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James Little appeals the district court’s ruling that his appeal of the
bankruptcy court’s approval of Amber Hotel’s reorganization plan is equitably
moot. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 158(d), 1291, and we affirm.

1. “In evaluating a dismissal on equitable mootness grounds, we review factual
findings for clear error and legal conclusions de novo.” In re Transwest Resort
Properties, Inc., 801 F.3d 1161, 1168 (9th Cir. 2015) (citing In re Mortgages Ltd.,
771 F.3d 1211, 1214 (9th Cir. 2014)).

2. We have identified four factors to determine whether a bankruptcy case is
equitably moot. Id. at 1168-73. First, whether a stay was sought. Id. at 1168.
Second, whether substantial consummation of the plan occurred. /d. at 1168-69.
Third, what effect a remedy may have on third parties not before the court. /d. at
1169-71. Finally, whether the bankruptcy court can fashion relief that would not
completely unwind the plan. /d. at 1171-73.

Little failed to seek a stay. Furthermore, the reorganization plan has been
fully consummated. As a result, unwinding the plan would affect third parties not
before the court and the bankruptcy court cannot fashion relief without completely
unwinding the plan. All factors point in favor of the district court’s determination
that Little’s appeal is equitably moot.

AFFIRMED.



