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OAKLAND, a California corporation sole, 
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I, Matthew K. Babcock, hereby declare as follows pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746: 

1. I am a managing director at Berkeley Research Group, LLC, the financial advisor to the 

Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors (the "Committee") of The Roman Catholic Bishop of 

Oakland appointed in the above-captioned chapter 11 bankruptcy case (the "Chapter 11 Case"). 

2. I submit this Declaration1 for all permissible purposes under the Federal Rules of 

Bankruptcy Procedure, the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and the Federal Rules of Evidence 

in support of the Omnibus Objection of the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors to Certain 

Amended, Duplicative, and Late Filed Claims (the "Objection"). I have read the Objection, and 

am directly, or by and through the Committee's professionals, familiar with the information 

contained therein and in the Proposed Order submitted therewith. 

3. The Committee's professionals, and I personally, have reviewed each of the proofs of 

claim that are the subject of the Objection, and other publicly available information. Such claims 

were carefully reviewed and analyzed in good faith utilizing due diligence by the appropriate 

professionals. 

4. In connection with the Committee's claims review process, and in coordination with 

Committee counsel, I or, at my direction, my designees have determined that the claims identified 

in the Objection are objectionable for the reasons set forth in the Objection, including that they 

have been amended and superseded, that they are duplicative of another filed claim, or that they 

were filed after the applicable deadline to file claims set forth in the Bar Date Order. 

5. Accordingly, to prevent the claimants from receiving an unwarranted recovery to the 

detriment of holders of allowed claims, I believe that the Proposed Order disallowing the claims 

identified therein should be entered. 

A. Amended Claims 

6. The proofs of claim identified in section A of the Objection have been amended and 

superseded by subsequently filed proofs of claim. The updated claims (the "Remaining Claims") 

are identified by claim number in the "Remaining Claim" column set forth in the Objection. The 

Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Objection (as 
defined herein). 
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earlier-filed proofs of claim listed in the "Amended Claim to be Disallowed" column in the 

Objection (the "Amended Claims") thus no longer represent valid proofs of claim against the 

estate.2 

7. Failure to object to the Amended Claims listed in the "Amended Claims to be 

Disallowed" column could result in the applicable claimants receiving multiple recoveries against 

the estate, to the detriment of similarly situated creditors. Elimination of the Amended Claims will 

enable Verita Global to maintain a more accurate claims register. Each of the affected claimants' 

Remaining Claims will remain on the Claims Register, subject to the terms described more fully 

in the Objection. 

B. Duplicative Claims 

8. The proofs of claim identified in the "Duplicative Claim to be Disallowed" column in 

section B of the Objection (the "Duplicative Claims") are duplicative of other proofs of claim (the 

"Remaining Claims") identified in the "Remaining Claim" column in the Objection. Committee 

counsel reviewed the Claims Register and identified potential duplicative claims. Based on a 

review of the proofs of claim, many of the Duplicative Claims appear to be exact copies of the 

same claim that was filed two separate ways (e.g., mailed and submitted electronically). 

9. Where a claim appeared to be an exact duplicate, but submitted two separate ways (e.g., 

mailed and submitted electronically), such claims were generally categorized with the 

electronically submitted claim as the "Remaining Claim," because of the additional information 

included therein regarding receipt of such claim. To the extent claims were generally duplicative 

of one another and one of those claims contained additional supporting information, the claim with 

additional supporting information was categorized as the "Remaining Claim". Where there were 

no clear differences in the additional information provided in support of duplicative claims, the 

earlier-filed claim was generally identified as the Duplicative Claim for disallowance. 

2 As identified in the Objection, Claim No. 163 filed by Salesian College Preparatory (dated September 5, 2023) 
indicates that it amends an earlier filed claim by Marc Colelli. Marc Colelli filed Claim No. 177 ( dated September 5, 
2023). Both claims contain the same backup information and both claims were signed by Marc Colelli in his capacity 
as Chief Financial Officer ofSalesian College Preparatory. 
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10. Disallowance of these redundant claims will enable the Claims Register to more 

accurately reflect the claims asserted against the estate. Each affected claimant's Remaining Claim 

will remain on the Claims Register, subject to the terms described more fully in the Objection. 

C. Late-Filed Claims 

11. The proofs of claim listed in section C of the Objection ( the "Late-Filed Claims") were 

not timely filed as they were filed after the applicable bar date. My designees or I, at the direction, 

and with the assistance of Committee counsel, have reviewed the docket in this Chapter 11 Case. 

Based on that review, I am unaware of any of the Late-Filed claims identified in section C of the 

Objection having been deemed timely by an order of this Court. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge, information, and belief. 

Executed on April 15, 2026 

. Matthew K. '[;abcock 
By• Matthew K Rahrnck /Aoc 15 20261s:2s:os MDT) 

Matthew K. Babcock 
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