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Case No. 23-40523 WJL 
 
Chapter 11 
 
OBJECTION OF THE OFFICIAL 
COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED 
CREDITORS TO THE CLAIM 
SCHEDULED BY THE DEBTOR 
FOR THE OAKLAND PAROCHIAL 
FUND  
 
Judge: Hon. William J. Lafferty 
 

Hearing Date: January 22, 2025  
Hearing Time: 10:30 a.m. (Pacific Time)  
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 1300 Clay Street, Courtroom 220 
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This is an objection to your claim. Any objection to the requested relief, or a 
request for hearing on the matter, must be filed and served upon the initiating 
party within 30 days of mailing the notice; 

  
Any objection or request for a hearing must be accompanied by any declarations 
or memoranda of law any requesting party wishes to present in support of its 
position; 

  
If there is no timely objection to the requested relief or a request for hearing, the 
court may enter an order granting the relief by default. 

  
In the event of a timely objection or request for hearing, the tentative hearing 
date, location and time shall be January 22, 2024 at 10:30 a.m. (Pacific Time) at 
the United States Bankruptcy Court, 1300 Clay Street, Oakland, California, 
Courtroom 220 before the Honorable William J. Lafferty III.  

 

[remainder of page intentionally left blank.]  
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and/or (ii) seek estimation of the OPF Claim.  Further, the Committee reserves its rights to object 

to any claim (filed through a proof of claim or scheduled), including, but not limited to, the OPF 

Claim, on any grounds whatsoever at a later date, including, among other things, based on 

amount, priority, classification, or otherwise. 

NOTICE 

The Committee will provide notice of this Objection to: (a) the United States Trustee for 

the Northern District of California; (b) counsel for the Debtor; (c) OPF; and (d) any party that 

has requested notice pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 2002. In light of the nature of the relief 

requested, no other or further notice need be provided. 

WHEREAS, for the foregoing reasons, the Committee requests that the Court enter an 

order disallowing the OPF Claim or, in the alternative, equitably subordinating the OPF Claim 

as an interest that is subordinate to general unsecured claims, and granting such other and further 

relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 
Dated:  December 11, 2024 KELLER BENVENUTTI KIM LLP 

LOWENSTEIN SANDLER LLP 
  

By: /s/ Gabrielle Albert 
Tobias S. Keller  
Jane Kim 
Gabrielle L. Albert  
 
- and - 
 
Jeffrey D. Prol 
Michael A. Kaplan 
Brent Weisenberg 
Nicole Fulfree 
 
Counsel for the Official Committee of 
Unsecured Creditors 

 

Case: 23-40523    Doc# 1524    Filed: 12/11/24    Entered: 12/11/24 21:08:15    Page 24
of 24



EXHIBIT A 

Case: 23-40523    Doc# 1524-1    Filed: 12/11/24    Entered: 12/11/24 21:08:15    Page 1
of 2



Debtor Roman Catholic Bishop of Oakland 23-40523Case number (If known)

Name

 Part 2:  Additional Page

 Copy this page only if more space is needed. Continue numbering the lines sequentially from the
 previous page. If no additional NONPRIORITY creditors exist, do not fill out or submit this page.  Amount of claim

Basis for the claim:  Stale Check

Undetermined

3.552 Nonpriority creditor’s name and mailing address As of the petition filing date, the claim is:
 $

Date or dates debt was incurred

Last 4 digits of account number

300.00Check all that apply.

Contingent
Unliquidated
Disputed

Is the claim subject to offset?
No
Yes

STELLA HONG
2121 HARRISON STREET
ST. #100
OAKLAND, CA 94612 ¨

¨
þ

¨
þ

Basis for the claim:  Stale Check

Undetermined

3.553 Nonpriority creditor’s name and mailing address As of the petition filing date, the claim is:
 $

Date or dates debt was incurred

Last 4 digits of account number

110.00Check all that apply.

Contingent
Unliquidated
Disputed

Is the claim subject to offset?
No
Yes

STEVE'S PLUMBING
P.O. BOX 5409
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

¨
¨
þ

¨
þ

Basis for the claim:  Expense Reimbursement - Amended

Undetermined

3.554 Nonpriority creditor’s name and mailing address As of the petition filing date, the claim is:
 $

Date or dates debt was incurred

Last 4 digits of account number

0.00Check all that apply.

Contingent
Unliquidated
Disputed

Is the claim subject to offset?
No
Yes

SYLVIA MARTINEZ
2121 HARRISON STREET
ST. #100
OAKLAND, CA 94612 ¨

¨
¨

¨
þ

Basis for the claim:  Term Loan Agreement - Amended

04/28/2023

3.555 Nonpriority creditor’s name and mailing address As of the petition filing date, the claim is:
 $

Date or dates debt was incurred

Last 4 digits of account number

35,019,178.08Check all that apply.

Contingent
Unliquidated
Disputed

Is the claim subject to offset?
No
Yes

THE OAKLAND PAROCHIAL FUND, INC.
2121 HARRISON ST.
STE. 100
OAKLAND, CA 94612 ¨

¨
¨

¨
þ

Basis for the claim:  Trade Payable - Amended

Undetermined

3.556 Nonpriority creditor’s name and mailing address As of the petition filing date, the claim is:
 $

Date or dates debt was incurred

Last 4 digits of account number

0.00Check all that apply.

Contingent
Unliquidated
Disputed

Is the claim subject to offset?
No
Yes

TIM SILVA
1367 MONTEREY STREET
RICHMOND, CA 94804

¨
¨
¨

¨
þ

Schedule E/F: Creditors Who Have Unsecured ClaimsOfficial Form 206E/F Page 118 of 126
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