UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

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

DAY: TUESDAY
DATE: DECEMBER 16, 2025
CALENDAR: 9:00 A.M. CHAPTER 13 CASES

Unless otherwise ordered, all matters before Chief Judge

Fredrick E. Clement shall be simultaneously: (1) IN PERSON at
Sacramento Courtroom No. 28, (2) via ZOOMGOV VIDEO, (3) via ZOOMGOV
TELEPHONE, and (4) via COURTCALL.

You may choose any of these options unless otherwise ordered or
stated below.

All parties who wish to appear at a hearing remotely must sign up by
4:00 p.m. one business day prior to the hearing.

Information regarding how to sign up can be found on the
Court Appearances page of our website at:

https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances

FEach party who has signed up will receive a Zoom link or phone
number, meeting I.D., and password via e-mail.

If the deadline to sign up has passed, parties who wish to appear
remotely must contact the Courtroom Deputy for the Department
holding the hearing.

Please also note the following:

o Parties in interest may connect to the video or audio
feed free of charge and should select which method they
will use to appear when signing up.

° Members of the public and the press appearing by
ZoomGov may only listen in to the hearing using the
zoom telephone number. Video appearances are not
permitted.

o Members of the public and the press may not listen in
to the trials or evidentiary hearings, though they may
appear in person in most instances.


https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances

To appear remotely for law and motion or status conference
proceedings, you must comply with the following guidelines and
procedures:

o Review the Pre-Hearing Dispositions prior to appearing
at the hearing.

o Review the court’s Zoom Procedures and Guidelines for
these, and additional instructions.

o Parties appearing via CourtCall are encouraged to
review the CourtCall Appearance Information.

If you are appearing by ZoomGov phone or video, please join at least
10 minutes prior to the start of the calendar and wait with your
microphone muted until the matter is called.

Unauthorized Recording is Prohibited: Any recording of a court
proceeding held by video or teleconference, including screen shots
or other audio or visual copying of a hearing is prohibited.
Violation may result in sanctions, including removal of court-issued
media credentials, denial of entry to future hearings, or any other
sanctions deemed necessary by the court. For more information on
photographing, recording, or broadcasting Judicial Proceedings,
please refer to Local Rule 173 (a) of the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of California.



https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/PreHearingDispositions
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/documents/Forms/Misc/ZoomGov%20Protocols.pdf
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/documents/Forms/Misc/TelephonicCourtAppearances(Procedures).pdf

PRE-HEARING DISPOSITION INSTRUCTIONS

RULINGS

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

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

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

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

CHANGES TO PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED RULINGS

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

ERRORS IN RULINGS

Clerical errors of an insignificant nature, e.g., nomenclature
(“2017 Honda Accord,” rather than “2016 Honda Accord”), amounts,
(“"$880,” not “$808”), may be corrected in (1) tentative rulings by
appearance at the hearing; or (2) final rulings by appropriate ex
parte application. Fed. R. Civ. P. 60(a) incorporated by Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 9024. All other errors, including those occasioned by
mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect, must be
corrected by noticed motion. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 60(b), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9023.




1. 25-24500-A-13 IN RE: KENNETH GAGNI
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-17-2025 [21]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

The case was converted to a Chapter 7 case on December 8, 2025.
Accordingly, the motion will be removed from the calendar as
moot. No appearances are required.

2. 25-24600-A-13 IN RE: RONALD/DARCY SYLVESTER
SLH-1

CONTINUED MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF REGIONAL ACCEPTANCE
CORPORATION
10-20-2025 [14]

SETH HANSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Value Collateral [Personal Property; Motor Vehicle]
Notice: Continued from November 18, 2025

Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the respondent is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

VALUATION OF COLLATERAL

Chapter 13 debtors may value collateral by noticed motion. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3012. Section 506(a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides, “An
allowed claim of a creditor secured by a lien on property in which
the estate has an interest . . . is a secured claim to the extent of
the value of such creditor’s interest in the estate’s interest in
such property” and is unsecured as to the remainder. 11 U.S.C. §
506 (a). For personal property, value is defined as “replacement
value” on the date of the petition. Id. § 506 (a) (2). For “property
acquired for personal, family, or household purposes, replacement
value shall mean the price a retail merchant would charge for
property of that kind considering the age and condition of the
property at the time value is determined.” Id. The costs of sale
or marketing may not be deducted. Id.


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24500
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691660&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691660&rpt=SecDocket&docno=21
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24600
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691798&rpt=Docket&dcn=SLH-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691798&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14

A debtor’s ability to value collateral consisting of a motor vehicle
is limited by the terms of the hanging paragraph of § 1325(a). See
11 U.S.C. § 1325(a) (hanging paragraph). Under this statute, a lien
secured by a motor vehicle cannot be stripped down to the
collateral’s value if: (i) the lien securing the claim is a purchase
money security interest, (ii) the debt was incurred within the 910-
day period preceding the date of the petition, and (iii) the motor
vehicle was acquired for the debtor’s personal use. 11 U.S.C. §
1325(a) (hanging paragraph).

In this case, the court continued the matter to see if the debtor
has the requisite requirements for a motion to value collateral. The
debtor has filed supplemental documentation showing that the wvehicle
was purchased over 910 days preceding the bankruptcy petition. The
debtor seeks to value collateral consisting of a motor vehicle
described as a 2018 Dodge Durango. The debt owed to the respondent
is secured by a purchase money security interest. See 11 U.S.C. §
1325 (a) (hanging paragraph). See also, Declaration of Debtor, ECF
No. 21. The court values the vehicle at $19,408.00.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The debtor’s motion to value collateral consisting of a motor
vehicle has been presented to the court. Having entered the default
of respondent for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise
defend in the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts
of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The personal property
collateral described as a 2018 Dodge Durango has a value of
$19,408.00. No senior liens on the collateral have been identified.
The respondent has a secured claim in the amount of $19,408.00 equal
to the value of the collateral that is unencumbered by senior liens.
The respondent has a general unsecured claim for the balance of the
claim.



3. 25-24502-A-13 IN RE: JOSE/BRENDA JARAMILLO
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [17]

GABRIEL LIBERMAN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted and converted to Chapter 7
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: Unopposed

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency

Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Convert to Chapter 7

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). ©None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

CASE DISMISSAL

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this chapter 13 case for
delinquency in payments under the confirmed chapter 13 plan. For
the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) to
dismiss the case. Payments under the confirmed plan are delinquent
in the amount of $2,860.00 with one payment(s) of $2,860.00 due
prior to the hearing on this motion.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24502
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691662&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691662&rpt=SecDocket&docno=17

The court finds that conversion to Chapter 7 is in the best
interests of the creditors and the estate. This case has not been
previously converted from a chapter 7. The trustee states that
there are significant non-exempt assets as follows:

According to the Trustee’s records, there is
$37,942.58 in non-exempt equity in the assets listed
on Schedules A & B...

Declaration of Neil Enmark, 2:11-13.
CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss this chapter 13 case has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
debtor for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in
the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted because of the failure to
confirm an amended chapter 13 plan in this case. The court hereby
converts this case to a Chapter 7.

4. 24-23903-A-13 IN RE: STACI ADAMS
DPC-2

MOTION TO CONVERT CASE FROM CHAPTER 13 TO CHAPTER 7 AND/OR
MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-12-2025 [81]

MICHAEL SALANICK/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISMISSED: 11/21/25

Final Ruling
This case was dismissed on November 21, 2025. Accordingly, the

motion will be removed from the calendar as moot. No appearances
are required.


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=24-23903
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=680065&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=680065&rpt=SecDocket&docno=81

5. 25-25505-A-13 IN RE: ELISABETH RICHARDSON
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [19]

Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to

the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the

applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than

8


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-25505
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=693203&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=693203&rpt=SecDocket&docno=19

January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

6. 25-24706-A-13 IN RE: LUIS/MARLEN CURIEL
Es-1

MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
11-18-2025 [31]

ERIC SEYVERTSEN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
WITHDRAWN BY M.P.

Final Ruling
This motion was withdrawn by the moving party on November 24, 2025,

ECF No. 35. Accordingly, the motion will be removed from the
calendar as moot. No appearances are required.

7. 25-26308-A-13 IN RE: DENNIS HARRIS
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE TO PAY FEES
11-24-2025 [11]

Final Ruling

The case was dismissed on December 2, 2025, the order to show cause
is discharged as moot.


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24706
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691986&rpt=Docket&dcn=ES-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691986&rpt=SecDocket&docno=31
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-26308
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=694447&rpt=SecDocket&docno=11

8. 25-23713-A-13 IN RE: ROMMEL ROLDAN
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
9-11-2025 [17]

MARK WOLFF/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: Continued from October 7, 2025

Disposition: Sustained

Order: Civil minute order

The hearing on the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection to confirmation
was continued to allow the parties to augment the evidentiary
record.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The debtor was ordered to file documents in opposition and has not
done so. Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c).
Written opposition to this motion was required by November 18, 2025.
None has been filed. The default of the responding party is
entered. The court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded
facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915,
917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

As such, the court finds the trustee’s objection well taken and
sustains the objection.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s objection to confirmation has been presented to the
court. Having considered the objection, oppositions, responses, and
replies, if any, and having heard oral argument presented at the

hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the objection is sustained.

10


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-23713
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=690418&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=690418&rpt=SecDocket&docno=17

9. 25-23713-A-13 IN RE: ROMMEL ROLDAN
DPC-2

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO DEBTOR'S CLAIM OF EXEMPTIONS
9-30-2025 [21]

MARK WOLFF/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: Continued from November 4, 2025

Disposition: Sustained

Order: Civil minute order

The hearing on the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection to confirmation
was continued to allow the parties to augment the evidentiary
record.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The debtor was ordered to file documents in opposition and has not
done so. Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c).
Written opposition to this motion was required by November 18, 2025.
None has been filed. The default of the responding party is
entered. The court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded
facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915,
917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

As such, the court finds the trustee’s objection well taken and
sustains the objection.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s objection to confirmation has been presented to the
court. Having considered the objection, oppositions, responses, and
replies, if any, and having heard oral argument presented at the

hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the objection is sustained.

11


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-23713
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=690418&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=690418&rpt=SecDocket&docno=21

10. 25-24213-A-13 IN RE: ANTHONY MORABITO
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
10-1-2025 [23]

DEBTOR DISMISSED: 11/07/25
Final Ruling
This case was dismissed on November 7, 2025. Accordingly, the

objection will be removed from the calendar as moot. No appearances
are required.

11. 25-24213-A-13 IN RE: ANTHONY MORABITO
RAS-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY U.S. BANK NA
9-8-2025 [19]

DAVID COATS/ATTY. FOR MV.
DEBTOR DISMISSED: 11/07/25

Final Ruling
This case was dismissed on November 7, 2025. Accordingly, the

objection will be removed from the calendar as moot. No appearances
are required.

12


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24213
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691226&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
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12. 25-25213-A-13 IN RE: CURTIS GARDNER AND LUIS SANTANA
GARCIA
KMM-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT
CORPORATION

11-19-2025 [14]

MARK SHMORGON/ATTY. FOR DBT.

KIRSTEN MARTINEZ/ATTY. FOR MV.

Final Ruling

Objection: Creditor’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Creditor, Toyota Motor Credit Corporation, objects to confirmation
of the debtor(s) plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the creditor’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s) shall
concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to the

objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no opposition
to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a statement to
that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the applicability of

L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

13
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(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)
disagrees with the creditor’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file
and serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the creditor’s objection
to confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed,
and include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position.
If the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the creditor shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later
than January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after
January 27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
creditor’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the debtor(s)
shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and (2) file
and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any stipulation between the parties
resolving this matter must be approved and signed by the Chapter 13
trustee prior to filing with the court. The trustee’s signature on
the stipulation warrants that the terms of the proposed stipulation
do not impact the plan’s compliance with 11 U.S.C. § 1325(a).

13. 23-24215-A-13 IN RE: SANDRA LYMOND
BRL-2

CONTINUED MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY , MOTION FOR
ADEQUATE PROTECTION
10-8-2024 [106]

MARC VOISENAT/ATTY. FOR DBT.
BENJAMIN LEVINSON/ATTY. FOR MV.
CHRISTINA S. DICK, STEVEN P. DICK VS.

No Ruling
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14. 23-24215-A-13 IN RE: SANDRA LYMOND
DPC-3

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [158]

MARC VOISENAT/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $5,524.00, with
one payment(s) of $1,846.00 due before the hearing on this motion.

LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B)

Opposition. Opposition, if any, to the granting of the
motion shall be in writing and shall be served and
filed with the Court by the responding party at least
fourteen (14) days preceding the date or continued
date of the hearing. Opposition shall be accompanied
by evidence establishing its factual allegations.
Without good cause, no party shall be heard in
opposition to a motion at oral argument if written
opposition to the motion has not been timely filed.
Failure of the responding party to timely file written
opposition may be deemed a waiver of any opposition to
the granting of the motion or may result in the
imposition of sanctions.

LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B) (emphasis added).

The opposition does not comply with LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). A
declaration is required to prove the contentions in the opposition
and to provide additional relevant information. For example, there
is no evidence indicating the debtor will make additional plan
payments.

The debtor’s opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for
dismissal. A delinquency still exists as of the date of the
opposition. A statement of intent to pay the delinquency on or
before a future date is not equivalent to cure of the delinquency.
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The court is unable to deny the motion given the outstanding
delinquency.

The court gives no weight to an opposition which fails to provide
sworn testimony by the party opposing the motion. Unsworn statements
by counsel are not evidence and will not be considered.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).

The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the
creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this
case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.
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15. 25-24115-A-13 IN RE: JOHNATHAN RICHEY
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
9-25-2025 [13]

DAVID RITZINGER/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: Continued from October 21, 2025

Disposition: Sustained

Order: Civil minute order

The hearing on the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection to confirmation
was continued to allow the parties to augment the evidentiary
record.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The debtor has filed a statement indicating that he intends to file
an amended plan. Non-Opposition, ECF No. 20. Accordingly, the
court will sustain this objection.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s objection to confirmation has been presented to the
court. Having considered the objection, oppositions, responses, and
replies, if any, and having heard oral argument presented at the

hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the objection is sustained.
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16. 25-25615-A-13 IN RE: JACOB BAIRD AND JAMIE SCHULLY BAIRD
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [14]

MIKALAH LIVIAKIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
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include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

17. 25-24918-A-13 IN RE: HERBERT/INNA LEE
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-18-2025 [24]

COLBY LAVELLE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
The case was converted to a Chapter 7 case on December 9, 2025.

Accordingly, the motion will be removed from the calendar as
moot. No appearances are required.

18. 25-25418-A-13 IN RE: ELIZABETH RIVAS
PGM-2

MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
10-30-2025 [20]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.

No Ruling
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19. 25-24423-A-13 IN RE: PUNIT MEHMI

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY NEWREZ LLC
9-22-2025 [19]

MARK SHMORGON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
PATRICK KANE/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling

20. 25-24423-A-13 IN RE: PUNIT MEHMI
PJK-5

CONTINUED MOTION TO RECONSIDER
10-3-2025 [24]

MARK SHMORGON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
PATRICK KANE/ATTY. FOR MV.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Continued Motion to Reconsider
Notice: Continued from November 11, 2025
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

On November 11, 2025, the court continued this motion to allow the
movant to file a declaration stating the following: (1) whether the
defendant's culpable conduct led to the default; (2) whether the
defendant has a meritorious defense; and (3) whether reopening the
default judgment would prejudice the plaintiff. See, Civil Minutes,
ECF No. 37. See also, In re Peralta, 317 B.R. 381, 388 (B.A.P. 9th
Cir. 2004), citing TCI, 244 F.3d at 695-96; Falk, 739 F.2d at 463.

The movant has filed a declaration, ECF No. 40, stating that due to
a calendaring error, the movant failed to file an objection to the
motion to value collateral. Movant also stated that they have a
meritorious defense to the motion to value such as an estimated
value of the property. There is not substantial prejudice to the
debtor in reopening the matter and allowing the movant to be heard
on the matter.

Rule 60 (b)

On motion and just terms, the court may relieve a
party or its legal representative from a final
judgment, order, or proceeding for the following
reasons:

(1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable
neglect;

(2) newly discovered evidence that, with reasonable
diligence, could not have been discovered in time to
move for a new trial under Rule 59 (b);
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(3) fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or
extrinsic), misrepresentation, or misconduct by an
opposing party;

(4) the judgment is void;

(5) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or
discharged; it is based on an earlier Jjudgment that
has been reversed or vacated; or applying it
prospectively is no longer equitable; or

(6) any other reason that justifies relief.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 60 (b) (emphasis added) .

The court finds that the filed declaration is sufficient to show
mistake and allow the motion to be reopened. The court will discuss
further steps in the reopened motion to value collateral at the
hearing. The motion to reconsider is granted.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

Creditor’s motion to reconsider has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, oppositions, and replies, if any, and

having heard oral argument presented at the hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted.
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21. 25-25123-A-13 IN RE: RONALD ANDRE
MRL-1

MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
11-5-2025 [13]

MIKALAH LIVIAKIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Confirm Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by the movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: Chapter 13 Plan, filed November 5, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor seeks confirmation of the Chapter 13 Plan, ECF No. 15.
The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed November 5, 2025,
ECF No. 18. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-opposition to
the motion, ECF No. 20.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN CONFIRMATION

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained that burden, and the
court will approve confirmation of the plan.
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22. 25-25223-A-13 IN RE: QAIS POPAL
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-19-2025 [38]

Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to

the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the

applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
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January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

23. 25-25223-A-13 IN RE: QAIS POPAL
KMM-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY SERVBANK, N.A.
10-28-2025 [27]

KIRSTEN MARTINEZ/ATTY. FOR MV.
Final Ruling

Objection: Creditor’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Creditor, Servbank, N.A., objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:
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IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the creditor’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s) shall
concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to the

objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no opposition
to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a statement to
that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the applicability of

L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)
disagrees with the creditor’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file
and serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the creditor’s objection
to confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed,
and include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position.
If the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the creditor shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later
than January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after
January 27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
creditor’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the debtor(s)
shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and (2) file
and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any stipulation between the parties
resolving this matter must be approved and signed by the Chapter 13
trustee prior to filing with the court. The trustee’s signature on
the stipulation warrants that the terms of the proposed stipulation
do not impact the plan’s compliance with 11 U.S.C. § 1325(a).
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24. 23-20824-A-13 IN RE: DONMICHAEL USOG
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [21]

MOHAMMAD MOKARRAM/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $2,700.00, with
one payment (s) of $1,350.00 due before the hearing on this motion.

The debtor has filed a timely opposition which is accompanied by the
Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 25 & 26. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will bring the plan payment
current by the date of the hearing on this motion. See Declaration,
ECF No. 26.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
delinquency still exists as of the date of the opposition. A
statement of intent to pay the delinquency on or before a future
date is not equivalent to cure of the delinquency. The court is
unable to deny the motion given the outstanding delinquency.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).
The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the

creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this
case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.

25. 25-25624-A-13 IN RE: LESLIE SAWYER
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [18]

DOUGLAS BROOMELL/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:
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IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to

the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the

applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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26. 25-20825-A-13 IN RE: PATRICIA AMORELLO
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [39]

MATTHEW DECAMINADA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 4, 2025 - untimely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $2,260.00, with
one payment (s) of $2,260.00 due before the hearing on this motion.

The debtor has filed an untimely opposition which is accompanied by
the Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 43 & 44. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will bring the plan payment
current by the date of the hearing on this motion. See Declaration,
ECF No. 44.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
delinquency still exists as of the date of the opposition. A
statement of intent to pay the delinquency on or before a future
date is not equivalent to cure of the delinquency. The court is
unable to deny the motion given the outstanding delinquency.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).
The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the

creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this
case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.

27. 25-25625-A-13 IN RE: MICHELLE GOMES
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [22]

SCOTT JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:
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IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to

the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the

applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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28. 25-25426-A-13 IN RE: GERALD/EDNA CORPUZ
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [16]

RICHARD JARE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
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include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

29. 25-25426-A-13 IN RE: GERALD/EDNA CORPUZ
RJ-1

MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF BAXTER CREDIT UNION
11-24-2025 [13]

RICHARD JARE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Value Collateral
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

As a contested matter, a motion to value collateral is governed by
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014. Fed. R. Bankr. P.

9014 (a). Rule 9014 requires Rule 7004 service of motions in
contested matters. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9014 (b). Persons wishing to
serve papers by mail on an insured depository institution, with
exceptions not applicable, must use “certified mail addressed to an
officer of the institution. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7004 (h). See 11 U.S.C.
§ 101(34) (defining “insured credit union”) & (35) (defining
“insured depository institution” to include “insured credit union”);
Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9001.

Service of the motion was insufficient. Baxter Credit Union is an
“insured depository institution” within the meaning of Rule 7004 (h) .
There is a strong showing that service of the motion was not made by
certified mail. First, section 6(A) on the certificate of service
indicating Rule 7004 service was not marked. Certificate of Service,
ECF No. 21. The certificate of service lists the credit union and
states attention to a managing office; however, box 6B3 was marked
on the certificate of service, ECF No. 21. This requires the movant
to specify the means of delivery, which was not done in this case.
No showing has been made that the exceptions in Rule 7004 (h) are
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applicable. See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7004 (h) (1)-(3). Thus, the motion
will be denied without prejudice for insufficient service.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Debtor’s motion to value collateral has been presented to the court.
Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court in its
ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.

30. 25-25526-A-13 IN RE: SCOTT/MYRNA TILLSON
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [12]

THOMAS AMBERG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter

without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor (s) shall do one of the following:
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(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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31. 25-24327-A-13 IN RE: VAMBA FREEMAN

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
11-18-2025 [87]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
NILESH CHOUDHARY/ATTY. FOR MV.
ATHER IQBAL, VIVEK SHARMA VS.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Denied

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: Ather Igbal, Vivek Sharma v. Vamba Freeman Pai Investment,
LLC, Freeman Financial Services, Sacramento County Case No.
25CVv015046 ("State Court Action")

Movants Ather Igbal and Vivek Sharma have requested relief from stay
to proceed with the subject state court action. The motion will be
denied for the following reasons.

STAY

Section 362 (d) (1)

Section 362 (d) (1) authorizes stay relief for cause. Cause is
determined on a case-by-case basis and may include the existence of
litigation pending in a non-bankruptcy forum that should properly be
pursued. In re Tucson Estates, Inc., 912 F.2d 1162, 1169 (9th Cir.
1990) .

The Ninth Circuit Bankruptcy Appellate Panel has “agree[d] that the
Curtis factors are appropriate, nonexclusive, factors to consider in
deciding whether to grant relief from the automatic stay to allow
pending litigation to continue in another forum.” In re Kronemyer,
405 B.R. 915, 921 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2009).

These factors include: “ (1) whether relief would result in a partial
or complete resolution of the issues; (2) lack of any connection
with or interference with the bankruptcy case; (3) whether the other
proceeding involves the debtor as a fiduciary; (4) whether a
specialized tribunal with the necessary expertise has been
established to hear the cause of action; (5) whether the debtor’s
insurer has assumed full responsibility for defending it; (6)
whether the action primarily involves third parties; (7) whether
litigation in another forum would prejudice the interests of other
creditors; (8) whether the judgment claim arising from the other
action is subject to equitable subordination; (9) whether movant’s
success 1n the other proceeding would result in a judicial lien
avoidable by the debtor; (10) the interests of judicial economy and
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the expeditious and economical resolution of litigation; (11)
whether the parties are ready for trial in the other proceeding; and
(12) impact of the stay on the parties and the balance of harms.”
Sonnax Indus., Inc. v. TRI Component Prods. Corp. (In re Sonnax
Indus., Inc.), 907 F.2d 1280, 1286 (2nd Cir. 1990) (citing In re
Curtis, 40 B.R. 795, 799-800 (Bankr. D. Utah 1984)).

Courts may consider whichever factors are relevant to the particular

case. See 1id. (applying only four of the factors that were relevant
in the case). The decision whether to 1lift the stay is within the
court’s discretion. Id.

Third-Party Application

A\Y

As a general rule, [t]he automatic stay of section 362 (a) protects
only the debtor, property of the debtor or property of the estate.
It does not protect non-debtor parties or their property. In re
Chugach Forest Prods., Inc., 23 F.3d 241, 246 (9th Cir. 1994). As
such, the state court action can continue with respect to third
parties in the state court action.

Debtor’s Application

Insofar as the debtor is concerned, this state action is primarily
an action for damages. These issues can be resolved throughout the
claims process in the bankruptcy case. As such, cause does not exist
and the motion for stay relief will be denied.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Movants’ Motion for Stay Relief has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion together with papers filed in support

and opposition, and having heard the arguments of counsel, if any,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied.
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32. 25-24827-A-13 IN RE: JORGE GARIBAY
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-18-2025 [50]

ONYINYE ANYAMA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $1,272.69, with
one payment (s) of $1,272.69 due before the hearing on this motion.

The debtor has filed a timely opposition which is accompanied by the
Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 57 & 58. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will bring the plan payment
current by the date of the hearing on this motion. See Declaration,
ECF No. 58. A modified plan was filed on December 9, 2025, ECF No.
65; however, no motion to confirm has been filed yet.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
delinquency still exists as of the date of the opposition. A
statement of intent to pay the delinquency on or before a future
date 1is not equivalent to cure of the delinquency. The court is
unable to deny the motion given the outstanding delinquency.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.c. § 1307 (c).

The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the
creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this
case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.

33. 22-21528-A-13 IN RE: MICHAEL CARTER AND TORRIE GIDGET CONN

MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF UNCLAIMED FUNDS IN THE AMOUNT OF $
2,200.00 WITH MICHAEL ANTHONY CARTER AND TORRIE GIDGET CONN
11-3-2025 [258]

MICHAEL CARTER/ATTY. FOR MV.
CASE CLOSED: 07/10/24

No Ruling

34. 25-25429-A-13 IN RE: ARTHUR WILLIAMS
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-19-2025 [23]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
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In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor (s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to

the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the

applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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35. 23-20730-A-13 IN RE: JEREMY BAILEY
BLG-5

MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
11-11-2025 [81]

CHAD JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Modify Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: First Modified Chapter 13 Plan, filed November 11, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor(s) seek approval of the proposed modified Chapter 13
Plan. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed on November
11, 2025, ECF No. 87. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-
opposition to the motion, ECF No. 89.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN MODIFICATION

Chapter 13 plan modification is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1323,
1325, 1329 and by Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (a) (5)
and 3015(g) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. “[T]he only limits on
modification are those set forth in the language of the Code itself,
coupled with the bankruptcy judge’s discretion and good judgment in
reviewing the motion to modify.” In re Powers, 202 B.R. 618, 622
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996).

Chapter 13 debtors seeking plan modification have the burden of
proving that all requirements of § 1322 (a) and (b) and § 1325(a)
have been met. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322(a)—-(b), 1325(a), 1329(b) (1);
see also In re Powers, 202 B.R. at 622 (“[Section] 1329 (b) (1)
protects the parties from unwarranted modification motions by
ensuring that the proposed modifications satisfy the same standards
as required of the initial plan.”); see also In re Barnes, 32 F.3d
405, 407 (9th Cir. 1994); In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1408 (9th
Cir. 1995).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained this burden of proof.
The court will grant the motion and approve the modification.
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36. 25-25530-A-13 IN RE: JERRY MRAMOR
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025  [25]

MARY TERRANELLA/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
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include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

37. 25-25530-A-13 IN RE: JERRY MRAMOR
MET-2

MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF STELLANTIS FINANCIAL
11-17-2025 [20]

MARY TERRANELLA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Value Collateral [Personal Property; Motor Vehicle]
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). ©None has been
filed. The default of the respondent is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

VALUATION OF COLLATERAL

Chapter 13 debtors may value collateral by noticed motion. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3012. Section 506(a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides, “An
allowed claim of a creditor secured by a lien on property in which
the estate has an interest . . . 1s a secured claim to the extent of
the value of such creditor’s interest in the estate’s interest in
such property” and is unsecured as to the remainder. 11 U.S.C. §
506 (a) . For personal property, value is defined as “replacement
value” on the date of the petition. Id. § 506(a) (2). For “property
acquired for personal, family, or household purposes, replacement
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value shall mean the price a retail merchant would charge for
property of that kind considering the age and condition of the
property at the time value is determined.” Id. The costs of sale
or marketing may not be deducted. Id.

A debtor’s ability to value collateral consisting of a motor vehicle
is limited by the terms of the hanging paragraph of § 1325(a). See
11 U.s.C. § 1325(a) (hanging paragraph). Under this statute, a lien
secured by a motor vehicle cannot be stripped down to the
collateral’s value if: (i) the lien securing the claim is a purchase
money security interest, (ii) the debt was incurred within the 910-
day period preceding the date of the petition, and (iii) the motor
vehicle was acquired for the debtor’s personal use. 11 U.S.C. §
1325 (a) (hanging paragraph) .

In this case, the debtor seeks to value collateral consisting of a
motor vehicle described as a 2015 Jeep Renegade. The debt owed to
the respondent is secured by a purchase money security interest.
See 11 U.S.C. § 1325(a) (hanging paragraph). The court values the
vehicle at $6,625.00.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The debtor’s motion to value collateral consisting of a motor
vehicle has been presented to the court. Having entered the default
of respondent for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise
defend in the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts
of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The personal property
collateral described as a 2015 Jeep Renegade has a value of
$6,625.00. No senior liens on the collateral have been identified.
The respondent has a secured claim in the amount of $6,625.00 equal
to the value of the collateral that is unencumbered by senior liens.
The respondent has a general unsecured claim for the balance of the
claim.
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38. 25-26430-A-13 IN RE: BROOKLYN GARCIA

MOTION FOR TURNOVER OF PROPERTY UNDER SEC. 542 (A)
11-18-2025 [9]

BROOKLYN GARCIA/ATTY. FOR MV.
Final Ruling

Motion: Turnover of Property Under § 542 (a)

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Denied without prejudice

Order: Civil minute order

This is the debtor’s motion for turnover of property under § 542 (a).
The motion seeks to retrieve a 2024 Tesla Model Y from Merced School
Employees Federal Credit Union.

RULE 7001

An adversary proceeding is governed by the rules of
this Part VII. The following are adversary
proceedings:

(1) a proceeding to recover money or property, other
than a proceeding to compel the debtor to
deliver property to the trustee, or a proceeding
under § 554 (b) or § 725 of the Code, Rule 2017,
or Rule 6002;

(2) a proceeding to determine the validity,
priority, or extent of a lien or other interest
in property, but not a proceeding under Rule
3012 or Rule 4003(d);

Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7001(1) (2).

Rule 7001 requires that the relief sought by the debtor must be
obtained by filing an adversary proceeding and not by motion.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

The debtor’s Motion for Turnover has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion together with papers filed in support

and opposition, and having heard the arguments of counsel, if any,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.
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39. 24-21133-A-13 IN RE: RODOLFO/ROZABETH EVANGELISTA
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [37]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Modify Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $5,400.00, with one payment (s)
of $2,350.00 due prior to the hearing date on this motion.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the modification is January 6, 2026,
at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to
dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan modification. If
the modification is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not
been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case
at the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to modify, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion to amend
or modify the debtor’s plan.
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40. 25-24834-A-13 IN RE: HOLLY PLICHTA
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-18-2025 [20]

THOMAS AMBERG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 9, 2025 - untimely
Motion to Confirm Plan Filed: December 9, 2025

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $4,200.00, with one payment (s)
of $4,200.00 due prior to the hearing date on this motion.

A plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this case. The
scheduled hearing on the confirmation is January 21, 2026, at 9:00
a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to dismiss
to coincide with the hearing on the plan confirmation. TIf the
confirmation is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not been
withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case at
the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to confirm, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to the motion to
confirm the debtor’s plan.
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41. 25-24236-A-13 IN RE: CARL WHITE
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
10-1-2025 [14]

JULIUS CHERRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Matter: Objection to Confirmation of Chapter 13 Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4); no written opposition required
Disposition: Overruled as moot

Order: Civil minute order

Chapter 13 debtors may modify the plan before confirmation. 11
U.s.C. § 1323 (a). If the debtor files a modification of the plan
under § 1323, the modified plan becomes the plan. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1323(b). Filing a modified plan renders moot any objection to
confirmation of the prior plan. The debtor has filed a modified
plan after this objection to confirmation was filed. The objection
will be overruled as moot.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the objection to confirmation is overruled as
moot.

48


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24236
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691270&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691270&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14

42. 25-24236-A-13 IN RE: CARL WHITE
GC-1
MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
10-29-2025 [22]

JULIUS CHERRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Confirm Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1), written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by the movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: First Amended Chapter 13 Plan, filed October 29, 2025

The debtor seeks confirmation of the First Amended Chapter 13 Plan,
ECF No. 27. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed,
August 12, 2025, ECF No. 1.

The Chapter 13 trustee has filed opposition to the motion, ECF No.
30. The trustee contends that failure to list an interest rate of
7.5% constitutes a failure to file the plan in good faith. The
Chapter 13 plan states that “if no interest rate is specified, a 5%
rate will be imputed”. Plan, ECF No. 27, section 3.08. The court
will not deny the motion for this reason alone. To coincide with
prior rulings, the court will grant this motion where the only major
complaint is a failure to specify an interest rate on the plan.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN CONFIRMATION

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained that burden, and the
court will approve confirmation of the plan.
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43. 25-24237-A-13 IN RE: SERENA GARCIA
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
10-2-2025 [20]

JULIUS CHERRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Matter: Objection to Confirmation of Chapter 13 Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4); no written opposition required
Disposition: Overruled as moot

Order: Civil minute order

Chapter 13 debtors may modify the plan before confirmation. 11
U.s.C. § 1323 (a). If the debtor files a modification of the plan
under § 1323, the modified plan becomes the plan. 11 U.S.C.

§ 1323(b). Filing a modified plan renders moot any objection to
confirmation of the prior plan. The debtor has filed a modified
plan after this objection to confirmation was filed. The objection
will be overruled as moot.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the objection to confirmation is overruled as
moot.

44. 25-24237-A-13 IN RE: SERENA GARCIA
GC-1

MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
10-30-2025 [32]

JULTIUS CHERRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Confirm Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

Order: Civil Minute Order

The chapter 13 trustee has filed opposition to this motion to
confirmation. Regrettably, the court is unable to ascertain the
precise legal objections within the opposition. This matter will be
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The trustee shall the
specific legal objections they are raising including citations and
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points to the record that support the trustee’s opposition. The
trustee’s supplemental documentation must be submitted no later than
21 days before the hearing. No later than 14 days before the
hearing, the debtor may file a reply to the trustee’s supplemental
filing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is continued to January 21, 2026, at
9:00 a.m. The trustee’s supplemental documentation must be
submitted no later than 14 days before the hearing. No later than 7
days before the hearing, the debtor may file a reply to the
trustee’s supplemental filing.

45. 25-24237-A-13 IN RE: SERENA GARCIA
GG-2

OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF LAKEVIEW LOAN SERVICING, LLC, CLAIM
NUMBER 18
10-30-2025 [38]

JULIUS CHERRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

The parties have resolved the matter by stipulation. The matter
will be dropped from calendar.

46. 23-20238-A-13 IN RE: DAVID KIM AND JAE YONG MOON
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [69]

MARK WOLFF/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
Motion: Dismiss Case
Disposition: Denied
Order: Civil minute order
The trustee filed a motion to dismiss based on delinquency. The

debtors filed a modified plan and the motion to modify, WW-3 (DCN)
has been granted.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and good

cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied.

47. 23-20238-A-13 IN RE: DAVID KIM AND JAE YONG MOON
WW-3

MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
11-11-2025 [73]

MARK WOLFF/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Modify Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: Modified Chapter 13 Plan, filed November 11, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). ©None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor(s) seek approval of the proposed modified Chapter 13
Plan. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed on November
11, 2025, ECF No. 77. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-
opposition to the motion, ECF No. 81.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN MODIFICATION

Chapter 13 plan modification is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1323,
1325, 1329 and by Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (a) (5)
and 3015 (g) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. “[T]he only limits on
modification are those set forth in the language of the Code itself,
coupled with the bankruptcy judge’s discretion and good judgment in
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reviewing the motion to modify.” In re Powers, 202 B.R. 618, 622
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996).

Chapter 13 debtors seeking plan modification have the burden of
proving that all requirements of § 1322 (a) and (b) and § 1325 (a)
have been met. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322(a)—-(b), 1325(a), 1329(b) (1);
see also In re Powers, 202 B.R. at 622 (“[Section] 1329(b) (1)
protects the parties from unwarranted modification motions by
ensuring that the proposed modifications satisfy the same standards
as required of the initial plan.”); see also In re Barnes, 32 F.3d
405, 407 (9th Cir. 1994); In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1408 (9th
Cir. 1995).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained this burden of proof.
The court will grant the motion and approve the modification.

48. 25-24239-A-13 IN RE: DONNA ELBERT
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
9-30-2025 [17]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: Continued from October 21, 2025

Disposition: Sustained

Order: Civil minute order

The hearing on the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection to confirmation
was continued to allow the parties to augment the evidentiary
record.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The debtor has filed a statement indicating that they acknowledge
that there is a delinquency at this time and that the plan is not
feasible until counsel and debtor “can fix the issues on the over
median and error on Section 6. (6.01) on the plan, as our Debtor
shall revest instead of shall not”. Response, ECF No. 34. Further,
debtor “requests that the Objection be granted”. Id., 2:2.
Accordingly, the court will sustain this objection.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s objection to confirmation has been presented to the
court. Having considered the objection, oppositions, responses, and
replies, i1if any, and having heard oral argument presented at the
hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the objection is sustained.

49. 25-20543-A-13 IN RE: MICHAELA HUGHES
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [35]

CHAD JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 1, 2025 - timely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (b6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $3,935.00, with
one payment (s) of $3,937.00 due before the hearing on this motion.

The debtor has filed a timely opposition which is accompanied by the
Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 39 & 40. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will bring the plan payment
current by the date of the hearing on this motion. See Declaration,
ECF No. 40.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
delinquency still exists as of the date of the opposition. A
statement of intent to pay the delinquency on or before a future
date is not equivalent to cure of the delinquency. The court is
unable to deny the motion given the outstanding delingquency.
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11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.Cc. § 1307 (c).

The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the
creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this
case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.

50. 25-24246-A-13 IN RE: ANDREW/MELINDA DORMAN
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
9-30-2025 [16]

SETH HANSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

The trustee has filed a status report stating that evidence is
sufficient to show that the Franchinse Tax Board 2024 tax return has
been filed by the debtors. Trustee requests that the trustee’s
objection be overruled. The court will over the objection. Civil
minute order to issue.
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51. 24-23147-A-13 IN RE: ANTHONY WILLIAMS
DPC-3

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [42]

STEVEN ALPERT/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $4,894.00, with
one payment(s) of $2,447.00 due before the hearing on this motion.

The debtor has filed a timely opposition which is accompanied by the
Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 47 & 50. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will file a motion to modify by
the date of the hearing on this motion. See Declaration, ECF No. 50.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
delinquency still exists as of the date of the opposition. A
statement of intent to modify the plan on or before a future date is
not equivalent to cure of the delinquency. The court is unable to
deny the motion given the outstanding delinquency.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).
The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the

creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this
case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.

52. 24-24247-A-13 IN RE: NEERAJ BHARDWAJ
DPC-3

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [144]

SCOTT JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Modify Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $4,918.76, with one payment (s)
of $1,950.01 due prior to the hearing date on this motion.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the modification is January 21,
2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this
motion to dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan
modification. If the modification is disapproved, and the motion to
dismiss has not been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may
dismiss the case at the continued hearing.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to modify, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion to amend
or modify the debtor’s plan.

53. 24-24247-A-13 IN RE: NEERAJ BHARDWAJ
RAS-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
11-10-2025 [137]

SCOTT JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DAVID COATS/ATTY. FOR MV.
SELECT PORTFOLIO SERVICING, INC VS.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); no written opposition required
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The creditor Select Portfolio Servicing, Inc. has filed a motion for
relief from the automatic stay. The court is inclined to continue
the motion to January 21, 2025, to coincide with debtor’s motion to
modify the plan. As such, the automatic stay will remain in full
effect and has not been waived.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the motion for relief from automatic stay is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. No later than 14 days
before the hearing on the modified plan, the creditor will file a
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status report stating whether the issues are still outstanding or if
they have been remedied by the plan modification. The creditor shall
list out what issues remain, if any, in the status report.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the automatic say will remain in full
effect and has not been waived.

54. 25-24348-A-7 IN RE: GABRIELL MOLEX
FEC-2

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
11-13-2025 [57]

THERESA BECERRA/ATTY. FOR MV.
CASE CONVERTED: 11/21/25; MICHAEL RIPPEY VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief to Pursue Unlawful Detainer Action and Writ of
Possession

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted only to the extent specified in this ruling
Order: Civil minute order

Subject: Exercise of state law rights and remedies to obtain
possession of real property located at 1337 Santa Clara Street,
Vallejo, California, including all actions necessary to pursue an
unlawful detainer action and execute a writ of possession

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as

true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th
Cir. 1987).

FACTS

On April 25, 2025, the movant commenced an unlawful detainer action
against Debtor. Declaration of Angelica Ortiz, ECF No. 59. Debtor
was served with a 3-Day Notice to Pay or Quit on April 10, 2025. Id.
Debtor failed to vacate the subject premises or comply with the
Notice to Pay or Quit. Id. The unlawful detainer trial was scheduled
for August 6, 2025, but due to the filing of the instant bankruptcy
proceeding, the unlawful detainer trial has since been stayed. Id.

As to the bankruptcy proceeding, the debtor has converted this case
to a chapter 7 case as of November 21, 2025.
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STAY RELIEF

Section 362 (d) (1) authorizes stay relief for cause. Cause 1is
determined on a case-by-case basis and may include the existence of
litigation pending in a non-bankruptcy forum that should properly be
pursued. In re Tucson Estates, Inc., 912 F.2d 1162, 1169 (9th Cir.
1990) .

Having considered the motion’s well-pleaded facts, the court finds
cause to grant stay relief subject to the limitations described in
this ruling.

The moving party shall have relief from stay to enforce its rights
and remedies to obtain possession of the real property described
above and to pursue an unlawful detainer action through judgment and
execution of a writ of possession if necessary.

The moving party may also file post-judgment motions, and

appeals. But no bill of costs may be filed without leave of this
court, no attorney’s fees shall be sought or awarded, and no action
shall be taken to collect or enforce any money judgment against
debtor, except by (1) filing a proof of claim in this court or (2)
filing an adversary proceeding to determine the debt
nondischargeable, and executing on a favorable judgment entered in
such adversary proceeding.

The motion will be granted to the extent specified herein, and the
stay of the order provided by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

Movant’s motion for relief from the automatic stay has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in the
matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted to the extent specified in
this order. The automatic stay is vacated to allow the movant to
enforce its rights and remedies against the debtor to obtain
possession of real property located at 1337 Santa Clara Street,
Vallejo, California, and to pursue an unlawful detainer action
through judgment and execution of a writ of possession, if
necessary.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the movant may also file post-judgment
motions, and appeals. But no bill of costs may be filed without
leave of this court, no attorney’s fees shall be sought or awarded,
and no action shall be taken to collect or enforce any money
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judgment against debtor, except by (1) filing a proof of claim in
this court or (2) filing an adversary proceeding to determine the
debt nondischargeable, and executing on a favorable judgment entered
in such adversary proceeding. And the stay of the order provided by
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived.

55. 25-24150-A-13 IN RE: TRACEY MYNHIER
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
9-30-2025 [25]

MICHAEL HAYS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

The trustee has filed a status report, ECF No. 38, stating that he
recommends the objection be overruled so long as the debtor include
specific language in their order confirming plan. The issues in the
objection have been resolved. The objection is overruled. Civil
minute order to issue.

56. 25-25650-A-13 IN RE: ALEXANDER PEREZ
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [11]

DAVID CUSICK/ATTY. FOR MV.

Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

57. 25-25151-A-13 IN RE: LANCE JENSEN
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-17-2025 [24]

No Ruling

62


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-25151
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692664&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692664&rpt=SecDocket&docno=24

58. 24-23052-A-13 IN RE: SHANE/STACI STEFFEN
PLG-1

MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
10-30-2025 [41]

RABIN POURNAZARIAN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Modify Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: First Modified Chapter 13 Plan, filed October 30, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor(s) seek approval of the proposed modified Chapter 13
Plan. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed on October
30, 2025, ECF No. 39. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-
opposition to the motion, ECF No. 47.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN MODIFICATION

Chapter 13 plan modification is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1323,
1325, 1329 and by Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (a) (5)
and 3015 (g) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. “[T]he only limits on
modification are those set forth in the language of the Code itself,
coupled with the bankruptcy judge’s discretion and good judgment in
reviewing the motion to modify.” In re Powers, 202 B.R. 618, 622
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996).

Chapter 13 debtors seeking plan modification have the burden of
proving that all requirements of § 1322 (a) and (b) and § 1325(a)
have been met. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322(a)—-(b), 1325(a), 1329(b) (1);
see also In re Powers, 202 B.R. at 622 (“[Section] 1329 (b) (1)
protects the parties from unwarranted modification motions by
ensuring that the proposed modifications satisfy the same standards
as required of the initial plan.”); see also In re Barnes, 32 F.3d
405, 407 (9th Cir. 1994); In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1408 (9th
Cir. 1995).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained this burden of proof.
The court will grant the motion and approve the modification.
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59. 25-24252-A-13 IN RE: ROCHELLE WYNES
DPC-1

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
10-1-2025 [14]

No Ruling

60. 23-22657-A-13 IN RE: ARIANA MORENO
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [37]

SCOTT JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Modify Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $7,840.00, with one payment (s)
of $2,650.00 due prior to the hearing date on this motion.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the modification is January 21,
2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this
motion to dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan
modification. If the modification is disapproved, and the motion to
dismiss has not been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may
dismiss the case at the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to modify, then not later than 14 days prior to the
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continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion to amend
or modify the debtor’s plan.

61. 25-20057-A-13 IN RE: STEVEN BUSHER
DPC-3

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
9-24-2025 [43]

KEVIN TANG/ATTY. FOR DBT.

No Ruling

62. 25-25259-A-13 IN RE: CHARMAGNE RIVERA
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-19-2025 [17]

MARK WOLFF/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:
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IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to

the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the

applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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63. 25-20660-A-13 IN RE: ISAC MARTINEZ GARCIA AND COURTNEY
MARTINEZ
DPC-1

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
10-17-2025 [28]

THOMAS AMBERG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
Motion: Dismiss Case
Notice: Continued from November 18, 2025
Disposition: Denied
Order: Civil minute order
The hearing on this motion was continued from November 18, 2025,
allow for hearing on the debtor’s motion to modify the chapter 13
plan. The motion to modify, TLA-1 (DCN) has been granted.
CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and good

cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied.
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64. 25-20660-A-13 IN RE: ISAC MARTINEZ GARCIA AND COURTNEY
MARTINEZ
TLA-1

MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
10-23-2025 [32]

THOMAS AMBERG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Modify Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: First Modified Chapter 13 Plan, filed October 23, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor(s) seek approval of the proposed modified Chapter 13
Plan. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed on October
23, 2025, ECF No. 38. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-
opposition to the motion, ECF No. 45.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN MODIFICATION

Chapter 13 plan modification is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1323,
1325, 1329 and by Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (a) (5)
and 3015(g) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. “[T]he only limits on
modification are those set forth in the language of the Code itself,
coupled with the bankruptcy judge’s discretion and good judgment in
reviewing the motion to modify.” In re Powers, 202 B.R. 618, 622
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996).

Chapter 13 debtors seeking plan modification have the burden of
proving that all requirements of § 1322 (a) and (b) and § 1325(a)
have been met. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322(a)—-(b), 1325(a), 1329(b) (1);
see also In re Powers, 202 B.R. at 622 (“[Section] 1329 (b) (1)
protects the parties from unwarranted modification motions by
ensuring that the proposed modifications satisfy the same standards
as required of the initial plan.”); see also In re Barnes, 32 F.3d
405, 407 (9th Cir. 1994); In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1408 (9th
Cir. 1995).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained this burden of proof.
The court will grant the motion and approve the modification.
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65. 25-24660-A-13 IN RE: ROBERT/KELLY COUTS
DWL-1

MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF ONEMAIN FINANCIAL GROUP, LLC
11-15-2025 [25]

PATRICIA WILSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Value Collateral
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

As a contested matter, a motion to value collateral is governed by
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014. Fed. R. Bankr. P.

9014 (a). Rule 9014 requires Rule 7004 service of motions in
contested matters. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9014(b). Under Rule 7004,
service on corporations and other business entities must be made by
first class mail addressed “to the attention of an officer, a
managing or general agent, or to any other agent authorized by
appointment or by law to receive service of process.” Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 7004 (b) (3) . Service of the motion was insufficient for
the reasons stated below.

SERVICE AND NOTICE

As of November 1, 2022, the court adopted Local Bankruptcy Rules
2002-3, 9036-1 and 7005-1 (requiring attorneys and trustees to use a
standardized Certificate of Service, EDC 7-005).

The form certificate of service is intended to allow parties to
memorialize service efficiently and accurately, and to aid the court
in ensuring sufficient service is achieved in each proceeding.

Matrix

Where the Clerk’s Matrix of Creditors is attached to the
Certificate of Service form, such list shall be downloaded not
more than 7 days prior to the date of serving the pleadings
and other documents and shall reflect the date of downloading.
The serving party may download that matrix either in “pdf
label format” or in “raw data format.” Where the matrix
attached is in “raw data format,” signature on the Certificate
of Service is the signor’s representation that no changes,
e.g., additions, deletions, modifications, of the data have
been made except: (1) formatting of existing data; or (2)
removing creditors from that list by the method described in
paragraph (c) of this rule.

LBR 7005-1(d) (emphasis added).
In this case there i1s no matrix attached to the certificate of

service. See Certificate of Service, ECF No. 29. Accordingly,
service of the motion does not comply with LBR 7005-1, and the court
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cannot determine if all creditors and parties in interest were
served with the motion.

Further, since the matrix was not attached to the certificate of
service, the court cannot determine if service of the motion was
made by certified mail and/or was addressed to an officer of the
responding party. For these reasons, the motion will be denied
without prejudice.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Debtor’s motion to value collateral has been presented to the court.
Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court in its

ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.

66. 25-21661-A-13 IN RE: ANDREI GORBATENKO
DPC-2

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
10-21-2025 [33]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: Continued from November 18, 2025
Disposition: Denied

Order: Civil minute order

The hearing on this motion was continued from November 18, 2025, to
allow for hearing on the debtor’s motion to confirm the chapter 13
plan. The motion to confirm, PGM-1 (DCN) has been granted.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and good

cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied.
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67. 25-21661-A-13 IN RE: ANDREI GORBATENKO
PGM-1

MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
10-31-2025  [37]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Motion: Confirm Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (1), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by the movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: First Amended Chapter 13 Plan, filed November 3, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor seeks confirmation of the First Amended Chapter 13 Plan,
ECF No. 40. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed April
22, 2025, ECF No. 11. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-
opposition to the motion, ECF No. 57.

CHAPTER 13 PLAN CONFIRMATION

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained that burden, and the
court will approve confirmation of the plan.
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68. 24-25263-A-13 IN RE: JULIA WOULFE
FEC-1

VOLUNTARY PETITION
11-19-2024 [1]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISMISSED: 11/04/25

Final Ruling

Considering counsel’s response and correction of conflicting
representation filed December 5, 2025, this matter has been resolved
to the satisfaction of the court. Response, ECF No. 56. This matter
will be dropped from the calendar as moot. No further appearances
are necessary.

69. 25-25464-A-13 IN RE: LEIGH QUINDOR
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-19-2025 [28]

TIMOTHY WALSH/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
This case was dismissed on December 2, 2025. Accordingly, the

objection will be removed from the calendar as moot. No appearances
are required.

70. 23-24665-A-13 IN RE: BLAKE/STEPHANIE BORCHERS
DPC-3

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
9-10-2025 [40]

MATTHEW GILBERT/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: Continued from October 21, 2025

Disposition: Continued to February 3, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

This matter was initially continued to allow the debtor to cure the
tax delinquency by receiving their 2024 tax refund. The tax refund
has still not been received and the trustee has recommended a
further continuance. Status Report, ECF No. 50. This matter will be
continued to February 3, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is continued to February 3, 2026, at
9:00 a.m. No later than 14 days before the hearing, a joint status
report is to be filed with the court.

71. 25-20765-A-13 IN RE: STEVEN KING
DPC-1

CONTINUED MOTION TO CONVERT CASE FROM CHAPTER 13 TO CHAPTER
7 AND/OR MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
7-22-2025 [27]

PETER CIANCHETTA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: Continued from October 21, 2025

Disposition: Continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Motion to Confirm Plan Filed: December 1, 2025

This motion was continued to allow the debtor to confirm a plan. The
previously filed plan was denied without prejudice. Debtor has since
filed another plan for confirmation.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the confirmation is January 6, 2026,
at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to
dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan confirmation. If
the confirmation is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not
been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case
at the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to confirm, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
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concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion confirm
the debtor’s plan.

72. 25-23470-A-13 IN RE: KIRAN SANWAL
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-18-2025 [50]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Modify Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $14,050.00, with one
payment (s) of $14,050.00 due prior to the hearing date on this
motion.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the modification is January 6, 2026,
at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to
dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan modification. If
the modification is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not
been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case
at the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to modify, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion to amend
or modify the debtor’s plan.

73. 25-23470-A-13 IN RE: KIRAN SANWAL
LCE-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-13-2025 [47]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
BRIAN CRONIN/ATTY. FOR MV.

Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Modify Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

Creditor LC Equity Group, Inc., has filed a motion to dismiss for
failure to file an amended plan. A motion to modify has been set and
will be heard on January 6, 2025.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the modification is January 6, 2026,
at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to
dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan modification. If
the modification is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not
been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case
at the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the creditor’s motion to dismiss is continued to
January 6, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the creditor elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to modify, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the creditor shall file a status report

updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss. The status report shall be succinct and shall not consist

of a cut and paste of the opposition filed by the creditor in
response to a motion to amend or modify the debtor’s plan.

74. 25-23870-A-13 IN RE: TIFFANI/BAISE THOMAS
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P.
CUSICK
9-24-2025 [16]

CANDACE BROOKS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
An order confirming plan was filed on December 2, 2025, ECF No. 42.

As such, this matter is moot. The matter will be removed from the
calendar. No further appearances are necessary.

75. 25-25570-A-13 IN RE: SETH NORMAN
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [19]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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76. 25-26370-A-13 IN RE: BRANDON KELLEY
TLA-1

MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF UNITED STATES SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION
11-17-2025 [8]

THOMAS AMBERG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
Motion: Value Collateral [Business Property; Non-vehicular]
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required

Disposition: Granted
Order: Civil Minute Order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). The default
of the respondent is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.

Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).
VALUATION OF COLLATERAL

Chapter 13 debtors may value collateral by noticed motion. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3012. Section 506(a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides, “An
allowed claim of a creditor secured by a lien on property in which
the estate has an interest . . . is a secured claim to the extent of
the value of such creditor’s interest in the estate’s interest in
such property” and is unsecured as to the remainder. 11 U.S.C. §
506 (a) . For personal property, value is defined as “replacement
value” on the date of the petition. Id. § 506(a) (2).

In this case, the debtor seeks to value collateral consisting of
business property described as “Assorted Tools, Business Equipment”
which has been listed in the attached exhibits, ECF No. 11. The
court values the collateral at $59,970.00.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The debtor’s motion to value non-vehicular, business property has
been presented to the court. Having entered the default of
respondent for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend
in the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The business property
described as “Assorted Tools, Business Equipment”, which has been
listed in the attached exhibits, ECF No. 11, and has a value of
$59,970.00. No senior liens on the collateral have been identified.
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The respondent has a secured claim in the amount of $59,970.00 equal
to the value of the collateral that is unencumbered by senior liens.
The respondent has a general unsecured claim for the balance of the
claim.

7. 22-23071-A-13 IN RE: DOUGLAS/PHATHUMPORN OVERSTREET
DPC-7

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [86]

CANDACE BROOKS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: November 26, 2025 - timely
Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) as the debtor has failed to make all
payments due under the confirmed plan. The trustee contends that
the plan payments are delinquent in the amount of $3,408.71, with
one payment (s) of $3,290.81 due before the hearing on this motion.

The debtor has filed a timely opposition which is accompanied by the
Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 91 & 92. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will bring the plan payment
current by the date of the hearing on this motion. See Declaration,
ECF No. 92.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
delingquency still exists as of the date of the opposition. A
statement of intent to pay the delinquency on or before a future
date is not equivalent to cure of the delinquency. The court is
unable to deny the motion given the outstanding delinquency.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

79


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=22-23071
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=663851&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-7
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=663851&rpt=SecDocket&docno=86

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).

The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the
creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this

case. Delinquency constitutes cause to dismiss this case. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307(c) (1), (6). The court hereby dismisses this case.

78. 24-23372-A-13 IN RE: MONIQUE PULIDO
DPC-1

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
9-16-2025 [60]

DAVID CUSICK/ATTY. FOR MV.
Final Ruling
The trustee has filed a status report stating that all payments are

now current and the motion should be denied, ECF No. 69. The motion
is denied.
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79. 25-25472-A-13 IN RE: ROBERT CAVALLERO
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [12]

BONNIE BAKER/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
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then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

80. 25-26472-A-13 IN RE: DAVID CANNAVO
AOE-1

MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY
11-30-2025 [15]

ANTHONY EGBASE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Extend the Automatic Stay

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). The default
of the responding party is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.
Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

EXTENSION OF THE STAY

Upon request of a party in interest, the court may extend the
automatic stay where the debtor has had one previous bankruptcy case
that was pending within the l-year period prior to the filing of the
current bankruptcy case but was dismissed. See 11 U.S.C. §

362 (c) (3) (B) . Procedurally, the automatic stay may be extended only
“after notice and a hearing completed before the expiration of the
30-day period” after the filing of the petition in the later case.
Id. (emphasis added). To extend the stay, the court must find that
the filing of the later case is in good faith as to the creditors to
be stayed. Id.

The statute further provides that “a case is presumptively filed not
in good faith (but such presumption may be rebutted by clear and
convincing evidence to the contrary)” in cases in which “a previous
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case under any of chapters 7, 11, and 13 in which the individual was
a debtor was dismissed within such l-year period, after the debtor
failed to [(iii)] perform the terms of a plan confirmed by the
court.” Id. § 362(c) (3)(C) (1) (I1I).

Additionally, the presumption of a lack of good faith can be
rebutted by clear and convincing in cases in which “there has not
been a substantial change in the financial or personal affairs of
the debtor since the dismissal of the next most previous case under
chapter 7, 11 or 13.” Id. § 362(c) (3)(C) (i) (II1I).

In the absence of opposition, the court will grant the extension of
the stay and find that they have rebutted the lack of good faith
presumption by clear and convincing evidence. The debtor has
indicated a change in financial situation, as he was previously
receiving worker’s compensation in his prior bankruptcy case and is
now currently employed. Declaration, ECF No. 17. Additionally, the
prior case was dismissed due to plan delinquency. The debtor has
sufficiently explained why his last case failed due to
misunderstandings as to his duties under the plan and how those
duties were to be discharged. Id.

For the reasons stated in the motion and supporting papers, the
court finds that the filing of the current case is in good faith as
to the creditors to be stayed. The motion will be granted.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

A motion to extend the automatic stay has been presented to the
court in this case. Having considered the motion, oppositions,
responses and replies, if any, and having heard oral argument
presented at the hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted, and the automatic stay of

§ 362 (a) is extended in this case. The automatic stay shall remain
in effect to the extent provided by the Bankruptcy Code.
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81l. 25-25475-A-13 IN RE: GABRIEL/TIFFANY SNOOK
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [12]

CANDACE BROOKS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
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include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

82. 23-20676-A-13 IN RE: JOHN/ELSA DINGLASA
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [32]

MOHAMMAD MOKARRAM/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
This motion was withdrawn by the moving party on November 24, 2025,

ECF No. 36. Accordingly, the motion will be removed from the
calendar as moot. No appearances are required.
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83. 24-24976-A-13 IN RE: MIGUEL VEGA
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [20]

MIKALAH LIVIAKIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: November 25, 2025 - timely
Motion to Modify Plan Filed: November 20, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $8,575.52, with one payment (s)
of $4,344.50 due prior to the hearing date on this motion.

A modified plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this
case. The scheduled hearing on the modification is January 21,
2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this
motion to dismiss to coincide with the hearing on the plan
modification. If the modification is disapproved, and the motion to
dismiss has not been withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may
dismiss the case at the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to modify, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion to amend
or modify the debtor’s plan.
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84. 23-23177-A-13 IN RE: LISA/RICHARD VIRAMONTES
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [30]

SETH HANSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

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

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: Unopposed

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

CASE DISMISSAL

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this chapter 13 case for
delinquency in payments under the confirmed chapter 13 plan. For
the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) to
dismiss the case. Payments under the confirmed plan are delinquent
in the amount of $2,850.00 with one payment(s) of $1,050.00 due
prior to the hearing on this motion.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).
The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the

creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss this chapter 13 case has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
debtor for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in
the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted because of the delinquency
under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this case. The court hereby
dismisses this case.

85. 24-20380-A-13 IN RE: TIMOTHY/KRISTYN MARTIN
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [27]

GABRIEL LIBERMAN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by the debtor
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (1) - Plan Exceeding 60 Months
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) stating that the plan will take 63
months to complete, which is longer than allowed by statute.

The debtor has filed a timely opposition which is accompanied by the
Declaration of the Debtor, ECF Nos. 31 & 32. The debtor’s
declaration states that the debtor will file a modified plan by the
hearing date on December 16, 2025. See Declaration, ECF No. 32.

The opposition does not fully resolve the grounds for dismissal. A
modified plan has still not been filed and the plan is still not
compliant. A statement of intent to file an amended plan is not the
equivalent of filing an amended plan and setting it for hearing.
The court is unable to deny the motion given the plan requiring 63
months to complete.
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11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.Cc. § 1307 (c).

The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the
creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7. The court will dismiss the case.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion, the opposition, responses, and oral
argument at the hearing, if any, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. Failure to complete a plan

in 60 months constitutes reasonable delay to creditors. 11 U.S.C.
§ 1307 (c) (1). The court hereby dismisses this case.
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86. 25-21680-A-13 IN RE: ALIAYA PARKER
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-17-2025 [61]

CANDACE BROOKS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Confirm Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delingquent in the amount of $3,449.32, with one payment (s)
of $3,458.66 due prior to the hearing date on this motion.

A plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this case. The
scheduled hearing on the confirmation is January 21, 2026, at 9:00
a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to dismiss
to coincide with the hearing on the plan confirmation. TIf the
confirmation is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not been
withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case at
the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to confirm, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to a motion to
confirm the debtor’s plan.
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87. 24-25081-A-13 IN RE: LILLIAN ALVAREZ-MAGGY
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [24]

MIKALAH LIVIAKIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

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

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: Unopposed

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

CASE DISMISSAL

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this chapter 13 case for
delinquency in payments under the confirmed chapter 13 plan. For
the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) to
dismiss the case. Payments under the confirmed plan are delinquent
in the amount of $4,350.00 with one payment(s) of $2,175.00 due
prior to the hearing on this motion.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).
The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the

creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss this chapter 13 case has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
debtor for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in
the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted because of the delinquency
under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this case. The court hereby
dismisses this case.

88. 23-21584-A-13 IN RE: CASSANDRA VISCIA
MS-5
MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
11-10-2025 [126]

MARK SHMORGON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Modify Chapter 13 Plan

Notice: LBR 3015-1(d) (2), 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by movant, approved by the trustee

Subject: Third Modified Chapter 13 Plan, filed November 10, 2025
DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). ©None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

The debtor(s) seek approval of the proposed modified Chapter 13
Plan. The plan is supported by Schedules I and J filed on November
10, 2025, ECF No. 124. The Chapter 13 trustee has filed a non-
opposition to the motion, ECF No. 132.
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CHAPTER 13 PLAN MODIFICATION

Chapter 13 plan modification is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1323,
1325, 1329 and by Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (a) (5)
and 3015 (g) and Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. “[T]he only limits on
modification are those set forth in the language of the Code itself,
coupled with the bankruptcy judge’s discretion and good judgment in
reviewing the motion to modify.” In re Powers, 202 B.R. 618, 622
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996).

Chapter 13 debtors seeking plan modification have the burden of
proving that all requirements of § 1322 (a) and (b) and § 1325(a)
have been met. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322(a)-(b), 1325(a), 1329(b) (1),
see also In re Powers, 202 B.R. at 622 (“[Section] 1329 (b) (1)
protects the parties from unwarranted modification motions by
ensuring that the proposed modifications satisfy the same standards
as required of the initial plan.”); see also In re Barnes, 32 F.3d
405, 407 (9th Cir. 1994); In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1408 (9th
Cir. 1995).

The court finds that the debtor has sustained this burden of proof.
The court will grant the motion and approve the modification.

89. 25-24184-A-13 IN RE: RANDY SWEET
DPC-1

CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P
CUSICK
9-30-2025 [13]
PATRICIA WILSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling
An order confirming plan was filed on December 8, 2025, ECF No. 24.

As such, this matter is moot. The matter will be removed from the
calendar. No further appearances are necessary.
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90. 23-22887-A-13 IN RE: ALBERTO CONDINO
DPC-4

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [60]

PAULDEEP BAINS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

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

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: Unopposed

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). ©None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

CASE DISMISSAL

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this chapter 13 case for
delinquency in payments under the confirmed chapter 13 plan. For
the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) to
dismiss the case. Payments under the confirmed plan are delinquent
in the amount of $3,280.00 with one payment(s) of $1,140.00 due
prior to the hearing on this motion.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c).
The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the

creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss this chapter 13 case has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
debtor for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in
the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted because of the delinquency
under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this case. The court hereby
dismisses this case.

91. 24-21389-A-13 IN RE: MARIA BARNETT
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-14-2025 [20]

NIKKI FARRIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted, case converted to Chapter 7
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: December 1, 2025

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinquency

Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Convert to Chapter 7

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

CASE DISMISSAL

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this chapter 13 case for
delinquency in payments under the confirmed chapter 13 plan. For
the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) to
dismiss the case. Payments under the confirmed plan are delinqgquent
in the amount of $7,180.00 with one payment(s) of $2,470.00 due
prior to the hearing on this motion.
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11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.Cc. § 1307 (c).

The debtor has responded to the motion to dismiss and concedes that
she is delinquent, ECF No. 24. Debtor states that she has lost her
job and is unable to make plan payments. Further, debtor asks that
the plan be converted to a Chapter 7 case. This case has not
previously been converted. The court will convert this case to a
Chapter 7 case.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss this chapter 13 case has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
debtor for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in
the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted because of the delinquency

under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this case. The court hereby
converts this case to Chapter 7.
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92. 25-21289-A-13 IN RE: MELINDA WARD
DPC-2

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-18-2025 [71]

CHAD JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 07/01/25

Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition filed by debtors
Disposition: Continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025
Opposition Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely
Motion to Confirm Plan Filed: December 2, 2025 - timely

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this case, asserting that
cause exists under § 1307 (c) (1) and (6) as the debtor has failed to
make all payments due under the plan. The trustee contends that the
debtor is delinquent in the amount of $14,010.00, with one
payment (s) of $4,670.00 due prior to the hearing date on this
motion.

A plan has been timely filed and set for hearing in this case. The
scheduled hearing on the confirmation is January 21, 2026, at 9:00
a.m. The court will continue the hearing on this motion to dismiss
to coincide with the hearing on the plan confirmation. TIf the
confirmation is disapproved, and the motion to dismiss has not been
withdrawn or otherwise resolved, the court may dismiss the case at
the continued hearing.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

IT IS ORDERED that the chapter 13 trustee’s motion to dismiss is
continued to January 21, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the trustee elects to oppose the
debtor’s motion to confirm, then not later than 14 days prior to the
continued hearing date the trustee shall file a status report
updating this motion to dismiss. The status report shall provide a
concise list explaining the remaining issues in the motion to
dismiss and indicate the amount of any plan delinquency. The status
report shall be succinct and shall not consist of a cut and paste of
the opposition filed by the trustee in response to the motion to
confirm the debtor’s plan.
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93. 25-24989-A-13 IN RE: MECHELE DEWS
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE TO PAY FEES
11-19-2025 [29]

Final Ruling

The case was dismissed on December 4, 2025, the order to show cause
is discharged as moot.

94. 25-25089-A-13 IN RE: SHANE/BRIANNA GATES
PLG-1

MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
10-24-2025 [12]

RABIN POURNAZARIAN/ATTY. FOR DBT.

No Ruling

95. 25-26191-A-13 IN RE: JONATHAN HARVEY
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE TO PAY FEES
11-18-2025 [12]

DEBTOR DISMISSED: 11/24/25

Final Ruling

This case was dismissed on November 24, 2025, the order to show
cause 1s discharged as moot.
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96. 23-23792-A-13 IN RE: PATSY LIDEN
DPC-1

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
11-5-2025 [28]

MOHAMMAD MOKARRAM/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Dismiss Case

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

Order: Civil minute order

Opposition Due: December 2, 2025

Opposition Filed: Unopposed

Cause: 11 U.S.C. § 1307 (c) (6) - Plan Delinqgquency
Best Interests of Creditors/Estate: Dismiss

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c). Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). ©None has been
filed. The default of the responding party is entered. The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987) .

CASE DISMISSAL

The chapter 13 trustee moves to dismiss this chapter 13 case for
delinquency in payments under the confirmed chapter 13 plan. For
the reasons stated in the motion, cause exists under § 1307 (c) (6) to
dismiss the case. Payments under the confirmed plan are delinquent
in the amount of $550.00 with one payment (s) of $665.00 due prior to
the hearing on this motion. Further, a notice of death of the debtor
was filed on October 1, 2025, but no motion for further
administration has been made.

11 U.s.C. § 1307 (c)

Except as provided in subsection (f) of this section,
on request of a party in interest or the United States
trustee and after notice and a hearing, the court may
convert a case under this chapter to a case under
chapter 7 of this title, or may dismiss a case under
this chapter, whichever is in the best interests of
creditors and the estate, for cause, including—

11 U.s.Cc. § 1307 (c).
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The court finds that dismissal is in the best interests of the
creditors and the estate. This case has not been previously
converted from a chapter 7.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The trustee’s motion to dismiss this chapter 13 case has been
presented to the court. Having entered the default of respondent
debtor for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise defend in
the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts of the
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted because of the delinquency
under the confirmed chapter 13 plan in this case. The court hereby
dismisses this case.

97. 25-25492-A-13 IN RE: AMY EDELEN
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-25-2025 [12]

JAMES KEENAN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

101



98. 21-20993-A-13 IN RE: LAUREL DUNCAN
DPC-2

CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
9-19-2025 [32]

JULIUS CHERRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.

No Ruling

99. 25-25293-A-13 IN RE: CRYSTAL SAGE
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-19-2025 [12]

DAVID CUSICK/ATTY. FOR MV.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor (s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
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the objection. L.R. 230(c) (™A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.

100. 25-25396-A-13 IN RE: KIMBERLY YATES
DPC-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK
11-19-2025 [14]

MIKALAH LIVIAKIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Objection: Trustee’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

The Chapter 13 trustee objects to confirmation of the debtor(s)
plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).
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The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the Chapter 13 trustee’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s)
shall concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to
the objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no
opposition to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a
statement to that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the
applicability of L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)

disagree with the trustee’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file and
serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the trustee’s objection to
confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed, and
include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position. If
the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the trustee shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later than
January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after January
27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
Chapter 13 trustee’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the
debtor(s) shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and
(2) file and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the parties resolve the trustee’s
objection, and there are no additional objections to confirmation
pending, then the debtor(s) may submit an order confirming the plan
which has been signed by the Chapter 13 trustee. The trustee’s
signature on the order confirming plan represents to the court that
no further objections to confirmation of the proposed plan are
pending.
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101. 25-25650-A-13 IN RE: ALEXANDER PEREZ
RAS-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY U.S. BANK TRUST
COMPANY, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
12-1-2025 [15]

DAVID COATS/ATTY. FOR MV.

Final Ruling

Objection: Creditor’s Objection to Confirmation of Plan
Notice: LBR 3015-1(c) (4), 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition
required

Disposition: Continued to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m.
Order: Civil minute order

Creditor, U.S. Bank Trust Company, National Association, objects to
confirmation of the debtor(s) plan.

Chapter 13 plan confirmation is governed by 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325
and by Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002 (b) and Local
Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1. The debtor has the burden of proving that
the plan complies with all statutory requirements of confirmation.
In re Andrews, 49 F.3d 1404, 1407-08 (9th Cir. 1995); In re Barnes,
32 F.3d 405, 407-08 (9th Cir. 1994).

The court will continue the hearing on this objection to allow the
parties to augment the evidentiary record.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

IT IS ORDERED that the hearing on this objection will be continued
to February 24, 2026, at 9:00 a.m. The court may rule in this matter
without further hearing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no later than January 6, 2026, the
debtor(s) shall do one of the following:

(A) File a Statement of No Opposition. If the debtor(s) agree
that the creditor’s objection is well taken, the debtor(s) shall
concede the merits and file a statement of non-opposition to the

objection. L.R. 230(c) (“A responding party who has no opposition
to the granting of the motion shall serve and file a statement to
that effect...); LBR 1001-1(c)-(d) (omitting the applicability of

L.R. 230 unless the court orders otherwise);

(B) Respond in Writing to the Objection. If the debtor(s)
disagrees with the creditor’s objection, the debtor(s) shall file
and serve a written response to the objection; the response shall
specifically address each issue raised in the creditor’s objection
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to confirmation, state whether the issue is disputed or undisputed,
and include admissible evidence in support of the debtor’s position.
If the debtor(s) file a response under paragraph 3(B) of this order,
then the creditor shall file and serve a reply, if any, no later
than January 27, 2026. The evidentiary record will close after
January 27, 2026; or

(C) File a Modified Plan. If the debtor(s) wish to resolve the
creditor’s objection by filing a modified plan, then the debtor(s)
shall: (1) file and serve a modified Chapter 13 plan; and (2) file
and serve a motion to confirm the modified plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any stipulation between the parties
resolving this matter must be approved and signed by the Chapter 13
trustee prior to filing with the court. The trustee’s signature on
the stipulation warrants that the terms of the proposed stipulation
do not impact the plan’s compliance with 11 U.S.C. § 1325(a).

102. 25-25531-A-13 IN RE: DASHENA WILLIAMS
BDK-2

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY QUALITY FIRST HOME
IMPROVEMENT, INC.
12-1-2025 [46]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
BENJAMIN KOEGEL/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling

103. 25-25531-A-13 IN RE: DASHENA WILLIAMS
RAS-1

OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY TOWD POINT MORTGAGE
TRUST 2022-3, U.S. BANK TRUST COMPANY, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
12-1-2025 [53]

PETER MACALUSO/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DAVID COATS/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling
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104. 25-26164-A-13 IN RE: SIE DOE
MOH-1

MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF ALLY BANK
12-2-2025 [23]

MICHAEL HAYS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Tentative Ruling
Motion: Value Collateral [Personal Property; Motor Vehicle]
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required

Disposition: Granted
Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). The default
of the respondent is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.

Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).
VALUATION OF COLLATERAL

Chapter 13 debtors may value collateral by noticed motion. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 3012. Section 506(a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides, “An
allowed claim of a creditor secured by a lien on property in which
the estate has an interest . . . is a secured claim to the extent of
the value of such creditor’s interest in the estate’s interest in
such property” and is unsecured as to the remainder. 11 U.S.C. §
506 (a) . For personal property, value is defined as “replacement
value” on the date of the petition. Id. § 506 (a) (2). For “property
acquired for personal, family, or household purposes, replacement
value shall mean the price a retail merchant would charge for
property of that kind considering the age and condition of the
property at the time value is determined.” Id. The costs of sale
or marketing may not be deducted. Id.

A debtor’s ability to value collateral consisting of a motor vehicle
is limited by the terms of the hanging paragraph of § 1325(a). See
11 U.S.C. § 1325(a) (hanging paragraph). Under this statute, a lien
secured by a motor vehicle cannot be stripped down to the
collateral’s value if: (i) the lien securing the claim is a purchase
money security interest, (ii) the debt was incurred within the 910-
day period preceding the date of the petition, and (iii) the motor
vehicle was acquired for the debtor’s personal use. 11 U.S.C. §
1325 (a) (hanging paragraph) .

In this case, the debtor seeks to value collateral consisting of a
motor vehicle described as a 2019 Cadillac Escalade Sport Utility.
The debt secured by the vehicle was not incurred within the 910-day
period preceding the date of the petition. The court values the
vehicle at $26,791.00.
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CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

The debtor’s motion to value collateral consisting of a motor
vehicle has been presented to the court. Having entered the default
of respondent for failure to appear, timely oppose, or otherwise
defend in the matter, and having considered the well-pleaded facts
of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The personal property
collateral described as a 2019 Cadillac Escalade Sport Utility has a
value of $26,791.00. No senior liens on the collateral have been
identified. The respondent has a secured claim in the amount of
$26,791.00 equal to the value of the collateral that is unencumbered
by senior liens. The respondent has a general unsecured claim for
the balance of the claim.

105. 25-24788-A-13 IN RE: SHANTINA WARD
CCR-2

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
12-2-2025 [71]

ARETE KOSTOPOULOS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
CHERYL ROUSE/ATTY. FOR MV.
SUMMIT RIDGE CONDOMINIUM HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION VS.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 355 Parkview Terrace #C-1, Vallejo, California

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default. Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014 (c). The default
of the responding party is entered. The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. V.
Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

ISSUE
Does the debtor’s right to cure an arrearage of a secured debt, 11
U.S.C. § 1322 (b) (3), (b) (5), over the life of a Chapter 13 plan

trump the 90-day redemption period applicable to homeowners’
associations, who foreclose, Cal. Civ. Code § 5715? No.
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FACTS

In 2021, the debtor had become delinquent in payments due to the
movant. Declaration of Larry Lane, ECF No. 73, 2:5-6. In 2022, the
movant had a Notice of Delinquent Assessment recorded in the
Official Records of Solano County. Id. at 2:6-8. On June 9, 2025, a
trustee’s sale of the property was held. Id. at 2:11-12. On June 13,
2025, a Certificate of Foreclosure Sale Subject to Redemption was
recorded. Ex. B, ECF No. 71.

Since, the trustee’s sale took place on June 9, 2025. Declaration,
ECF No. 73, 2:11-12. Pursuant to California Civil Code § 5715, the
debtor has 90 days after the sale to redeem the property. The
debtor’s 90-day period would have ended on September 8, 2025.

The debtor filed her bankruptcy petition on September 4, 2025. Prior
to the filing of the bankruptcy, the debtor had not redeemed the
property pursuant to California Civil Code § 5715.

Instead, the debtor proposed to cure the arrearage as authorized by
11 U.S.C. § 1325(a) (5) (b) . The debtor sought to do that by proposing
a Chapter 13 plan. Am. Plan, ECF No. 49. The plan provides for the
movant’s claim in Class 1, which pays ongoing mortgage payments and
cures the arrears over 60-months.

PROCEDURE

Movant Summit Ridge Condominium Homeowners’ Association moves for an
order terminating the automatic stay under 11 U.S.C. 362(d) (1) and
(2) . This motion has been noticed pursuant to LBR 9014-1(f) (2),
which requires no written opposition. The trustee has filed a notice
of non-opposition. The debtor has not filed any opposition.

LAW

Stay Relief

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). Cause includes
the debtor’s pre-petition loss of real property by way of
foreclosure.

Bankruptcy Code on the Right to Cure

Two subdivisions of 1322 are applicable. First, sections 1322 (b) (3)
and (b) (5) provide:

(b) Subject to subsections (a) and (c) of this
section, the plan may—

(3) provide for the curing or waiving of any
default;

(5) notwithstanding paragraph (2) of this
subsection, provide for the curing of any
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default within a reasonable time and maintenance
of payments while the case is pending on any
unsecured claim or secured claim on which the
last payment is due after the date on which the
final payment under the plan is due;

11 U.s.C. §§ 1322(b) (3), (b) (5).

Second,

section 1322 (c) (1) provides:

(c) Notwithstanding subsection (b) (2) and applicable
nonbankruptcy law—

(1) a default with respect to, or that gave rise
to, a lien on the debtor's principal residence
may be cured under paragraph (3) or (5) of
subsection

(b) until such residence is sold at a
foreclosure sale that is conducted in accordance
with applicable nonbankruptcy law.

11 U.s.C. § 1322(c) (1).

California Civil Code § 5715

The movant argues that the debtor’s ownership interest in the
property has been extinguished by the pre-petition trustee’s sale
and debtor’s failure to timely redeem the property.

California Civil Code Section 5715 provides:

Cal.

Civ.

A nonjudicial foreclosure by an association to collect
upon a debt for delinquent assessments shall be
subject to a right of redemption. The redemption
period within which the separate interest may be
redeemed from a foreclosure sale under this paragraph
ends 90 days after the sale. In addition to the
requirements of Section 2924f, a notice of sale in
connection with an association’s foreclosure of a
separate interest in a common interest development
shall include a statement that the property is being
sold subject to the right of redemption created in
this section.

Code § 5715 (emphasis added).
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11 U.s.C. § 108(b) (2)

Since the debtor’s time to redeem had not expired prior to her
bankruptcy filing, 11 U.S.C § 108 (b) (2) of the Bankruptcy Code
prevails. Section 108 (b) (2) states as follows:

Except as provided in subsection (a) of this section,
if applicable nonbankruptcy law, an order entered in a
nonbankruptcy proceeding, or an agreement fixes a
period within which the debtor or an individual
protected under section 1201 or 1301 of this title may
file any pleading, demand, notice, or proof of claim
or loss, cure a default, or perform any other similar
act, and such period has not expired before the date
of the filing of the petition, the trustee may only
file, cure, or perform, as the case may be, before the
later of—

(1) the end of such period, including any suspension

of such period occurring on or after the

commencement of the case; or

(2) 60 days after the order for relief.

11 U.S.C. § 108(b) (2) (emphasis added).
ANALYSIS

Does cause exists for stay relief where a debtor’s right of
redemption expires after a Chapter 13 petition is filed but short of
the completion of the plan? The court has found no authority for the
proposition that the 90-day right of redemption period is extended
by section 1325(b) (3), (b) (5).

Moreover, property rights are defined by state law. Butner v. United
States, 440 U.S. 48 (1979). Legislative history indicates that
Chapter 13 does not abrogate state laws giving the debtor more
extensive cure rights, such as a post-sale right to redeem the
property. March, Aheart & Shapiro, California Practice Guide:
Bankruptcy, § 410 (Rutter Group, December 2025); see also, In re
Sharp, 666 BR 906, 915-918 (9t® Cir. BAP 2025).

This is entirely consistent with the circuit law on this point. In
re Sharp, 666 BR 906, 915-918 (9t Cir. BAP 2025). There, a secured
creditor commenced a judicial foreclosure proceeding against the
debtor’s residence for failure to make payments. After a default
judgement against the debtor, a third party purchased the debtor’s
residence at a pre-petition foreclosure sale. The creditor was paid
in full. Washington recognizes a debtor right to redemption. The
debtor proposed several chapter 13 plans. The third-party purchase
objected to each plan and sought stay relief. Eventually, the
bankruptcy court confirmed the debtor’s plan, which required the
debtor to repay the third-party purchaser all costs and expenses
arising out of the purchase of the property. The bankruptcy court
also denied the motions for stay relief. The third-party creditor
appealed both orders. The Bankruptcy Appellate Pannel reversed and
held that 1322 (b) does not trump the limits imposed by state law
redemption rights.
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Even when state law provides a statutory right of
redemption, a subsequent bankruptcy filing may, at
most, temporarily extend the state redemption period
under § 108 (b). In such situations, the debtor's
remaining property interest under state law typically
becomes part of the bankruptcy estate under § 541 (a).
The automatic stay generally protects that interest—at
least until the expiration of the (extended) statutory
redemption period. At that point, under Washington
law, the debtor's lingering interest in the property
would be reduced to possession and bare legal title.

Id. at 911.

The Sharp panel noted two reasons that the debtor was not able to
avail herself of section 1322 (b) to save her property. First, since
the secured creditor had been paid in full at the foreclosure sale,
no debt existed for the purposes of redemption and the third party
had no right to any payment from the debtor.

Second, existing precedent, Wilmington Savings and Funds Society,
FSB v. Fairbanks, In re Falirbanks, 2021 WL 3578937 (9th Cir BAP,
August 12, 2021) holds that “[als a matter of federal law ‘sold at a
foreclosure sale, within the meaning of § 1322 (c) (1) [means] when
the auction concluded at the trustees sale’ - when “the gavel fell.”
Sharp, 666 B.R. at 918, citing In re Fairbanks, 2021 WL 3578937, at
*6.

The court also stated:

Even before 1994, when Congress enacted § 1322(c) (1)’s
temporal restriction on the application of §
1322 (b) (3) and (5), this Panel had adopted the “gavel
rule” as a “uniform” rule to be applied in all chapter
13 cases involving a prepetition foreclosure

sale. See In re Hurt, 158 B.R. at 160 (“the cutoff for
cure should ... be established at the foreclosure
sale”); see also *919 Oregon v. Braker (In re Braker),
125 B.R. 798, 801 (9th Cir. BAP 1991) (“[a] pre-
petition foreclosure sale prevents the application of
section 1322 (b) (5) to cure the antecedent default.”).
Under the gavel rule, the debtor lost any ability to
invoke § 1322 (b) (3) or (5) to cure any defaults and
deaccelerate the defaulted debts as soon as the gavel
fell at the foreclosure sale, regardless of whatever
post—-foreclosure rights the debtor retained in the
foreclosed property under state law. See In re Hurt,
158 B.R. at 159-60.

Sharp, 666 B.R. at 918-919 (emphasis added).

Here, the court believes that Sharp controls. It is certainly true
that the first reason in Sharp, ownership v. debt, is not applicable
because the purchaser was the secured creditor. But, the second
reason, “the gavel rule”, applies with equal force. As a result,
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after the expiration of the 60-day redemption period, extended
U.S.C. § 108 (b), the debtor had no right to cure the arrearage
section 1322 (b).

Under the circumstances, since the debtor may no longer invoke
section 1322 (b) as a means of saving her residence, the court
believes that cause exists under 11 U.S.C. § 362 (d) (1) and the
will grant the motion.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing.

Movant Summit Ridge Condominium Homeowners’ Association’s motio
relief from the automatic stay has been presented to the court.
Having entered the default of respondent for failure to appear,
timely oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter, and having
considered the well-pleaded facts of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 355 Parkview Terrace #C-1, Vallejo, Californi
to all parties in interest. The 1l4-day stay of the order under
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any
party with standing may pursue its rights against the property
pursuant to applicable non-bankruptcy law.

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

extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.
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106. 25-26792-A-13 IN RE: WILLIAM ANRIG
MOH-1

MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY O.S.T.
12-9-2025 [9]

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Extend the Automatic Stay

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Denied

Order: Civil minute order

Upon request of a party in interest, the court may extend the
automatic stay where the debtor has had one previous bankruptcy case
that was pending within the l-year period prior to the filing of the
current bankruptcy case but was dismissed. See 11 U.S.C. §

362 (c) (3) (B) . The motion and notice of hearing must be filed before
the expiration of the 30-day period following the date of the
petition. The hearing on such motion must also be completed before
the expiration of this period. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c) (3) (B). The court
must find that the filing of the later case - not the previous case
- is in good faith as to the creditors to be stayed. Id.

This statute further provides that “a case is presumptively filed
not in good faith (but such presumption may be rebutted by clear and
convincing evidence to the contrary)” in cases in which “a previous
case under any of chapters 7, 11, and 13 in which the individual was
a debtor was dismissed within such l-year period, after the debtor
failed to - [(iii1)] perform the terms of a plan confirmed by the
court.” Id. § 362(c) (3)(C) (i) (II). Here, the debtor failed to make
payments under the plan and the prior case was dismissed due to
delinquency. Case No. 25-21989, In re William Todd Anrig, Order,
ECF No. 44.

Additionally, “a case is presumptively filed not in good faith (but
such presumption may be rebutted by clear and convincing evidence to
the contrary)” in cases in which “there has not been a substantial
change in the financial or personal affairs of the debtor since the
dismissal of the next most previous case under chapter 7, 11 or 13
or any other reason to conclude that the later case will be
concluded - [(i)] 1if a case under chapter 7, with a discharge; or
[(1i1)] if a case under chapter 11 or 13, with a confirmed plan that
will be fully performed.” Id. § 362(c) (3) (C) (1) (III).

The issue is whether the debtors have rebutted the presumption of
the lack of good faith. The debtor contends that all unsecured debt
has been discharged in a recent Chapter 7 case. The plan only
provides for payment of the deed of trust against the debtor’s home.
That mortgage has a $110,900 arrearage. The plan makes no effort to
cure that arrearage, except by sale some seven months hence. The
plan provides: “Re: 3.06-3.08 [administrative Claims and secured
debts paid by the trustee] “Monthly payment to the Trustee of $2,877
commencing 1/25/2026 for seven months to allow for sale of Debtor’
residence and payment of the mortgage claim in full by the trustee
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no late than 7/31/26. Payment of any attorney fees monthly is
waived by Debtor’s attorney and will be paid by Trustee in the
amount of $6,000. At close of escrow.” Chapter 13 Plan § 7, ECF No.
17.

The lynchpin of the good faith argument is the promise to pay
ongoing mortgage payments for seven months and then sell the home.
That does not rise to the level of clear and convincing evidence of
good faith. First, there is insufficient evidence that the debtors
can make the ongoing mortgage payment of $1,783.93 during the seven-
month gap. Schedules I and J have not been filed. So, the court
cannot confirm the absence of other debt. While the debtor’s
declaration, ECF No. 12, suggests that the income and expense are
the same as in the previous Chapter 13 case, the court cannot

confirm that. The previous Chapter 13 was dismissed not by the
debtor, but on the motion of the Chapter 13 trustee for delinqgquent
plan payments. This suggests an infeasible plan insofar as adequate

protection payments are concerned.

Second, the court is not convinced there is sufficient equity to
protect the secured creditor. The debtor contends that the home is
worth $647,300 based on Zillow estimate. Anrig decl. 2:5, ECF No.
12. While the debtor could testify as to value, he has not done so.
Zillow is inadmissible hearsay. The debtor also claims the creditor
is owed $492,091. Id. at 2:3. That amount is five months stale and
has probably risen. As of the previous case the arrearage was
$110,000.

Third, were this court to extend the stay, as requested, there is no
prohibition to the debtors seeking to modify the plan, 11 U.S.C. §§

1324, 1329, and attempt to save the home by placing it in Class 1 to
pay off the arrearage.

For each of these reasons, the presumption has not been rebutted and
the motion will be denied.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms
substantially to the following form:

Debtor’s motion to extend the stay has been presented to the court.
Having considered the motion together with papers filed in support

and opposition, and having heard the arguments of counsel, if any,

IT IS ORDERED that motion is denied.
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