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Joannie Tang-Fok appeals pro se from the Bankruptcy Appellate Panel’s
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(“BAP”) judgment affirming the bankruptcy court’s order granting Linda Marie
Rutherford, a Chapter 7 debtor, discharge under 11 U.S.C. § 727(a). We have
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 158(d). We review de novo a decision of the BAP,
and we review the underlying bankruptcy court decision applying the same
standard of review the BAP did. In re Hutchinson, 15 F.4th 1229, 1232 (9th Cir.
2021). We affirm.

The bankruptcy court properly granted a discharge to Rutherford because
Tang-Fok failed to file a complaint objecting to the discharge of Rutherford’s debt
or seeking to except specific debt from discharge. See Kontrick v. Ryan, 540 U.S.
443, 448 n.3 (2004) (noting that time restrictions to file a complaint objecting to
discharge of any debt under 11 U.S.C. § 727(a) or particular debts under 11 U.S.C.
§ 523(c) are “practical[ly] identi[cal]”); In re Kennerley, 995 F.2d 145, 146 (9th
Cir. 1993) (explaining that bankruptcy rules impose strict time limits for filing
complaints to determine dischargeability of debts).

AFFIRMED.
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