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George Chen contends that the bankruptcy court erred when it found that he
received $729,044.19 in post-petition payments on account of a pre-petition loan.
We review the bankruptcy court’s factual findings for clear error. See, e.g., In re
Int’l Fibercom, Inc., 503 F.3d 933, 940 (9th Cir. 2007). The court heard two days
of testimony, examined the parties’ exhibits, and reviewed an expert report. The
record provides more than adequate support for the factual determinations made,
including the court’s rejection of Chen’s explanation for the checks made payable
to cash or denominated as repayment of loans. We thus conclude that the
bankruptcy court did not clearly err.

Chen also contends that the court erred when it found that his conduct
warranted revocation of his discharge under 11 U.S.C. § 727(d). Chen did not
disclose to the Trustee his entitlement to repayment on the loan or the equity
distributions he received as part-owner of a restaurant. The record thus supports
the court’s finding that Chen “knowingly and fraudulently failed to report the
acquisition of or entitlement to” property of the estate, 11 U.S.C. § 727(d)(2), and
there was no clear error.

AFFIRMED.



