
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Honorable Fredrick E. Clement
Fresno Federal Courthouse

2500 Tulare Street, 5th Floor
Courtroom 11, Department A

Fresno, California
  

       

PRE-HEARING DISPOSITIONS

DAY: TUESDAY
DATE: SEPTEMBER 20, 2016
CALENDAR: 1:30 P.M. CHAPTER 11 AND 9 CASES

GENERAL DESIGNATIONS

Each pre-hearing disposition is prefaced by the words “Final Ruling,”
“Tentative Ruling” or “No Tentative Ruling.”  Except as indicated
below, matters designated “Final Ruling” will not be called and
counsel need not appear at the hearing on such matters.  Matters
designated “Tentative Ruling” or “No Tentative Ruling” will be called.

ORAL ARGUMENT

For matters that are called, the court may determine in its discretion
whether the resolution of such matter requires oral argument.  See
Morrow v. Topping, 437 F.2d 1155, 1156-57 (9th Cir. 1971); accord LBR
9014-1(h).  When the court has published a tentative ruling for a
matter that is called, the court shall not accept oral argument from
any attorney appearing on such matter who is unfamiliar with such
tentative ruling or its grounds.

COURT’S ERRORS IN FINAL RULINGS

If a party believes that a final ruling contains an error that would,
if reflected in the order or judgment, warrant a motion under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 60(a), as incorporated by Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure 9024, then the party affected by such error
shall, not later than 4:00 p.m. (PST) on the day before the hearing,
inform the following persons by telephone that they wish the matter
either to be called or dropped from calendar, as appropriate,
notwithstanding the court’s ruling: (1) all other parties directly
affected by the motion; and (2) Kathy Torres, Judicial Assistant to
the Honorable Fredrick E. Clement, at (559) 499-5860.  Absent such a
timely request, a matter designated “Final Ruling” will not be called.



1. 10-62315-A-11 BEN ENNIS MOTION FOR AN ORDER APPROVING
FRC-3 SECOND INTERIM DISTRIBUTION
DAVID STAPLETON/MV 8-15-16 [2165]
RILEY WALTER/Atty. for dbt.
MICHAEL GOMEZ/Atty. for mv.

Final Ruling

Motion: Order Approving Second Interim Distribution
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f)(1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted
Order: Prepared by the movant

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.  Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c).  Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion.  LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B).  None has been
filed.  The default of the responding party is entered.  The court
considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.  TeleVideo
Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir. 1987).

The plan administrator, David Stapleton, requests approval of a second
interim distribution and reserving certain amounts for an unresolved
claim.  The distribution is in the approximate amount of $4,000,000
and will be made to unsecured creditors having claims entitled to
distribution.  The confirmed plan contains general authority for the
Plan Administrator to make distributions.  It also contains provisions
permitting reservations of sufficient funds to pay unresolved claims
as though they were allowed claims.  

For the reasons stated in the motion and supporting documents, the
motion will be granted and the second interim distribution will be
authorized, including the reservation of amounts for the unresolved
claim.

2. 15-12827-A-11 BLUEGREENPISTA MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR
JES-1 ENTERPRISES, INC. JAMES E. SALVEN, ACCOUNTANT(S)
JAMES SALVEN/MV 8-10-16 [328]
DAVID JENKINS/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Application: Allowance of Interim Compensation and Expense
Reimbursement
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f)(1); written opposition required
Disposition: Approved
Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.  Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c).  Written
opposition to this application was required not less than 14 days
before the hearing on the application.  LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B).  None has
been filed.  The default of the responding party is entered.  The
court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true. 
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TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 11 case, James Salven, accountant for the Chapter 11
trustee, has applied for an allowance of interim compensation and
reimbursement of expenses.  The application requests that the court
allow compensation in the amount of $21,865.00 and reimbursement of
expenses in the amount of $751.80.

Section 330(a) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes “reasonable
compensation for actual, necessary services” rendered by an employed
professional in a Chapter 11 case and “reimbursement for actual,
necessary expenses.”  11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(1).  Reasonable compensation
is determined by considering all relevant factors.  See id. §
330(a)(3).  

The court finds that the compensation and expenses sought are
reasonable, and the court will approve the application on an interim
basis.  Such amounts shall be perfected, and may be adjusted, by a
final application for compensation and expenses, which shall be filed
prior to case closure.  

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing. 

James Salven’s application for allowance of interim compensation and
reimbursement of expenses has been presented to the court.  Having
entered the default of respondent for failure to appear, timely
oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter, and having considered the
well-pleaded facts of the application, 

IT IS ORDERED that the application is approved on an interim basis. 
The court allows interim compensation in the amount of $21,865.00 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $751.80.  The applicant is
authorized to draw on any retainer held.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the fees and costs are allowed pursuant to
11 U.S.C. § 331 as interim fees and costs, subject to final review and
allowance pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330.  Such allowed amounts shall be
perfected, and may be adjusted, by a final application for allowance
of compensation and reimbursement of expenses, which shall be filed
prior to case closure.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the debtor in possession is authorized to
pay the fees allowed by this order from available funds only if the
estate is administratively solvent and such payment will be consistent
with the priorities of the Bankruptcy Code.



3. 15-12827-A-11 BLUEGREENPISTA MOTION FOR COMPENSATION FOR
TGM-13  ENTERPRISES, INC. RANDELL PARKER, CHAPTER 11
RANDELL PARKER/MV TRUSTEE(S)

8-23-16 [342]
DAVID JENKINS/Atty. for dbt.
TRUDI MANFREDO/Atty. for mv.

Final Ruling

Application: Allowance of Compensation and Expense Reimbursement
(Interim)
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f)(1); written opposition required
Disposition: Approved
Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.  Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c).  Written
opposition to this application was required not less than 14 days
before the hearing on the application.  LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B).  None has
been filed.  The default of the responding party is entered.  The
court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true. 
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 11 case, the trustee has applied for an allowance of
compensation and reimbursement of expenses.  The court finds (1) that
the compensation requested by the trustee is consistent with 11 U.S.C.
§ 326(a); (2) that no extraordinary circumstances are present in this
case, see In re Salgado-Nava, 473 B.R. 911 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2012)(Chapter 7); and (3) that expenses for which reimbursement is
sought are actual and necessary.  The court approves the application
and allows compensation in the amount of $29,072.15 and reimbursement
of expenses in the amount of $393.75.  

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing. 

Randell Parker’s application for allowance of compensation and
reimbursement of expenses has been presented to the court.  Having
entered the default of respondent for failure to appear, timely
oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter, and having considered the
well-pleaded facts of the application,

IT IS ORDERED that the application is approved on a final basis.  The
court allows to the trustee compensation in the amount of $29,072.15
and reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $393.75 for the period
of December 17, 2015, through August 16, 2016.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the trustee is authorized without further
order of this court to pay from the estate the aggregate amount
allowed by this order in accordance with the Bankruptcy Code.

http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-12827
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4. 15-14274-A-11 LOURIE FOLLAND MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE
FW-4 LAW OFFICE OF FEAR WADDELL,

P.C. FOR PETER L. FEAR, DEBTORS
ATTORNEY(S)
8-17-16 [82]

PETER FEAR/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Application: Allowance of Interim Compensation and Expense
Reimbursement
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f)(1); written opposition required
Disposition: Approved
Order: Civil minute order

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.  Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c).  Written
opposition to this application was required not less than 14 days
before the hearing on the application.  LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B).  None has
been filed.  The default of the responding party is entered.  The
court considers the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true. 
TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th Cir.
1987).

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

In this Chapter 11 case, Fear Waddell, P.C., counsel for the debtor in
possession, has applied for an allowance of interim compensation and
reimbursement of expenses.  The application requests that the court
allow compensation in the amount of $18,742.50 and reimbursement of
expenses in the amount of $312.30.

Section 330(a) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes “reasonable
compensation for actual, necessary services” rendered by counsel for
the debtor in possession in a Chapter 11 case and “reimbursement for
actual, necessary expenses.”  11 U.S.C. § 330(a)(1).  Reasonable
compensation is determined by considering all relevant factors.  See
id. § 330(a)(3).  

The court finds that the compensation and expenses sought are
reasonable, and the court will approve the application on an interim
basis.  Such amounts shall be perfected, and may be adjusted, by a
final application for compensation and expenses, which shall be filed
prior to case closure.  

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

The court shall issue a civil minute order that conforms substantially
to the following form:

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are stated in the civil
minutes for the hearing. 

Fear Waddell P.C.’s application for allowance of interim compensation
and reimbursement of expenses has been presented to the court.  Having
entered the default of respondent for failure to appear, timely
oppose, or otherwise defend in the matter, and having considered the
well-pleaded facts of the application, 

http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-14274
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IT IS ORDERED that the application is approved on an interim basis. 
The court allows interim compensation in the amount of $18,742.50 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $312.30.  The applicant is
authorized to draw on any retainer held.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the fees and costs are allowed pursuant to
11 U.S.C. § 331 as interim fees and costs, subject to final review and
allowance pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330.  Such allowed amounts shall be
perfected, and may be adjusted, by a final application for allowance
of compensation and reimbursement of expenses, which shall be filed
prior to case closure.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the debtor in possession is authorized to
pay the fees allowed by this order from available funds only if the
estate is administratively solvent and such payment will be consistent
with the priorities of the Bankruptcy Code.

5. 15-14274-A-11 LOURIE FOLLAND MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
FW-5 CIT BANK, N.A.
LOURIE FOLLAND/MV 8-19-16 [89]
PETER FEAR/Atty. for dbt.

No tentative ruling.

6. 15-14274-A-11 LOURIE FOLLAND MOTION TO VALUE COLLATERAL OF
FW-6 THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
LOURIE FOLLAND/MV AND/OR MOTION TO VALUE

COLLATERAL OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA FRANCHISE TAX BOARD
8-19-16 [92]

PETER FEAR/Atty. for dbt.

Final Ruling

Motion: Value Collateral [Personal Property]
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f)(1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted
Order: Prepared by the movant pursuant to instructions below

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.  Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c).  Written
opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days before
the hearing on this motion.  LBR 9014-1(f)(1)(B).  None has been
filed.  The default of the respondent is entered.  The court considers
the record, accepting well-pleaded facts as true.  TeleVideo Sys.,
Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917–18 (9th Cir. 1987).

VALUATION OF COLLATERAL

To value collateral, the moving party must proceed by noticed motion. 
Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3012.  The motion must be served on the holder of
the secured claim.  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3012, 9014(a); LBR 3015-1(j).  

http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-14274
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Under § 506 of the Bankruptcy Code, “a secured creditor’s claim is to
be divided into secured and unsecured portions, with the secured
portion of the claim limited to the value of the collateral.”  Assocs.
Commercial Corp. v. Rash, 520 U.S. 953, 961 (1997) (citing United
States v. Ron Pair Enters., Inc., 489 U.S. 235, 238–39 (1989)); accord
Enewally v. Wash. Mut. Bank (In re Enewally), 368 F.3d 1165, 1168–69
(9th Cir. 2004) (citing 11 U.S.C. § 506).  “To separate the secured
from the unsecured portion of a claim, a court must compare the
creditor’s claim to the value of ‘such property,’i.e., the
collateral.”  Rash, 520 U.S. at 961.  

“Such value shall be determined in light of the purpose of the
valuation and of the proposed disposition or use of such property, and
in conjunction with any hearing on such disposition or use or on a
plan affecting such creditor’s interest.”  11 U.S.C. § 506(a)(1).  In
the lien stripping context, a replacement-value standard is proper
when the debtor proposes to retain and use the collateral.  Rash, 520
U.S. at 962-63.

The moving party must provide factual grounds for the proposed value
of the collateral.  “In the absence of contrary evidence, an owner’s
opinion of property value may be conclusive.” Enewally, 368 F.3d at
1173.  

The motion requests that the court value the debtor’s personal
property collateral.  The collateral is described in Exhibit A
attached to the motion.  

The court values the collateral that is subject to the IRS and FTB
liens at $121,166.28.   The FTB has the first priority lien for
$48,233.79.  The IRS has the second priority lien for $85,835.49.  

Based on the priority of the tax liens, the IRS has a secured claim of
$72,932.49 based on the collateral’s valuation, and the FTB has a
secured claim of $48,233.79 based on this valuation.  

ORDER INSTRUCTIONS

The order shall attach a description or list of the personal property
subject to the respondents’ tax liens as an exhibit to the order.  



7. 15-10498-A-11 KERN FACULTY MEDICAL MOTION FOR FINAL DECREE AND
DMG-9 GROUP, INC. ORDER CLOSING CASE
KERN FACULTY MEDICAL GROUP, 9-2-16 [143]
INC./MV
D. GARDNER/Atty. for dbt.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Enter Final Decree Closing Chapter 11 Case
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f)(2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted
Order: Prepared by moving party

Unopposed motions are subject to the rules of default.  Fed. R. Civ.
P. 55, incorporated by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, 9014(c).  The default
of the responding party is entered.  The court considers the record,
accepting well-pleaded facts as true.  TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v.
Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917–18 (9th Cir. 1987).

Under § 350(a) and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3022, the
court must enter a final decree closing a case when the estate has
been “fully administered.”  11 U.S.C. § 350(a); Fed. R. Bankr. P.
3022.  “However, neither the Bankruptcy Code nor the Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure define the term ‘fully administered.’”  See In re
Ground Sys., Inc., 213 B.R. 1016, 1018 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1997) (denying
motion for entry of final decree because debtor’s plan required estate
to remain open pending completion of plan payments and such a plan
requirement did not run afoul of the Code and Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure).

The Advisory Committee Note to Rule 3022 lists a number of factors for
courts to consider in determining whether the estate has been fully
administered.  See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3022 advisory committee’s
note—1991 Am.  These factors present a court with “flexibility in
determining whether an estate is fully administered,” and “not all of
the factors . . . need to be present to establish that a case is fully
administered for final decree purposes.”  In re Provident Fin., Inc.,
Nos. MT–10–1134–JuPaD, MT–10–1135–JuPaD, Bankr. No. 09–61756, 2010 WL
6259973 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. Oct. 12, 2010) (unpublished opinion).  

The Advisory Committee Note also states that entry of a final decree
“should not be delayed solely because the payments required by the
plan have not been completed.”  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3022 advisory
committee’s note—1991 Am.  It further provides that “[t]he court
should not keep the case open only because of the possibility that the
court’s jurisdiction may be invoked in the future.  A final decree
closing the case after the estate is fully administered does not
deprive the court of jurisdiction to enforce or interpret its own
orders and does not prevent the court from reopening the case for
cause pursuant to § 350(b) of the Code.”  Id.

Here, factors supporting a finding of full administration of the
estate have been satisfied.  The order confirming the plan has become
final pursuant to Rule 8002 and payments under the confirmed plan have
commenced.  No motions, other than this motion, contested matters, and
adversary proceedings remain pending and unresolved.  Deposits
required by the plan have been distributed.  No other factors listed
in the advisory committee note have been contested by any creditor or
party in interest.

http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-10498
http://img.caeb.circ9.dcn/ECFCaseQuery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=15-10498&rpt=SecDocket&docno=143

