules I and J filed on March 22, 2016, that there is only $5,034.00 in projected disposable
income. Dckt. 75.

It appears, based on the financial information provided under penalty of perjury, a financial
impossibility that Debtor could have $12,201.61 in one month to fund the Second Modified Plan.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss 1S XXXXXXXXXXX.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
- Page 34 of 117 -



17.

16-25321-E-13 JAY COHEN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Steele Lanphier 10-4-17 [89]

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 October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Jay Cohen
(“Debtor”) is $6,812.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the $2,653.00
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 RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on October 17, 2017. Dckt. 93. Debtor states that his delinquent plan
payments were due to his mother’s death and that he has now earned a salaried job with guaranteed income
and that he will cure the delinquent payments. Debtor also asserts that he can increase monthly payments
by $1,000.00 and that he plans to file a modified plan. Dckt. 93.
RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to cure delinquency is not enough to dismiss the Chapter
13 Trustee’s motion. 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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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18.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
15-28322-E-13 LISA TOLBERT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Matthew DeCaminada 9-27-17 [110]

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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Lisa Tolbert
(“Debtor”) is $695.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the $285.00 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 OPPOSITION
Debtor filed an Opposition on October 10, 2017, stating that she was in an automobile accident

and will therefore not be able to cure her plan payment delinquency before the hearing. Dckt. 115. Debtor
states that she will need to propose a modified plan.
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RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a modified plan and motion to confirm have not been filed with the
court, and Debtor remains delinquent. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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19.

16-25925-E-13 MICHAEL/SAYDA KOLENKO CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Dale Orthner CASE
8-8-17 [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—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 August 8, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 29 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Michael
Kolenko and Sayda Kolenko (“Debtor”) are $6,184.00 delinquent in plan payments (with another $3,902.00
due before the hearing), which represents multiple months of the $3,092.00 plan payment. Failure to make
plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors and is a material default by the debtor
with respect to a term of a confirmed plan. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1), (6).

SEPTEMBER 6, 2017 HEARING

At the hearing, Debtor appeared without counsel and advised the court that they want to
prosecute this case. The court continued the hearing to 10:00 a.m. on November 1, 2017, and ordered
Debtor to appear if they have opposition to the Motion.
DEBTOR’S COUNSEL’S DECLARATION

Debtor’s counsel filed duplicate Declarations on October 2, 2017. Dckt. 27. Debtor’s counsel

states that he has not had any contact with Debtor, and he states that he has no basis to oppose dismissal of
this case.

RULING

After the September 6, 2017 hearing, the court issued an order continuing the hearing to
November 1, 2017, and setting October 13, 2017, as a deadline for Debtor to file any opposition to the
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Motion. The court ordered that if written opposition was filed, then Debtor and Debtor’s counsel were to
appear personally at the November 1, 2017 hearing, with no telephonic appearances permitted.

No opposition has been filed to the Motion, but the court is concerned about Debtor’s assertion
that they want to prosecute this case when compared with Debtor’s counsel’s statement that he has not had
any communication with his clients. Debtor’s counsel filed his declaration stating that he had no reason to
oppose the Motion eleven days before the court’s deadline for opposition to be filed. Debtor’s counsel has
not indicated to the court what measures he has taken to communicate with Debtor, and he has not indicated
why he would file what amounts to a statement of non-opposition when there was still time to talk to Debtor
and present a solid ground to oppose.

Due to the parties’ conduct, the court wonders whether Debtor and their counsel are prosecuting
this case in good faith.

At the hearing, the parties explained that XXXXXXXXXXXXXX.
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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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20.

16-22331-E-13 ALVIN CATLIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Lucas Garcia 10-4-17 [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, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Alvin
Catlin (“Debtor”) is $5,688.57 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$5,495.11 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 REPLY

Debtor filed a Reply on October 19, 2017. Dckt. 29. FN.1. Debtor promises to make every effort
to cure the arrearage in payments to the Chapter 13 Trustee. Debtor explains that a recurrence of cancer is
the cause of mortgage arrears. Debtor also has applied for disability, but there has been a delay in the start
of those payments.

FN.1. Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B) requires written opposition to be filed no later than fourteen
days before the hearing. Movant has provided only thirteen days.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence of such. 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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21.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-23336-E-13 MARIETTA DECLARADOR MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mohammad Mokarram 10-4-17 [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 October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Marietta
Declarador (“Debtor”) is $4,117.84 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,872.82 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 REPLY

Debtor filed a Reply on October 17, 2017. Dckt. 27. Debtor states that she has five children and
had unexpected expenses in the past few months. Further, Debtor states that her non-filing spouse is a
commission-based car sales person and that his business is slow. Debtor claims she made a $500.00
payment on TFS on October 10, 2017, and she promises to be current by the date of the hearing.
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22.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence of such. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-24437-E-13 ANTHONY BARCELLOS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Matthew DeCaminada 10-4-17 [74]

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 October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Anthony Barcellos (“Debtor”) did not
commence making plan payments and is $3,650.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $1,850.00 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).
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DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 78. Debtor states that he will file a
modified plan. To date, Debtor’s counsel has been unable to obtain a signature on Debtor’s declaration.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a review of the docket shows that a modified plan has not been filed
and set for hearing. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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15-25641-E-13 FRANK DAVIS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Dale Orthner 10-11-17 [106]

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 October 11,2017. By the
court’s calculation, 21 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Frank
Davis (“Debtor”) is $1,522.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the $1,522.00
plan payment. Failure to make plan payments is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(1).

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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 September 19, 2017. 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).

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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24.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
15-27951-E-13 NICOLE KIMBROUGH CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Mark Wolff CASE

5-3-17 [34]

No 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 May 3, 2017. 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 XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Nicole Kimbrough (“Debtor”) is in material
default under the Plan because Debtor has not adjusted the plan payment after the filing of a Notice of
Mortgage Payment Change. Section 2.08(b)(4)(I) of the Plan makes that failure a breach of the Plan. Failure
to provide for the increase puts Debtor in material default of the confirmed Plan. See 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c).

The Chapter 13 Trustee seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Debtor is $5,821.26
delinquent in plan payments because of not increasing plan payments Failure to make plan payments is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).
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DEBTOR’S RESPONSE

Debtor filed a Response on May 17, 2017. Dckt. 38. Debtor states that she will be filing an
Objection to Notice of Mortgage Payment Change and will set it for hearing on July 11, 2017. Debtor
requests that the court continue the hearing on this Motion until after the Objection is considered.

MAY 31, 2017 HEARING

At the hearing, Debtor argued that she opposed the Notice of Mortgage Payment Change that
caused the Chapter 13 Trustee to bring this Motion. The court decided that ruling on this Motion would not
be appropriate until it had heard the objection. The court continued the hearing on the Motion to 10:00 a.m.
on July 26, 2017. Dckt. 49.

JULY 6, 2017 ORDER CONTINUING HEARING

On July 6, 2017, the court entered an order continuing the hearing on this Motion to 10:00 a.m.
on September 6, 2017, because the Objection to Notice of Mortgage Payment Change had been continued.
Dckt. 59.

CHAPTER 13 TRUSTEE’S STATUS REPORT

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a Status Report on August 29, 2017. Dckt. 63. The Chapter 13
Trustee reports that Debtor is $7,920.00 delinquent in plan payments. He also notes that the Objection to
Notice of Mortgage Payment Change has been continued to September 12, 2017.

SEPTEMBER 6, 2017 HEARING

At the hearing, the court noted that it granted a stipulation on August 23,2017, to continue the
hearing on the Objection to Notice of Mortgage Payment Change until 3:00 p.m. on September 12, 2017.
Dckt. 62. As noted in prior civil minutes for this Motion, the result of the September 12 hearing will affect
the ruling on this Motion. Therefore, the court continued the hearing on this Motion to 10:00 a.m. on
November 1, 2017. Dckt. 69.

CHAPTER 13 TRUSTEE’S STATUS UPDATE

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a Status Update on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 75. The Chapter 13
Trustee reports that the last payment made by Debtor was on June 2, 2017, leaving her delinquent $9,790.00
before any adjustment for mortgage payment changes. He also notes that after the court approved a
stipulation resolving an objection to notice of mortgage payment change, no amended notices have been filed
yet.

RULING

A Notice of Mortgage Payment Change was filed stating that the monthly payment for the period
since August 1, 2016, has been $1,084.95. At the hearing, XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX.
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The Motion is XXXXXXXXXXXXXX.
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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss 1S XXXXXXXXXXX.

17-24652-E-13  GERALDINE DEGUZMAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Pro Se 9-1-17 [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—No 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 September 1, 2017. By the court’s
calculation, 61 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 (pro se) has not filed opposition. Ifthe pro se Debtor appears at the hearing, the court
shall consider the arguments presented and determine if further proceedings for this Motion are appropriate.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) alleges that Geraldine Deguzman (“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). A review of the docket shows that Debtor appeared
at the continued Meeting of Creditors held on September 26, 2017.

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that Debtor did not commence making plan payments and is
$75.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the $75.00 plan payment. Before the
hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(4) permits the dismissal or conversion of
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the case for failure to commence plan payments. Debtor did not present any opposition to the Motion, but
she did file an amended plan that calls for monthly payments of $95.00 over thirty-six months and is largely
incomplete. Dckt. 33. The Amended Plan has not been set for a confirmation hearing.

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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); FED. R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(3). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial
to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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14-28961-E-13 RODEL MAULINO AND MIMSY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 ABARA-MAULINO 9-27-17 [80]
Mitchell Abdallah

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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Rodel
Maulino and Mimsy Abara-Maulino (“Debtor”) are $9,957.72 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $3,318.40 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 OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 85. Debtor promises to cure the
delinquency by October 31, 2017.

CURING OF DEFAULT

October 27, 2017, the Chapter 13 Trustee filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss, for which the
grounds are stated to be, “Payments have been received by the Trustee and case is current.” Dckt. 88.

While the court generally is pleased to see debtors being able to address financial bumps in the
road and get a Chapter 13 plan back on track, this “cure” raises some concerns for the court. Here, Debtor
has been able to pay the Chapter 13 Trustee $9,957.72 in one month. /d. In the Opposition, Debtor offers
no testimony and merely has Debtor’s attorney make the argument that somehow the substantial arrearage
can be cured.
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Under the confirmed Second Modified Plan in this case, Debtor has only $3,236.52 per month
to fund the Plan. Order, Dckt. 58. The confirmed Chapter 13 Plan provides that Debtor has only enough
monthly projected disposable income to provide for a 0.00% dividend to creditors holding general unsecured
claims.

In confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, the court, the Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, and other parties
in interest relied upon the financial information provided by Debtor under penalty of perjury in the amended

Schedules I and J filed on October 2, 2014, in computing projected disposable income. Dckt. 24.

It appears, based on the financial information provided under penalty of perjury, a financial
impossibility that Debtor could have $9,957.72 in one month to fund the Second Modified Plan.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss 1S XXXXXXXXXXX.
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12-31671-E-13 CHRISTIAN NEWMAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Peter Macaluso 10-4-17 [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 Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney, and Office of the United States Trustee on October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Christian Newman (“Debtor”) is in material
default under the Plan because the Plan will complete in more than sixty months. The Chapter 13 Trustee
argues that the Plan will complete in sixty-nine months because unsecured claims are to be paid 43%, but
Debtor paid sixty months of plan payments and provided 24.83% to unsecured claims. Section 5.03 of the
Plan makes that failure a breach of the Plan. Failure to provide for those claims puts Debtor in material
default of the confirmed Plan. See 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c).

DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 271. Debtor argues that there has been
little communication with counsel and requests more time to resolve the problem. Debtor argues that there
were two objections to notice of mortgage payment change (PGM-6 and PGM-8) that muddled how many
disbursements have been made. Debtor suggests that the Chapter 13 Trustee should cease disbursements
to America’s Servicing Company after the sixtieth-month disbursement and should use the remaining funds
to complete disbursements to unsecured claims.

CHAPTER 13 TRUSTEE’S RESPONSE

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a Response on October 25, 2017. Dckt. 273. The Chapter 13
Trustee disagrees that payments to America’s Servicing Company should cease at the sixtieth month. He
asserts that Debtor’s argument to stop paying mortgage arrears is inconsistent the with Code and the Plan
because the proposal changes only one term of the Plan, but the there were no additional provisions that
would require or authorize that change.
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28.

The Chapter 13 Trustee states that even if he did not make any further payments to mortgage
arrears, Debtor would have to pay an additional $200.00 to ensure that unsecured claims receive at least the
43% dividend provided for in the Plan.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, she is in material default under the Plan and has not proposed a viable
solution to the default. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
14-30673-E-13 FERNANDO/SUSANA ORTIZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Steven Alpert 10-2-17 [119]

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 October 2, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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.
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David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Fernando
Ortiz and Susana Ortiz (“Debtor”) are $3,368.32 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $1,042.00 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 OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 123. Debtor promises to cure the
delinquency by the hearing date.

RULING

Unfortunately for Debtor, a promise to pay is not evidence of curing the delinquency. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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17-24875-E-13 LINDA VANPELT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mark Lapham 9-13-17 [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 September 13, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 49 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Linda VanPelt (“Debtor”) did not
commence making plan payments and is $600.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month
of the $600.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(4)
permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments.

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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); FED. R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(3). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial
to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

The Franchise Tax Board filed a proof of claim indicating that tax returns had not been filed for
2014, 2015, and 2016. Filing of the returns is required. 11 U.S.C. § 1308. Failure to file a tax return is
grounds to dismiss the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(e).

Debtor has not provided the Chapter 13 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). That is
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

The Chapter 13 Trustee alleges that 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).
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The Chapter 13 Trustee reports that Debtor failed to disclose on the petition the following four
prior bankruptcy cases:

Case No. 11-30525-7,

Case No. 14-27048-13,
Case No. 15-20894-13, and
Case No. 15-24979-13.

oOw>

Debtor was required to report any bankruptcy cases filed within the previous eight years. See
Voluntary Petition, p.3, Dckt. 1. Debtor reported that no bankruptcy cases had been filed previously.
Debtor’s “pattern of filing and dismissal . . . combined with the [Debtor’s] failure to disclose all required
prior filings, strongly indicates [Debtor] does not intend to use the bankruptcy process the way it was
intended. The [Debtor’s] creditors have been wrongly hindered or delayed from enforcing their rights.”
Landis v. Barttels (In re Barttels), No. 10-01145-13,2011 Bankr. LEXIS 5588, at *8 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. Jan.
28, 2011) (dismissing Debtor’s bankruptcy case with prejudice because of undisclosed serial filings and
barring Debtor from filing another bankruptcy petition within two years).

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that Debtor did not file a Motion to Confirm a Plan following the
filing of a plan on August 22, 2017. A review of the docket shows that Debtor has not yet filed a motion
to confirm a plan. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 43. Debtor alleges that (1) the
delinquency has been cured, (2) tax returns have been provided, (3) Debtor and Debtor’s counsel will appear
at the continued Meeting of Creditors, (4) the petition has been amended to include three prior filings, and
(5) a motion to confirm the amended plan will be filed before the next Meeting of Creditors.

Debtor argues that a motion to confirm has not been filed because Debtor is attempting to enroll
in a loan modification program.

CHAPTER 13 TRUSTEE’S STATUS REPORT

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a Status Report on October 25, 2017. Dckt. 48. He reports that
Debtor is delinquent $600.00 in plan payments, the 2016 tax returns has not been provided, no amended
petition has been filed to include the prior undisclosed bankruptcy cases, and no confirmation hearing has
been set.

The Chapter 13 Trustee states that Debtor provided tax returns for 2011, 2013, and 2015, and
she provided pay advices.
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RULING

Despite Debtor’s argument to the contrary, the petition has not been amended to include the prior
bankruptcy cases, she remains delinquent, she has not provided all tax returns, and she has not set a plan
confirmation hearing. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
- Page 56 of 117 -



30.

17-23980-E-13 KENNETH JIMENEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Todd Peterson 10-17-17 [37]

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 October 17,2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Kenneth
Jimenez (“Debtor”) is $500.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the $500.00 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).

The Chapter 13 Trustee alleges that 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 Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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); 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 failed to timely provide the Chapter 13 Trustee with business documents including:
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Questionnaire,

Two years of tax returns,

Six months of profit and loss statements,

Six months of bank account statements, and

Proof of license and insurance or written statement that no such documentation exists.

MmO 0w

11 U.S.C. §521(e)(2)(A); FED. R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(3). Those documents are required seven days before
the date set for the first meeting. 11 U.S.C. § 521(e)(2)(A)(I). Without Debtor submitting all required
documents, the court and the Chapter 13 Trustee are unable to determine if the Plan is feasible, viable, or
complies with 11 U.S.C. § 1325. That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(1).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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FINAL RULINGS

17-23464-E-13 JOSEPHINE MELONE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mary Ellen Terranella 9-28-17 [84]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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.

Upon review of the Motion and supporting pleadings, and the files in this case, the court has
determined that oral argument will not be of assistance in ruling on the Motion. The defaults of the non-
responding parties in interest are entered.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Josephine
Melone (“Debtor”) is $9,480.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,160.00 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).

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that 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 August 1, 2017. A review of the
docket shows that Debtor has not yet filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. That is unreasonable
delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

DEBTOR’S OPPOSITION

Debtor filed an Opposition on October 18, 2017. Dckt. 95. Debtor promises to file an amended
plan before the hearing date.

RULING

Debtor has filed an Amended Plan and Motion to Confirm. The court has reviewed the Motion
to Confirm the Modified Plan and the Declaration in support filed by the Debtors. Dckt. 97, 99. The Motion
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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 personal
knowledge (Federal Rules of Evidence 601, 602).

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

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
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.

13-31600-E-13 MICHAEL ELLIS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Gerald Glazer 9-28-17 [35]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 24, 2017, Dckt. 42; 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 Ellis (“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 filed by David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 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
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Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 42, and upon review
of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without
prejudice.

16-20602-E-13 THOMAS/SHANNON SHUMATE  MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-6 Scott Hughes 9-27-17 [97]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Thomas
Shumate and Shannon Shumate (“Debtor”) are $6,222.54 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $3,112.73 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).

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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
- Page 61 of 117 -


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=16-20602
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=16-20602&rpt=SecDocket&docno=97

34.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
17-25903-E-13 CHRISTINE MCKAY ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Peter Macaluso TO PAY FEES

10-10-17 [44]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 October 12, 2017. 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 October 5, 2017.

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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17-25904-E-13 BARBARA MYERS ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Chinonye Ugorgi TO PAY FEES
9-18-17 [16]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 20, 2017. The court computes
that 42 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: $310.00 due on September 4, 2017.

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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17-23305-E-13 CHERRI DA ROZA ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Candace Brooks TO PAY FEES
9-18-17 [21]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 20, 2017. The court computes
that 42 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 September 13, 2017.

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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17-20706-E-13 STEFAN HOWARD MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Richard Kwun 10-4-17 [33]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks to dismiss Stefan Howard’s (“Debtor””) Chapter
13 case. Debtor filed a Notice of Conversion on October 23, 2017, however, converting the case to a
proceeding under Chapter 7. Dckt. 39. 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 October 23, 2017. 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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice
as moot.

16-23407-E-13 IRMA QUIAMBAO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Kristy Hernandez 10-3-17 [75]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 October 3, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 29 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).

Upon review of the Motion and supporting pleadings, and the files in this case, the court has
determined that oral argument will not be of assistance in ruling on the Motion. The defaults of the non-
responding parties in interest are entered.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Irma
Quiambao (“Debtor”) is $1,290.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$650.00 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 REPLY

Debtor filed a Reply on October 18,2017, acknowledging that she has fallen behind on payments
due to illness and hospitalization. Dckt. 79. Debtor states that she is back at work and in improved health
and that she will file a Modified Plan and Motion to Confirm the Plan before the hearing date.

DISCUSSION
Debtor has filed a First Modified Plan and Motion to Confirm. Dckt. 85. The court has reviewed

the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan and the Declaration in support filed by Debtor. Dckt. 81, 83. The
Motion appears to comply with Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9013 (stating grounds with
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particularity), and the Declaration appears to provide testimony as to facts to support confirmation based
upon personal knowledge (Federal Rules of Evidence 601, 602).

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

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
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.

17-24407-E-13 PATRICK/MARGUERITE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 SEEHUETTER 9-26-17 [22]
Robert Huckaby

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 20, 2017, Dckt. 38; 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 Patrick Seehuetter and Marguerite Seehuetter
(“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 filed by David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 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
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Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, Dckt. 38, and upon review
of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without
prejudice.

17-20808-E-13 KHALED RAMISH MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Stephen Murphy 10-2-17 [19]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 2, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Khaled
Ramish (“Debtor”) is $12,500.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$6,250.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-28011-E-13 JAMIE/MEGAN BUCHANAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Scott Hughes 10-4-17 [52]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Jamie
Buchanan and Megan Buchanan (“Debtor”) are $9,593.52 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
multiple months of the $3,185.38 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
17-24511-E-13 DANIEL MANN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mark Shmorgon 9-28-17 [28]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Daniel Mann (“Debtor’”) did not commence
making plan payments and is $1,220.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of
the $610.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(4)
permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments. Debtor did not
present any opposition to the Motion.
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In addition, the Chapter 13 Trustee argues that Debtor did not file a Plan following the court’s
denial of confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on September 19, 2017. 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).

Finally, Debtor has not provided the Chapter 13 Trustee with proof of a Social Security Number.
See 11 U.S.C. § 521(h)(2). That is unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(1).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
15-26715-E-13 JUDITH BARNARD CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Robert Bowman CASE

8-7-17 [32]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”’) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 24, 2017, Dckt. 40; 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 Judith Barnard (“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.
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44.

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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
40, 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.

17-24515-E-13 NIKOLAY KALMYKOV MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Gabriel Liberman 9-28-17 [35]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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.
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David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Nikolay Kalmykov (“Debtor”) did not
commence making plan payments and is $9,460.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $4,730.00 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c)(4) permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments. Debtor
did not present any opposition to the Motion.

In addition, the Chapter 13 Trustee argues that Debtor did not file a Plan following the court’s
denial of confirmation to Debtor’s prior plan on September 19, 2017. 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-28316-E-13 SHARRY STEVENS-GOREE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Paul Bindra 9-28-17 [103]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

The Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 19, 2017, Dckt. 114; 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 Sharry Stevens-Goree (“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.
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46.

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 filed by David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 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. 114, and upon review
of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is dismissed without

prejudice.

17-24621-E-13 THOMAS/PAULA DITTY ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Mohammad Mokarram TO PAY FEES
9-18-17 [24]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 20, 2017. The court computes
that 42 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 September 12, 2017.

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

17-22822-E-13 THERESA YARRA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Seth Hanson 10-2-17 [19]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 2, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Theresa
Yarra (“Debtor”) is $9,700.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$3,400.00 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).

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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48.

49.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
17-20725-E-7 DAVID BOUNSAVANG MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Mikalah Liviakis 10-4-17 [34]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

17-25327-E-13 ROGELIO CASTANEDA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Peter Macaluso 9-28-17 [17]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 24, 2017, Dckt. 23; 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 Rogelio Castaneda (“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.
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50.

S1.

The Motion to Dismiss the Chapter 13 Case filed by David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
23, 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.

15-21629-E-13 SCOTT/KARLA GABLE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Richard Hall 9-28-17 [33]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

14-27630-E-13  ROSIE GOMEZ CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Paul Bindra CASE
5-3-17 [28]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 19, 2017, Dckt. 61; 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 Rosie Gomez (“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.
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S52.

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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
61, 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.

14-22734-E-13 GERALD/VIRGINIA MARTINEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Michael Hays 9-27-17 [97]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.
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15-28234-E-13 GREGORY/OTHELLA JONES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Stephen Murphy 9-28-17 [74]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Gregory
Jones and Othella Jones (“Debtor”) are $19,732.21 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $6,976.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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15-20336-E-13  ANTWANETTE RAYMOND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 David Foyil 9-27-17 [138]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a “Withdrawal of Motion”, which the court
construes to be an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on October 13, 2017, Dckt. 155; 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 Antwanette Raymond (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
155, 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.

16-24337-E-13 QUAY SAMONS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Eamonn Foster 10-2-17 [72]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 2, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee™) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Quay
Samons (“Debtor”) is $2,650.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,700.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
- Page 81 of 117 -


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=16-24337
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=16-24337&rpt=SecDocket&docno=72

56.

17-23740-E-13 ROBERT/TENEKA JONES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Peter Macaluso 9-26-17 [68]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a “Withdrawal of Motion”, which the court
construes to be an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on October 20, 2017, 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 Robert Jones and Teneka Jones (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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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14-24241-E-13 JENNIFER BERTRAM MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-9 Mark Shmorgon 9-28-17 [86]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 25, 2017, Dckt. 94; 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 Jennifer Bertram (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
94, 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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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S8.

59.

16-20641-E-13 KACEE PEREZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Richard Sturdevant 10-2-17 [46]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

15-28042-E-13 ALYCIA LARSON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-5 Bruce Dwiggins 9-27-17 [43]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, which the court
construes to be an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on October 24, 2017, Dckt. 49; 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 704 1; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed
by Alycia Larson (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
49, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good
cause appearing,

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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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.

60. 17-25942-E-13 FIAZ JAVED ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Robert McCann TO PAY FEES
10-12-17 [36]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 October 14, 2017. The court computes that
18 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay the required fees.

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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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61.

14-24643-E-13 LAQUETA MARTIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-10 Susan Dodds 9-27-17 [138]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, which the court
construes to be an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on October 16, 2017, Dckt. 144; 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 LaQueta Martin (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
144, 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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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62.

12-36944-E-13 EDA URRIZA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Peter Cianchetta 10-4-17 [163]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 28 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

Upon review of the Motion and supporting pleadings, and the files in this case, the court has
determined that oral argument will not be of assistance in ruling on the Motion. The defaults of the non-
responding parties in interest are entered.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Eda Urriza
(“Debtor”) is $4,139.08 delinquent in plan payments. 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).

The Chapter 13 Trustee argues that Debtor is in material default under the Plan because the Plan
will complete in sixty-four months due to unsecured claims being filed $8,719.79 greater than scheduled.
Section 5.03 of the Plan makes that failure a breach of the Plan in addition to violating the Bankruptcy Code.
Failure to provide for those claims puts Debtor in material default of the confirmed Plan. See 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c).

FILING OF MODIFIED PLAN

Debtor filed a Modified Plan and Motion to Confirm on October 11, 2017. Dckts. 174 & 177.
The court has reviewed the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan and the Declaration in support filed by
Debtor. Dckts. 174 & 176. 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.

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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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63.

64.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

16-20245-E-13 AUTUMN HERNANDEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah Liviakis 10-4-17 [23]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

16-21446-E-13 ANGELA SEIBERT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Dale Orthner 10-2-17 [74]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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65.

16-24246-E-13 RICHARD CRUZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Eric Vandermey 10-3-17 [153]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 3, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 29 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

Upon review of the Motion and supporting pleadings, and the files in this case, the court has
determined that oral argument will not be of assistance in ruling on the Motion. The defaults of the non-
responding parties in interest are entered.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Richard
Cruz (“Debtor”) is $5,820.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,260.00 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).

The Chapter 13 Trustee’s Motion argues that 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 August 15, 2017. A review
of the docket shows that Debtor has filed a new plan or a motion to confirm a plan. Debtor offers the
following explanation for the delay in setting the Plan for confirmation: He did not include his non-filing
spouse’s income and expenses into the original plan and realized that he needed to correct that error.

FILING OF AMENDED PLAN

Debtor filed an Amended Plan and Motion to Confirm on October 22, 2017. Dckts. 157 & 161.
The court has reviewed the Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan and the Declaration in support filed by
Debtor. Dckts. 157 & 159. 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.

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

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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66.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

17-22646-E-13 JAYWAUN CLARK ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Kristy Hernandez TO PAY FEES
8-23-17 [51]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 25, 2017. The court computes that
68 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay fees.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot.

The court having dismissed this bankruptcy case by prior order filed on September 7, 2017 (Dckt.
57), the Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot, with no sanctions ordered.

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 as moot, and
no sanctions are ordered.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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67.

68.

16-26447-E-13 DOUGLAS TOOLEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Catherine King 9-28-17 [108]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 Motion to Dismiss 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 by prior order of the court.

14-25350-E-13 MATTHEW O'DONNELL AND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 JANICE VALDEZ O'DONNELL 9-27-17 [32]
Michael Croddy

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 27, 2017. By

the court’s calculation, 35 days’ notice was provided. 28 days’ notice is required.

Upon review of the Motion and supporting pleadings, and the files in this case, the court has
determined that oral argument will not be of assistance in ruling on the Motion. The defaults of the non-

responding parties in interest are entered.

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Matthew
O’Donnell and Janice O’Donnell (“Debtor”) are $4,027.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents
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69.

multiple months of the $1,344.00 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 RESPONSE
Debtor filed a Response on October 18, 2017, promising to file a modified plan. Dckt. 38.
FILING OF MODIFIED PLAN

Debtor filed a Modified Plan and Motion to Confirm on October 24, 2017. Dckts. 41 & 43. The
court has reviewed the Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan and the Declaration in support filed by Debtor.
Dckts. 41 & 44. 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.

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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the

pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice.

12-39954-E-13 JOHN/MICHELLE PINEDA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter Cianchetta 10-4-17 [101]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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70.

15-24954-E-13 JESSICA BELLOSO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Susan Dodds 9-28-17 [68]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 19, 2017, Dckt. 74; 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 reply filed by Jessica Belloso (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
74, 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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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71.

15-23156-E-13 GUILLERMO/LURDES MEDINA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Joseph Canning 9-27-17 [61]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 24, 2017, 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 reply filed by Guillermo Medina and Lurdes Medina (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
- Page 94 of 117 -


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-23156
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-23156&rpt=SecDocket&docno=61

72.

16-23259-E-13 CHRISTOPHER/LORA CLARK MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Robert Fong 10-4-17 [63]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Christopher
Clark and Lora Clark (“Debtor”) are $1,490.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
months of the $730.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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73.

17-26064-E-13 MARTIN/MARIA ORTEGA ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Peter Macaluso TO PAY FEES
9-26-17 [24]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 28, 2017. The court computes
that 34 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: $310.00 due on September 12, 2017.

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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74.

17-21071-E-13 CLIFTON OVERTON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Diana Cavanaugh 10-2-17 [25]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 2, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Clifton
Overton (“Debtor”) is $900.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$300.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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12-34572-E-13 DANIEL/SANDRA ROGERS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Eric Vandermey 10-4-17 [51]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Daniel Rogers and Sandra Rogers
(“Debtor”) are in material default under the Plan because the Plan exceeds sixty months. The Chapter 13
Trustee calculates that the Plan will complete in seventy-four months because Debtor has completed sixty
months of payments but is still $2,478.70 in arrears to Class 1. Section 5.03 of the Plan makes that failure
a breach of the Plan in addition to violating the Bankruptcy Code. Failure to provide for those claims puts
Debtor in material default of the confirmed Plan. See 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c).

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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
15-24672-E-13 ROBIN BUGBEE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Seth Hanson 9-28-17 [61]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 28, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 34 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee™) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Robin
Bugbee (“Debtor”) is $3,850.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,925.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
17-25972-E-13 JOSEPHINE NASH ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Peter Macaluso TO PAY FEES

10-4-17 [37]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

The Order to Show Cause was served by the Clerk of the Court on Debtor, Debtor’s Attorney,
creditors, and Chapter 13 Trustee as stated on the Certificate of Service on October 6, 2017. The court
computes that 26 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: $31.00 due on September 20, 2017.

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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16-21374-E-13 ENRIQUE/MICHELLE SERRATO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah Liviakis 10-4-17 [35]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) argues that Enrique Serrato, Jr., and Michelle Serrato
(“Debtor”) are in material default under the Plan because the Plan exceeds sixty months. The Chapter 13
Trustee alleges that the Plan will complete in seventy-eight months because filed claims were $10,759.90
greater than scheduled. Section 5.03 of the Plan makes that failure a breach of the Plan in addition to
violating the Bankruptcy Code. Failure to provide for those claims puts Debtor in material default of the
confirmed Plan. See 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c).

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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,
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79.

80.

81.

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-20475-E-7 JAVIER/DELORES LARA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mohammad Mokarram 9-27-17 28]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

17-24575-E-13  JANICE KASE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 David Silber 9-1-17 [25]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

14-30877-E-13 TROY HARDIN CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-5 Peter Macaluso CASE
7-6-17 [138]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 19, 2017, Dckt. 159; 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
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82.

Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041; and the
dismissal being consistent with the declaration filed by Troy Hardin (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
159, 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.

17-23477-E-13  ROBERT PRESTON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pre Se TO PAY FEES
8-28-17 [27]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 August 30, 2017. The court computes that 63 days’
notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay fees.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot.

The court having dismissed this bankruptcy case by prior order filed on September 8, 2017 (Dckt.
30), the Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot, with no sanctions ordered.

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

November 1, 2017, at 10:00 a.m.
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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 as moot, and
no sanctions are ordered.

14-30278-E-13 GARY SHREVES AND KAREN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-7 BAYSINGER- SHREVES 9-27-17 |218]
Mark Wolff

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, which the court
construes to be an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending Motion on October 12, 2017, Dckt. 225; 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 704 1; and the dismissal being consistent with the opposition filed
by Gary Shreves and Karen Baysinger-Shreves (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
225, 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.

16-27179-E-13 DAVID GONZALES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 James Pitner 10-4-17 [63]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that David
Gonzales (“Debtor”) is $3,651.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,217.00 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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86.

17-23881-E-13 TATYANA KRIVOSHEY ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE

Pro Se TO PAY FEES
9-6-17 [47]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 8, 2017. The court computes
that 54 days’ notice has been provided.

The court issued an Order to Show Cause based on Debtor’s failure to pay fees.

The Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot.

The court having dismissed this bankruptcy case by prior order filed on September 8, 2017 (Dckt.
53), the Order to Show Cause is discharged as moot, with no sanctions ordered.

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 as moot, and
no sanctions are ordered.

16-21282-E-13 RENATO/EVA BERNARDES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Jennifer Lee 10-4-17 [25]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.
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17-23382-E-13 SASBIR KUAR MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mikalah Liviakis 10-4-17 23]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 4, 2017. 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Sasbir Kuar
(“Debtor”) is $5,398.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the $2,699.00
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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.
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89.

17-24484-E-13 MELISSA CHAMBERS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Bonnie Baker 9-28-17 [27]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

12-28685-E-13 RALPH/JANNETTE CAINES CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-1 Mary Ellen Terranella CASE
8-8-17 [51]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 25, 2017, Dckt. 61; 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 Caines and Jannette Caines (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
61, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good
cause appearing,
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90.

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.

14-23685-E-13 PAUL LUDOVINA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-6 Lucas Garcia 9-27-17 [177]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Paul
Ludovina (“Debtor”) is $6,800.00 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$1,700.00 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 NON-OPPOSITION

Debtor filed a Non-Opposition on October 17, 2017. Dckt. 181.
RULING

Cause exists to dismiss this case. The Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.
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91.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
14-26385-E-13 PATRICIA SIMS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Helga White 9-27-17 [67]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 September 27, 2017. By
the court’s calculation, 35 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Patricia
Sims (“Debtor”) is $5,734.99 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple months of the
$2,260.05 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).
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92.

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-23186-E-13 STEPHEN/LESLY SAWYER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Nima Vokshori 10-2-17 [34]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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 October 2, 2017. By the
court’s calculation, 30 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) seeks dismissal of the case on the basis that Stephen
Sawyer and Lesly Sawyer (“Debtor”) are $2,946.46 delinquent in plan payments, which represents multiple
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months of the $1,775.45 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).

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
93. 17-25486-E-13 CHERYL HANSEN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Scott Shumaker TO PAY FEES

9-22-17 [29]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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 September 24, 2017. The court computes
that 38 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 September 18, 2017.

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.
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94.

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.

14-22789-E-13 DAVID COTA AND KAREN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 SLAVICH-COTA 9-28-17 [84]
Julius Engle

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.
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9s.

17-24489-E-13 JAMES SEIBERT MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Peter Cianchetta 9-1-17 [44]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 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, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on September 1, 2017. By the court’s calculation, 61 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. Ghazaliv. 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.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee’’) argues that James Seibert (“Debtor””) did not commence
making plan payments and is $5,223.62 delinquent in plan payments, which represents one month of the
$5,223.62 plan payment. Before the hearing, another plan payment will be due. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(4)
permits the dismissal or conversion of the case for failure to commence plan payments. Debtor did not
present any opposition to the Motion.

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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 Trustee”) having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,
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96.

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is

dismissed.
16-21392-E-13 SCOTT/PAULINE FERTEY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mary Ellen Terranella 10-4-17 [39]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 24, 2017, Dckt. 47; 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 Scott Fertey and Pauline Fertey (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
47, 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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97.

98.

16-21294-E-13 JOSE GODINEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Mark Wolff 10-4-17 [66]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed a Notice of Dismissal, 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 dismissed without prejudice, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

17-23596-E-13 KRYSTAL/JONATHAN HASSON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Harry Roth 9-28-17 [24]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 23, 2017, Dckt. 38; 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 declaration filed by Krystal Hasson and Jonathan Hasson (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
38, and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good
cause appearing,
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99.

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.

14-30097-E-13 IRVIN/THERESA WHITE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Thomas Amberg 9-27-17 [133]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the November 1, 2017 hearing is required.

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

David Cusick (“the Chapter 13 Trustee”) having filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss the pending
Motion on October 20, 2017, Dckt. 139; 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 Irvin White, III, and Theresa White (“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 David Cusick (“the
Chapter 13 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.
139, 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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