
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Eastern District of California 
Honorable René Lastreto II 
Department B – Courtroom #13 

Fresno, California 
Hearing Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2026 

 
 

Unless otherwise ordered, all matters before the Honorable René Lastreto II, 
shall be simultaneously: (1) In Person at, Courtroom #13 (Fresno hearings 
only), (2) via ZoomGov Video, (3) via ZoomGov Telephone, and (4) via 
CourtCall. You may choose any of these options unless otherwise ordered or 
stated below.  

 
All parties or their attorneys who wish to appear at a hearing remotely must 
sign up by 4:00 p.m. one business day prior to the hearing. Information 
regarding how to sign up can be found on the Remote Appearances page of our 
website at https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances. Each 
party/attorney who has signed up will receive a Zoom link or phone number, 
meeting I.D., and password via e-mail. 

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

 
Please also note the following: 

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

• Members of the public and the press who wish to attend by ZoomGov 
may only listen in to the hearing using the Zoom telephone number. Video 
participation or observing are not permitted. 

• Members of the public and the press may not listen in to trials or 
evidentiary hearings, though they may attend in person unless otherwise 
ordered. 

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

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

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

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

https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/PreHearingDispositions
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/documents/Forms/Misc/TelephonicCourtAppearances(Procedures).pdf


INSTRUCTIONS FOR PRE-HEARING DISPOSITIONS 
 

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, and all parties will need to 
appear at the hearing unless otherwise ordered. 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. 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 14 days of the final hearing on the 
matter. 

 
Post-Publication Changes: The court endeavors to publish 

its rulings as soon as possible. However, calendar preparation 
is ongoing, and these rulings may be revised or updated at any 
time prior to 4:00 p.m. the day before the scheduled hearings. 
Please check at that time for any possible updates. 
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9:30 AM 
 

1. 25-14000-B-13   IN RE: MIGUEL BOGARIN AND MARIA SANCHEZ VENTURA 
   DEF-3 
 
   CONTINUED MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN 
   4-2-2026  [53] 
 
   MARIA SANCHEZ VENTURA/MV 
   DAVID FOYIL/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING:  There will be no hearing in this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION:  Continued to July 29, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will prepare the order. 
 
On June 30, 2026, David Foyil, counsel for the Debtors in the above-
styled Chapter 13 case, filed a Declaration advising the court that 
Foyil would be unavailable on the date set for hearing in this 
Continued Motion to Confirm Plan due to unspecified “personal 
business.” Doc. #86. Accordingly, this matter is hereby CONTINUED to 
July 29, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
 
2. 26-10903-B-13   IN RE: JOSE CORTEZ-BEDOLLA 
   PLG-2 
 
   MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN 
   6-3-2026  [27] 
 
   JOSE CORTEZ-BEDOLLA/MV 
   RABIN POURNAZARIAN/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
   RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Granted. 
 
ORDER: The Moving Party shall submit a proposed order in 

conformance with the ruling below. 
 
Jose Cortez-Bedolla (“Debtor”) seeks an order confirming the First 
Modified Chapter 13 Plan  dated Jun 3, 2026. Docs. #27, #32. No plan 
has been confirmed so far. The 60-month plan proposes the following 
terms: 
 

1. Debtor’s monthly payments will be as follows: $3,079.00 for 
months 1-2 and $3,250.00 for months 3-60.  

2. Secured creditors to be sorted into appropriate Classes and paid 
as follows:  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-14000
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=695043&rpt=Docket&dcn=DEF-3
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=695043&rpt=SecDocket&docno=53
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10903
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698195&rpt=Docket&dcn=PLG-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698195&rpt=SecDocket&docno=27
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a. Freedom Mortgage (Class 1, mortgage). $18,407.77 in arrears 
at 0.00% to be paid at $306.80 per month. Ongoing post-
petition mortgage payments of $2,036.84 per month paid 
through the plan. 

b. Springleaf Financial (Class 2A, title loan on 2006 Chevy 
Silverado, non-PMSI). Value of Collateral: $5,635.00 at 
5.00% to be paid t $106.34 per month.  

c. Dept. of HUD (Class 4, HUD loan on Debtor’s residence) 
$0.00 to be paid by Debtor.   

3. A dividend of 0% to unsecured creditors.  
 
Doc. #32. The court notes that the plan proposes to pay nothing to 
Debtor’s counsel through the plan, with Debtor’s counsel receiving 
$1,500 to be paid by “Legal Plan.” See Doc. #1 (“Attorney Fee 
Disclosure Statement”).  
 
This motion was set for hearing on 35 days’ notice as required by 
Local Rule of Practice (“LBR”) 3015-1(d)(1). The failure of the 
creditors, the chapter 13 trustee, the U.S. Trustee, or any other 
party in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to 
the hearing as required by LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B) may be deemed a waiver 
of any opposition to the granting of the motion. 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 Boone v. Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592 
(9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the above-mentioned 
parties in interest are entered and the matter will be resolved 
without oral argument. Upon default, factual allegations will be taken 
as true (except those relating to amounts of damages). Televideo Sys., 
Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917 (9th Cir. 1987). Constitutional 
due process requires that a plaintiff make a prima facie showing that 
they are entitled to the relief sought, which the movant has done 
here.  
  
This motion will be GRANTED. The confirmation order shall include the 
docket control number of the motion and reference the plan by the date 
it was filed.  
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3. 21-11007-B-13   IN RE: PETER/KAREN LOCASTO 
   LGT-1 
 
   MOTION TO DETERMINE FINAL CURE AND MORTGAGE PAYMENT RULE 
   3002.1 
   6-15-2026  [40] 
 
   LILIAN TSANG/MV 
   SUSAN HEMB/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
   LILIAN TSANG/ATTY. FOR MV. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Granted. 
 
ORDER: The Moving Party shall submit a proposed order in 

conformance with the ruling below. 
 
Chapter 13 trustee Lillian G. Tsang (“Trustee”) moves for an order 
determining: (1) Peter and Karen Locasto (“Debtors”) have cured the 
default with respect to the promissory note in favor of Wells Fargo 
Bank N.A. (“Creditor”) and secured by a deed of trust on real property 
located at 1645 E. Morningstar Lane, Fresno, California 39720 
(“Property”); and (2) all post-petition payments due and owing as of 
June 15, 2026 have been paid. Doc. #40. 
 
No party in interest timely filed written opposition. This motion will 
be GRANTED. 
 
This motion was set for hearing on 28 days’ notice as required by 
Local Rule of Practice (“LBR”) 9014-1(f)(1). The failure of the 
creditors, the debtor, the U.S. Trustee, or any other party in 
interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to the 
hearing as required by LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B) may be deemed a waiver of 
any opposition to the granting of the motion. 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 Boone v. Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592 
(9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the above-mentioned 
parties in interest are entered and the matter will be resolved 
without oral argument. Upon default, factual allegations will be taken 
as true (except those relating to amounts of damages). Televideo Sys., 
Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917 (9th Cir. 1987). Constitutional 
due process requires that a plaintiff make a prima facie showing that 
they are entitled to the relief sought, which the movant has done 
here.  
 
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure (“Rule”) 3002.1(f) requires the 
trustee, within 30 days after completion of payments under the plan, 
to file and serve on the claim holder, debtor, and debtor’s counsel a 
notice stating that the debtor has paid in full the amount required to 
cure any default on a claim. 

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=21-11007
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=652881&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=652881&rpt=SecDocket&docno=40
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Rule 3002.1(g) provides that within 21 days after service of the 
notice under subdivision (f), the holder shall file and serve on the 
debtor, debtor’s counsel, and the trustee, a statement indicating: (1) 
whether it agrees that the debtor has paid in full the amount required 
to cure the default on the claim; and (2) whether the debtor is 
otherwise current on all payments consistent with 11 U.S.C. 
§ 1322(b)(5). 
 
Rule 3002.1(h) provides, on motion by the trustee filed within 21 days 
after service of the statement under subdivision (g), the court shall, 
after notice and a hearing, determine whether the debtor has cured the 
default and paid all required post-petition amounts. Trustee filed a 
Notice of Final Cure Payment pursuant to Rule 3002.1(f) on April 28, 
2026. Doc. #34. Creditor did not provide Trustee with a Rule 3002.1(g) 
response. Since no response was filed, Trustee filed this motion. Doc. 
#40. 
 
The record shows that Debtor has cured the default on the loan with 
Creditor and is current on mortgage payments through June 15, 2026. 
Doc. #42. Creditor filed a proof of claim on September 8, 2021, 
asserting a loan balance of $18,529.48. POC #25. The Trustee’s office 
has paid Creditor a total of $20,827.49, consisting of $18,529.48 in 
principal and $2,298.01 in interest. Doc. #42. Trustee began payments 
to Creditor beginning September 2021 and completed the required 
payments on February 29, 2024. Doc. #43.  
 
No party in interest timely filed written opposition. Accordingly, 
this motion will be GRANTED. Pursuant to Rule 3002.1(i), Creditor and 
its successors in interest will be precluded from presenting any 
omitted information because it was required to be provided in the 
response to the Notice of Final Cure under Rule 3002.1(g). Debtors 
have cured the default and are current on mortgage payments through 
June 15, 2026. 
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4. 25-14213-B-13   IN RE: DEON FERGUSON AND REBECCA ACEVES 
   DHC-1 
 
   CONTINUED MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN 
   5-12-2026  [39] 
 
   REBECCA ACEVES/MV 
   DAVID CHUNG/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
   RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
TENTATIVE RULING: This matter will proceed as scheduled. 
  
DISPOSITION:  To be determined. 
  
ORDER:   Order preparation determined at hearing. 
 
This matter was previously heard on June 17, 2026. Doc. #59. 
  
Deon Ferguson and Rebecca Aceves (“Debtors”) move for an order 
confirming the Second Modified Chapter 13 Plan dated May 11, 2026. 
Docs. #37, #39. No plan has been confirmed so far. The 60-month plan 
proposes the following terms:  
  

1. Monthly plan payments as follows:  
a. $2,500.00 per month for 2 months   
b. $3,725.00 per month for 1 month   
c. $100.00 per month for 6 months   
d. $355.00 per month for 24 months   
e. $1,155.00 per month for 27 months  

2. Outstanding attorneys’ fees of $6,403.00 to be paid through the 
plan.  

3. Secured claims to be classified and treated as follows:  
a. Safe 1 CU (Class 2A, Non-PMSI loan secured by 2015 Chrysler 

200). $1,717.37 at 6.00% to be paid at $349.29 per month.  
b. Medallion Bank (Class 3, 2017 Keystone Bullet Trailer). To be 

surrendered.  
c. Loancare LLC (Class 4, Mortgage on 6019 Empress Tree Dr., 

Bakersfield, CA). $1,949.00 per month paid directly by 
Debtor.   

d. US Dept. of HUD (Class 4, Mortgage on 6019 Empress Tree Dr., 
Bakersfield, CA). $0.00 per month to be paid by Debtor.  

4. A 1% dividend to general unsecured creditors with claims 
estimated at approximately $250,948.79.  

5. Executory Contract/Unexpired Lease with NMAC to be assumed. 
Monthly payment of $779.04.  
 

Doc. #37. Chapter 13 trustee Lilian G. Tsang (“Trustee”) timely 
objected to confirmation of the plan for the following reason(s):  
  

1. Under the terms of the Second Amended Plan, Debtors are 
delinquent by $200.00 as of May 27, 2026, 
with additional payments accruing. Also, Debtors’ most recent 

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-14213
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=695767&rpt=Docket&dcn=DHC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=695767&rpt=SecDocket&docno=39
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Schedules I & J do not support their ability to make the proposed 
monthly plan payment.  

2. Lakeview Loan Servicing’s mortgage claim (identified in Class 4 
as Loancare LLC) has been moved from Class 1 to Class 4, but the 
Plan does not provide for the mortgage payments already paid by 
the Trustee’s office. Trustee is not opposed to resolving this 
matter in an order confirming with the following language: "All 
payments made to Lakeview Loan Servicing are ratified herein. The 
trustee shall make no further payments to Lakeview Loan Servicing 
beyond that which has been paid.”  

  
Doc. #51.  
 
Debtors responded to the Objection, stating that they had brought 
their payments current and that they would agree to the confirmation 
order containing the language requested by Trustee. Doc. #58. On June 
18, 2026, the Trustee filed a Reply advising that plan payments were 
current through the end of May but that the June payment would become 
due by the hearing and that Debtors still have not filed a new 
Schedule J that accounts for payments on the 2015 Chrysler 200. Doc. 
#61. The Trustee agrees that Objection #2 can be resolved by the 
confirmation order. Id.  
 
Hearing in this matter will proceed as scheduled to determine whether 
Debtors are current in plan payments and whether Trustee’s other 
Objections are resolved. 
 
 
5. 26-11927-B-13   IN RE: EDWIN/MARCELLA VARGAS 
   LGT-1 
 
   OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY LILIAN G. TSANG 
   6-16-2026  [19] 
 
   LILIAN TSANG/MV 
   DAVID JOHNSTON/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Chapter 13 trustee Lilian G. Tsang (“Trustee”) objects to confirmation 
of the Chapter 13 Plan filed by Edwin and Marcella Vargas (“Debtors”) 
on May 17, 2026, on the following basis: 
 

1. The plan provides for Lendmark Financial Services in Class 
2, but Debtors have not filed a Motion for Valuation with 
regard to the secured collateral, a 2018 Subaru Forester. 

2. Debtors have not filed tax returns for 2025.  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-11927
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700536&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700536&rpt=SecDocket&docno=19
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3. The 341 Meeting of Creditors has not been concluded because 
Debtors failed to provide their 2025 tax returns. The 
continued meeting is set for July 16, 2026.  

 
Doc. #19. 
 
This objection will be CONTINUED to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
Unless this case is voluntarily converted to chapter 7, dismissed, or 
the objection to confirmation is withdrawn, the Debtor shall file and 
serve a written response to the Objection not later than 14 days 
before the hearing. The response shall specifically address each issue 
raised in the objection to confirmation, state whether the issue is 
disputed or undisputed, and include admissible evidence to support the 
Debtors’ position. Any reply shall be served no later than 7 days 
before the hearing. 
 
If the Debtor elects to withdraw the plan and file a modified plan in 
lieu of filing a response, then a confirmable, modified plan shall be 
filed, served, and set for hearing not later than 7 days before the 
hearing. If the Debtor does not timely file a modified plan or a 
written response, this objection will be sustained on the grounds 
stated in the objection without further hearing. 
 
 
6. 26-11938-B-13   IN RE: KRISTIN HAWORTH 
   LGT-1 
 
   OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY LILIAN G. TSANG 
   6-16-2026  [14] 
 
   LILIAN TSANG/MV 
   GREGORY SHANFELD/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Chapter 13 trustee Lilian G. Tsang (“Trustee”) objects to confirmation 
of the Chapter 13 Plan filed by Kristin Marie Haworth (“Debtors”) on 
April 29, 2026, on the following basis: 
 

1. The plan proposes to treat the claim of Valley Strong 
Credit Union under Class 4, but the vehicle loan matures 
during the pendency of the plan, so it must be moved to 
Class 2.  

 
Doc. #16. 
 
This objection will be CONTINUED to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
Unless this case is voluntarily converted to chapter 7, dismissed, or 

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-11938
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700558&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700558&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14
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the objection to confirmation is withdrawn, the Debtor shall file and 
serve a written response to the Objection not later than 14 days 
before the hearing. The response shall specifically address each issue 
raised in the objection to confirmation, state whether the issue is 
disputed or undisputed, and include admissible evidence to support the 
Debtors’ position. Any reply shall be served no later than 7 days 
before the hearing. 
 
If the Debtor elects to withdraw the plan and file a modified plan in 
lieu of filing a response, then a confirmable, modified plan shall be 
filed, served, and set for hearing not later than 7 days before the 
hearing. If the Debtor does not timely file a modified plan or a 
written response, this objection will be sustained on the grounds 
stated in the objection without further hearing. 
 
 
7. 26-12041-B-13   IN RE: MARCUS GATHRIGHT 
   LGT-1 
 
   OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY TRUSTEE LILIAN G. TSANG 
   6-17-2026  [21] 
 
   MARC VOISENAT/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Overruled as moot. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
On June 22, 2026, Marcus Gathright (“Debtor”) filed his Second Amended 
Chapter 13 Plan. Doc. #27. Accordingly, this Objection to Debtor’s 
First Amended Chapter 13 Plan dated May 15, 2026, is OVERRULED as 
moot. 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-12041
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700766&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700766&rpt=SecDocket&docno=21
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8. 26-12041-B-13   IN RE: MARCUS GATHRIGHT 
   NLG-1 
 
   OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY NEWREZ LLC 
   6-23-2026  [29] 
 
   NEWREZ LLC/MV 
   MARC VOISENAT/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
   NICHOLE GLOWIN/ATTY. FOR MV. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Overruled as moot. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
On June 22, 2026, Marcus Gathright (“Debtor”) filed his Second Amended 
Chapter 13 Plan. Doc. #27. Accordingly, this Objection to Debtor’s 
First Amended Chapter 13 Plan dated May 15, 2026, is OVERRULED as 
moot. 
 
 
9. 26-12042-B-13   IN RE: BADER ALOMAR 
   LGT-1 
 
   OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY TRUSTEE LILIAN G. TSANG 
   6-17-2026  [14] 
 
   ROBERT WILLIAMS/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Overruled as moot. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
On June 18, 2026, Bader Alomar (“Debtor”) filed a Notice of Withdrawal 
of his Chapter 13 Plan dated May 2, 2026. Doc. #17. On July 6, 2026, 
Debtor filed his First Amended Chapter 13 Plan. Doc. #22. Accordingly, 
this Objection to Debtor’s Chapter 13 Plan dated May 2, 2026, is 
OVERRULED as moot. 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-12041
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700766&rpt=Docket&dcn=NLG-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700766&rpt=SecDocket&docno=29
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-12042
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700771&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700771&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14
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10. 26-10543-B-13   IN RE: FRANK/PATRICIA PEREZ 
    RSW-1 
 
    MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN 
    6-4-2026  [31] 
 
    PATRICIA PEREZ/MV 
    ROBERT WILLIAMS/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Frank and Patricia Perez (“Debtors”) move for an order confirming the 
First Modified Chapter 13 Plan dated January 3, 2026. Doc. #33. No 
plan has been confirmed so far. Chapter 13 trustee Lilian G. Tsang 
(“Trustee”) timely objected to confirmation of the plan for the 
following reason(s): 
 

1. Debtors have not filed an Amended Schedule I & J to show that 
they can make the proposed plan payment.  

2. Debtors are delinquent by $1,615.15 as of July 1, 2026, with 
additional payments accruing.  

Doc. #31. 
 
This motion to confirm plan will be CONTINUED to August 12, 2026, at 
9:30 a.m. Unless this case is voluntarily converted to chapter 7, 
dismissed, or all objections to confirmation are withdrawn, the Debtor 
shall file and serve a written response to the objections no later 
than fourteen (14) days before the continued hearing date. The 
response shall specifically address each issue raised in the 
objection(s) to confirmation, state whether each issue is disputed or 
undisputed, and include admissible evidence to support the Debtor’s 
position. Any replies shall be filed and served no later than seven 
(7) days prior to the hearing date. 
 
If the Debtor elects to withdraw the plan and file a modified plan in 
lieu of filing a response, then a confirmable, modified plan shall be 
filed, served, and set for hearing not later than seven (7) days 
before the continued hearing date. If the Debtor does not timely file 
a modified plan or a written response, the objection will be sustained 
on the grounds stated, and the motion will be denied without further 
hearing. 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10543
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=697358&rpt=Docket&dcn=RSW-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=697358&rpt=SecDocket&docno=31
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11. 25-24150-B-13   IN RE: TRACEY MYNHIER 
    MOH-2 
 
    MOTION FOR TURNOVER OF SURPLUS PROCEEDS 
    7-1-2026  [47] 
 
    TRACEY MYNHIER/MV 
    MICHAEL HAYS/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Denied without prejudice. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Tracey Mynhier (“Debtor”) moves for an order directing John C. Steele 
(“Steele”), holder and trustee of surplus proceeds from the sale of 
Debtor’s residence at 1677 Brookglen Drive, Olivehurst, California 
(“the Residence”) in the approximate amount of $71,685.00 (“the 
Proceeds”), to turn said Proceeds over to David Cusick, the Chapter 7 
Trustee (“Trustee”) overseeing this case. Doc. #47.  
 
This motion will be DENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE for failure to comply 
with the Local Rules of Practice.  
 
LBR 9014-1(d)(3)(B)(iii) requires the movant to notify respondents 
that they can determine (a) whether the matter has been resolved 
without oral argument; (b) whether the court has issued a tentative 
ruling that can be viewed by checking the pre-hearing dispositions on 
the court’s website at http://www.caeb.uscourts.gov after 4:00 p.m. 
the day before the hearing; and (c) parties appearing telephonically 
must view the pre-hearing dispositions prior to the hearing.  
 
Here, the Notice of this motion filed by Debtor on July 1, 2026, does 
not 
contain the required language directing respondents to the pre-hearing 
dispositions on the court’s website, or that parties appearing 
telephonically are required to view the pre-hearing dispositions prior 
to appearing at the hearing. Doc. #48.  
 
For the above reason(s), this motion will be DENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE. 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24150
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691117&rpt=Docket&dcn=MOH-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691117&rpt=SecDocket&docno=47
http://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/
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12. 26-11957-B-13   IN RE: CLEO/MARY HILTERBRAND 
    LGT-1 
 
    OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY LILIAN G. TSANG 
    6-16-2026  [12] 
 
    LILIAN TSANG/MV 
    SIMRAN HUNDAL/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Withdrawn 
 
No order is required.  
 
On July 2, 2026, the Trustee withdrew this Objection to Confirmation. 
Doc. #22. Accordingly, this Objection is WITHDRAWN. 
 
 
13. 26-10058-B-13   IN RE: MANUEL VELASQUEZ AND ANAHI MORALES PERCINO 
    LGT-1 
 
    CONTINUED HEARING RE: OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY 
    LILIAN G. TSANG HEARING 
    2-11-2026  [16] 
 
    LILIAN TSANG/MV 
    ROBERT WILLIAMS/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to July 29, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
This Objection to Confirmation is hereby CONTINUED to July 29, 2026, 
at 9:30 a.m. to be heard in conjunction with the Trustee’s Motion to 
Dismiss (Doc. #109) which is set for hearing on that date.  
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-11957
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700604&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700604&rpt=SecDocket&docno=12
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10058
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=696268&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=696268&rpt=SecDocket&docno=16
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14. 26-10058-B-13   IN RE: MANUEL VELASQUEZ AND ANAHI MORALES PERCINO 
    RSW-3 
 
    MOTION TO INCUR DEBT 
    6-15-2026  [97] 
 
    ANAHI MORALES PERCINO/MV 
    ROBERT WILLIAMS/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
TENTATIVE RULING: The matter will proceed as scheduled. 
 
DISPOSITION:  Denied. 
 
ORDER:   Order preparation determined at hearing. 
 
Manuel Velasquez and Anahi Percino (“Debtors”) move the court to 
authorization to sign a note and second deed of trust on their home. 
Doc. #97 et seq. On June 25, 2026, Chapter 13 Trustee Lilian G. Tsang 
(“Trustee”) opposed the motion on the following grounds: 
 

1. Debtors’ Chapter 13 Plan payments are delinquent. Section 2.01 of 
Debtors’ plan lists a monthly plan payment of $1,619.00 for a 
duration of 60 months. (Dkt. 3.) Debtors’ case was filed on 
January 7, 2026, and May 2026 was month 4. Pursuant to the Plan, 
Debtors are delinquent $1,618.00. A total of $6,476.00 has come 
due through and including May 2026, and the Debtors have only 
paid a total of $4,858.00 to date. An additional plan payment of 
$1,619.00 will come due on June 25, 2026. 

Doc. #107.   
 
Trustee has filed a Motion to Dismiss the case scheduled for July 29, 
2026.  Debtors have filed no reply to Trustee’s opposition.  Based 
upon the court’s review of the docket, the Debtors are substantially 
delinquent on Plan payments. The court is inclined to DENY this motion 
due to the Plan delinquency. 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10058
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=696268&rpt=Docket&dcn=RSW-3
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=696268&rpt=SecDocket&docno=97
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15. 26-12161-B-13   IN RE: DONALD/ROBYN BLOCK 
    PLG-1 
 
    MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF TD BANK, N.A. 
    6-11-2026  [14] 
 
    ROBYN BLOCK/MV 
    RABIN POURNAZARIAN/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Dropped from the calendar.   
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
On July 13, 2026, a Stipulation was entered between Donald and Robyn 
Block (“Debtors”) and TD Bank, N.A. (“Creditor”) which resolves this 
motion. Doc. #29. The Stipulation would set the value of the 2022 Jeep 
Wagoneer at $41,810.00, with the remaining balance of $2,983.11 as 
unsecured. Id. The terms of this Stipulation shall be incorporated 
into the plan or confirmation order as appropriate.  
 
Accordingly, this matter will be DROPPED from the calendar.  
 
 
16. 22-22866-B-13   IN RE: ANDREA/LELAND SMITH 
    BLG-7 
 
    MOTION TO MODIFY PLAN 
    5-26-2026  [97] 
 
    LELAND SMITH/MV 
    CHAD JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Granted. 
 
ORDER: The Moving Party shall submit a proposed order in 

conformance with the ruling below. 
 
This matter was originally heard on February 7, 2026. Doc. #55. 
 
Andrea and Leland Smith (“Leland” and, collectively, “Debtors”) move 
for an order confirming the Fifth Modified Chapter 13 Plan dated May 
26, 2026. Docs. #97, #103. Debtor’s current plan was confirmed on June 
6, 2023. Doc. #69. 
 
This motion was set for hearing on 35 days’ notice as required by 
Local Rule of Practice (“LBR”) 3015-1(d)(1). The failure of any party 
in interest, including but not limited to creditors, the U.S. Trustee, 

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-12161
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=701053&rpt=Docket&dcn=PLG-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=701053&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=22-22866
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=663471&rpt=Docket&dcn=BLG-7
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=663471&rpt=SecDocket&docno=97
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and the case Trustee, to file written opposition at least 14 days 
prior to the hearing as required by LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B) may be deemed 
a waiver of any opposition to the granting of the motion. Cf. Ghazali 
v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir. 1995). Therefore, the defaults of 
the above-mentioned parties in interest are entered. Upon default, 
factual allegations will be taken as true (except those relating to 
amounts of damages). Televideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 
917 (9th Cir. 1987).  
 
No party in interest has opposed the motion, and the defaults of all 
non-responding parties are entered. The Trustee has filed a Notice of 
Non-Opposition. Doc. #110. 
 
The motion requests that the confirmed plan be modified as follows: 
 

1. The monthly plan payments shall be reduced from $19,500.00 to 
$6,200.00 for months 42-60. 

2. The distribution to general unsecured creditors will be decreased 
from 85% of claims estimated at approximately $696,833.39 to 41% 
of claims estimated at approximately $938,919.78. 

3. The plan is otherwise unchanged. 
 
Compare Doc. #51 and Doc. #103.  
 
Debtors aver that this modification is necessary because of a 
significant reduction in Debtors’ income due to Leland’s retirement. 
Doc. #98. This is confirmed by Debtors’ Amended Schedule I & J, which 
reflects a monthly net income of $6,835.33, down from $ 19,540.83 
which was their monthly net income as calculated in their Schedules I 
& J dated March 7, 2023. Docs. #42, #104.  
 
No party in interest has objected, and the defaults of all non-
responding parties in interest are entered. The Trustee has filed a 
Notice of Non-Opposition. This motion is GRANTED. The order shall 
include the docket control number of the motion, shall reference the 
plan by the date it was filed, and shall be approved as to form by 
Trustee. 
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17. 22-22866-B-13   IN RE: ANDREA/LELAND SMITH 
    DPC-1 
 
    CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE 
    4-29-2026  [89] 
 
    DAVID CUSICK/MV 
    CHAD JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Denied as moot. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
On this date, the court granted the motion of Andrea and Leland Smith 
(“Debtors”) for confirmation of their Plan dated May 26, 2026, with 
the Non-Opposition of Chapter 13 Case Trustee David Cusick 
(“Trustee”). Docs. #104, #110, Item #16, above. Accordingly, this 
Motion to Dismiss Case will be DENIED as moot. 
 
 
18. 26-10974-B-13   IN RE: JOHN/RENITA RICHARDSON 
    LGT-1 
 
    MOTION TO DISMISS CASE 
    5-22-2026  [17] 
 
    LILIAN TSANG/MV 
    ROBERT WILLIAMS/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m.   
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
The trustee’s motion to dismiss will be CONTINUED to August 12, 2026, 
at 9:30 a.m., to be heard in connection with the motion to confirm 
debtors’ amended plan. See, Docs. ##28-34; RSW-1. 

 
 
 

  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=22-22866
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=663471&rpt=Docket&dcn=DPC-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=663471&rpt=SecDocket&docno=89
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10974
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698339&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698339&rpt=SecDocket&docno=17
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19. 26-10179-B-13   IN RE: DAVID GRAHAM 
    LGT-1 
 
    CONTINUED OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY LILIAN G. TSANG 
    2-26-2026  [12] 
 
    LILIAN TSANG/MV 
    STEVEN ALPERT/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
TENTATIVE RULING: This matter will proceed as scheduled. 
 
DISPOSITION:  To be determined at the hearing.   
 
ORDER:  The minutes of the hearing will be the court’s 
  findings and conclusions. Order preparation 

 determined at the hearing. 
 
This matter was previously heard on March 18, 2026, again on April 15, 
2026, and once again on May 13, 2026. Docs. #16, #23, #34. 
   
Chapter 13 trustee Lilian G. Tsang (“Trustee”) objects to confirmation 
of the Chapter 13 Plan filed by David Graham (“Debtor”) on January 19, 
2026, on the following basis:   
   

1. Trustee requests an Amended Form 122C-2 which removes deductions 
for secured debts which the Plan states are to be paid by 
Debtor’s separated spouse.    

2. Schedule I must be amended as it lists a $150.02 deduction for 
voluntary contributions to retirement plans, but Trustee has been 
informed that Debtor is not contributing to a retirement plan.   

   
Doc. #33. On March 12, 2026, Debtor filed a Response requesting more 
time to file amended documents that would resolve Trustee’s 
objections.  Doc #15. On March 18, the court continued the matter to 
afford Debtor opportunity to resolve the Trustee’s Objections with 
supplemental filings. Doc. #16.    
   
On April 1, 2026, Debtor supplemented his Response, stating that 
Debtor’s counsel anticipated filing an Amended Schedule I and an Amended 
Form 122-C later that week. Doc. #19.   
   
On April 7, 2026, the Trustee filed a Supplemental Objection noting 
that the referenced amendments had not been filed. Doc. #20. The 
Trustee also added additional grounds for objection:   
   

3. According to the letter which the Trustee received from the 
Internal Revenue Service, Debtor did not file income tax returns 

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10179
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=696555&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=696555&rpt=SecDocket&docno=12
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for 2024 or 2025, nor WT-FICA and Excise tax returns for 2023 
through 2025.   

4. The IRS has filed a proof of claim asserting a $34,880.94 in 
priority debt owed by the Debtor. The proposed plan is 
not feasible to provide the full amount of priority claims filed.   

   
Id.    
   
Because Trustee has supplemented her Objection with additional grounds 
not raised in the previous filing, the court continued this matter once 
more to afford Debtor a chance to fully respond.   
  
On April 20, 2026, Debtor filed an Amended Schedule I and an Amended 
Form 122C-1 and 122C-2. Doc. #28.   
  
On April 29, Debtor filed a second Supplemental Response advising that 
the requested documents had been filed. Doc. #33. Debtor also advises 
that he has obtained a new job in Los Angeles and will file another 
Amended Schedule I & J after he has received his first paycheck in the 
new job. Id. Debtor also says that he has filed an extension to file 
federal income tax returns and anticipates filing within 30 
days. Id. Debtor’s accountant is investigating to see if 
any additional tax returns need to be filed. Id. Finally, Debtor 
requests that the confirmation hearing be continued for 60 days to 
allow Debtor time to receive his first paystub and update his 
Schedules I & J, and to allow time to resolve the tax issues.   
  
The court granted the request for additional time and continued this 
matter to July 15, 2026. Doc. #34.  
 
On July 1, 2026, Debtor filed a Reply stating that the Amended 
Schedules I & J would be filed “early next week” after he had 
confirmed certain information regarding his work health insurance. 
Doc. #37. Debtor also averred that his accountant had prepared his 
2025 tax return which he anticipated would reduce the IRS’s claim 
against him and restore feasibility to the case. Id.  
 
On July 8, 2026, Trustee responded to the Reply, stating: 
 

1. No Amended Schedules I and J had been filed as of that date. 
2. Trustee has not received a copy of Debtor’s filed 2025 tax 

returns as of that date. 
3. Debtor is delinquent by $2,075.00 as of July 8, 2026, with 

additional payments accruing. 
 
Doc. #42.  
 
This Objection has been on the court’s docket since February 26, 2026, 
and the court is disinclined to grant any further continuance. Hearing 
in this matter will proceed as scheduled to determine the status of 
Debtors’ Schedules I and J and his tax returns and also whether he is 
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current in plan payments. Depending upon the information provided in 
that hearing, the court may SUSTAIN or OVERRULE the Objection or 
CONTINUE the matter further if there are compelling grounds for doing 
so. 
 
 
20. 26-12086-B-13   IN RE: LISA WILLSON 
    BN-1 
 
    OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY TRI-COUNTIES BANK 
    6-24-2026  [17] 
 
    TRI-COUNTIES BANK/MV 
    BRIAN HADDIX/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    JARRETT OSBORNE-REVIS/ATTY. FOR MV. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Tri-Counties Bank (“the Bank”) objects to confirmation of the Chapter 
13 Plan filed by Lisa Wilson (“Debtor”) on May 6, 2026, on the 
following basis: 
 

1. The plan understates the total prepetition arrearage owed 
to the Bank, which is $30,248.75, not $26,605.00. Debtor’s 
proposed plan payment is insufficient to cure arrearage. 

2. After adjusting the Bank’s prepetition arrearage to the 
correct amount, Debtor’s plan is not feasible based on her 
Schedules I & J.  

 
Doc. #17. 
 
This objection will be CONTINUED to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
Unless this case is voluntarily converted to chapter 7, dismissed, or 
the objection to confirmation is withdrawn, the Debtor shall file and 
serve a written response to the Objection not later than 14 days 
before the hearing. The response shall specifically address each issue 
raised in the objection to confirmation, state whether the issue is 
disputed or undisputed, and include admissible evidence to support the 
Debtors’ position. Any reply shall be served no later than 7 days 
before the hearing. 
 
If the Debtor elects to withdraw the plan and file a modified plan in 
lieu of filing a response, then a confirmable, modified plan shall be 
filed, served, and set for hearing not later than 7 days before the 
hearing. If the Debtor does not timely file a modified plan or a 
written response, this objection will be sustained on the grounds 
stated in the objection without further hearing. 
 

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-12086
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700875&rpt=Docket&dcn=BN-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700875&rpt=SecDocket&docno=17
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21. 26-12086-B-13   IN RE: LISA WILLSON 
    LGT-1 
 
    OBJECTION TO CONFIRMATION OF PLAN BY LILIAN G. TSANG 
    6-17-2026  [14] 
 
    LILIAN TSANG/MV 
    BRIAN HADDIX/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Chapter 13 Trustee Lilian G. Tsang (“Trustee”) objects to confirmation 
of the Chapter 13 Plan filed by Lisa Wilson (“Debtor”) on May 6, 2026, 
on the following basis: 
 

1. An Amended Schedule E/F is needed to provide an actual 
dollar amount for the debt owed to Clara Arias. 

2. Trustee requests additional information regarding a car 
accident which occurred on May 6, 2026, which Debtor 
apparently was involved in and was at fault. 

3. Trustee requests verification of income from SNAP in the 
amount of $280.00 and from rental in the amount of 
$1,600.00 

 
Doc. #14. 
 
This objection will be CONTINUED to August 12, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
Unless this case is voluntarily converted to chapter 7, dismissed, or 
the objection to confirmation is withdrawn, the Debtor shall file and 
serve a written response to the Objection not later than 14 days 
before the hearing. The response shall specifically address each issue 
raised in the objection to confirmation, state whether the issue is 
disputed or undisputed, and include admissible evidence to support the 
Debtors’ position. Any reply shall be served no later than 7 days 
before the hearing. 
 
If the Debtor elects to withdraw the plan and file a modified plan in 
lieu of filing a response, then a confirmable, modified plan shall be 
filed, served, and set for hearing not later than 7 days before the 
hearing. If the Debtor does not timely file a modified plan or a 
written response, this objection will be sustained on the grounds 
stated in the objection without further hearing. 
 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-12086
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700875&rpt=Docket&dcn=LGT-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700875&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14
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22. 26-11190-B-13   IN RE: RALPH AGUERO 
    SLL-1 
 
    MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN 
    6-5-2026  [24] 
 
    RALPH AGUERO/MV 
    STEPHEN LABIAK/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Granted. 
 
ORDER: The Moving Party shall submit a proposed order in 

conformance with the ruling below. 
 
Ralph Aguero (“Debtor”) seeks an order confirming the First Modified 
Chapter 13 Plan dated June 5, 2026. Docs. #24, #28. No plan has been 
confirmed so far. The 60-month plan proposes the following terms: 
 

1. Plan payments of $1,635.00 per month 
2. Outstanding Attorney’s fees in the amount of $9,820.00 to be paid 

through the plan. 
3. Secured creditors to be sorted into appropriate Classes and paid 

as follows:  
a. American Honda (Class 2A, PMSI, Honda Accord). $24,121.48 

at 5% to be paid at $455.20 per month.  
b. Exeter Finance (Class 2A, PMSI, Nissan Rogue). $27,189.59 

at 9.75% at $574.36 per month. 
4. A dividend of 0% to unsecured creditors.  

 
This motion was set for hearing on 35 days’ notice as required by 
Local Rule of Practice (“LBR”) 3015-1(d)(1). The failure of the 
creditors, the chapter 13 trustee, the U.S. Trustee, or any other 
party in interest to file written opposition at least 14 days prior to 
the hearing as required by LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B) may be deemed a waiver 
of any opposition to the granting of the motion. 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 Boone v. Burk (In re Eliapo), 468 F.3d 592 
(9th Cir. 2006). Therefore, the defaults of the above-mentioned 
parties in interest are entered and the matter will be resolved 
without oral argument. Upon default, factual allegations will be taken 
as true (except those relating to amounts of damages). Televideo Sys., 
Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917 (9th Cir. 1987). Constitutional 
due process requires that a plaintiff make a prima facie showing that 
they are entitled to the relief sought, which the movant has done 
here.  
  
This motion will be GRANTED. The confirmation order shall include the 
docket control number of the motion and reference the plan by the date 
it was filed.  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-11190
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698874&rpt=Docket&dcn=SLL-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698874&rpt=SecDocket&docno=24
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23. 26-10895-B-13   IN RE: PATRICIA BRAVO LOPEZ 
    BDB-2 
 
    MOTION TO CONFIRM PLAN 
    6-3-2026  [51] 
 
    PATRICIA BRAVO LOPEZ/MV 
    BENNY BARCO/ATTY. FOR DBT. 
    RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing on this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to August 26, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will issue an order. 
 
Patricia Bravo Lopez (“Debtor”) moves for an order confirming the 
First Modified Chapter 13 Plan dated June 1, 2026. Doc. #53. No plan 
has been confirmed so far. Chapter 13 trustee Lilian G. Tsang 
(“Trustee”) timely objected to confirmation of the plan for the 
following reason(s): 
 

1. Debtor is delinquent by $10,885.00 as of June 26, 2026, with 
additional payments accruing. 

 
Doc. #65. 
 
On July 13, 2026, the Trustee filed a Motion to Dismiss this case 
because of Debtor’s delinquency in plan payments. This motion to 
confirm plan will be CONTINUED to August 26, 2026, at 9:30 a.m. to be 
heard in conjunction with the Motion to Dismiss.  
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10895
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698174&rpt=Docket&dcn=BDB-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698174&rpt=SecDocket&docno=51
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11:00 AM 
 

1. 25-10429-B-7   IN RE: LOUIE ESPARZA AND COLLEEN DOUGHERTY 
   25-1015   CAE-1 
 
   CONTINUED STATUS CONFERENCE RE: COMPLAINT 
   4-11-2025  [1] 
 
   MARCUM ET AL V. ESPARZA, JR. ET AL 
   ERIKA RASCON/ATTY. FOR PL. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing in this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Continued to July 29, 2026, at 11:00 a.m. 
 
ORDER:  The court will prepare the order. 
 
This matter is hereby CONTINUED to July 29, 2026, at 11:00 a.m. 
 
 
2. 24-24053-B-13   IN RE: BOUGNAVETH/KHAMPHOUVY PHOMMARATH 
   26-2020   CAE-1 
 
   STATUS CONFERENCE RE: AMENDED COMPLAINT 
   6-4-2026  [13] 
 
   PHOMMARATH V. HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN AUTHORITY  
   ELLIOT GALE/ATTY. FOR PL. 
 
NO RULING. 
 
 
3. 26-10978-B-11   IN RE: HRONIS, INC. 
   26-1017   CAE-1 
 
   CONTINUED STATUS CONFERENCE RE: COMPLAINT 
   4-21-2026  [1] 
 
   DLP FUNDING LLC V. HRONIS, INC. ET AL 
   JOSEPH BOUFADEL/ATTY. FOR PL. 
 
NO RULING. 
 
 
 
  

http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-10429
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http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=686900&rpt=SecDocket&docno=1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=24-24053
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-02020
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698939&rpt=Docket&dcn=CAE-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=698939&rpt=SecDocket&docno=13
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-10978
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-01017
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700207&rpt=Docket&dcn=CAE-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=700207&rpt=SecDocket&docno=1
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4. 26-10978-B-11   IN RE: HRONIS, INC. 
   26-1028   CAE-1 
 
   STATUS CONFERENCE RE: COMPLAINT 
   5-18-2026  [1] 
 
   THE OFFICIAL COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED CREDITORS  
   ROBERT MARTICELLO/ATTY. FOR PL. 
 
FINAL RULING: There will be no hearing in this matter. 
 
DISPOSITION: Concluded and Dropped from the calendar. 
 
ORDER:  The court will prepare the order. 
 
On July 13, 2026, Counsel for the Official Committee of Unsecured 
Creditors (“the Committee”) filed a Notice of Voluntary Dismissal 
Pursuant to Rule 7041. Doc. #8. Accordingly, this Status Conference is 
CONCLUDED and DROPPED from the calendar. 
 
 
5. 25-10088-B-11   IN RE: AMY CORPUS 
   25-1017   CAE-1 
 
   CONTINUED STATUS CONFERENCE RE: AMENDED COMPLAINT 
   10-16-2025  [37] 
 
   SLOVER ET AL V. CORPUS 
   JEFFREY HOGUE/ATTY. FOR PL. 
 
NO RULING. 
 
 
6. 25-10088-B-11   IN RE: AMY CORPUS 
   25-1017   FW-3 
 
   CONTINUED MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
   1-14-2026  [59] 
 
   SLOVER ET AL V. CORPUS 
   PETER SAUER/ATTY. FOR MV. 
   RESPONSIVE PLEADING 
 
NO RULING. 
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http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=701358&rpt=SecDocket&docno=1
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