UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher D. Jaime
1200 I Street, Suite 200
Modesto, California

PRE-HEARING DISPOSITIONS COVER SHEET

DAY: TUESDAY
DATE: November 17, 2020
CALENDAR: 1:00 P.M. CHAPTER 13

Fach matter on this calendar will have one of three possible designations: No
Ruling, Tentative Ruling, or Final Ruling. These instructions apply to those
designations.

No Ruling: All parties will need to appear at the hearing unless otherwise
ordered.

Tentative Ruling: If a matter has been designated as a tentative ruling it
will be called. The court may continue the hearing on the matter, set a
briefing schedule, or enter other orders appropriate for efficient and proper
resolution of the matter. The original moving or objecting party shall give
notice of the continued hearing date and the deadlines. The minutes of the
hearing will be the court’s findings and conclusions.

Final Ruling: Unless otherwise ordered, there will be no hearing on these
matters and no appearance is necessary. The final disposition of the matter
is set forth in the ruling and it will appear in the minutes. The final
ruling may or may not finally adjudicate the matter. If it is finally
adjudicated, the minutes constitute the court’s findings and conclusions.

Orders: Unless the court specifies in the tentative or final ruling that it
will issue an order, the prevailing party shall lodge an order within seven
(7) days of the final hearing on the matter.



UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher D. Jaime
Bankruptcy Judge
Modesto, California

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.

20-90104-B-13 PAUL DYKES MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
DEF-4 David Foyil 9-24-20 [90]

Final Ruling

The motion has been set for hearing on the 35-days’ notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b). The
failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at

least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f) (1) (B)

is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition. Cf. Ghazali v.
Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). No opposition was filed. The matter will be
resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to confirm the amended plan.

11 U.S.C. § 1323 permits a debtor to amend a plan any time before confirmation. The
Debtor has provided evidence in support of confirmation. No opposition to the motion
has been filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee or creditors. The amended plan complies with
11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is confirmed.

The motion is ORDERED GRANTED for reasons stated in the minutes. Counsel for the
Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for approval as to form, and if so approved,
the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed order to the court.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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20-90119-B-13 MARK/TAMARAH WAGNER OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF EULER
RDG-1 David C. Johnston HERMES AGENT FOR MELISSA & DOUG
LLC, CLAIM NUMBER 17
9-22-20 [29]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1) . The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 17-1 of Euler Hermes
Agent for Melissa & Doug LLC and disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of Euler
Hermes Agent for Melissa & Doug LLC (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 17-1 (“Claim”),
Official Registry of Claims in this case. The Claim is asserted to be in the amount of
$14,379.21. Objector asserts that the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3002 (c). The deadline for filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-
government unit was April 22, 2020. Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt.
10. The Creditor’s proof of claim was filed May 15, 2020.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). 1If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502(b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002(c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002 (c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[T]lhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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20-90129-B-13 JEFFREY/ARBELA WARDA OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF
RDG-2 Brian S. Haddix MERCEDES-BENZ FINANCIAL SERVICES
Thru #4 USA LLC, CLAIM NUMBER 12

9-22-20 [92]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1). The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 12-1 of Mercedes-Benz
Financial Services USA LLC and disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of
Mercedes-Benz Financial Services USA LLC (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 12-1
(“Claim”), Official Registry of Claims in this case. The Claim is asserted to be in
the amount of $54,717.90. Objector asserts that the Claim has not been timely filed.
See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002 (c). The deadline for filing proofs of claim in this case
for a non-government unit was April 23, 2020. Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and
Deadlines, dkt. 21. The Creditor’s proof of claim was filed July 21, 2020.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). 1If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502(b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002(c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002 (c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[T]lhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason
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that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

20-90129-B-13 JEFFREY/ARBELA WARDA OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF TRIUMPH
RDG-3 Brian S. Haddix BUSINESS CAPITAL, CLAIM NUMBER
10

9-22-20 [95]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1) . The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 10-1 of Triumph Business
Capital and disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of
Triumph Business Capital (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 10-1 (“Claim”), Official
Registry of Claims in this case. The Claim is asserted to be in the amount of
$2,000.00. Objector asserts that the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3002(c). The deadline for filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-
government unit was April 23, 2020. Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt.
21. The Creditor’s proof of claim was filed April 24, 2020.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502 (b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002 (c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002 (c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[Tlhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason
that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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20-90352-B-13 PATRICIA BRIMM OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF PG&E,
RDG-1 David C. Johnston CLAIM NUMBER 19
9-22-20 [22]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1). The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 19-1 of PG&E and disallow
the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of PG&E
(“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 19-1 (“Claim”), Official Registry of Claims in this
case. The Claim is asserted to be in the amount of $2,000.00. Objector asserts that
the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002(c). The deadline for
filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-government unit was July 28, 2020.
Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt. 18. The Creditor’s proof of claim was
filed August 20, 2020.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502 (b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002 (c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002(c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[Tlhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason
that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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17-90869-B-13 KAY PARKER MOTION TO DISMISS ADVERSARY
18-9005 PROCEEDING/NOTICE OF REMOVAL

PARKER V. MID VALLEY 10-16-20 [138]
FINANCIAL, INC. ET AL

Final Ruling

No appearance at the November 17, 2020, hearing is required. The matter is resolved by
court order dated November 10, 2020.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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19-90571-B-13 LATONA BOWERS OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF MORTGAGE

LBF-2 Lauren Franzella PAYMENT CHANGE
9-22-20 [66]

CONTINUED TO 12/15/2020 AT 1:00 P.M. PURSUANT TO THE STIPULATION FILED ON OCTOBER 26,
2020, DOCKET 70, AND THE ORDER FILED ON OCTOBER 28, 2020, DOCKET 72.

Final Ruling

No appearance at the November 17, 2020, hearing is required. The court will enter a
minute order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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19-90690-B-13 LUCY REYES OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF HYUNDAT
RDG-2 Steven A. Alpert CAPITAL AMERICAN, CLAIM NUMBER
7
9-22-20 [39]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1) . The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 7-1 of Hyundai Capital
America and disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of
Hyundai Capital America (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 7-1 (“Claim”), Official
Registry of Claims in this case. The Claim is asserted to be in the amount of
$14,899.97. Objector asserts that the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3002(c). The deadline for filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-
government unit was October 3, 2019. Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt.
11. The Creditor’s proof of claim was filed October 16, 2019.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). 1If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502(b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002(c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002 (c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[T]lhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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19-90794-B-13 JOSE/SARA BUSTAMANTE OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF SANDRA
RDG-1 Yasha Rahimzadeh BUNDAY, CLAIM NUMBER 14
9-22-20 [23]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1). The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 14-1 of Sandra Bunday and
disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of
Sandra Bunday (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 14-1 (“Claim”), Official Registry of

Claims in this case. The Claim 1is asserted to be in the amount of $751,345.11.
Objector asserts that the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R. Bankr. P.
3002 (c). The deadline for filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-government

unit was November 8, 2019. Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt. 12. The
Creditor’s proof of claim was filed November 15, 2019.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502 (b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002 (c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002(c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[Tlhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason
that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
Page 13 of 19


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-90794
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=633359&rpt=Docket&dcn=RDG-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=19-90794&rpt=SecDocket&docno=23

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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10.

18-90798-B-13 MAURICE/SHARRON HARDY OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF ICARZ
RDG-3 Scott M. Johnson INC, CLAIM NUMBER 11
Thru #11 9-22-20 [54]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1) . The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 11-1 of Icarz Inc and
disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of Icarz
Inc (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 11-1 (“Claim”), Official Registry of Claims in
this case. The Claim is asserted to be in the amount of $10,058.97. Objector asserts
that the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002(c). The deadline
for filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-government unit was January 9, 2019.
Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt. 10. The Creditor’s proof of claim was
filed February 7, 2020.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502 (b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002 (c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002 (c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[Tlhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason
that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
Page 15 of 19


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-90798
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=620942&rpt=Docket&dcn=RDG-3
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-90798&rpt=SecDocket&docno=54

11.

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

18-90798-B-13 MAURICE/SHARRON HARDY OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF LENDING
RDG-4 Scott M. Johnson CLUB AUTO, CLAIM NUMBER 10
9-22-20 [51]

Final Ruling

The objection has been set for hearing on at least 44 days’ notice to the claimant as
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3007-1(b) (1) . The failure of the claimant to file
written opposition at least 14 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). No opposition
was filed. The matter will be resolved without oral argument. No appearance at the
hearing is required.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection to Claim No. 10-1 of Lending Club Auto
and disallow the claim in its entirety.

The Chapter 13 Trustee (“Objector”) requests that the court disallow the claim of
Lending Club Auto (“Creditor”), Proof of Claim No. 10-1 (“Claim”), Official Registry of
Claims in this case. The Claim is asserted to be in the amount of $9,214.00. Objector
asserts that the Claim has not been timely filed. See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3002(c). The
deadline for filing proofs of claim in this case for a non-government unit was January
9, 2019. Notice of Bankruptcy Filing and Deadlines, dkt. 10. The Creditor’s proof of
claim was filed September 20, 2019.

Section 501 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that any creditor may file a proof of
claim. “A proof of claim is a written statement setting forth a creditor’s claim.”

Rule 3001 (a). If the claim meets the requirements of § 501, the bankruptcy court must
then determine whether the claim should be allowed. Section 502 (a) provides that a
claim is deemed allowed unless a party in interest objects. If such an objection is
made, the court shall allow such claim “except to the extent that the proof of claim is
not timely filed.” See 11 U.S.C. § 502 (b) (9).

Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3002 (c) governs the time for filing proofs of
claim in a Chapter 13 case. Rule 9006 (b) (3) prohibits the enlargement of time to file
a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c) except as provided in one of the six circumstances
included in Rule 3002 (c). Zidell, Inc. v. Forsch (In re Coastal Alaska Lines, Inc.),
920 F.2d 1428, 1432-1433 (9th Cir. 1990) (“We . . . hold that the bankruptcy court
cannot enlarge the time for filing a proof of claim unless one of the six situations
listed in Rule 3002 (c) exists.”). No showing has been made that any of those
circumstances apply.

The court also notes that the excusable neglect standard does not apply to permit the
court to extend the time to file a proof of claim under Rule 3002 (c). As the Ninth
Circuit stated in Coastal Alaska:

Rule 9006 (b) plainly allows an extension of the 90-day
time limit established by Rule 3002 (c) only under the
conditions permitted by Rule 3002 (c). Rule 3002 (c)
identifies six circumstances where a late filing is
allowed, and excusable neglect is not among them.
Thus, the 90-day deadline for filing claims under Rule
3002 (c) cannot be extended for excusable neglect.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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Id. at 1432. In fact, the time for filing claims under Rule 3002 (c) cannot be extended
for any equitable reason at all. As stated in Spokane Law Enforcement Credit Union v.
Barker (In re Barker), 839 F.3d 1189, 1197 (9th Cir. 2016): “[Tlhe Ninth Circuit has
repeatedly held that the deadline to file a proof of claim in a Chapter 13 proceeding
is ‘rigid’ and the bankruptcy court lacks equitable power to extend this deadline after
the fact.”

In sum, Creditor filed an untimely proof of claim and has not demonstrated any reason
that would permit the court to allow its late-filed proof of claim.

Based on the evidence before the court, the Creditor’s claim is disallowed in its
entirety as untimely. The objection to the proof of claim is sustained.

The objection is ORDERED SUSTAINED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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12.

20-90458-B-13 DANIEL/DONNA BOUCHER CONTINUED MOTION TO SELL
JAD-1 Jessica A. Dorn 10-19-20 [30]

Final Ruling
This motion was continued from November 10, 2020, for reasons stated at docket 58. 1In

light of the COVID-19 pandemic and court closures, the court has determined this matter
may be decided on the papers. See General Order No. 618 at p.3, 1 3 (E.D. Cal. May 13,

2020) (ordering courthouse closure “until further notice” due to the COVID-19 pandemic
and further ordering that all civil matters are to be decided on the papers unless the
presiding judge determines a hearing is necessary). The court has also determined that

oral argument will not assist in the decision-making process or resolution of the
motion. See Local Bankr. R. 9014-1(h), 1001-1(f).

The court’s decision is to grant the motion to sell.

The Bankruptcy Code permits Chapter 13 debtors to sell property of the estate after a
noticed hearing. 11 U.S.C. §§ 363 (b) and 1303. Debtors propose to sell the property
described as 4421 Diamond Court, Salida, California (“Property”). Since filing, the
Debtors have decided to separate and file for a divorce. Debtors have put their home
on the market since they can no longer afford the Property after their separation.

Proposed purchaser Genoveva Bravo has agreed to purchase the Property for $485,000.00.
The purchase is all cash. All costs of sale will be paid from the money received for
the Property in the sale. Any proceeds over the Debtors’ claimed exemption of
$100,000.00 shall be turned over to the Trustee.

Objections were filed by PennyMac Loan Services, LLC (“PennyMac”) and the Chapter 13
Trustee (“Trustee”). PennyMac’s objection is on the limited ground that the Debtors’
motion fails to specify whether any payment will be made to PennyMac and whether it
will be paid in the full amount of the unexpired payoff quote submitted by PennyMac at
closing. PennyMac also objects to the inclusion of any language that purports to fix
the value of PennyMac’s lien. The Debtors filed a response acknowledging that PennyMac
holds the priority deed of trust on the Property and that PennyMac shall be paid in
full based on the unexpired payoff quote to be submitted by PennyMac.

Separately, the Chapter 13 Trustee objects on limited grounds. The Trustee requests
that language in the order granting sale provide that payments will be made in
accordance with the terms of the plan filed November 3, 2020, that proceeds of the sale
be turned over to the Trustee for distribution pursuant to the plan since the Debtors
have not stated what they will do with the proceeds claimed as exempt and have not
indicated an intent to purchase another home, and that the order granting sale provide
the Trustee’s standard sale order language. The Debtors have not filed a reply to the
Trustee’s limited objection. Therefore, the Trustee’s requests are granted.

Based on the evidence before the court, the court determines that the proposed sale is
in the best interest of the estate. The attorney for the Debtors shall prepare an
appropriate order provides that all liens are paid in full pursuant to the escrow
demand and in accordance with the Trustee’s standard sale order language. All other
objections are overruled.

The motion is ORDERED GRANTED for reasons stated in the minutes.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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13.

20-90398-B-13 DAVID SIERRA CONTINUED MOTION FOR

SSA-3 Steven S. Altman COMPENSATION FOR STEVEN S.
ALTMAN, DEBTORS ATTORNEY (S)
10-15-20 [33]

Final Ruling

This matter was continued from November 10, 2020, to allow any opposition to be filed
by Friday, November 13, 2020, at 5:00 p.m. No opposition was filed. The conditional
ruling granting the motion for compensation at docket 41 shall be the court’s final

decision. The continued hearing on November 17, 2020, at 1:00 p.m. is vacated.

The court will issue an order.

November 17, 2020 at 1:00 p.m.
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