
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher M. Klein
Bankruptcy Judge

Sacramento, California

June 5, 2018 at 2:00 p.m.

1. 17-24000-C-13 LYNDA STOVALL CONTINUED OBJECTION TO NOTICE
PGM-3 Peter Macaluso OF MORTGAGE PAYMENT CHANGE

4-3-18 [81]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties
requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on April 3,
2018.  Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

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

The court’s decision is to xxxxxxx

     Debtor objects to HSBC Bank USA, N.A.’s Notice of Mortgage Payment Change
filed on March 5, 2018.  The notice showed a $319.29 increase in escrow
payments.  Debtor asserts that there should be no increase in the escrow amount
and additionally requests attorneys fees pursuant to § 1717 in the amount of
$1,200.00.

     Trustee filed a response indicating that the notice may be in error based
on the inclusion of $683.92 to be repaid through the bankruptcy found both on
the Notice and on the pre-petition arrears claim.  Trustee points out that the
debtor did not file a declaration.
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     HSBC Bank USA N.A., objects to the debtor’s motion.  Creditor asserts that
the escrow balance on the date of the petition was $2,173.81.  The loan’s
interest rate increased from 3.625% to 3.875% which increases the payment a bit
as well.  The escrow payments increased as well, and the escrow shortage
reported on the proof of claim should not be credited to the post-petition
escrow shortage. 

     Debtor filed a reply stating that the increase should be $593.68 rather
than $754.04 due to increase in county taxes and insurance.  Debtor also points
out that if the pre-petition arrears are cured, then there would be no escrow
shortages so it should not be counted a second time. 

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

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

     The Objection to Notice of Mortgage Payment
having been presented to the court, and upon
review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of
counsel, and good cause appearing,

     IT IS ORDERED that xxxxxxxxxx

****
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2. 13-35611-C-13 KENNETH HUSARIK AND KELLY MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
RS-3 ALLEN 4-30-18 [93]

Mark Alonso

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties
requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on April 30,
2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  Debtors’ motion includes as an Exhibit Schedule I and J filed as amended
rather than supplemental. 

B.  The Trustee believes that the modification is otherwise reasonable. 

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

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

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

The Motion to Confirm the Modified Chapter 13 Plan
filed by the Debtor having been presented to the court, and
upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan
is denied and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not confirmed.

**** 
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3. 18-20111-C-13 SHARI LAMBERT MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
BLG-1 Chad Johnson 4-11-18 [26]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

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

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  The plan fails to specifically designate a date that Trustee shall begin
making post-petition payments to Guild Mortgage.

B.  Minimum monthly dividend must be $15.00 per month but debtor’s plan
proposes $10 per month to Safe Credit Union.

The debtor filed a response indicating that the payments to Guild
Mortgage will begin April 2018 and the Trustee should not distribute to Safe
Credit Union until accrued payments total $15.00 or more. 

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is granted, Debtor’s
Chapter 13 Plan filed on April 11, 2018 is confirmed, and
counsel for the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to
the Chapter 13 Trustee for approval as to form, and if so
approved, the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

****
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4. 18-21612-C-13 NIKOLAY KALMYKOV OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Pro Se PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-1-18 [19]
Thru #6

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed May 31, 2018, the Objection to
Confirmation is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed from the calendar.

****
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5. 18-21612-C-13 NIKOLAY KALMYKOV OBJECTION TO DEBTOR'S CLAIM OF
DPC-2 Pro Se EXEMPTIONS

5-1-18 [23]
****

Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed May 31, 2018, the Objection to
Debtor’s Claim of Exemptions is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

****
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6. 18-21612-C-13 NIKOLAY KALMYKOV OBJECTION TO DISCHARGE BY DAVID
DPC-4 Pro Se P. CUSICK

5-1-18 [27]

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed May 31, 2018, the Objection to
Discharge is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed from the calendar.

****
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7. 14-29214-C-13 CLEVELAND BELLARD CONTINUED STATUS CONFERENCE RE:
RLC-1 Mary Ellen Terranella MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM

AUTOMATIC STAY
11-20-17 [48]

HUFF TRUST VS.

**NO TENTATIVE PROVIDED**
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8. 12-28518-C-13 ALEXANDER/IRINA POPLAVSKY MOTION TO DISMISS ADVERSARY
18-2031 Peter Macaluso PROCEEDING
POPLAVSKY ET AL V. LCS 5-18-18 [8]
FINANCIAL SERVICES, CORP. ET

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 18,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The Motion to Dismiss Defendant from Adversary Proceeding is granted.

Movant LCS FINANCIAL SERVICES, CORP., moves to dismiss the adversary proceeding
pursuant to FRCP 12(b)(6).  Plaintiff filed an adversary complaint for breach
of contract, quiet title, violation of CCC § 2941(d), and attorneys fees
against LCS and two JP Morgan Chase entities.  Debtor asserts that a discharge
was obtained in the bankruptcy case which stripped the junior deed of trust
lien. 

LCS asserts that it does not have, nor has it ever had, any interest in the
loan that is the subject of this lawsuit.  LCS claims to have conveyed this to
plaintiff’s counsel multiple times. 

As a result, LCS should be dismissed from the lawsuit. 

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that defendant LCS FINANCIAL
SERVICES, CORP., shall be dismissed from
adversary proceeding 18-2031.

****
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9. 18-21721-C-13 KYLE WILLIS OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Marc Caraska PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-8-18 [21]
Thru #10
****

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 8,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  Debtor is delinquent in plan payments in the amount of $85.00. 

B.  The plan is not filed in good faith where the debtor fails to report income
earned by his spouse.

C.  Debtor has claimed exemptions under CCP § 703.140(b) but has not filed a
spousal waiver.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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10. 18-21721-C-13 KYLE WILLIS OBJECTION TO DEBTOR'S CLAIM OF
DPC-2 Marc Caraska EXEMPTIONS

5-8-18 [25]

****
Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 8,
2018.  Twenty eight days’ notice is required.  That requirement is met.

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

Chapter 13 Trustee opposes Debtor’s exemptions the basis that:

A.  Debtor has failed to file a spousal waiver for the use of California State
Exemptions under § 703.140.  Therefore, the exemption should be disallowed.

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

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

The Objection to Exemptions filed by the Chapter 13
Trustee having been presented to the court, and upon review of
the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to Exemptions is
sustained.

**** 
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11. 17-28427-C-13 ROBIN/THOMAS HARLAND MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
RLC-2 Stephen Reynolds 4-13-18 [62]

Thru #12

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

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

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  The plan indicates mortgage arrears to America’s Servicing Company are
$27,708.65 and proposes monthly dividend of $461.81.  The proof of claim
however lists arrears at $32,286.95 which is a monthly payment of $539.00.

B.  The plan indicates that $2,000 in attorneys fees have been paid already,
and $4,000 will be paid through the plan.  The trustee requests that only
$4,000 total be allowed.

C.  The motion  states that it will pay 100% to unsecured creditors, however
Section 3.14 of the plan states that unsecured creditors will get 55%.

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

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

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

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

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

****
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12. 17-28427-C-13 ROBIN/THOMAS HARLAND MOTION TO APPROVE ADEQUATE
RLC-3 Stephen Reynolds PROTECTION STIPULATION

4-13-18 [59]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

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

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

The Motion to Approve Adequate Protection Stipulation is xxxxxxxxxxxx  .

Debtors move for court approval to enter into a stipulation with Deutsche Bank
National Trust Co.  The stipulation requires the debtors to maintain the
payments to Wells Fargo and in the event of a default, Wells Fargo can obtain
an order containing § 362(d)(4) relief.

Trustee filed a response indicating that:

1.  The creditor previously obtained an order that no automatic stay went into
effect in this case.

2.  The stipulation potentially binds unknown third parties if a § 362(d)(4)
order is granted.

3.  The Stipulation seeks an order that “Any federal, state, or local
government unit that accepts notices of interest or liens in real property
shall accept any certified copy of this order for indexing and recording.” The
Trustee questions whether such language is appropriate as it affects
governmental units. 

4.  The stipulation only requires that the debtor be notified of a default, but
the Trustee does not think it proper to have a situation where relief can be
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granted without notice to the Trustee. 

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

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

The Motion to Approve Adequate Protection Payment
Stipulation, filed by the Debtor having been presented to the court,
and upon review of the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel,
and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED xxxxxxx.

****
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13. 17-28131-C-13 LINDA WOOLEY MOTION TO WITHDRAW CLAIM NUMBER
18-2036 Rick Morin 5
BMM-1
WOOLEY V. RESURGENT CAPITAL 4-25-18 [7]
SERVICES LP ET AL

Thru #14

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed May 25, 2018, the Motion to Withdraw
Claim is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed from the calendar.

****
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14. 17-28131-C-13 LINDA WOOLEY MOTION TO WITHDRAW CLAIM NUMBER
18-2037 Rick Morin 6
BMM-1
WOOLEY V. RESURGENT CAPITAL 4-25-18 [7]
SERVICES LP ET AL

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed May 25, 2018, the Motion to Withdraw
Claim is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed from the calendar.

****
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15. 18-22033-C-13 MARIA VALENCIA DE LOPEZ OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Gary Fraley PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-8-18 [13]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 8,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  The plan fails liquidation analysis.  Debtor’s non-exempt assets total
$16,047.00 and debtor proposes a 28% dividend to unsecured creditors, which
totals $13,933.00.

B.  Debtor scheduled Wells Fargo with a $98,585.12 mortgage.  However, this is
not provided for in the plan.

C.  The plan has a monthly dividend of $0 to pay attorneys fees of $4,000.00. 

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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16. 18-22834-C-13 RICARDO SANCHEZ MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY
PGM-1 Peter Macaluso 5-21-18 [15]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, and
Office of the United States Trustee on May 21, 2018. Fourteen days’ notice
is required. That requirement was met. 

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

The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay is denied.

Debtor seeks to have the provisions of the automatic stay provided
by 11 U.S.C. § 362(c) extended beyond thirty days in this case. This is
Debtor’s second bankruptcy case within the last twelve months. Debtor’s
first bankruptcy case (No.  17-28284) was filed on December 22, 2017 and
dismissed on March 26, 2018, for Debtor’s failure to make plan payments,
failure to file tax returns, and failure to provide tax returns to the
Trustee. Therefore, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(2)(A), the provisions of
the automatic stay end as to Debtor thirty days after filing.  

Upon motion of a party in interest and after notice and hearing, the
court may order the provisions extended beyond thirty days if the filing of
the subsequent petition was filed in good faith. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(B).
The subsequently filed case is presumed to be filed in bad faith if Debtor
failed to file documents as required by the court without substantial
excuse. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(C)(i)(II)(aa). The presumption of bad faith
may be rebutted by clear and convincing evidence. Id. at § 362(c)(3)(c).

In determining if good faith exists, the court considers the
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totality of the circumstances. In re Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. 811, 814 (Bankr.
N.D. Cal. 2006); see also Laura B. Bartell, staying the Serial Filer -
Interpreting the New Exploding Stay Provisions of § 362(c)(3) of the
Bankruptcy Code, 82 Am. Bankr. L.J. 201, 209-210 (2008). Courts consider
many factors - including those used to determine good faith under §§ 1307(
and 1325(a) - but the two basic issues to determine good faith under 11
U.S.C. § 362(c)(3) are:

1. Why was the previous plan filed?

2. What has changed so that the present plan is likely to succeed?  
 

Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. at 814-815.

Here, debtor asserts that he has the income to make plan payments
and has not filed in bad faith. 

Trustee filed an opposition to the motion contending that the debtor
has not shown a change of circumstances.  This is the debtor’s third case. 
In neither of the first two cases did the debtor make a single payment to
the Trustee.  Debtor asserts that he was offered employment, but Schedule I
does not reflect any information regarding the employment offer.

Debtor has substantially similar income and expenses in this case
compared to debtor’s previous case.  The court does not see any changed
circumstances whatsoever that would convince the court to extend the stay. 

The motion is denied.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
denied.

****   
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17. 18-22839-C-13 ROBERT STANLEY MOTION TO EXTEND AUTOMATIC STAY
MET-1 Mary Ellen Terranella 5-15-18 [11]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, and
Office of the United States Trustee on May 15, 2018. Fourteen days’ notice
is required. That requirement was met. 

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

The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay is granted.

Debtor seeks to have the provisions of the automatic stay provided
by 11 U.S.C. § 362(c) extended beyond thirty days in this case. This is
Debtor’s second bankruptcy case within the last twelve months. Debtor’s
first bankruptcy case (No. 16-28195) was filed on December 13, 2016 and
dismissed on January 21, 2018, for Debtor’s failure to make plan payments.
Therefore, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(2)(A), the provisions of the
automatic stay end as to Debtor thirty days after filing.  

Debtor additionally requests relief from the provisions of
§ 362(d)(4).

Upon motion of a party in interest and after notice and hearing, the
court may order the provisions extended beyond thirty days if the filing of
the subsequent petition was filed in good faith. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(B).
The subsequently filed case is presumed to be filed in bad faith if Debtor
failed to file documents as required by the court without substantial
excuse. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(C)(i)(II)(aa). The presumption of bad faith
may be rebutted by clear and convincing evidence. Id. at § 362(c)(3)(c).
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In determining if good faith exists, the court considers the
totality of the circumstances. In re Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. 811, 814 (Bankr.
N.D. Cal. 2006); see also Laura B. Bartell, staying the Serial Filer -
Interpreting the New Exploding Stay Provisions of § 362(c)(3) of the
Bankruptcy Code, 82 Am. Bankr. L.J. 201, 209-210 (2008). Courts consider
many factors - including those used to determine good faith under §§ 1307(
and 1325(a) - but the two basic issues to determine good faith under 11
U.S.C. § 362(c)(3) are:

1. Why was the previous plan filed?

2. What has changed so that the present plan is likely to succeed?  
 

Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. at 814-815.

Here, the debtor fell behind plan payments due to needing to find
new real estate for his business.  Debtor had other problems in the
business.  The debtor has since adapted and continuing operating the
business in a stable manner.

Debtor has sufficiently rebutted the presumption of bad faith under
the facts of this case and the prior case for the court to extend the
automatic stay.  Additionally, debtor has shown a good faith intention to
pay secured creditors and will be relieved of the provisions of § 362(d)(4).

The motion is granted and the automatic stay is extended for all
purposes, unless terminated by further order of this court.

The Trustee filed a non-opposition to the motion.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted and the automatic stay is extended
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(B) for all
purposes, unless terminated by further order
of this court.

****   
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18. 16-28040-C-13 AMY LOAFEA MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
BLG-3 Chad Johnson 4-24-18 [49]

****
Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 24, 2018. 35 days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the
notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(d)(2), 9014-1(f)(1), and
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3015(g).  The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). 
Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief requested
by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir.
2006).  Therefore, the defaults of the respondent and other parties in
interest are entered.  Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral
argument.  The court will issue its ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

 The Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan is granted.

11 U.S.C. § 1329 permits a debtor to modify a plan after
confirmation. Debtors have filed evidence in support of confirmation. No
opposition to the Motion was filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee or creditors.
The Modified Plan complies with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325(a), and 1329, and
is confirmed. 

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtors’ Chapter 13 Plan filed on April
24, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for the Debtors
shall prepare an appropriate order confirming the
Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to the
Chapter 13 Trustee for approval as to form, and if
so approved, the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the
proposed order to the court.

****
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19. 18-21840-C-13 BRIAN/KIMBERLEE SWANSON OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
RE-1 Matthew DeCaminada PLAN BY BERNARDO ROSARIO,

MONICA ROSARIO, MARIA ROSARIO,
AND GABRIELA ROSARIO
5-10-18 [22]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 10,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to xxxxxx the Objection. 

Creditors Bernardo, Monica, Maria, and Gabriella Rosario object to the
plan on the basis that the plan does not account for their claims.  Creditors
were victims of a high speed auto accident involving the debtors’ daughter
driving a car owned by the debtors. 

Debtors respond that the creditors have not filed a proof of claim and
have not received a judgment on behalf of their claims in state court. 

The court notes that a claim has since been filed.  A motion for
relief from stay came before the court on June 5, 2018 at 1:30 p.m.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that xxxxxxxx.

****
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20. 18-22042-C-13 MARGARET ROBINSON OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
AP-1 Peter Macaluso PLAN BY METLIFE SECURITIZATION

TRUST 2017-1, WILMINGTON
Thru #21 SAVINGS FUND SOCIETY, FSB

5-10-18 [38]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 10,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

Creditor MetLife Securitization Trustee 2017-1, Wilmington Savings
Fund Society, FSB, objects to the chapter 13 plan as the plan does not provide
for the full value of the creditor’s claim as it fails to properly provide for
the creditor’s pre-petition arrears. 

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Objection to Confirmation is
sustained.

****
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21. 18-22042-C-13 MARGARET ROBINSON OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Peter Macaluso PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-8-18 [29]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on October 4,
2017. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  Debtor proposes to value the secured claim of Golden One Credit Union but
has not filed a motion to value.

B.  The plan may not be the debtor’s best effort where debtor has certain
deductions that she is not entitled to.

C.  Debtor cannot make the payments required where the plan proposes
contributing $5,000 from tax returns but debtor’s most recent tax return showed
a refund of only a total of $3,432.00.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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22. 18-20945-C-13 LYUBOV ROMANOVICH OBJECTION TO DEBTOR'S CLAIM OF
DPC-4 Pro Se EXEMPTIONS

5-3-18 [40]

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Chapter 13 case having been dismissed June 1, 2018 the Objection to
Debtor’s Claim of Exemptions is dismissed as moot, and the matter is removed
from the calendar.

****
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23. 18-21747-C-13 JENNY DUMDUMAYA OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Richard Jare PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-2-18 [29]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 2,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  Debtor has failed to provide the Trustee with proof of income listed on
Schedule I and has not provided a business questionnaire, profit and loss
statements, bank statements, and required business attachment.

B.  Debtor asserts that she does not have any real property, however 30 minutes
prior to filing the petition she handed her husband a quit claim deed to any
interest in 1110 Bunker Ct., Fairfield, CA.  Debtor resides at the residence. 

C.  Debtor cannot make plan payments where debtor has failed to indicate who
the relatives are that contribute income and failed to provide declarations
from such contributing relatives.

D.  Plan is not debtor’s best effort where debtor does nto pay rent but has
deducted an expense for rent on Schedule J. 

June 5, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. - Page 36

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-21747
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=611547&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-21747&rpt=SecDocket&docno=29


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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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24. 15-21848-C-13 JOHN/JACLYN LABARBERA MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
DBL-5 Bruce Dwiggins 4-24-18 [146]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

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

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  The plan will complete in more than 60 months, however debtor need only
raise plan payments by $5.00 per month to make the plan work.

B.  Debtor filed supplemental schedules that seem to omit 3 dependents without
explanation.  The expenses do not make sense for two people, but Schedule J no
longer mentions three minor children. 

C.  The filings state that this is debtor’s second modified plan but it is in
fact the fourth modified plan. 

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

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

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

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

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

**** 
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25. 18-21750-C-13 PATRICIA RIVAS OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
AP-1 Pro Se PLAN BY WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.

5-3-18 [33]
Thru #26

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 3,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

The Creditor, Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., objects to the plan because it
does not provide for the full value of the creditor’s claim and it does not
promptly cure the pre-petition arrears claimed by the creditor. 

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****

June 5, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. - Page 41



26. 18-21750-C-13 PATRICIA RIVAS OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Pro Se PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-1-18 [27]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 1,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  Debtor is delinquent in plan payments in the amount of $525.00.  Debtor has
paid $0 into the plan to date.

B.  The plan fails to list any creditors in Class 1-4 and debtor fails to
provide a dividend to unsecured creditors. 

C.  Debtor may not be eligible for chapter 13 where she does not have
sufficient regular income to pay a chapter 13 plan.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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27. 12-41157-C-13 GREGORY/MONICA PATTERSON CONTINUED MOTION TO DETERMINE
PLC-18 Peter Cianchetta  FINAL CURE AND MORTGAGE PAYMENT

RULE 3002.1
4-12-18 [157]

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The parties having filed a stipulation, Dckt.  173, and the court having signed
the stipulation and request for continuance, Dckt.  175, the court continues
the Motion to Determine Final Cure and Mortgage Payment Rule 3002.1 to June
265, 2018 at 2:00 p.m.

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Determine Final Cure
and Mortgage Payment Rule 3002.1 is continued to June 26, 2018
at 2:00 p.m.

****
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28. 17-27257-C-13 JESSE ORTIZ CONTINUED MOTION TO CONFIRM
PGM-3 Peter Macaluso PLAN

2-13-18 [80]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

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

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  Debtors’ plan fails to provide for the Internal Revenue Service’s secured
claim. 

Debtor’s Response

Debtor requests continuance to allow time for the IRS to amend their
claim as Debtor has filed his 2016 federal and state tax returns.

The court agreed that a continuance under the circumstances was
warranted and continued the hearing to June 5, 2018.  The court notes that the
IRS appears to have amended its claim on March 21, 2018.  The IRS still asserts
a claim that is not provided for in the plan, therefore the Motion to Confirm
is denied.

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Motion to Confirm the Plan is
denied.

****
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29. 15-27461-C-13 MEGAN CANADY MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
SDB-2 W. Scott de Bie 4-23-18 [41]

****
Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 23, 2018. 35 days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the
notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(d)(2), 9014-1(f)(1), and
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3015(g).  The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). 
Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief requested
by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir.
2006).  Therefore, the defaults of the respondent and other parties in
interest are entered.  Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral
argument.  The court will issue its ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

 The Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan is granted.

11 U.S.C. § 1329 permits a debtor to modify a plan after
confirmation. Debtors have filed evidence in support of confirmation. No
opposition to the Motion was filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee or creditors.
The Modified Plan complies with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325(a), and 1329, and
is confirmed. 

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtors’ Chapter 13 Plan filed on April
23, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for the Debtors
shall prepare an appropriate order confirming the
Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to the
Chapter 13 Trustee for approval as to form, and if
so approved, the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the
proposed order to the court.

****
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30. 17-28363-C-13 CHESTER JIMERSON AND CONTINUED MOTION TO EXTEND
DNL-3 SUNITA RANI DEADLINE TO FILE A COMPLAINT

Stephen Murphy OBJECTING TO DISCHARGE OF THE
DEBTOR
3-14-18 [34]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties
requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on March 14,
2018.  Twenty-eight days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

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

The Motion to Extend Deadline is xxxxxxx.

Chapter 7 Trustee moves for an order to extend the deadline to file a complaint
objecting to discharge.  Trustee brought to debtors’ attention a number of
inaccuracies in their initial filings.  Debtors have corrected some but not all
of the inaccuracies. 

Debtors filed a motion converting this case to one under chapter 13.  Debtors
filed two oppositions to the motion.  First, debtors assert that the trustee
has asserted no authority for extending the deadline.  Debtors admit that a
property was inadvertently left off of the schedules.  Debtors assert that the
trustee no longer is a party in interest after this case was converted to
chapter 13. 

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

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

     The Motion to Extend Deadline filed by the Chapter 7 Trustee,
having been presented to the court, and upon review of the
pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,
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     IT IS ORDERED that xxxxxxxxxxx

****
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31. 18-21764-C-13 ANGELA MCPHAILL OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-2 Candace Brooks PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-1-18 [22]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 1,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  Debtor failed to attend the first meeting of creditors.

B.  Debtor is delinquent in plan payments in the amount of $100.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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32. 18-22168-C-13 RENEE COCHRAN CONTINUED MOTION TO EXTEND
SDH-2 Scott Hughes AUTOMATIC STAY

4-16-18 [11]
****

Tentative Ruling:  The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay was properly set
for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1). 
Consequently, the Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any
other parties in interest were required to file a written response or
opposition to the motion.

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, and
Office of the United States Trustee on April 16, 2018.  Twenty eight days’
notice is required. That requirement was met. 

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

The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay is denied.

Debtor seeks to have the provisions of the automatic stay provided
by 11 U.S.C. § 362(c) extended beyond thirty days in this case. This is
Debtor’s second bankruptcy case within the last twelve months. Debtor’s
first bankruptcy case (No. 17-26231) was filed on September 9, 2017 and
dismissed on March 6, 2018, for Debtor’s failure to make plan payments.
Therefore, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(2)(A), the provisions of the
automatic stay end as to Debtor thirty days after filing.  

Upon motion of a party in interest and after notice and hearing, the
court may order the provisions extended beyond thirty days if the filing of
the subsequent petition was filed in good faith. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(B).
The subsequently filed case is presumed to be filed in bad faith if Debtor
failed to file documents as required by the court without substantial
excuse. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(C)(i)(II)(aa). The presumption of bad faith
may be rebutted by clear and convincing evidence. Id. at § 362(c)(3)(c).

In determining if good faith exists, the court considers the
totality of the circumstances. In re Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. 811, 814 (Bankr.
N.D. Cal. 2006); see also Laura B. Bartell, staying the Serial Filer -
Interpreting the New Exploding Stay Provisions of § 362(c)(3) of the
Bankruptcy Code, 82 Am. Bankr. L.J. 201, 209-210 (2008). Courts consider
many factors - including those used to determine good faith under §§ 1307(
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and 1325(a) - but the two basic issues to determine good faith under 11
U.S.C. § 362(c)(3) are:

1. Why was the previous plan filed?

2. What has changed so that the present plan is likely to succeed?  
 

Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. at 814-815.

In the prior case, debtor was trying to stop foreclosure and fell
behind on plan payments because she miscalculated when the first payment was
due and her ability to make the payments.  She has not redone her budget and
reduced expenses. 

Trustee filed a response indicating that it is uncertain if the plan
is confirmable where the debtor proposes payment to Wells Fargo of $1,451.86
but the creditor has filed a notice of Mortgage Payment Change indicating
monthly payment of $1,671.87.

Debtor has not sufficiently rebutted the presumption of bad faith
under the facts of this case and the prior case for the court to extend the
automatic stay.  The plan does not appear confirmable.  Debtor struggled to
make plan payments in the previous case and has already changed her expenses
and income to provide for payments.  The court does not see where another
$220 per month will come from.  

The motion is granted and the automatic stay is extended for all
purposes, unless terminated by further order of this court.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
denied.

**** 
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33. 14-27269-C-13 CLINTON TRIPP MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
SJD-2 Susan Dodds 4-12-18 [37]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors, parties
requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee on April 12,
2018.  Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  The debtor’s plan has wrong section numbers for sections 2.02-2.04.

B.  The motion does not cite applicable legal basis.

C.  The debtor does not authorize payments to be made to general unsecured
creditors under the confirmed plan.

D.  Trustee is uncertain if debtor has ability to pay where the most recent
Schedules I and J were filed in 2014.

E.  The debtor’s motion and notice refer to Second Amended Chapter 13 Plan
while the filed plan is titled Second Modified Chapter 13 Plan. 

Debtor responded that the section misnumbering mistake has been
corrected moving forward, and this specific misnumbering can be corrected in an
order confirming.  Debtor will add language allowing the Trustee to make
disbursements in the order confirming.  Debtor’s income and expenses have not
changed from 2014. 

The court is convinced that the Trustee’s issues can be addressed in
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an order confirming.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is granted, Debtor’s
Chapter 13 Plan filed on April 12, 2018 is confirmed, and
counsel for the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to
the Chapter 13 Trustee for approval as to form, and if so
approved, the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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34. 18-20570-C-13 MATTHEW KENNEDY CONTINUED OBJECTION TO
DPC-1 Matthew Hays CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY DAVID

P. CUSICK
3-14-18 [22]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on March 14,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

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

B.  Debtor has failed to file income taxes for 2013-2016.

C.  Debtor’s plan fails to provide for a judgment lien listed on Schedule F in
the amount of $110,255.34.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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35. 18-21274-C-13 KEITH/TABITHA BOLKISH MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
PGM-1 Peter Macaluso 4-24-18 [22]

****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

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

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

 The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on
April 24, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for
the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for
approval as to form, and if so approved, the
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Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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36. 17-25275-C-13 MANUEL QUARESMA MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
CA-3 Michael Croddy 4-27-18 [54]

****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 27, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was
met. 

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

 The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on
April 27, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for
the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for
approval as to form, and if so approved, the
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Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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37. 18-20375-C-13 ANGELA JAMES MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
TAG-1 Aubrey Jacobsen 4-20-18 [23]

****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 20, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was
met. 

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

 The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on
April 20, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for
the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for
approval as to form, and if so approved, the
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Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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38. 17-26978-C-13 RICHARD/LINDA STROM MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
NUU-3 Chinonye Ugorji 4-19-18 [84]

Thru #39
****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 19, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was
met. 

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

 The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on
April 19, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for
the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
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proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for
approval as to form, and if so approved, the
Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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39. 17-26978-C-13 RICHARD/LINDA STROM OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
PPR-4 Chinonye Ugorji PLAN BY WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.

5-15-18 [93]

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

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

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

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

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

The court’s decision is to overrule the Objection. 

The Creditor, Wells Fargo Bank N.A., opposes confirmation of the Plan
on the basis that the plan contains additional provisions in sections 7.07 and
7.08 that require “a complicated ‘Ex Parte’ Motion for Relief” in the event of
a default under the plan. 

The additional provisions appear to allow the creditor to move for
relief from stay on an ex parte basis if certain defaults occur.  Section 7.08
specifically that Carrington can file a motion for relief from stay on any
other grounds and set the motion for hearing pursuant to the normal rules.  The
court will overrule the creditor’s objection to confirmation.

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is overruled.

****
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40. 17-27779-C-13 REINA MONTES MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
PGM-2 Peter Macaluso 4-24-18 [49]

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

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling.  
----------------------------------- 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - Hearing Required. 

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

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

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

The Trustee opposes confirmation on the basis that:

A.  Debtor is delinquent in plan payments in the amount of $400.00.  Debtor has
paid $7,600.00 into the plan to date.

B.  Debtor cannot make plan payments where debtor’s net income is $1,600.00 and
the plan contemplates $2,650.00 per month after the 24th month.

Debtor replied that debtor will be current at of the date of the
hearing.  Debtor states that the plan payment increase is due to a projected
refinance.

The court does not have evidence that the debtor has made such
payments. The Plan does not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a) and is
not confirmed.

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

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

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

****
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41. 17-26980-C-13 LEE WILLIAMS MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN
WW-2 Mark Wolff 4-27-18 [28]

****
Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) Motion - No Opposition Filed.

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 27, 2018. 35 days’ notice is required. That requirement was met. 

The Motion to Confirm the Plan has been set for hearing on the
notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(d)(2), 9014-1(f)(1), and
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3015(g).  The failure of the
respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1)(ii) is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of
nonopposition.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). 
Further, because the court will not materially alter the relief requested
by the moving party, an actual hearing is unnecessary. See Law Offices of
David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir.
2006).  Therefore, the defaults of the respondent and other parties in
interest are entered.  Upon review of the record there are no disputed
material factual issues and the matter will be resolved without oral
argument.  The court will issue its ruling from the parties’ pleadings.

 The Motion to Confirm the Modified Plan is granted.

11 U.S.C. § 1329 permits a debtor to modify a plan after
confirmation. Debtors have filed evidence in support of confirmation. No
opposition to the Motion was filed by the Chapter 13 Trustee or creditors.
The Modified Plan complies with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322, 1325(a), and 1329, and
is confirmed. 

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtors’ Chapter 13 Plan filed on April
27, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for the Debtors
shall prepare an appropriate order confirming the
Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the proposed order to the
Chapter 13 Trustee for approval as to form, and if
so approved, the Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the
proposed order to the court.

****
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42. 18-21986-C-13 TIMOTHY CLARK FINAL HEARING RE: MOTION TO
PGM-2 Peter Macaluso IMPOSE AUTOMATIC STAY

4-11-18 [23]

Thru #43

****
Tentative Ruling:  The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay was properly set
for hearing on the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(3). 
Consequently, the Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any
other parties in interest were not required to file a written response or
opposition to the motion.  If any of these potential respondents appear at
the hearing and offers opposition to the motion, the court will set a
briefing schedule and a final hearing unless there is no need to develop the
record further.  If no opposition is offered at the hearing, the court will
take up the merits of the motion.  

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling, rendered on the assumption that
there will be no opposition to the motion.  If there is opposition
presented, the court will consider the opposition and whether further
hearing is proper pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2)(iii).  
----------------------------------- 
 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(3) Motion.

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, creditors, and
Office of the United States Trustee on April 11, 2018.  The matter was set
pursuant to an order shortening time.

     The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay was properly set for hearing on
the notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(3).  The Debtor,
Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest
were not required to file a written response or opposition to the motion. 

The Motion to Extend the Automatic Stay is granted.

Debtor files this motion as a Motion to Impose Automatic Stay, but
the court notes that this is essentially a Motion to Extend the Automatic
Stay. Debtor seeks to have the provisions of the automatic stay provided by
11 U.S.C. § 362(c) extended beyond thirty days in this case. This is
Debtor’s third bankruptcy case within the last twelve months. Debtor’s first
bankruptcy case (No. 17-27295) was filed on November 2, 2017 and dismissed
on November 13, 2017, for Debtor’s failure to file all necessary documents. 
The debtor’s second bankruptcy case (No.  17-27928) was filed on December 5,
2017, and was converted to chapter 13 on January 10, 2018, before being
dismissed on March 21, 2018 for failure to file a plan.  The court notes
that debtor’s motion indicates that the second case started as a chapter 13
and was converted to 7, but a study of the docket shows that the case was
filed as a chapter 7 and converted to chapter 13 prior to dismissal.
Therefore, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(2)(A), the provisions of the
automatic stay end as to Debtor thirty days after filing.  
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Upon motion of a party in interest and after notice and hearing, the
court may order the provisions extended beyond thirty days if the filing of
the subsequent petition was filed in good faith. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(B).
The subsequently filed case is presumed to be filed in bad faith if Debtor
failed to file documents as required by the court without substantial
excuse. 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(3)(C)(i)(II)(aa). The presumption of bad faith
may be rebutted by clear and convincing evidence. Id. at § 362(c)(3)(c).

In determining if good faith exists, the court considers the
totality of the circumstances. In re Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. 811, 814 (Bankr.
N.D. Cal. 2006); see also Laura B. Bartell, staying the Serial Filer -
Interpreting the New Exploding Stay Provisions of § 362(c)(3) of the
Bankruptcy Code, 82 Am. Bankr. L.J. 201, 209-210 (2008). Courts consider
many factors - including those used to determine good faith under §§ 1307(
and 1325(a) - but the two basic issues to determine good faith under 11
U.S.C. § 362(c)(3) are:

1. Why was the previous plan filed?

2. What has changed so that the present plan is likely to succeed?  
 

Elliot-Cook, 357 B.R. at 814-815.

DISCUSSION

The court continued this hearing for a number of reasons outlined in 
order filed April 30, 2018, Dckt.  52.  Among the suggestions of the court
was the hiring of a real estate broker.  The debtor appears to have filed a
motion to employ.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed a supplemental response on May 17, 2018
asserting that the trustee no longer opposes the motion.  Imposition of the
automatic stay is warranted in this situation.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted and the automatic stay is imposed
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(B) for all
purposes, unless terminated by further order
of this court.

****   

June 5, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. - Page 72



43. 18-21986-C-13 TIMOTHY CLARK MOTION TO EMPLOY GREGORY H.
PGM-3 Peter Macaluso PARMETT AS REALTOR(S)

4-30-18 [46]
****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor , Debtor’s Attorney, Chapter 13
Trustee, parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States
Trustee on April 30, 2018. 28 days’ notice is required.

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

The Motion to Employ Gregory H Parmett is granted.

Debtor moves for permission to employ Gregory H Parmett to assist the
debtor in the marketing and sale of the real property located at 3900 Y Street,
Sacramento, CA.  Parmett will receive a 6% commission on the sale of the
property. 

Chapter 13 Trustee does not oppose the motion.

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted and the automatic stay is imposed
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(c)(4)(B) for all
purposes, unless terminated by further order of
this court.

****
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44. 18-20692-C-13 THOMAS RENOIS MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
SDH-1 Scott Hughes 4-10-18 [23]

****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 10, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was
met. 

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

 The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on
April 10, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for
the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for
approval as to form, and if so approved, the

June 5, 2018 at 2:00 p.m. - Page 74

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-20692
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery//MainContent.aspx?caseID=609642&rpt=Docket&dcn=SDH-1
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=18-20692&rpt=SecDocket&docno=23


Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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45. 18-20794-C-13 COREY STIPP MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
MJD-1 Matthew DeCaminada 4-25-18 [26]

****

Final Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Chapter 13 Trustee, all creditors,
parties requesting special notice, and Office of the United States Trustee
on April 25, 2018. Forty-two days’ notice is required. That requirement was
met. 

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

 The Motion to Confirm the Amended Plan is granted.

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

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is
granted, Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan filed on
April 25, 2018 is confirmed, and counsel for
the Debtor shall prepare an appropriate order
confirming the Chapter 13 Plan, transmit the
proposed order to the Chapter 13 Trustee for
approval as to form, and if so approved, the
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Chapter 13 Trustee will submit the proposed
order to the court.

**** 
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46. 18-21998-C-13 OSCAR/YESENIA RANGEL OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
DPC-1 Peter Cianchetta PLAN BY DAVID P. CUSICK

5-8-18 [13]

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

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

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

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 8,
2018. Fourteen days’ notice is required.

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

The court’s decision is to sustain the Objection. 

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

A.  The plan does not provide all of debtor’s projected disposable income where
debtor is not proposing to pay all future tax refunds into the plan.

B.  The plan fails to list a monthly dividend to pay attorney fees. 

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

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

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

IT IS ORDERED that Objection to confirmation of the
Plan is sustained and the proposed Chapter 13 Plan is not
confirmed.

****
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47. 17-26999-C-13 RADOSLAV DONKOV AND CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CLAIM OF
DPR-1 SVETLANA DONKOVA FV-1, INC., CLAIM NUMBER 3

David Ritzinger 1-3-18 [28]

****
Final  Ruling: No appearance at the June 5, 2018 hearing is required. 
------------------------------ 

The Debtors having filed a “Withdrawal of Motion” for the pending Objection to
Claim, the court interpreting the "Withdrawal of Motion" to be an ex parte
motion pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041 for the court to dismiss without prejudice
the Objection to Claim, and good cause appearing, the court dismisses without
prejudice the Chapter 13 Debtors’ Objection to Claim.

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

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

An Objection to Claim having been filed by the Chapter
13 Debtors, the Chapter 13 Debtors having filed an ex parte
motion to  dismiss the Objection without prejudice pursuant to
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, dismissal of the Motion
being consistent with the opposition filed, and good cause
appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Objection to Claim is dismissed
without prejudice.

****
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48. 17-26681-C-13 KEITH JOHNSON MOTION TO VACATE DISMISSAL OF
TAG-2 Aubrey Jacobson CASE O.S.T.

5-30-18 [43]

****
Tentative Ruling:  The Motion to Vacate was properly set for hearing on the
notice required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(3).  Consequently, the
Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in
interest were not required to file a written response or opposition to the
motion.  If any of these potential respondents appear at the hearing and offers
opposition to the motion, the court will set a briefing schedule and a final
hearing unless there is no need to develop the record further.  If no
opposition is offered at the hearing, the court will take up the merits of the
motion.  

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

     Below is the court's tentative ruling, rendered on the assumption that
there will be no opposition to the motion.  If there is opposition presented,
the court will consider the opposition and whether further hearing is proper
pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(2)(iii).  
----------------------------------- 
 
Local Rule 9014-1(f)(3) Motion.  OST.

Correct Notice Provided.  The Proof of Service states that the Motion and
supporting pleadings were served on Debtor and Debtor’s Attorney on May 30,
2018.

The Motion to Vacate was properly set for hearing on the notice
required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(3) and the procedure authorized by
Local Bankruptcy Rule 3015-1(c)(4).  The Debtor, Creditors, the Trustee, the
U.S. Trustee, and any other parties in interest were not required to file a
written response or opposition to the motion. 

The court’s decision is to grant the Motion. 

Debtor moves the court for an order vacating the order dismissing
pursuant to FRCP 60(b).  A modified plan was filed on May 29, 2018, one day
before the case was dismissed.  The plan is set for hearing on July 17, 2018. 
Debtor has tendered a check to the office of the Trustee and is therefore
current under the terms of the modified plan. 

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

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

The Motion to Vacate filed by the debtor having been
presented to the court, and upon review of the pleadings,
evidence, arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion to Vacate is granted and
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the court’s order dismissing the case on May 31, 2018, Dckt. 
51, is vacated.

****
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