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

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

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

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

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



UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher D. Jaime
Bankruptcy Judge

Sacramento, California

June 22, 2021 at 1:00 p.m.

1. 21-21302-B-13 PETER/REBECCA ORNELAS OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
RAS-1 Kevin Tang PLAN BY CREDITOR DEUTSCHE BANK
Thru #2 NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY

5-11-21 [14]

Final Ruling

The objection was properly filed at least 14 days prior to the hearing on the motion to
confirm a plan.  See Local Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(c)(4) & (d)(1) and 9014-1(f)(2). 
Parties in interest may, at least 7 days prior to the date of the hearing, serve and
file with the court a written reply to any written opposition.  Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1)(C).  No written reply has been filed to the objection.

Because the plan is not confirmable and the objection is not one that may be resolved
in the confirmation order, further briefing is not necessary.  See Local Bankr. R.
9014-1(f)(2)(C).  The court has also determined that oral argument will not assist in
the decision-making process or resolution of the motion.  See Local Bankr. R.
9014-1(h), 1001-1(f).  This matter will therefore be decided on the papers.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection and deny confirmation of the plan. 

Objecting creditor Deutsche Bank National Trust Company holds a deed of trust secured
by the Debtors’ residence.  The creditor has filed a timely proof of claim in which it
asserts $38,038.74 in pre-petition arrearages.  The plan does not propose to cure these
arrearages.  Because the plan does not provide for the surrender of the collateral for
this claim, the plan must provide for full payment of the arrearage and maintenance of
the ongoing note installments.  See 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322(b)(2), (b)(5) and 1325(a)(5)(B). 
Because it fails to provide for the full payment of arrearages, the plan cannot be
confirmed.

The plan filed April 9, 2021, does not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a).  The
objection is sustained and the plan is not confirmed.

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

The court will issue an order.  
 

2. 21-21302-B-13 PETER/REBECCA ORNELAS OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
RDG-1 Kevin Tang PLAN BY RUSSELL D. GREER

6-1-21 [18]

Final Ruling

The objection was properly filed at least 14 days prior to the hearing on the motion to
confirm a plan.  See Local Bankruptcy Rules 3015-1(c)(4) & (d)(1) and 9014-1(f)(2). 
Parties in interest may, at least 7 days prior to the date of the hearing, serve and
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file with the court a written reply to any written opposition.  Local Bankruptcy Rule
9014-1(f)(1)(C).  No written reply has been filed to the objection.

Because the plan is not confirmable and the objection is not one that may be resolved
in the confirmation order, further briefing is not necessary.  See Local Bankr. R.
9014-1(f)(2)(C).  The court has also determined that oral argument will not assist in
the decision-making process or resolution of the motion.  See Local Bankr. R.
9014-1(h), 1001-1(f).  This matter will therefore be decided on the papers.

The court’s decision is to sustain the objection and deny confirmation of the plan. 

Debtors’ plan is not feasible under 11 U.S.C. §1325(a)(6).  Section 3.05 of Debtors’
plan provides for the balance of the attorney fees of $2,463.00 to be paid through the
plan.  However, Section 3.06 of Debtors’ plan fails to state the monthly dividend
payable for those attorney fees.

The plan filed April 9, 2021, does not comply with 11 U.S.C. §§ 1322 and 1325(a).  The
objection is sustained and the plan is not confirmed.

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

The court will issue an order.  
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3. 20-23961-B-13 PETER/MEGAN GALLEGOS MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN
NAR-3 Charles L. Hastings 5-14-21 [76]

Final Ruling

The motion has been set for hearing on the 35-days’ notice required by Local Bankruptcy
Rule 3015-1(d)(1), 9014-1(f)(1), and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 2002(b).  The
failure of the respondent and other parties in interest to file written opposition at
least 14 days prior to the hearing as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-1(f)(1)(B)
is considered to be the equivalent of a statement of nonopposition.  Cf. Ghazali v.
Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995).  No opposition was filed.  The matter will be
resolved without oral argument.   No appearance at the hearing is required.

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

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

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

The court will issue an order.
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4. 21-21196-B-13 GREGORY RENWICK OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
APN-1 Peter G. Macaluso PLAN BY TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT
Thru #5 CORPORATION

5-18-21 [23]

CONTINUED TO 7/06/21 AT 1:00 P.M. TO BE HEARD IN CONJUNCTION WITH DEBTOR’S
MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL.

Final Ruling

No appearance at the June 22, 2021, hearing is required.  The court will issue an
order.

 

5. 21-21196-B-13 GREGORY RENWICK OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF
RDG-1 Peter G. Macaluso PLAN BY RUSSELL D. GREER

6-2-21 [38]

CONTINUED TO 7/06/21 AT 1:00 P.M. TO BE HEARD IN CONJUNCTION WITH DEBTOR’S
MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL.

Final Ruling

No appearance at the June 22, 2021, hearing is required.  The court will issue an
order.
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