UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF

CALIFORNIA

Marinaj Properties LL.C v. Kevin Realworldfare et al.

Marinaj Properties - No. 5:25-cv-01450-SSS-SPx - Decided July 24, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California grants Marinaj Properties LL.C’s

motion to remand a quiet title action to Riverside County Superior Court. The court concludes that

Defendant Kevin Realworldfare’s removal was untimely under 28 U.S.C. § 1446 and denies the

request for attorney’s fees. The court also denies the remaining pending motions as moot and vacates

the scheduled hearing.
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remanded

Plaintiff moved to remand a quiet title action removed from Riverside
County Superior Court, and requested attorney's fees under 28 U.S.C.
§ 1447(c).

Removal statutes are strictly construed, there is a strong presumption
against removal, and the removing defendant bears the burden of
establishing that removal was proper. A motion to remand based on a
defect other than lack of subject matter jurisdiction must be filed
within 30 days after the notice of removal. Attorney's-fee awards
under 28 U.S.C. § 1447(c) are discretionary.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Defendant's removal of the state-court quiet title action was timely under 28 U.S.C. § 1446.
2. Whether the action should be remanded to state court because the removal was untimely.

3. Whether Plaintiff was entitled to attorney's fees under 28 U.S.C. § 1447(c) after remand.

HOLDINGS

1. The removal was untimely because Defendant received the complaint no later than March 22, 2025, but

did not remove the action until June 10, 2025, well after the 30-day period expired.

2. Plaintiff was not awarded attorney's fees under 28 U.S.C. § 1447(c).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The removal statute is strictly construed, and any doubt about the right of removal requires resolution in

favor of remand.”

“If at any time before final judgment it appears that the district court lacks subject matter jurisdiction, the

case shall be remanded.”

“Absent unusual circumstances, courts may award attorney’s fees under § 1447(c) only where the removing
party lacked an objectively reasonable basis for seeking removal. Conversely, when an objectively reasonable

basis exists, fees should be denied.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Marinaj Properties LL.C brought a quiet title action against Kevin Realworldfare in Riverside County Superior

Court on February 26, 2025. Realworldfare responded to the complaint on March 22, 2025, demonstrating that
he had received the complaint by that date. He did not remove the action until June 10, 2025, after the statutory
30-day removal period had expired.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Marinaj Properties LL.C filed a quiet title action in Riverside County Superior Court on February 26, 2025.
Kevin Realworldfare removed the action to the Central District of California on June 10, 2025. The district court
granted the motion to remand, denied attorney's fees, denied the remaining pending motions as moot, and

ordered the case returned to Riverside County Superior Court.

DISPOSITION

remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The case was ordered remanded to the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the County of

Riverside. All other pending motions were denied as moot.
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