UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
Eastern District of California

Judge Fredrick E. Clement
Sacramento Federal Courthouse
501 I Street, 7t Floor
Courtroom 28, Department A
Sacramento, California

DAY: MONDAY
DATE: DECEMBER 1, 2025
CALENDAR: 10:30 A.M. CHAPTER 7 CASES

Unless otherwise ordered, all matters before Chief Judge

Fredrick E. Clement shall be simultaneously: (1) IN PERSON at
Sacramento Courtroom No. 28, (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
Court Appearances page of our website at:

https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances

Fach 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:

o 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.

o 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 the trials or evidentiary hearings, though they may
appear in person in most instances.


https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/Calendar/CourtAppearances

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

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

o Review the court’s Zoom Procedures and Guidelines for
these, and additional instructions.

o 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/PreHearingDispositions
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/documents/Forms/Misc/ZoomGov%20Protocols.pdf
https://www.caeb.uscourts.gov/documents/Forms/Misc/TelephonicCourtAppearances(Procedures).pdf

PRE-HEARING DISPOSITION INSTRUCTIONS

RULINGS

Fach matter on this calendar will have one of three possible
designations: No Ruling, Tentative Ruling, or Final Ruling.

“No Ruling” means the likely disposition of the matter will not be
disclosed in advance of the hearing. The matter will be called;
parties wishing to be heard should rise and be heard.

“Tentative Ruling” means the likely disposition, and the reasons
therefor, are set forth herein. The matter will be called.
Aggrieved parties or parties for whom written opposition was not
required should rise and be heard. Parties favored by the tentative
ruling need not appear. However, non-appearing parties are advised
that the court may adopt a ruling other than that set forth herein
without further hearing or notice.

“Final Ruling” means that the matter will be resolved in the manner,
and for the reasons, indicated below. The matter will not be
called; parties and/or counsel need not appear and will not be heard
on the matter.

CHANGES TO PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED RULINGS

On occasion, the court will change its intended ruling on some of
the matters to be called and will republish its rulings. The
parties and counsel are advised to recheck the posted rulings after
3:00 p.m. on the next business day prior to the hearing. Any such
changed ruling will be preceded by the following bold face text:
“[Since posting its original rulings, the court has changed its
intended ruling on this matter]”.

ERRORS IN RULINGS

Clerical errors of an insignificant nature, e.g., nomenclature
(2017 Honda Accord,” rather than “2016 Honda Accord”), amounts,
(“$880,” not “$808”), may be corrected in (1) tentative rulings by
appearance at the hearing; or (2) final rulings by appropriate ex
parte application. Fed. R. Civ. P. 60(a) incorporated by Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 9024. All other errors, including those occasioned by
mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect, must be
corrected by noticed motion. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 60(b), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9023.




1. 25-25006-A-7 IN RE: JEFFREY MEISNER
JCW-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-28-2025 [18]

JENNIFER WONG/ATTY. FOR MV.
WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. VS.; TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Denied

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 9 Meadowmont Court, Sacramento, California

Written opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days
before the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). The debtor
has filed opposition to the motion. 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).

STAY RELIEF

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1).

Here, cause does not exist under § 362(d) (1) due to adequate
protection via equity cushion. There is currently $119,794.92 in
equity after aggregated liens are subtracted from the value of the
property. There are only 2 pre-petition payments totaling $8,525.38
delinquent and 1 post-petition payment totaling $4,262.69. These
delinquencies are insufficient to show cause due to the equity
cushion. § 362 (d) (2) does not apply either due the equity remaining
in the property. As such, the motion for stay relief will be denied.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

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

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.’s motion for stay relief has been presented
to the court. Having considered the motion together with papers
filed in support and opposition, and having heard the arguments of
counsel, if any,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied.


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-25006
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692441&rpt=Docket&dcn=JCW-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692441&rpt=SecDocket&docno=18

2. 25-24412-A-7 IN RE: RACHEL GARTON
AP-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-21-2025 [14]

ERIC SCHWAB/ATTY. FOR DBT.

WENDY LOCKE/ATTY. FOR MV.
LAKEVIEW LOAN SERVICING, LLC VS.
TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 1514 Deerfield Circle, Roseville, California

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) .

STAY RELIEF

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1).

“[Ulnder section 362 (d) (1), the stay must be terminated for ‘cause.’
Lack of adequate protection is but one example of “cause” for relief
from stay.” In re Ellis, 60 B.R. 432, 435 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1985).
The panel in the Ellis case rejected the argument that under

§ 362 (d) (1) “the stay can only be terminated if [the movant-
creditors] show a lack of adequate protection.” Id.

The debtor has missed 9 pre-petition payments totaling $35,848.45
and 2 post-petition payments totaling $8,051.24 that are due on the
debt secured by the moving party’s lien. This constitutes cause for
stay relief.

The court does not address grounds for relief under § 362(d) (2) as
relief is warranted under § 362(d) (1). The motion will be granted,
and the 14-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24412
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691520&rpt=Docket&dcn=AP-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691520&rpt=SecDocket&docno=14

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.

Lakeview Loan Servicing, LLC’s motion for relief from the automatic
stay 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
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 1514 Deerfield Circle, Roseville, California, as
to all parties in interest. The 1l4-day stay of the order under
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any
party with standing may pursue its rights against the property
pursuant to applicable non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

3. 24-24913-A-7 IN RE: JACKLYN HAM
LBG-2

MOTION FOR TURNOVER OF PROPERTY
11-3-2025 [22]

MICHAEL BENAVIDES/ATTY. FOR DBT.
LUCAS GARCIA/ATTY. FOR MV.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 02/10/25

Final Ruling

Motion: Compel Debtor’s Turnover of Property of the Estate
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by movant

Subject: $74,180.38 that was made as a deposit into an account at
Safe Credit Union Account ending 9685 (“Safe #9685) which was

subsequently removed.

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


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=24-24913
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=681832&rpt=Docket&dcn=LBG-2
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=681832&rpt=SecDocket&docno=22

true. TeleVideo Sys., Inc. v. Heidenthal, 826 F.2d 915, 917-18 (9th
Cir. 1987).

FATILURE TO COMPLY WITH LBR 7005-1

As of November 1, 2022, the court adopted Local Bankruptcy Rules
2002-3, 9036-1 and 7005-1 (requiring attorneys and trustees to use a
standardized Certificate of Service, EDC 7-005).

The form certificate of service is intended to allow parties to
memorialize service efficiently and accurately, and to aid the court
in ensuring sufficient service is achieved in each proceeding. Here,
counsel has used a custom drafted certificate of service.
Certificate of Service, ECF No. 26. This does not comply with LBR
7005-1. Counsel is cautioned from using custom drafted certificates
of service in the future.

SECTION 542 (a)

Section 542 (a) of the Bankruptcy Code requires the debtor and third
parties to turn over to the chapter 7 trustee property that the

trustee may use or sell. See 11 U.S.C. § 542(a). Property that is
of inconsequential value or benefit to the estate is not required to
be turned over to the trustee. See id. Other narrow exceptions and

defenses are described in § 542. See id. § 542 (b)-(d).

Section 542 (e) further provides for the court’s ordering a person
who “holds recorded information, including books, documents,
records, and papers, relating to the debtor’s property or financial
affairs, to turn over or disclose such recorded information to the
trustee.” See 11 U.S.C. § 542 (e). Further, the debtor has a
statutory duty to surrender to the trustee “any recorded
information, including books, documents, records, and papers,
relating to property of the estate.” Id. § 521 (a) (4).

The trustee may compel the debtor to turn over property to the
trustee by motion rather than by adversary proceeding. Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 7001(1). The trustee bears the burden of proof, and must
demonstrate that the property sought is property of the estate.

In this case, the trustee has made the requisite showing of the
estate’s interest in the property sought by turnover. The trustee
has stated that the debtor admitted at the 341 meeting that a
retirement account was closed and the funds were transferred to the
debtor personally, ECF No. 22. The motion will be granted. The
order shall state that the property described in the motion and
supporting papers shall be turned over to the trustee at once and no
later than 7 days from the date of service of the order on this
motion.



4. 25-23420-A-7 IN RE: DELIO FARIAS
JB-2

MOTION TO COMPEL ABANDONMENT
11-13-2025 [24]

JASON BORG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 10/14/2025;

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Compel Abandonment of Property of the Estate

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted only as to the business and such business
assets described in the motion

Order: Prepared by moving party pursuant to the instructions below

Business Description: Uber driver business; 2024 Kia Sportage used
for the business

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).

The movant bears the burden of proof. In re Pilz Compact Disc.,
Inc., 229 B.R. 630 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1999) (Chapter 7 trustee).
“[Blurdensome to the estate” means “consumes the resources and
drains the income of the estate.” In re Smith-Douglass, Inc., 856
F.2d 12, 16 (4th Cir. 1988). “[O]f inconsequential value and
benefit to the estate” refers to assets not likely to be liquidated
for the benefit of creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 704(a) (l); Matter of
Taxman Clothing Co., 49 F3d 310, 315 (7th Cir. 1995) (Chapter 7
trustee has no duty to liguidate assets where costs of doing so
likely to exceed asset’s value). Of inconsequential value and
benefit to the estate includes assets that (1) have no equity
(including post-petition appreciation), In re Viet Vu, 245 B.R. 644
(9th Cir. BAP 2000); and (2) assets with equity, which has been
wholly and properly exempted by the debtor. In re Montanaro, 307
B.R. 194 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 2004).

Property of the estate may be abandoned under § 554 of the
Bankruptcy Code if property of the estate is “burdensome to the
estate or of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate.” See
11 U.S.C. § 554 (a)-(b); Fed. R. Bankr. P. 6007 (b). Upon request of
a party in interest, the court may issue an order that the trustee
abandon property of the estate if the statutory standards for
abandonment are fulfilled.

The business described above is either burdensome to the estate or
of inconsequential value to the estate. The court has considered
Schedules A/B which values the vehicle at $22,000.00. Vol. Pet, ECF
No. 1. Schedule C does not list an exemption for the subject
property. Id. Schedule D shows that there is a claim against the
subject property for $25,545.00, thus there in no equity in the
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http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-23420
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=689941&rpt=Docket&dcn=JB-2
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vehicle. As such, an order compelling abandonment of such business
is warranted. The order will compel abandonment of only the
business and its assets that are described in the motion.

5. 25-24228-A-7 IN RE: RACHEL/KRISTIN HAYES
JCw-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-29-2025 [15]

DAVID VAN DYKE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
JENNIFER WONG/ATTY. FOR MV.
MECHANICS BANK VS.

TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2013 Ford Explorer XLT

Cause: delinquent installment payments 2 months/$647.00
Collateral Value: $5,520.00

Aggregate Liens: $5,023.32

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24228
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691258&rpt=Docket&dcn=JCW-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=691258&rpt=SecDocket&docno=15

the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (1l); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.s.C. § 362(g9) (2).

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). The debtor
bears the burden of proof. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (2). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1). “An
undersecured creditor is entitled to adequate protection only for
the decline in the [collateral’s] value after the bankruptcy
filing.” See Kathleen P. March, Hon. Alan M. Ahart & Janet A.
Shapiro, California Practice Guide: Bankruptcy q 8:1065.1 (rev.
2019) (citing United Sav. Ass’n v. Timbers of Inwood Forest Assocs.,
Ltd., 484 U.S. 365, 370-73 (1988)); see also In re Weinstein, 227 BR
284, 296 (9th Cir. BAP 1998) (“Adequate protection is provided to
safeguard the creditor against depreciation in the wvalue of its
collateral during the reorganization process”); In re Deico
Electronics, Inc., 139 BR 945, 947 (9th Cir. BAP 1992) (“Adequate
protection payments compensate undersecured creditors for the delay
bankruptcy imposes upon the exercise of their state law remedies”).

The debtor is obligated to make debt payments to the moving party
pursuant to a loan contract that is secured by a security interest
in the debtor’s wvehicle described above. The equity in the vehicle
is only $496.68. Here, the debtor has only missed two payments
aggregating $647.70. Debtor has indicated an intention to retain the
vehicle and make payments. Statement of Intention, ECF No. 1.
However, considering the small equity left in the vehicle and the
two delinquent payments, the court will grant relief under §
362 (d) (1) .

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.

Mechanics Bank’s motion for relief from the automatic stay 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2013 Ford Explorer XLT, as to all parties in
interest. The l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing
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may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to applicable
non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

6. 16-25431-A-7 IN RE: C./CLAUDIA WRIGHT
SLP-1

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF HERITAGE OPERATING L.P.
10-31-2025 [72]

STACIE POWER/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 09/18/17

Final Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Denied without prejudice

Order: Civil minute order

Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid
a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)

the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security
interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MIC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) . Impairment is statutorily defined: a lien impairs an
exemption “to the extent that the sum of—(i) the lien; (ii) all
other liens on the property; and (iii) the amount of the exemption
that the debtor could claim if there were no liens on the property;
exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest in the property would
have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (2) (A).

The Goswami decision states that “[a]voidance of a judicial lien may
be allowed even if the claimed exemption amount is de minimus.” In
re Goswami, 304 B.R. at 390 n.4. By inference, avoidance of a
judicial lien is not allowed if the claimed exemption amount has no
value at all, not even de minimus value. See 1id. Contra Botkin v.
DuPont Cmty. Credit Union, 650 F.3d 396, 400-01 (4th Cir. 2011)
(relying on the 1994 amendment to § 522 that added subsection

(f) (2), the court “conclude[d] that the Code plainly provides that
debtors need not claim an exemption as a precondition of avoiding a
lien that the debtor contends impairs that exemption”).

In this case, the responding party’s lien does not impair the
exemption claimed in the property subject to the responding party’s
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lien because the dollar amount of the exemption is $0.00. There can
be no impairment of an exemption having no value. Accordingly, a
prima facie case has not been made for relief under § 522 (f).

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

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

Debtor’s motion to avoid lien has been presented to the court.
Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court in its
ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.

7. 24-23234-A-7 IN RE: KHURRAM AHMAD
HLR-1

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCTATION
AND/OR MOTION TO EXPUNGE JUDICIAL LIEN.
10-29-2025 [33]

KRISTY HERNANDEZ/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 10/28/24

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid
a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522 (f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)

the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, honpurchase-money security
interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MIC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) .

A judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security
interest that does not impair an exemption cannot be avoided under §
522 (f). See Goswami, 304 B.R at 390-91 (quoting In re Mohring, 142
B.R. 389, 392 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 1992)); cf. In re Nelson, 197 B.R.
665, 672 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996) (lien not impairing exemption cannot
be avoided under 11 U.S.C. § 522(f)). Impairment is statutorily
defined: a lien impairs an exemption “to the extent that the sum of
- (i) the lien; (ii) all other liens on the property; and (iii) the
amount of the exemption that the debtor could claim if there were no
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liens on the property; exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest
in the property would have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C.
§ 522 (f) (2) (A) .

In this case, the responding party’s judicial lien does not impair
the exemption because it does not attach to any property. Section
522 (f) (1) of the Bankruptcy Code requires a debtor to have possessed
an interest to which a lien attached, before it attached, to avoid
the fixing of the lien on that interest. See 11 USC § 522 (f); Farrey
v. Sanderfoot (1991) 500 US 291, 296, 111 S.Ct. 1825, 1828-1829.
Accordingly, a prima facie case has not been made for relief under §
522 (f) .

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

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

Debtor’s motion to avoid lien has been presented to the court.
Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court in its

ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.

8. 24-23234-A-7 IN RE: KHURRAM AHMAD
HLR-2

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF TCF INVENTORY FINANCE, INC. AND/OR
MOTION TO EXPUNGE JUDICIAL LIEN.
10-28-2025 [27]

KRISTY HERNANDEZ/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 10/28/24

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid
a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522 (f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)

the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security
interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MIC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) .
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A judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security
interest that does not impair an exemption cannot be avoided under §
522 (f). See Goswami, 304 B.R at 390-91 (quoting In re Mohring, 142
B.R. 389, 392 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 1992)); cf. In re Nelson, 197 B.R.
665, 672 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1996) (lien not impairing exemption cannot
be avoided under 11 U.S.C. § 522(f)). Impairment is statutorily
defined: a lien impairs an exemption “to the extent that the sum of
- (i) the lien; (ii) all other liens on the property; and (iii) the
amount of the exemption that the debtor could claim if there were no
liens on the property; exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest
in the property would have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C.
§ 522 (f) (2) (A) .

In this case, the responding party’s judicial lien does not impair
the exemption because it does not attach to any property. Section
522 (f) (1) of the Bankruptcy Code requires a debtor to have possessed
an interest to which a lien attached, before it attached, to avoid
the fixing of the lien on that interest. See 11 USC § 522 (f); Farrey
v. Sanderfoot (1991) 500 US 291, 296, 111 S.Ct. 1825, 1828-1829.
Accordingly, a prima facie case has not been made for relief under §
522 (f) .

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

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

Debtor’s motion to avoid lien has been presented to the court.
Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court in its

ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.
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9. 24-25836-A-7 IN RE: REGINALD JACKSON
KMT-6

MOTION TO COMPROMISE CONTROVERSY/APPROVE SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT WITH OZELLA WASSER , MOTION TO COMPROMISE
CONTROVERSY/APPROVE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT WITH DESIREE
JACKSON

10-28-2025 [85]

GABRIEL HERRERA/ATTY. FOR MV.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Approve Compromise or Settlement of Controversy
Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (2); no written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Parties to Compromise: Debtor Reginald Alonzo Jackson; Ozella
Wasser; Desiree Jackson

Dispute Compromised: Claims and sale proceed distribution of 1100
Rio Norte Way, Sacramento, California

Summary of Material Terms: (a) the parties acknowledge and agree
that the real property generally located at 1100 Rio Norte Way,
Sacramento, CA 95834 ("Subject Property") is property of the
bankruptcy estate; (b) The Creditor's claim in the unsecured amount
of $1,000,000 shall be deemed allowed, less any amounts received as
provided in the Agreement; (c) Any net proceeds from the sale of the
Subject Property (approximately $50,000) is to be distributed as
follows: (a) fifty percent (50%) to the Creditor; and (b) fifty
percent (50%) to the bankruptcy estate; (d) The Agreement shall not
affect any discharge proceeding commenced by the Creditor against
the Debtor; (e) The proof of claim filed by D. Jackson shall be
deemed withdrawn; (f) Releases exchanged between the parties, which
resolves disputes between the Creditor and D. Jackson.

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).

APPROVAL OF COMPROMISE

In determining whether to approve a compromise under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 9019, the court determines whether the
compromise was negotiated in good faith and whether the party
proposing the compromise reasonably believes that the compromise is
the best that can be negotiated under the facts. 1In re A & C
Props., 784 F.2d 1377, 1381 (9th Cir. 1986). More than mere good
faith negotiation of a compromise is required. The court must also
find that the compromise is fair and equitable. Id. “Fair and
equitable” involves a consideration of four factors: (i) the
probability of success in the litigation; (ii) the difficulties to
be encountered in collection; (iii) the complexity of the
litigation, and expense, delay and inconvenience necessarily
attendant to litigation; and (iv) the paramount interest of
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creditors and a proper deference to the creditors’ expressed wishes,
if any. Id. The party proposing the compromise bears the burden of
persuading the court that the compromise is fair and equitable and
should be approved. Id.

The movant requests approval of a compromise that settles the
dispute described above. The compromise is reflected in the
settlement agreement attached to the motion as an exhibit. Trustee
believes that that the probability of success weighs in her favor,
but that is not entirely certain. Litigating these issues would
cause extra expenses and inconvenience for the estate. Based on the
motion and supporting papers, the court finds that the compromise
presented for the court’s approval is fair and equitable considering
the relevant A & C Properties factors. The compromise or settlement
will be approved.

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.

Trustee Kimberly Husted’s motion to approve a compromise has been
presented to the court. Having considered the motion, oppositions,
responses and replies, if any, and having heard oral argument
presented at the hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The court hereby approves

the compromise that is reflected in the settlement agreement
attached to the motion as an exhibit and filed at docket no. 88.

16



10. 25-24447-A-7 IN RE: TOMMY PARKER
WLG-1

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF PORTFOLIO RECOVERY ASSOCIATES, LLC
10-24-2025 [14]

NICHOLAS WAJDA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party

Subject: 2025 Moonbeam Drive, Placerville, California

Judicial Lien Avoided: $8,318.61 (Portfolio Recovery Associates,
LLC)

All Other Liens:

- [Deed of Trust] $219,918.00 (Rocket Mortgage)

Exemption: $295,682.00

Value of Property: $515,600.00

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 debtor seeks an order avoiding the judicial lien of creditor
Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC, under 11 U.S.C. § 522 (f).

LIEN AVOIDANCE
Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid

a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)

the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security

interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MTC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) . Impairment is statutorily defined: a lien impairs an
exemption “to the extent that the sum of - (i) the lien; (ii) all

other liens on the property; and (iii) the amount of the exemption
that the debtor could claim if there were no liens on the property;
exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest in the property would
have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (2) (A).
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The responding party’s judicial lien, all other liens, and the
exemption amount together totals $523,918.61 which exceeds the
property’s value by an amount greater than or equal to the judicial
lien of $8,318.61. As a result, the responding party’s judicial
lien will be avoided entirely.

11. 25-26153-A-7 IN RE: ADRIENNE BAILEY
LT-1

MOTION TO DISMISS DUPLICATE CASE
11-6-2025 [12]

LUIS TOVAR/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Tentative Ruling

Motion: Dismissal or Conversion of Case
Disposition: Granted
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). 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) .

Dismissal of a chapter 7 case may be sought under either § 305 or §
707(a). 11 U.Ss.C. §§ 305(a). Section 305 provides, “The court,
after notice and a hearing, may dismiss a case under this title

at any time if . . . the interests of creditors and the debtor
would be better served by such dismissal . . . .” 11 U.S.C. §
305(a) (1); see, e.g., In re Eastman, 188 B.R. 621, 624 (B.A.P. 9th
Cir. 1995). Similarly, § 707 (a) authorizes dismissal of a chapter 7
case for cause. See 11 U.S.C. § 707(a); Hickman v. Hana (In re
Hickman), 384 B.R. 832, 836 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2008) (holding that
whether “cause” exists for dismissal under § 707 (a) can be based on
the totality of circumstances unless legal prejudice to creditors
would result).

The debtor seeks dismissal of her case because she has mistakenly
filed duplicate cases. Debtor had only intended to file one case in
good faith and asks that the instant case be dismissed. The court
will grant the motion pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 707 (a).

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.
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Debtor’s motion to dismiss has been presented to the court. Having
considered the motion, oppositions, and replies, if any, and having
heard oral argument presented at the hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted.

12. 25-23454-A-7 IN RE: CHANCHAI VUE
PLC-3

MOTION TO REDEEM
10-23-2025  [31]

PETER CIANCHETTA/ATTY. FOR DRBRT.
DEBTOR DISCHARED: 10/27/25

Final Ruling

Motion: Redeem Personal Property
Disposition: Denied without prejudice
Order: Civil minute order

The court will deny the motion without prejudice on grounds of
insufficient service of process on the responding party. A motion
to redeem personal property under § 722 is a contested matter
requiring service of the motion in the manner provided by Federal
Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 7004. See Fed. R. Bankr. P. 6008
advisory committee’s note; Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9014 (b). Under Rule
7004, service on corporations must be made “to the attention of an
officer, a managing or general agent, or to any other agent
authorized by appointment or by law to receive service of process.”
Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7004 (b) (3).

Service of the motion was insufficient. Madison Beck is the
individual who has been served on this motion. Based on the proof of
service, it does not appear that this is to the attention of an
officer, managing or general agent, or other agent authorized to
accept service.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

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

Debtor’s Motion to Redeem Personal Property has been presented to
the court. Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court

in its ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.
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13. 25-23454-A-7 IN RE: CHANCHAI VUE
PLC-4

MOTION TO COMPEL ABANDONMENT
10-23-2025 [36]

PETER CIANCHETTA/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 10/27/25

Final Ruling

Motion: Abandon Property of the Estate

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Denied without prejudice

Order: Civil Minute Order

ABANDONMENT

Property of the estate may be abandoned under § 554 of the
Bankruptcy Code if property of the estate is “burdensome to the
estate or of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate.” See
11 U.S.C. § 554 (a)—-(b). Upon request of a party in interest, the
court may issue an order that the trustee abandon property of the
estate if the statutory standards for abandonment are fulfilled.

The movant bears the burden of proof. In re Pilz Compact Disc.,
Inc., 229 B.R. 630 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1999) (Chapter 7 trustee).
“[Blurdensome to the estate” means “consumes the resources and
drains the income of the estate.” In re Smith-Douglass, Inc., 856
F.2d 12, 16 (4th Cir. 1988). “[O]f inconsequential value and
benefit to the estate” refers to assets not likely to be liquidated
for the benefit of creditors. 11 U.S.C. § 704(a) (l); Matter of
Taxman Clothing Co., 49 F3d 310, 315 (7th Cir. 1995) (Chapter 7
trustee has no duty to liguidate assets where costs of doing so
likely to exceed asset’s value). Of inconsequential value and
benefit to the estate includes assets that (1) have no equity
(including post-petition appreciation), In re Viet Vu, 245 B.R. 644
(9th Cir. BAP 2000); and (2) assets with equity, which has been
wholly and properly exempted by the debtor. In re Montanaro, 307
B.R. 194 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. 2004).

Notice of a motion to abandon is governed by Rule 6007 (a).
Unless otherwise directed by the court, the trustee or
debtor in possession shall give notice of a proposed
abandonment or disposition of property to the United
States trustee, all creditors, indenture trustees, and
committees elected pursuant to § 705 or appointed
pursuant to § 1102 of the Code. A party in interest
may file and serve an objection within 14 days of the
mailing of the notice, or within the time fixed by the
court. If a timely objection is made, the court shall
set a hearing on notice to the United States trustee
and to other entities as the court may direct.
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Fed. R. Bankr. P. 6007 (a) (emphasis added).

The certificate of service filed in this case indicates that other
parties in interest were served with the motion. Certificate of
Service, p. 2, item 5, ECF No. 40. This does not comply with Rule
6007 which requires that all creditors be served with the motion. As
such, service is insufficient and the motion will be denied without
prejudice.

CIVIL MINUTE ORDER

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

The debtor’s Motion to Compel Abandonment has been presented to the
court. Given the procedural deficiencies discussed by the court in
its ruling,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied without prejudice.

14. 24-90455-A-7 IN RE: MYREYA JIMENEZ
ADJ-5

MOTION FOR COMPENSATION BY THE LAW OFFICE OF SHEGERIAN
CONNIFF L.L.P. FOR CORTNEY SHEGERIAN, SPECIAL COUNSEL(S)
10-21-2025 [44]

T. O'TOOLE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 11/19/24

Tentative Ruling

Application: Allowance of Final 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 7 case, the trustee has applied for an allowance of
final compensation and reimbursement of expenses for special counsel
Cortney Shegerian of Shegerian Conniff L.L.P. The compensation and
expenses requested are based on a contingent fee approved pursuant

to § 328(a) of the Bankruptcy Code. The applicant requests that the
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court allow compensation in the amount of $51,357.34 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $10,872.57.

“Section 328 (a) permits a professional to have the terms and
conditions of its employment pre-approved by the bankruptcy court,
such that the bankruptcy court may alter the agreed-upon
compensation only ‘if such terms and conditions prove to have been
improvident in light of developments not capable of being
anticipated at the time of the fixing of such terms and conditions.’
In the absence of preapproval under § 328, fees are reviewed at the
conclusion of the bankruptcy proceeding under a reasonableness

standard pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 330(a) (1).” In re Circle K Corp.,
279 F.3d 669, 671 (9th Cir. 2002) (footnote omitted) (quoting 11
U.s.C. § 328(a)). “Under section 328, where the bankruptcy court

has previously approved the terms for compensation of a
professional, when the professional ultimately applies for payment,
the court cannot alter those terms unless it finds the original
terms to have been improvident in light of developments not capable
of being anticipated at the time of the fixing of such terms and
conditions.” Pitrat v. Reimers (In re Reimers), 972 F.2d 1127, 1128
(9th Cir. 1992) (internal quotation marks omitted).

The court finds that the compensation and expenses sought are
reasonable, and the court will approve the application on a final
basis.

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.

The Chapter 7 Trustee’s application for allowance of first and final
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 final compensation in the amount of $51,357.34 and
reimbursement of expenses in the amount of $10,872.57.

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 and the
distribution priorities of § 726.
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15. 25-25658-A-7 IN RE: J MONTALVO GARCIA AND MARICARMEN
REYES MONTALVO

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR FAILURE TO UPDATE CONTACT
INFORMATION IN PACER
10-30-2025 [12]

MELODY MORRIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.

Final Ruling

The Order to Show Cause is discharged. No appearances are required. The
court will issue a civil minute order.

16. 25-22659-A-7 IN RE: ZACHARY/MARISSA DEVALLE
KMM-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-30-2025 [18]

KATHLEEN CRIST/ATTY. FOR DBT.
KIRSTEN MARTINEZ/ATTY. FOR MV.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 09/08/25

TOYOTA MOTOR CREDIT CORPORATION VS.
TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted in part; denied in part as moot
Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2022 Toyota Sienna
Value of Collateral: $40,650.00
Aggregate of Liens: $43,017.14

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).

AS TO THE DEBTOR

The motion is denied as moot. The stay that protects the debtor
terminates at the entry of discharge. 11 U.S.C. § 362 (c) (2). 1In
this case, discharge has been entered. As a result, the motion is

moot as to the debtor.
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AS TO THE ESTATE

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). Adeguate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1).

Section 362 (d) (2) authorizes stay relief if the debtor lacks equity
in the property and the property is not necessary to an effective

reorganization. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (2). Chapter 7 is a mechanism
for liquidation, not reorganization, and, therefore, property of the
estate is never necessary for reorganization. In re Casgul of

Nevada, Inc., 22 B.R. 65, 66 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1982).

In this case, the aggregate amount due all liens totals $43,017.14
which exceeds the value of the collateral at $40,650.00. Thus, the
debtor has no equity in the property. As a consequence, the motion
will be granted, and the 1l4-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be
awarded.

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.

Toyota Motor Credit Corporation’s motion for relief from the
automatic stay 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted in part and denied as moot
in part. The automatic stay i1s vacated with respect to the interest
of the trustee in the property described in the motion, commonly
known as 2022 Toyota Sienna. Relief from the automatic stay as to
the interest of the debtor in such property is denied as moot given
the entry of the discharge in this case. 11 U.S.C.

§362(c) (2) (C) .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the 14-day stay of the order under
Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any
party with standing may pursue its rights against the property
pursuant to applicable non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the

extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.
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17. 25-24359-A-7 IN RE: BRANDY GRAY
SD-2

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-27-2025 [33]

STEVEN ALPERT/ATTY. FOR DBT.
SHANNON DOYLE/ATTY. FOR MV.
RIVERMARK COMMUNITY CREDIT UNION VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted in part, denied in part as moot
Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2005 Monaco Knight Series
Value of Collateral: $53,185.00
Aggregate of Liens: $64,564.74

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

AS TO THE DEBTOR

The motion is denied as moot. The stay that protects the debtor
terminates at the entry of discharge. 11 U.S.C. § 362 (c) (2). 1In
this case, discharge has been entered. As a result, the motion is
moot as to the debtor.

AS TO THE ESTATE

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
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the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (1l); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.s.C. § 362(g9) (2).

Section 362 (d) (2)

Section 362 (d) (2) authorizes stay relief if the debtor lacks equity
in the property and the property is not necessary to an effective

reorganization. 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (2). Chapter 7 is a mechanism
for liquidation, not reorganization, and, therefore, property of the
estate is never necessary for reorganization. In re Casgul of

Nevada, Inc., 22 B.R. 65, 66 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1982).

In this case, the aggregate amount due all liens totals $64,564.74
which exceeds the value of the collateral at $53,185.00 and the
debtor has no equity in the property. Since this is a motion under
LBR 9014-1(f) (1), opposition is required. The trustee has not filed
any opposition to this motion. The court will infer that the trustee
agrees with motion for stay relief. As a consequence, the motion
will be granted, and the 1l4-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be
awarded.

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.

Rivermark Community Credit Union’s motion for relief from the
automatic stay 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that as to the estate, the motion is granted. The
automatic stay is vacated with respect to the property described in
the motion, commonly known as a 2005 Monaco Knight Series, as to all
parties in interest. The 1l4-day stay of the order under Federal
Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with
standing may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to
applicable non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as to the debtor the motion is denied as
moot.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief i1s awarded. To the

extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

26



18. 25-24965-A-7 IN RE: MICHAEL FURMANEK
KMM-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-30-2025 [11]

SCOTT JOHNSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
KIRSTEN MARTINEZ/ATTY. FOR MV.
AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2024 Honda Foreman Rubicon
Cause: delinquent installment payments 5 months/$1,477.70

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (1l); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (2).

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
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in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). The debtor
bears the burden of proof. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (2). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1). “An
undersecured creditor is entitled to adequate protection only for
the decline in the [collateral’s] value after the bankruptcy
filing.” See Kathleen P. March, Hon. Alan M. Ahart & Janet A.
Shapiro, California Practice Guide: Bankruptcy q 8:1065.1 (rev.
2019) (citing United Sav. Ass’n v. Timbers of Inwood Forest Assocs.,
Ltd., 484 U.S. 365, 370-73 (1988)); see also In re Weinstein, 227 BR
284, 296 (9th Cir. BAP 1998) (“Adequate protection is provided to
safeguard the creditor against depreciation in the wvalue of its
collateral during the reorganization process”); In re Deico
Electronics, Inc., 139 BR 945, 947 (9th Cir. BAP 1992) (“Adequate
protection payments compensate undersecured creditors for the delay
bankruptcy imposes upon the exercise of their state law remedies”).

The debtor is obligated to make debt payments to the moving party
pursuant to a loan contract that is secured by a security interest
in the debtor’s wvehicle described above. The debtor has defaulted
on such loan with the moving party, and postpetition payments are
past due. Vehicles depreciate over time and with usage. As a
consequence, the moving party’s interest in the vehicle is not being
adequately protected due to the debtor’s ongoing postpetition
default. Further, debtor has stated their intent to surrender the
vehicle in the Statement of Intention.

Cause exists to grant relief under § 362(d) (1). The motion will be
granted, and the 1l4-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.

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.

American Honda Finance Corporation’s motion for relief from the
automatic stay 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2024 Honda Foreman Rubicon, as to all parties in
interest. The l1l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing
may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to applicable
non-bankruptcy law.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

19. 24-24267-A-7 IN RE: RIKI TROWE
DNL-15

MOTION FOR EXAMINATION
10-27-2025 [203]

OMERO BANUELOS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
J. CUNNINGHAM/ATTY. FOR MV.

No Ruling

20. 24-22469-A-7 IN RE: JENNIFER RODRIGUE
CRG-8

PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE RE: MOTION FOR SANCTIONS FOR VIOLATION
OF THE AUTOMATIC STAY
4-8-2025 [282]

CARL GUSTAFSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTOR DISCHARGED: 09/30/25

Final Ruling

In light of issues raised by the Status Report, ECF No. 319, the
court will issue an order seeking clarification from the parties.

To allow the parties to clarify the status report, the status
conference is continued to December 15, 2025, at 10:30 a.m. A civil
minute order shall issue.

29


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=24-24267
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=680711&rpt=Docket&dcn=DNL-15
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=680711&rpt=SecDocket&docno=203
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=24-22469
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=677385&rpt=Docket&dcn=CRG-8
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=677385&rpt=SecDocket&docno=282

21. 25-24070-A-7 IN RE: MELANIA FIGUEROA
MRL-1

CONTINUED MOTION TO CONVERT CASE FROM CHAPTER 7 TO CHAPTER
13
9-5-2025 [13]

MIKALAH LIVIAKIS/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Convert Case from Chapter 7 to Chapter 13
Notice: Continued from October 20, 2025
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Written opposition to this motion was required not less than 14 days
before the hearing on this motion. LBR 9014-1(f) (1) (B). 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) .

CONVERSION UNDER § 706 (a)

Section 706 of the Bankruptcy Code gives chapter 7 debtors a
qualified conversion right. See 11 U.S.C. § 706(a), (d). A
debtor’s right to convert a case from Chapter 7 to Chapter 11, 12,
or 13 is conditioned on (i) the debtor’s eligibility for relief
under the chapter to which the case will be converted and (ii) the
case not having been previously converted under §§ 1112, 1208, or
1307. 11 U.s.C. § 706(a), (d); see also Marrama v. Citizens Bank of
Mass., 549 U.S. 365, 372-74 (2007) (affirming denial of debtor’s
conversion from Chapter 7 to Chapter 13 based on bad faith conduct
sufficient to establish cause under § 1307 (c)).

The motion was initially continued to allow the debtor to address
the issue of funding the plan and file supplemental Schedules I/J.
Debtor has since addressed these issues and has filed supplemental
schedules I/J.

The secured and unsecured debt amounts shown in the debtor’s
schedules are below the debt limits provided in § 109(e). See 11
U.S.C. § 109(e). The case has not been previously converted under §
1112, 1208, or 1307 of the Bankruptcy Code. See id. § 706(a). No
party in interest has questioned the debtor’s eligibility for relief
under Chapter 13.

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.
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The debtor’s motion to convert this case from chapter 7 to chapter
13 has been presented to the court. Having considered the motion,
oppositions, responses and replies, if any, and having heard oral

argument presented at the hearing,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The court converts this
case from chapter 7 to chapter 13.

22. 25-22974-A-7 IN RE: DOUGLAS/DENILLE FONTANA
GTB-2

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF NEXTGEAR CAPITAL, INC.
10-23-2025 [35]

GEORGE BURKE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 10/22/25

Final Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party

Subject: 2145 Starling Way, Lodi, California

Judicial Lien Avoided: $77,018.99 (Nextgear Capital, Inc.)

All Other Liens:

- [Deed of Trust] $293,689.00 (Nationstar/Mr. Cooper)

- [Second Mortgage] $108,449.78 (Office of Housing FHA Comptroller)
Exemption: $192,861.22

Value of Property: $595,000.00

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 debtor seeks an order avoiding the judicial lien of creditor
Nextgear Capital, Inc., under 11 U.S.C. § 522 (f).

LIEN AVOIDANCE
Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid

a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)
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the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, honpurchase-money security

interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MIC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003). Impairment is statutorily defined: a lien impairs an
exemption “to the extent that the sum of - (i) the lien; (ii) all

other liens on the property; and (iii) the amount of the exemption
that the debtor could claim if there were no liens on the property;
exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest in the property would
have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (2) (A).

The responding party’s judicial lien, all other liens, and the
exemption amount together totals $672,018.99 which exceeds the
property’s value, viz. $595,000, by an amount greater than or equal
to the judicial lien of $77,018.99. As a result, the responding
party’s judicial lien will be avoided entirely.

23. 25-23874-A-7 IN RE: ROBERT HEMMING
SLH-2

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF THE NATIONAL COLLECTION AGENCY, INC.
10-14-2025 [22]

SETH HANSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party

Subject: 2087 Camp Whitney Circle, Rocklin, California

Judicial Lien Avoided: $193,443.98 (The National Collection Agency)
All Other Liens:

- [Deed of Trust] $283,980.00- Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC

Exemption: $500,000.00

Value of Property: $731,000.00

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 debtor seeks an order avoiding the judicial lien of creditor
National Collection Agency, Inc., under 11 U.S.C. § 522(f).
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LIEN AVOIDANCE

Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid
a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been

entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)

the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, honpurchase-money security

interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MIC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) . Impairment is statutorily defined: a lien impairs an
exemption “to the extent that the sum of - (i) the lien; (ii) all

other liens on the property; and (iii) the amount of the exemption
that the debtor could claim if there were no liens on the property;
exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest in the property would
have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (2) (A).

The responding party’s judicial lien, all other liens, and the
exemption amount together totals $977,423.98 which exceeds the
property’s value by an amount greater than or equal to the judicial
lien of $193,443.98. As a result, the responding party’s judicial
lien will be avoided entirely.

24. 24-24375-A-7 IN RE: SHELLI CROWDER
BLL-2

CONTINUED MOTION FOR CONTEMPT AND/OR MOTION FOR SANCTIONS
FOR VIOLATION OF THE DISCHARGE INJUNCTION
6-10-2025 [28]

RICHARD HALL/ATTY. FOR DBT.
DEBTORS DISCHARGED: 01/21/25
WITHDRAWN BY M.P.

Final Ruling

Having been withdrawn, the matter is deemed voluntarily dismissed.
The court drops the matter from calendar.
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25. 25-25275-A-7 IN RE: MUHAMMAD HAMDAN
SKI-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-24-2025 [11]

CARL GUSTAFSON/ATTY. FOR DBT.
SHERYL ITH/ATTY. FOR MV.
SANTANDER CONSUMER USA INC. VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2022 Jeep Grand Cherokee (Auto Lease; Matured September
2025)
Cause: delinquent installment payments 1.9 months/$1,658.44

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (1l); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.qg.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(9) (2).
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Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). The debtor
bears the burden of proof. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (2). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1). “An
undersecured creditor is entitled to adequate protection only for
the decline in the [collateral’s] value after the bankruptcy
filing.” See Kathleen P. March, Hon. Alan M. Ahart & Janet A.
Shapiro, California Practice Guide: Bankruptcy 9 8:1065.1 (rev.
2019) (citing United Sav. Ass’n v. Timbers of Inwood Forest Assocs.,
Ltd., 484 U.S. 365, 370-73 (1988)); see also In re Weinstein, 227 BR
284, 296 (9th Cir. BAP 1998) (“Adequate protection is provided to
safeguard the creditor against depreciation in the wvalue of its
collateral during the reorganization process”); In re Deico
Electronics, Inc., 139 BR 945, 947 (9th Cir. BAP 1992) (“Adequate
protection payments compensate undersecured creditors for the delay
bankruptcy imposes upon the exercise of their state law remedies”).

The debtor is obligated to make debt payments to the moving party
pursuant to the lease regarding the debtor’s vehicle described
above. The debtor has defaulted on the auto lease with the moving
party, and pre-petition payments are past due. As a consequence, the
moving party’s interest in the vehicle is not being adequately
protected due to the debtor’s ongoing default. Additionally, the
lease matured in September 2025, and the vehicle was voluntarily
returned to the dealership.

Cause exists to grant relief under § 362(d) (1). The motion will be
granted, and the 1l4-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.

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.

Santander Consumer USA, Inc.’s motion for relief from the automatic
stay 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
motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2022 Jeep Grand Cherokee, as to all parties in
interest. The 1l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of
Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing
may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to applicable
non-bankruptcy law.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

26. 25-24776-A-7 IN RE: ROBIN READY
TLA-1

MOTION TO AVOID LIEN OF WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.
11-3-2025 [13]

THOMAS AMBERG/ATTY. FOR DBT.
Final Ruling

Motion: Avoid Lien that Impairs Exemption

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by moving party

Subject: 1111 Singingwood Road, Sacramento, California
Judicial Lien Avoided: $7,999.00 (Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.)
All Other Liens:

- [Deed of Trust] $234,137.00 (Shellpoint Mortgage Servicing)
Exemption: $214,000.00

Value of Property: $375,000.00

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 debtor seeks an order avoiding the judicial lien of creditor
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. under 11 U.S.C. § 522(f).

LIEN AVOIDANCE

Section 522 (f) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes the court to avoid
a lien “on an interest of the debtor in property to the extent that
such lien impairs an exemption to which the debtor would have been
entitled.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (1). There are four elements to
avoidance of a lien that impairs an exemption: (1) there must be an
exemption to which the debtor would have been entitled; (2) the
property must be listed on the schedules and claimed as exempt; (3)
the lien must impair the exemption claimed; and (4) the lien must be
a judicial lien or nonpossessory, nonpurchase-money security

interest in property described in § 522 (f) (1) (B). Goswami v. MTC
Distrib. (In re Goswami), 304 B.R. 386, 390-91 (B.A.P. 9th Cir.
2003) . Impairment is statutorily defined: a lien impairs an
exemption “to the extent that the sum of - (i) the lien; (ii) all

other liens on the property; and (iii) the amount of the exemption

36


http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/ECFCaseQuery.aspx?caseNum=25-24776
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692086&rpt=Docket&dcn=TLA-1
http://appsd.caeb.circ9.dcn/ecfcasequery/MainContent.aspx?caseID=692086&rpt=SecDocket&docno=13

that the debtor could claim if there were no liens on the property;
exceeds the value that the debtor’s interest in the property would
have in the absence of any liens.” 11 U.S.C. § 522(f) (2) (A).

The responding party’s judicial lien, all other liens, and the
exemption amount together totals $456,136.00 which exceeds the
property’s value by an amount greater than or equal to the judicial
lien of $7,999.00. As a result, the responding party’s judicial
lien will be avoided entirely.

27. 25-24380-A-7 IN RE: HAYTHAM/SAMANTHA KHALIL
JCW-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-22-2025 [17]

ERIC SEYVERTSEN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
JENNIFER WONG/ATTY. FOR MV.

PNC BANK, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION VS.
TRUSTEE NON-OPPOSITION

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2022 Mercedes MLT
Cause: delinquent installment payments 3 months/ $3,600.96

These minutes constitute the court’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 52(a), incorporated
by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7052, 9014(c). The findings of fact are as set
forth above; the conclusions of law are as set forth below.

DEFAULT OF RESPONDENT

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) .

STAY RELIEF

“[A]lfter notice and a hearing,” the court may terminate, annul,
modify or condition the stay: (1) “for cause, including the lack of
adequate protection”; or (2) “with respect to a stay of an act
against property [of the estate]” if the debtor lacks “equity” in
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that property and if that “property is not necessary for an
effective reorganization.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d); see also Fed. R.
Bankr. P. 4001 (a) (1). The party seeking stay relief bears the
burden of proof as to “the debtor’s equity in the property” and on
the validity and perfection of its security interest, as well as the
amount of its debt. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg)(1l); In re Dahlquist, 34 B.R.
476, 481 (Bankr. S.D. 1983). The party opposing stay relief, e.g.,
the debtor or Chapter 7 trustee, bears the burden of proof on all
other issues. 11 U.S.C. § 362(qg) (2).

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). The debtor
bears the burden of proof. 11 U.S.C. § 362(g) (2). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1). “An
undersecured creditor is entitled to adequate protection only for
the decline in the [collateral’s] value after the bankruptcy
filing.” See Kathleen P. March, Hon. Alan M. Ahart & Janet A.
Shapiro, California Practice Guide: Bankruptcy q 8:1065.1 (rev.
2019) (citing United Sav. Ass’n v. Timbers of Inwood Forest Assocs.,
Ltd., 484 U.S. 365, 370-73 (1988)); see also In re Weinstein, 227 BR
284, 296 (9th Cir. BAP 1998) (“Adequate protection is provided to
safeguard the creditor against depreciation in the value of its
collateral during the reorganization process”); In re Deico
Electronics, Inc., 139 BR 945, 947 (9th Cir. BAP 1992) (“Adequate
protection payments compensate undersecured creditors for the delay
bankruptcy imposes upon the exercise of their state law remedies”).

The debtor is obligated to make debt payments to the moving party
pursuant to a loan contract that is secured by a security interest
in the debtor’s wvehicle described above. The debtor has defaulted
on such loan with the moving party, and postpetition payments are
past due. Vehicles depreciate over time and with usage. As a
consequence, the moving party’s interest in the vehicle is not being
adequately protected due to the debtor’s ongoing postpetition
default.

Cause exists to grant relief under § 362(d) (1). The motion will be
granted, and the 1l4-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.

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.

PNC Bank, National Association’s motion for relief from the

automatic stay has been presented to the court. Having entered the
default of respondent for failure to appear, timely oppose, or
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otherwise defend in the matter, and having considered the well-
pleaded facts of the motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2022 Mercedes MLT, as to all parties in interest.
The 1l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing may pursue
its rights against the property pursuant to applicable non-
bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

28. 25-24582-A-7 IN RE: KATHERINE SORIANO AND ANTONIO MERCADO
NLG-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
11-3-2025 [21]

RYAN KEENAN/ATTY. FOR DBT.
NICHOLE GLOWIN/ATTY. FOR MV.
SENECA MORTGAGE SERVICING LLC VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2253 Davie Place, Tracy, California

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) .

STAY RELIEF

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
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extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1).

“Where the property is declining in value or accruing interest and
taxes eat up the equity cushion to the point where the cushion no
longer provides adequate protection, the court may either grant the
motion to lift the stay or order the debtor to provide some other
form of adequate protection.” Kathleen P. March, Hon. Alan M. Ahart
& Janet A. Shapiro, California Practice Guide: Bankruptcy 9 8:1096
(rev. 2018). Further, “[aln undersecured creditor is entitled to
adequate protection only for the decline in the [collateral’s] wvalue
after the bankruptcy filing.” Id. 9 8:1065.1 (citing United Sav.
Ass’n v. Timbers of Inwood Forest Assocs., Ltd., 484 U.S. 365, 370-
73 (1988)). When a creditor is oversecured, however, an existing
equity cushion may provide adequate protection of its security
interest while the stay remains in effect. See id. q 8:1072 (citing
cases). In calculating the amount of the movant creditor’s equity
cushion, the court ignores the debt secured by junior liens. In re
Mellor, 734 F.2d 1396, 1400-01 (9th Cir. 1984). The Ninth Circuit
has held that a 20% equity cushion adequately protects a creditor’s
security interest.” Id. at 1401.

“[U]lnder section 362 (d) (1), the stay must be terminated for ‘cause.’
Lack of adequate protection is but one example of “cause” for relief
from stay.” In re Ellis, 60 B.R. 432, 435 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1985).
The panel in the Ellis case rejected the argument that under

§ 362 (d) (1) “the stay can only be terminated if [the movant-
creditors] show a lack of adequate protection.” Id.

The debtor has missed 17 pre-petition payments totaling $59,429.51
and 1 post-petition payment totaling $3,676.18 due on the debt
secured by the moving party’s lien. This constitutes cause for stay
relief.

The court does not address grounds for relief under § 362(d) (2) as
relief is warranted under § 362(d) (1). The motion will be granted,
and the 14-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.

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.

Seneca Mortgage Servicing, LLC’s motion for relief from the
automatic stay 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 motion.

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2253 Davie Place, Tracy, California, as to all
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parties in interest. The 1l4-day stay of the order under Federal
Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with
standing may pursue its rights against the property pursuant to
applicable non-bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

29. 25-24885-A-7 IN RE: OBDULIA VALDOVINOS
KMM-1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY
10-22-2025 [15]

T. O'TOOLE/ATTY. FOR DBT.
KIRSTEN MARTINEZ/ATTY. FOR MV.
AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION VS.

Final Ruling

Motion: Stay Relief

Notice: LBR 9014-1(f) (1); written opposition required
Disposition: Granted

Order: Civil minute order

Subject: 2024 Honda Civic (Auto Lease)

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) .

STAY RELIEF

Subsection (d) (1) of § 362 of Title 11 provides for relief from stay
for “cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest
in property of such party.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d) (1). Adequate
protection may consist of a lump sum cash payment or periodic cash
payments to the entity entitled to adequate protection “to the
extent that the stay . . . results in a decrease in the value of
such entity’s interest in property.” 11 U.S.C. § 361(1).

The debtor has missed 3 pre-petition payments totaling $1,506.81 and
2 post-petition payments totaling $502.27 due on auto lease. This
constitutes cause for stay relief. Additionally, the debtor has
stated their intention to surrender the leased property in the
statement of intention.
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The court does not address grounds for relief under § 362(d) (2) as
relief is warranted under § 362(d) (1). The motion will be granted,
and the 14-day stay of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure
4001 (a) (3) will be waived. No other relief will be awarded.

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.

American Honda Finance Corporation’s motion for relief from the
automatic stay 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 motion,

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is granted. The automatic stay is
vacated with respect to the property described in the motion,
commonly known as 2024 Honda Civic, as to all parties in interest.
The 1l4-day stay of the order under Federal Rule of Bankruptcy
Procedure 4001 (a) (3) is waived. Any party with standing may pursue
its rights against the property pursuant to applicable non-
bankruptcy law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no other relief is awarded. To the
extent that the motion includes any request for attorney’s fees or
other costs for bringing this motion, the request is denied.

30. 22-21095-A-7 IN RE: CALIFORNIA HISPANIC COMMISSION ON
ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE, INC.
DNL-14

CONTINUED MOTION TO PAY
10-13-2025 [179]

GALEN GENTRY/ATTY. FOR DBT.
J. CUNNINGHAM/ATTY. FOR MV.

Final Ruling

Motion: Motion to Pay

Notice: Continued from November 3, 2025
Disposition: Granted

Order: Prepared by trustee

This motion was continued from November 3, 2025, to allow the movant
to file and serve a notice of continued hearing clearly stating
claimants’ names and the amount requested and calculated for
priority claims. If no opposition was filed, then the court intended
to grant the motion. No opposition has been filed. The court will
grant this motion. The order is to be prepared by the trustee.
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