UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Fastern District of California

Honorable Corrine Bielejeski
Bankruptcy Judge
Department D, Courtroom #33
Sacramento, CA

September 17, 2026 at 1:30 p.m.

Unless otherwise ordered, all matters before the Honorable Corrine Bielejeski
shall be simultaneously: (1) In Person at Courtroom #33, 6th Floor, (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:

e 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.

e 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.

e 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.

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

FEach 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.



1. 23-23376-D-7 IN RE: JOSEPH/RACHEL DIAZ
25-2112

CONTINUED PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE RE: COMPLAINT FOR REVOCATION
OF DISCHARGE
8-28-2025 [1]

FARRIS V. DIAZ ET AL
GABRIEL HERRERA/ATTY. FOR PL.

No Ruling. Continued Pre-Trial Conference will go forward as scheduled. Remote
appearances are allowed.

Parties should be prepared to state whether Debtor Joseph Diaz has stipulated
to revocation of his discharge or whether the action is still going forward as
to him. The parties requested that LBR 9017-1 be made applicable (status
report, Doc #55), and the court will grant their request. The court will
inquire as to witnesses, evidence, and timing, and the parties should be
prepared to discuss those issues.

2. 25-23104-D-7 IN RE: SANDEEP SINGH
25-2123 LWY-2

MOTION TO AMEND
5-21-2026 [38]

CROSSROADS EQUIPMENT LEASE AND
FINANCE, LLC V. SINGH
KENRICK YOUNG/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling. The motion for leave to file second amended complaint will be heard
as scheduled. Remote appearances are allowed.

Plaintiff’s motion was properly served. Defendant’s answer was received
timely. The parties should be prepared to address the following:

- How this motion for leave to file a second amended complaint (DCN
LWY-2) differs or does not differ from the motion for leave to file
the first amended complaint (DCN LWY-1)

- Whether the parties disagree about one or more vehicles being
transferred on or about August 1, 2025

Defendant’s opposition states that he does not consent to the Court’s
resolution of disputed material factual issues pursuant to FRCP 43 (c) as made
applicable by FRBP 9017. As to each of these issues, the court has read the
parties’ pleadings and understands there is disagreement over whether the
vehicles in question were owned by Debtor Sandeep Singh or Sangha Trans Inc.
The court is not making a finding as to the ownership or control of the
vehicles or whether they were property of the estate at this time.


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=23-23376
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-02112
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691873&rpt=SecDocket&docno=1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-23104
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-02123
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692440&rpt=Docket&dcn=LWY-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692440&rpt=SecDocket&docno=38

