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MICHAEL D. COMPEAN, State Bar No. 125106 
FREDERICK G. HALL, State Bar No. 130465 
BLACK, COMPEAN & HALL 
A Limited Liability Partnership 
275 E. Hillcrest Drive, Suite 160-1021 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 
(818) 835-9500 
(888) 704-6023 FAX 
 
Attorneys for Defendant,  
California Insurance Guarantee Association 
 
 

 

 
In Re: 
 
THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF 
OAKLAND, a California corporation sole 
 
  Debtor, 
___________________________________ 
THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF 
OAKLAND, a California corporation sole  
 
                      Plaintiff 
v. 
 
PACIFIC INDEMNITY INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF AMERICA, AETNA 
INSURANCE COMPANY, TRAVELERS 
INSURANCE COMPANYM CERTAIN 
UNDERWRITERS OF LLOYDS OF LONDON 
SUBSCRIBING TO SYNDICATES 2623 (AFB) 
AND 632 (AFB), INSURANCE COMPANY OF 
NORTH AMERICA, ACE LIMITED, 
UNITEDE STATES FIRE INSURANCE, 
EMPLOYERS REINSURANCE, CAN 
INSURANCE COMPANY, PACIFIC 
EMPLOYERS INSURANCE, WESTCHESTER 
FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY AND 
CALIFORNIA INSURANCE GUARANTEE 
ASSOCIATION 
 
 
  Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Chapter 11 
 
Case No.: 23-40523 WJL  
 
 
 
 
Adversary Case No.: 23-04028 WJL 
 
DEFENDANT CALIFORNIA INSURANCE 
GUARANTEE ASSOCIATION’S REQUEST 
FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE PURSUANT TO 
FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE RULE 
201 IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO 
DISMISS THIRD AMENDED 
ADVERSARIAL COMPLAINT UNDER 
FEDERAL RULES OF BANKRUPTCY 
PROCEDUE RULE 7012 (b) AND FEDERAL 
RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE RULE 
12(b) OR ALTERNATIVELY FOR A MORE 
DEFINITE PLEADINGS UNDER FEDERAL 
RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 12(e) 
 
Hearing Judge: Hon. William J Lafferty, III 
Objections Due: February 28, 2024 
Hearing Date: March 13, 2024 
Courtroom:  220 
Time: 10:30 a.m 
Location: 1300 Clay Street, Oakland, CA  94612 

 )  
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TO THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR RESPECTIVE 

COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant California Insurance Guarantee Association 

(hereinafter “CIGA”) hereby requests that, pursuant to Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule 201, that 

this Court take judicial notice of the following documents and the facts set forth therein as relates to 

its Motion to Dismiss the Third Amended Adversarial Complaint [Docket no. 163 (“Third 

Adversarial Complaint”)] of Plaintiff Roman Catholic Bishop of Oakland (“Plaintiff”, “RCBO” or 

“Debtor”) under Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 12 (b)(6) and its alternative Motion for 

More Definite Statement under Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 12 (e) as to the Third 

Amended Adversarial Complaint: 

1. The Order of Liquidation of March 11, 2021, re Bedivere Insurance Company in the 

Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania, case no. 1 BIC 2021, a true and correct copy of which is 

attached hereto and marked Exhibit 1.1 

2. Report Regarding Notice of Liquidation Order and Procedures for Filing Claims, a true and 

correct copy of which is attached hereto and marked Exhibit 2. 

3. A copy of the Proof of Claim form for claims against the Estate of Bedivere Insurance 

Company, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto and marked Exhibit 3.  

CIGA makes this request on the basis that the foregoing matters qualify for judicial notice 

under Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule 201 which provides, in part, as follows: 

(a) Scope. This rule governs judicial notice of an adjudicative fact only, not a legislative 
fact. 
(b) Kinds of Facts That May Be Judicially Noticed. The court may judicially notice a fact 
that is not subject to reasonable dispute because it: 

*    *    * 
(2) can be accurately and readily determined from sources whose accuracy cannot 
reasonably be questioned. 

 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 
1 CIGA is using numeral designations for Exhibits as Plaintiff used an alpha designation in its Adversarial Complaint.  
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As records of the Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania, under case no. 1 BIC 2021, the 

foregoing, items are properly subject to this Court’s taking judicial notice thereof. 

Dated: January 25, 2024   BLACK, COMPEAN & HALL, L.L.P. 

        

By: __                  _____________ 

             By:  Michael D. Compean 
  Frederick G. Hall 

      Attorneys for Defendant CALIFORNIA 
INSURANCE GUARANTEE ASSOCIATION 
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