
 UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
 Eastern District of California 
 
  
 Honorable Christopher M. Klein 
 Bankruptcy Judge 
 Sacramento, California 
 
 August 26, 2026 at 11:30 a.m. 
  
   

 
Unless otherwise ordered, all matters before the Honorable Christopher M. Klein 
shall be simultaneously: (1) In Person, at Sacramento Courtroom #35, 
(2) via ZoomGov Video, (3) via ZoomGov Telephone, and (4) via CourtCall.  

 
You may choose any of these options unless otherwise ordered or stated below.  
 
All parties who wish to appear at a hearing remotely must sign up by 4:00 p.m. 
one business day prior to the hearing. Information regarding how to sign up can 
be found on the Remote Appearances page of our website at 
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances. Each party who has 
signed up will receive a Zoom link or phone number, meeting I.D., and password 
via e-mail. 
 
If the deadline to sign up has passed, parties who wish to appear remotely must 
contact the Courtroom Deputy for the Department holding the hearing. 
 
Please also note the following: 
 

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

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

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

 

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.  

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


 
 
Unauthorized Recording is Prohibited: Any recording of a court proceeding held 
by video or teleconference, including Ascreen shots@ or other audio or visual 
copying of a hearing is prohibited. Violation may result in sanctions, 
including removal of court-issued medica 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.  

   
 



UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Honorable Christopher M. Klein
Bankruptcy Judge

Sacramento, California

August 26 2026 at 11:30 a.m.

1. 26-21217-C-13 NAPOLEON/KRYSTLE APARICIO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Marc Voisenat 7-29-26 [47]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 50. 

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice. 

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on June 9, 2026.

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 52) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtor has filed an amended plan.

A review of the docket shows the debtor filed a plan on August 11,
2026.  Dkt. 51. However, a corresponding Motion To Confirm has not yet been
filed. 

Because it appears debtor is actively prosecuting the case, the
Motion is denied without prejudice. 

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is denied
without prejudice. 
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2. 26-21420-C-13 LISA ELLIOTT-WESSEL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Michael O'Dowd Hays 7-21-26 [24]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 36 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 27. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed a motion to
confirm plan on the plan filed after the Meeting of Creditors was noticed on
April 1, 2026.

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
filed on April 8, 2026, but a motion to confirm has not been filed. Dkt. 18.

The Motion also argues debtor has not provided 521 documents,
including proof of Social Security number, copies of tax returns, or pay
advices. The debtor is also delinquent an uncertain amount in plan payments,
which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 26. 

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

The debtor has not provided all necessary tax returns. 11 U.S.C.
§ 521(e)(2)(A)(i); FED. R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(3).  That constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors, which is cause for
dismissal of the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

The debtor has not provided all necessary pay advices. 11 U.S.C.
§ 521(a)(1)(B)(iv); FED. R. BANKR. P. 4002(b)(2)(A).  That constitutes
evidence of unreasonable delay that is prejudicial to creditors, which is
cause for dismissal of the case. 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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3. 25-20122-C-13 WILLIAM SPAULDING MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Michael O'Dowd Hays 7-23-26 [45]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 34 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 48. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion To Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $2,684.00 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 47. 

Debtor filed a response (Dkt. 49) on July 30, 2026, representing
that debtor elects to dismiss the case.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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4. 25-24327-C-13 VAMBA FREEMAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter G. Macaluso 7-29-26 [165]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 168. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on May 29, 2026.
The Motion also argues debtor is $17,681.57 delinquent in plan payments,
which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 167. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 151.

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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5. 25-24827-C-13 JORGE GARIBAY MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Onyinye N. Anyama 7-14-26 [148]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 43 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 151. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on June 23, 2026.
The Motion also argues debtor is $6,008.92 delinquent in plan payments,
which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 150.  

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 143.

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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6. 26-21427-C-13 TRAVIS TORRES MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Matthew J. DeCaminada 7-29-26 [22]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 25. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on May 26, 2026. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 19.
 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 30) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtor has cured most of the issues that arose in Trustee’s objection
to confirmation, and is working to file an amended plan.

Failure to confirm a plan constitutes evidence of unreasonable delay
by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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7. 25-25030-C-13 DARRAL BARROW MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Timothy J. Walsh 7-29-26 [51]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 54. 

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice. 

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed a motion to
confirm the amended plan filed on June 12, 2026.

Debtor filed a motion to confirm plan (Dkt. 55) on August 7, 2026.
However, debtor has not properly noticed the hearing on the motion to
confirm and the motion is still not set to be heard. Dkt. 56.

Because it appears debtor is actively prosecuting the case, the
Motion is denied without prejudice. It is noted that debtor still needs to
properly notice the motion to confirm and set it for hearing. 

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is denied
without prejudice. 
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8. 24-21831-C-13 DANIEL DRAVEN AND NICOLE MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 DUNCOMBE 7-21-26 [21]

DEBTORS DISMISSED: 07/29/26

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 36 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 24. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is denied as moot.

A review of the docket shows the case was dismissed on July 29,
2026. Therefore, this Motion is denied as moot. 

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 as moot. 
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9. 26-20733-C-13 GARY/CLEOFE ENDAYA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Peter G. Macaluso 7-14-26 [71]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

This case has been transferred to the Honorable Chief Judge
Christopher D. Jaime, Sacramento Division, Department B. 

Accordingly, this matter is rescheduled to September 29, 2026 at
1:00 p.m., Sacramento Courtroom 32, Department B. 
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10. 26-20833-C-13 DAVID/HILDAROSA RENDEROS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Matthew J. Gilbert 7-21-26 [36]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 36 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 39. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $5,302.80 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 38. 

Debtor filed a declaration (Dkt. 40) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtor will be current on or before the hearing.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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11. 24-20936-C-13 DONALD SCHAUB MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Pauldeep Bains 7-20-26 [41]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

Pursuant to the stipulation filed on August 20, 2026, this matter is
continued to October 20, 2026 at 11:30 a.m.
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12. 25-25036-C-13 JULIETA DARBINYAN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Peter G. Macaluso 7-20-26 [26]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 37 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 29. 

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice. 

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $9,000.00 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 28. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 30) on August 11, 2026, asserting
that debtor will be filed a plan before the hearing.

A review of the docket shows the debtor filed an amended plan and
corresponding Motion To Confirm on August 18, 2026.  Dkts. 31 & 35.

Because it appears debtor is actively prosecuting the case, the
Motion is denied without prejudice. 

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is denied
without prejudice. 
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13. 25-26338-C-13 MICHAEL WYCLIFFE AND MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 REBECCA WEAVER 7-20-26 [27]

Peter G. Macaluso

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 37 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 30. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $2,400.00 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 29. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 33) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtors will filed a modified plan on or before the hearing.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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14. 19-24540-C-13 SHEILA BROWN CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-2 Pauldeep Bains CASE

4-29-26 [80]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 61 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 83. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

At the prior hearing, debtor appeared and represented that debtor
was still delinquent one plan payment and the case was about to be
completed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $602.00 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 82. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 84) on June 2, 2026, asserting that
debtor has made a payment and is now current on plan payments.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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15. 24-25041-C-13 RODERICK FRAZIER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Candace Y. Brooks 7-21-26 [61]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 37 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 64. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $1,468.01 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 63. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 65) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtor has scheduled a payment in TFS will be current on or before the
hearing.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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16. 22-22246-C-13 CARA CERNA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Peter G. Macaluso 7-20-26 [37]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The Motion is dismissed without prejudice.

On August 18, 2026, the movant filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss.
Dkt. 42. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2), incorporated by Federal
Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, allows dismissal after a
responsive pleading has been filed on terms the court considers proper. 

The court finds withdrawal is warranted here. The Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the
calendar.

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 filed by Chapter 13 Trustee David Cusick
having been presented to the court, the movant having
requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules
of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, and upon review of
the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good
cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is dismissed without
prejudice. 
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17. 24-23147-C-13 ANTHONY WILLIAMS MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Steven A. Alpert 7-21-26 [67]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 36 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 70. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $4,894.00 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 69. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 71) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtor is now current.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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18. 26-22248-C-13 DOMINIQUE ENGEL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE AND/OR
DPC-3 Nicholas Robert Deal MOTION TO CONVERT CASE FROM

CHAPTER 13 TO CHAPTER 7
7-28-26 [53]

No Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 29 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 56. 

The Motion to Dismiss is xxxxxxxx

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is deceased and it does not
appear that chapter 13 administration is impracticable.

A review of the docket confirms a notice of death of debtor was
filed on July 8, 2026. Dkt. 46.

A Motion to substitute was granted on August 11, 2026, and Randhir
Singh Heer was substituted in the case. Dkt. 63. 

The Trustee argues that conversion to chapter 7 may be in the best
interest of creditors and the estate.

At the hearing xxxxxxxx

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is xxxxxxx
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19. 26-23852-C-13 LINDA OLKOWSKI ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR FAILURE
Joaquin Rene Nolet TO UPDATE CONTACT INFORMATION

IN PACER
7-22-26 [15]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

     The court issued this Order to Show Cause because there was a
discrepancy between the email address for debtor’s counsel in PACER and on
the petition. Dkt.  15. 

     A review of the docket shows that the discrepancy has now been
corrected. Therefore, the Order to Show Cause is discharged. 

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is
discharged, no sanctions ordered, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.
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20. 26-22654-C-13 BRIAN SAMUJH MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Pro Se 7-29-26 [31]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 34. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on July 28, 2026. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 39.

The Motion also argues debtor is $12,865.48 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 33. 

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.

August 26, 2026 at 11:30 a.m.
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21. 26-23956-C-13 STACY BRISSENDEN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Robert P. Huckaby 8-7-26 [13]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(2) procedure which
requires 14 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 19 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 16. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is not eligible for Chapter 13
because he does not have regular income. 

The Motion also argues debtor has violated the Local Rules because
the plan provides only a $1 payment, and debtor’s counsel was paid all of
his fees of $3,500.00 prior to filing.

The Chapter 13 Trustee further asserts the case was not filed in
good faith because the plan calls for only a $1 payment with no dividend to
any creditors even though a claim has been filed by a Heavenly Valley
Condominium Association showing a $48,323.15 default as of the petition
date.

Heavenly Valley Condominium Association filed a statement in support
of the motion. Dkt. 17

Section 109(e) requires that an individual must have regular income
to be a debtor under chapter 13. Debtor has not demonstrated debtor has
regular income that is sufficient stable and regular to enable individual to
make plan payments.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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22. 26-22559-C-13 KEN JIMENEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Michael O'Dowd Hays 7-29-26 [26]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 29. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on July 28, 2026. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 34.

The Motion also argues debtor has not made a payment and is
$20,378.00 delinquent in plan payments, which is supported by declaration.
Dkt. 28. 

Debtor’s counsel filed a response (Dkt. 35) on August 12, 2026,
asserting that debtor has not been communicative and he has no grounds to
oppose the motion.

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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23. 25-25568-C-7 JULIE HOOVER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mark Shmorgon 7-20-26 [27]

CASE CONVERTED: 08/03/26

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The Motion is dismissed without prejudice.

On August 18, 2026, the movant filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss.
Dkt. 51. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2), incorporated by Federal
Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, allows dismissal after a
responsive pleading has been filed on terms the court considers proper. 

The court finds withdrawal is warranted here. The Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the
calendar.

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 filed by Chapter 13 Trustee David Cusick
having been presented to the court, the movant having
requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules
of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, and upon review of
the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good
cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is dismissed without
prejudice. 
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24. 26-20270-C-13 ALEXANDER PEREZ AMENDED MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-4 Peter G. Macaluso 7-28-26 [73]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 29 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 76. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $9,950.00 delinquent in
plan payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 71. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 80) on August 11, 2026, asserting
that debtor will be current on or before the hearing.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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25. 26-22273-C-13 GAUTAM SANWAL MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Pro Se 7-29-26 [54]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 57. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on July 14, 2026. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 51.

The Motion also argues debtor has not made a plan payment and is
$36,450.00 delinquent in plan payments, which is supported by declaration.
Dkt. 56. 

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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26. 26-21482-C-13 CONSTANCIO DEOCAMPO MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Marc Voisenat 7-28-26 [22]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The movant having filed a Notice of Dismissal, pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(1)(A)(i) and Federal Rules of Bankruptcy
Procedure 9014 and 7041, the Motion was dismissed without a court order, and
the matter is removed from the calendar.
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27. 26-22883-C-13 TIFFANY PELTON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - FAILURE
Pro Se TO PAY FEES

7-24-26 [34]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

     The court issued this Order to Show Cause because debtor had not paid
the fee installment payment due on July 20, 2026.  Dkt. 34. 

     A review of the docket shows that the installment has now been paid.
Therefore, the Order to Show Cause is discharged. 

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 Order to Show Cause 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 Order to Show Cause is
discharged, no sanctions ordered, and the bankruptcy case
shall proceed in this court.

 

August 26, 2026 at 11:30 a.m.
Page 28 of 35

http://caeb-web4.adu.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-22883
http://caeb-web4.adu.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=26-22883&rpt=SecDocket&docno=34


28. 26-22883-C-13 TIFFANY PELTON MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Pro Se 7-29-26 [37]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 40. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed, or served, a
motion to confirm the amended plan filed on June 24, 2026.

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
filed on July 29, 2026. Dkt. 36.

The Motion also argues debtor is $2,100.00 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 39. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 49) on August 13, 2026, asserting
that debtor has filed a motion to confirm plan on August 12, 2026, and she
has made a payment and is current.

A review of the docket shows the debtor filed Motion to Confirm on 
August 13, 2026.  Dkt. 48.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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29. 26-20086-C-13 BROOKS SHYNISHA MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Richard L. Jare 7-20-26 [17]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 37 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 20. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $400.00 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 19. 

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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30. 26-20689-C-13 THOMAS EATON CONTINUED MOTION TO DISMISS
DPC-2 David Foyil CASE

6-25-26 [46]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 33 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 49. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

At the prior hearing debtor’s counsel represented he would be filing
an amended plan and a motion to value collateral before this continued
hearing. A review of the docket does not show that either have been filed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on May 12, 2026. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 43.

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 54) on Juuly 14, 2026, asserting
that debtor has amended his Schedule C and is preparing an amended plan.

Failure to confirm a plan constitutes evidence of unreasonable delay
by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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31. 24-23991-C-13 LARRY/LISA MCLAIN MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Peter G. Macaluso 7-21-26 [67]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 36 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 70. 

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor is $890.00 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 69. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 71) on August 12, 2026, asserting
that debtor will be current on or before the hearing.

Failure to maintain plan payments constitutes evidence of
unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to creditors.

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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32. 26-22091-C-13 RAMIRO VASQUEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-2 Michael O'Dowd Hays 7-29-26 [31]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 28 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 34. 

The Motion to Dismiss is denied without prejudice. 

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on July 14, 2026. 

The Motion also argues debtor is $2,817.00 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 33. The debtor has also
not provided copies of his most recent income tax returns. 

Debtor filed an opposition (Dkt. 39) on August 11, 2026, asserting
that debtor will have filed a plan before the hearing. Debtor further
asserts that copies of the tax return has been given to the Trustee.

A review of the docket shows the debtor filed an amended plan and
corresponding Motion To Confirm on August 11, 2026.  Dkts. 35 & 38.

Because it appears debtor is actively prosecuting the case, the
Motion is denied without prejudice. 

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is denied
without prejudice. 
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33. 26-22593-C-13 DENISE KELLENBERGER MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-1 Mark Shmorgon 7-28-26 [28]

Final Ruling: No appearance at the August 26, 2026 hearing is required.
-----------------------------------

The Motion is dismissed without prejudice.

On August 21, 2026, the movant filed an Ex Parte Motion to Dismiss.
Dkt. 40. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2), incorporated by Federal
Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, allows dismissal after a
responsive pleading has been filed on terms the court considers proper. 

The court finds withdrawal is warranted here. The Motion is
dismissed without prejudice, and the court removes this Motion from the
calendar.

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 filed by Chapter 13 Trustee David Cusick
having been presented to the court, the movant having
requested that the Motion itself be dismissed pursuant to
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2) and Federal Rules
of Bankruptcy Procedure 9014 and 7041, and upon review of
the pleadings, evidence, arguments of counsel, and good
cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Motion is dismissed without
prejudice. 
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34. 26-21699-C-13 RAUL/JULIE RODRIGUEZ MOTION TO DISMISS CASE
DPC-3 Timothy J. Walsh 7-21-26 [41]

Tentative Ruling:

The Motion has been set on Local Rule 9014-1(f)(1) procedure which
requires 28 days’ notice. The Proof of Service shows that 36 days’ notice
was provided. Dkt. 44. 

No opposition has been filed. Therefore, the court enters the
defaults of the non-responding parties in interest, finds there are no
disputed material factual issues, and determines the matter will be resolved
without oral argument.  Cf. Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53 (9th Cir.
1995);  Law Offices of David A. Boone v. Derham-Burk (In re Eliapo), 468
F.3d 592, 602 (9th Cir. 2006).  

The Motion to Dismiss is granted, and the case is
dismissed.

The Chapter 13 Trustee filed this Motion to Dismiss arguing that
cause for dismissal exists because the debtor has not filed an amended plan
since the court denied confirmation of the Chapter 13 plan on June 9, 2026. 

A review of the docket confirms the proposed Chapter 13 plan was
denied confirmation, and no plan is set for confirmation hearing. Dkt. 36.

The Motion also argues debtor is $2,500.00 delinquent in plan
payments, which is supported by declaration. Dkt. 43. 

Failure to confirm a plan and maintain plan payments constitute
evidence of unreasonable delay by the debtor that is prejudicial to
creditors. 

Based on the foregoing, cause exists to dismiss this case pursuant
to 11 U.S.C. § 1307(c)(1).  Furthermore, the court finds that dismissal, and
not conversion, is in the best interest of creditors and the Estate. The
Motion is granted, and the case is dismissed.

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 Dismiss the Chapter 13 case filed by
the Chapter 13 Trustee, David P. Cusick, 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 Dismiss is granted,
and the case is dismissed, the court having found that
dismissal, and not conversion, is in the best interest of
creditors and the Estate.
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