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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

1 QAKLAND, CALI FORNI A, FRI DAY, JULY 18, 2025, 2:30 PM

2 - 000-

3 (Call to order of the Court.)

4 THE CLERK: Roman Cat holic Bishop of Gakland, case

5 nunmber 23-40523. Transferring over parties now, Your Honor.
6 THE COURT: Gkay. You can start. How s that?

7 MR. MOSES: | wasn't expecting to be the only person
8 here, but since | am--

9 THE COURT: Ckay.

10 MR. MOSES: Shane Mbses, with Foley & Lardner, for the
11 debt or, Your Honor.

12 THE COURT: Ckay.

13 MS. UETZ: Good afternoon, Your Honor. Ann Marie
14 Uetz, of Foley & Lardner, for the debtor.

15 THE COURT: Ckay. Anybody el se?

16 MS. UETZ: Not for the debtor, Your Honor.

17 THE COURT: kay. Then let's go ahead and have ot her
18 fol ks make their appearances.

19 MS. ALBERT: Good afternoon, Your Honor. Gabrielle
20 Al bert, Keller Benvenutti Kim on behalf of the creditors'

21 conm ttee.

22 MR. KAPLAN: Good afternoon, Your Honor. M chael

23 Kapl an, along with ny partner, Brent Wi senberg, from

24 Lowenstein Sandl er, on behalf of the commttee.

25 THE COURT: Gkay. Thank you.
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

MR. JACOBS: Good afternoon, Your Honor. Todd Jacobs
on behalf of Westport Insurance Corporation. |'mhere with ny
co-counsel, Blaise Curet.

THE COURT: Ckay. Thank you very nuch.

MS. DAN ELS: Good norning, Your Honor. Justine
Daniels for the Pacific insurers.

THE COURT: kay. Thank you very nuch.

Is that everybody? | think so, right?

THE CLERK: All parties with their hand rai sed have
been adm tted, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Well, | sort of bet on nyself, in
the sense that | said | bet | have sonme questions, and | do.
But why don't we begin with any updates, if there are any, of
peopl e who have been tal king, and there's anything that you
want to let ne know that has transpired between now and the
last time we were together

M5. UETZ: Thank you, Your Honor. Ann Marie Uetz, of
Fol ey & Lardner, on behalf of the debtor.

| have no updates since Wednesday, except that we
resolved the wthdrawal of each of the objections to
pr of essi onal fees.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: So based on what happened Wednesday, we
were able to resolve that.

THE COURT: Ckay.
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

1 M5. UETZ: Beyond the notion for the extension and the
2 adversary proceedi ng scheduling conference that is set for

3 today -- | think it's a scheduling conference or status.

4 THE COURT: That's what | understand.

5 MS. UETZ: |'mnot quite sure the exact nane of it.

6 THE COURT: Yeah.

7 M5. UETZ: Beyond those two things, the debtor has

8 t hought about, especially, this Court's questions, at various

9 ti mes on Wednesday, of the parties regarding how to break the
10 |l ogjam We have some ideas about that. | think it may be best
11 if I mght raise those with you at the foot of the hearing --
12 THE COURT: Fi ne.

13 MS. UETZ: ~-- rather than lead with it.

14 THE COURT: Fi ne.

15 MS. UETZ: But | just wanted to nmention that. So

16 that's all | have to say before we proceed.

17 THE COURT: Okay. Well, let ne then open the floor to
18 anybody el se. The notion, | take it -- | think |I remenber that
19 t he notion had had sone di scussion before it was filed on

20 Wednesday norning. But if anybody, having | ooked at the notion
21 alittle nmore carefully, or having otherw se just thought about
22 it, or thought about the timng, if anybody wants to give ne

23 their thoughts, other than the debtor, before I ask a question
24 or two, I wll welcone that. So if anybody on the conmttee

25 wants to give nme any further insights or thoughts, have at it.
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

1 MR. KAPLAN:. Thank you, Your Honor. Thank you, sir.

2 M chael Kaplan from Lowenstein Sandl er.

3 | think, Your Honor, our position really can be

4 succinctly stated as this. Qur viewis that, if the debtor

5 intending on nmoving forward with or continuing with this plan,
6 we find it difficult to understand why nore tinme on this plan,
7 when we're already three-quarters of the way down the road,

8 makes sense.

9 And | say that, sir, not because there can't be

10 anot her solution, but the notion of just stopping everything

11 for sixty days, or ninety days, or sonething like that, this

12 plan is still going to be this plan. The vote is still going
13 to be conplete and is this vote. The fact discovery is

14 basically conplete. W're, | would say, | think, hopefully

15 agree on hal fway through expert reports and about to get to

16 depositions. Then all that's really left is to cone before you
17 and try it on the merits.

18 So if the intention is to proceed with this plan,

19 stoppi ng everything for sixty or ninety days doesn't nake a | ot
20 of sense. That is not to say that, if the debtor is going with
21 a conpletely different route or plan, we're not -- we don't

22 have an opi nion on that yet because it hasn't happened. It

23 doesn't nean that there can't be another avenue, if Your Honor
24 is contenplating putting that off. W certainly al so have sone
25 t houghts on creative solutions. But at the very outset, |

eScribers, LLC
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

1 think it's inmportant for us to just -- we're not trying to

2 obstruct for the sake of obstructing. But if this is the path
3 we're going, we'd like to finish it. | think that's how we

4 woul d state our position.

5 THE COURT: Fair enough. And by the way, you're kind
6 of hitting the nail on the head for one of the questions | had,
7 too, which is to nake sure | understand the reason why we would
8 be pausing. I'll put it that way. Okay? But |'ll conme back
9 to my question.

10 Anybody el se want to be heard? Do the insurers want
11 to be heard?

12 No. All good? Ckay.

13 Ms. Daniels, yes.

14 M5. DANIELS: | just -- last night the Pacific

15 insurers filed a brief response to the notion, and | just

16 wanted to nake sure that --

17 THE COURT: | had not seen that. | was busy this

18 norning, and | didn't realize that | was going to -- |

19 apol ogi ze. Do you want ne to take a break and go | ook at it?
20 M5. DANIELS: It's only two pages, Your Honor.

21 THE COURT: Ckay.

22 MS. DANIELS: And to be clear, we do not take a

23 position on whether or not the continuance should occur. The
24 filing is nore directed towards the unbl ocking of the | ogjam
25 i ssues that you raised at the prior hearing.

eScribers, LLC
Case: 24-04051 Doc# 66 Filed: 07/22/25 Entered: 07/22/25 09:06:14 Page 8 of 55



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © 0O N o o0 M W N Rk O

The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: Your Honor, fromthe debtor's perspective,
| woul d support taking -- it's two pages, but | do think it
would help to informthe Court as it considers the issues
before it today.

THE COURT: Al right. So is this a good tine?

M5. UETZ: It is.

THE COURT: 1'Il take about nmaybe five m nutes, okay?
Al'l right. Thank you.

MS. UETZ: Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you, Ms. Daniels, | appreciate it.
Ckay. Thanks.

M5. DANI ELS: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Al right.

(Recess from2:37 p.m, until 2:42 p.m)

THE CLERK: Court is back in session.

THE COURT: Cone to attention. Okay. Thank you. |
read it. | would Iike to just get a couple of ideas out there
and get folks' reaction to them And then we can circle back
to what's on Ms. Daniels' mnd, and maybe the debtors as well.

So in looking over the notion, | had the foll ow ng
reactions. And don't worry about the reactions as nuch as the
question that's going to come at the end of it. The debtor has
been concerned about adm nistrative insolvency and the ability

to pay ongoing clains of the professionals for sone tine.
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

10

That having been said, I'll just say sonething we all
know, that the Knudsen order is a tool, and when it's
available, it's a great thing. The fact that it may not be
avai | abl e doesn't nean that anything changes about the case,
necessarily, one way or the other.

Sol was a little bit -- | have sort of two related
concepts, and at the end of that there is a question, which is,
if the thesis of the notion is that we're not sure we're going
to be able to pay, on a current basis, some professional fees,
so therefore we need to put off confirmation, that did not
exactly follow for nme, in the sense that | don't want to
applaud the fact, but it is a fact that, in Chapter 11
sonetines professionals, for sone tinme, may not be paid
currently, and there nmay be sone concern about that. Everybody
here has told nme, and | believe them that they will do their
duty, and they will vigorously represent their clients, one way
or the other, no matter payment or not. That's great.

But what |'mstruggling wwth nowis two things. Wy
woul d the possibility of not imedi ate paynment to professionals
dictate, change the timng of a confirmation hearing,
necessarily? And nunber two, it's not so clear to ne what the
timng is of taking steps to mtigate that. |'mnot sure
exactly how fast assets really could be sold as a practi cal
matter. And |, again, nmay just have sone doubts about that.

But ny fundanental question that |I'mgoing to cone
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

11

back to, and it's really going to drive this -- the concerns
are the concerns; I'mnot sure |"mgoing to nake a deci sion
based on those today. But it goes back to sonething that was
in M. Kaplan's presentation, which is, | guess |I'm wondering
whet her, in the debtor's mnd, we're sinply delaying this sixty
days, or nore, or whether what we're really doing is pulling a
pl an because we're likely to be doing sonething el se.

And | et ne see to what extent | can get an answer to
t hat question. | mean, certainly if the debtor's position is
we want to amend the plan, it's their plan. They're the
proponent. They can, at any time, tell me we're not going
forward with this plan. And | guess, within that, would be the
guestion of, if the debtor is going to |iquidate sone assets,
does that nean the plan has to be nodified in sone way, or that
the disclosure has to be dealt with in sone way that it hasn't
been? Maybe the answer is no, but | think those are things we
shoul d sort of get on the table and tal k about.

So Ms. Uetz, let ne just pose the nost fundanental
guestion to you, which is, in your mnd, does this schedule
contenpl ate nmaking nodifications to the plan, or not
necessarily?

MS. UETZ: It does not, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Then this is really just a question
of timng and conveni ence.

M5. UETZ: It's a question of timng and the debtor's

eScribers, LLC
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

12

belief that it has a fiduciary duty to the estate including its
adm nistrative creditors. And | appreciate what Your Honor
said about the Knudsen order, but the fact is, right now, we
are subject to the interimconpensation order which is in place
in this case.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: And so that's where we find ourselves.

THE COURT: Well, | appreciate that. And |I'm not
trying to be harsh; you certainly know how to ask ne to amend
t hat .

MS. UETZ: | do, Your Honor.

THE COURT: kay. Anybody else want to want to offer
their thoughts before I give you sone nore of nmy own?

M5. UETZ: I'll stand ready to answer --

THE COURT: Well --

M5. UETZ: -- your questions, Your Honor. | think in
terms of the notion --

THE COURT: Yeah.

M5. UETZ: -- | think we've made our position clear,
but I am --

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: |'mhere to answer your questions.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: And like |I said, |I've got sone other things

at the foot, perhaps --
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The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

13

THE COURT: Yeah, yeah

M5. UETZ: -- but | thought it would be nobst -- it
woul d be best to answer your questions. Ckay.

THE COURT: Well, certainly, if the gestalt here were
we're going to have to change the plan, even if it were to take
account of the sale of these assets, that is entirely within
the debtor's prerogative. And they can pull this plan at any
time, as far as |'mconcerned. And then we're just on a
di f ferent schedul e.

The idea that we think we're not doing that presents
the question slightly differently. But again, the debtor is
driving this bus. It is their plan. They spent a |ot of tine
and a |lot of good-faith effort listening to ne, and |listening
to a whol e bunch of other parties, about concerns with the
di scl osure statenment, concerns with the plan. | have enornous
respect for that process and for the debtor's efforts there and
for the nodifications that were achieved. | think that
deserves enornous respect.

' m not unm ndful of the commttee's concern that,
having spent all this tinme and being al nbst ready to go, we
ought to finish the job. But to ne, | would | ook nore for
sonet hing that | ooked and sounded |i ke actual prejudice to
delay. And | don't think there is any here as far as | can
tell

If anything, there may be argunents that, in |ight of
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14
1 what |'ve done so far, with respect to the relief fromstay and
2 sonme ot her issues concerning broader views of getting unstuck,
3 it my be that, for whatever reason, it is a good thing to take
4 the pressure of f of August and give ourselves -- even if, at
5 the end of the day, whether we do really nodify the plan or
6 not, it seenms to ne | really have to defer largely to the
7 debtor's view of how this process needs to be shaped and
8 pursued, and absent sonmething that really were prejudicial on
9 the other side, largely to default to that.
10 Now, maybe if, for exanple, a whole bunch of w tnesses
11 weren't going to be available after August 25, okay, we'd have
12 to be worried about that. |f there was sonething el se that was
13 going to really inpact how this goes forward, if sonething were
14 expiring otherw se that that needed to be dealt with, | would
15 hear it. | don't think we're in that world.
16 So I"'mgoing to wth -- having raised some concerns,
17 and indicated why this wasn't exactly sequitur for ne in every
18 way, that notw thstanding, I'mgoing to defer to the debtor.
19 And I'"'mgoing to let the debtor -- having said that, again, |
20 hope that the debtor's estimate of the tine necessary to get
21 certain things acconplished is accurate. If it isn't, | guess
22 we'll all be tal king about sonething el se.
23 But for now, if the request is to take the trial date
24 comenci ng August 25 off cal endar, and to | eave sone
25 flexibility for next steps, I'mperfectly okay with having a
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status conference further into the fall. [If anybody thinks the
debtor's suggested timng on that is not optinmum they can tel
me. But for now -- | nean, | would hear argunents about that
now, if anybody has any. |If people want to think this through,
and talk further, and see what the other possibilities are,
that's fine too. W don't have to resolve that now So with
ne --

MR. KAPLAN:  Your Honor --

THE COURT: -- having expressed those thoughts, | --
yeah, let ne just defer to anybody el se who wants to talk.

MR. KAPLAN: Thank you, Your Honor. | didn't want to
cut off the debtor if they were -- they're obviously first and
promnent. But | just want to clarify, Your Honor, we
certainly -- listen, we understand Your Honor's ruling, and we
understand the debtor's position. But the concern that |I would
express to you is, is I'"'mnot going to make an argunent about
prejudi ce, per se.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. KAPLAN: | certainly think that the sale of
property, or sale of property, depending on what property is
that sold, mght raise feasibility questions or other
questions, based on the --

THE COURT: That's why | asked. And you're reserving
all of those argunents. You can tell nme this ain't the plan

anynore, okay?
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MR, KAPLAN. Fair.
THE COURT: Yep.
MR. KAPLAN: But the one question | do have, Your

Honor, because | would like to end the week on a productive

note, if possible, if we could, is it doesn't -- because this
is still the plan, in the commttee's view, there is stil
progress that can be nade on -- obviously, we can anend the

schedul e for experts, and slow that down, and the depositions,
and ot herw se.

But there are -- already, for instance, Your Honor,
there are certainly sone notions in limne that were going to
be comi ng your way based on sone of the work we've done
al ready. There are sone fundanental questions about the First
Amendnent, which we argued back and forth about anpbngst the
parties, with the Court's view, in the disclosure statenent.

There are normal di scovery type issues that, at |east
fromthe conmttee's perspective, we would like to -- and of
course, | have a different view conpletely on the adversary
proceeding, which I'd certainly |ike the opportunity to talk
about, but at least with respect to plan confirmation. So
there are still issues that we think could be brought before
the Court on a nornmal little bit nore sane notion schedul e, or
ot herwi se, and presented to you on a fully-briefed nonexpedited
basis. And we had sone dates already reserved in August to

come before you
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Those are very fundanental questions, Your Honor, in
our mnd, sone of themthat will apply to this plan or any plan
in a bankruptcy. And so |I'mnot sure what the debtor's
position on that is, per se, but fromour mnd, we would just
ask Your Honor not to order a conplete standstill of sorts.
We'd like to continue to make progress, understandi ng Your
Honor's ruling on the trial dates, which we understand, and we
think that that wll -- the rulings on sone of these notions
wi Il inmpact what confirmation may | ook like. So --

THE COURT: Okay. Well, why don't | --

M5. UETZ: Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yeah, | was going to ask for your
response, so go ahead.

M5. UETZ: Thank you. A couple of comments to that.
The relief that we seek in the notion is to pause just the
confirmati on proceedings, not the entire case, to be clear.
And the timng that we selected for the return to court, of
m d- Novenber --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: -- is tied to what the debtor believes is
needed to sell the real estate, as stated in the notion.

The adversary proceeding -- now that the Court has
deni ed or dism ssed the subcon (ph.) adversary proceeding, the
remai ni ng adversary proceeding refers to restricted assets --

THE COURT: Right.
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M5. UETZ: -- sone thirty-eight mllion dollars. And
what we hear the committee saying -- they've said it nore than
once -- is it's inportant to get that decided so that everyone

knows what the estate is, how nuch noney there is.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: And the debtor in this notion -- and the
debtor does not intend to file another notion. It is the
debtor's position that that adversary proceedi ng shoul d proceed
with discovery and the Iike. And thankfully, the debtor thinks
much of the discovery related to that adversary proceeding --
certainly not all of it -- we've got a pretty good head start
fromdiscovery that's taken place in connection with
confirmation --

THE COURT: Yeah.

M5. UETZ: -- concerning restricted assets.

So what | want to express to the Court -- because
think the two things are related. Wat | want to express to
the Court is the debtor's position that the adversary
proceedi ng, and discovery on it, should certainly proceed.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: However, when we turn to the confirmation
schedul e, the debtor did not just seek to adjourn the
confirmation trial, but really to adjourn all of the dates.
And | wll say, Your Honor, in a perfect world -- maybe | get

one piece of perfection this week; I'"'mnot sure. But in a
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perfect world, we would return Novenber 15th, in the debtor's
view, and we woul d not be taking discovery between now and
t hen.

However, in a slightly inperfect world, but one the
debtor could live with, would be that perhaps, in |light of Your
Honor's ruling, making clear that at |east the confirmation
date is pushed out. And in [ight of whatever Your Honor sets
in ternms of a schedule for the adversary proceedi ng, perhaps
the parties, in light of those directions from Your Honor,
confer about the |larger schedule --

THE COURT: Yeah.

M5. UETZ: -- see if there isn't sonmething we can
agree to.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: And perhaps we return to this Court for a
status --

THE COURT: Yeah.

M5. UETZ: -- use that |ate August date that we have
for trial, and return to the Court for status then, because |
think that the debtor and the committee both agree that
resolving that thirty-eight-mllion dollar issue would be
hel pful to the overall case.

THE COURT: Right.

M5. UETZ: And ny hunch is, once we get aligned and

we're marching toward that conclusion, it may nmake our
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di scussi ons about the schedule for discovery -- relative to the
confirmation hearing, it may make those discussions a little
easi er.

So what | woul d request, Your Honor, to be very
specific, is that, for purposes of today, the Court suspend al
of the dates, or adjourn all of the dates in the confirmation
scheduling order, the Court order the parties to confer about
that schedule and return in August. And in the neantine,
presumably, Your Honor will issue a scheduling order with
respect to the adversary proceeding, and that will give the
parties plenty to do --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: -- on that.

THE COURT: kay. Can | give you a couple of
reactions to that? | mean, it's nonments like this I w sh
were in Article 3 and | had a nagistrate or a special master
who could sort of help you guys through some of the |ogistics
of this. But I'mthinking -- | was thinking largely in |ine
with what Ms. Uetz was saying, that there probably was really a
utility to running the 051 issues to ground as nmuch as we can.

Has anybody given ne a proposed scheduling order on
t hat yet?

MR. KAPLAN. W have not yet.

MS. UETZ: Not that |I'm aware of.

THE COURT: Are there discussions underway that woul d
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1 result in an agreed-upon schedule for that?

2 M5. UETZ:. Perhaps, in light of today, Your Honor, we
3 coul d have that discussion with the conmttee --

4 THE COURT: Yeah.

5 MS. UETZ: -- and return next week. | hadn't even

6 t hought of that. But | think that we al so could reach

7 agreenent on the schedule --

8 THE COURT: kay. The --

9 M5. UETZ: -- for the adversary proceeding. It's a
10 good i dea.

11 THE COURT: Okay. | don't think there's anything

12 wong wth, as a step one, pausing everything in connection

13 with confirmation. Wat | was going to offer you was I'I| be
14 the -- for lack of a better phrase, |I'll be the special naster
15 here. And we could have status conferences as often as you
16 guys like. If it turns out that there's a reason why sonebody
17 thinks, well, we really ought to be able to get X done without
18 breaki ng the bank, or it's alnost -- you know, let's do that.
19 | think that we should start fromthe prem se that

20 everything is paused. But we could consider, fromtine to

21 time, requests that certain discrete things be conpleted, go
22 forward, whatever, either because they're al nost done, or

23 they're not very expensive, or you' ve got to do A before B

24 what ever it would be.

25 | nean, | would be wlling to have al nost weekly
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status conferences with you guys so you can informally tell ne
where we are on those kinds of questions. |[If you think that's
overkill, that's fine. But |I'mhappy to do it. And you can --

M5. UETZ: Your Honor --

THE COURT: -- you can think about that, and we can
solidify that today or soon hereafter.

Go ahead, Ms. Uetz.

M5. UETZ: | appreciate that, and | apol ogi ze for
interrupting. | think that that is certainly sonething we
should talk with the commttee about.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: | think nmy North Star here -- besides Your
Honor's rulings and orders, ny North Star here is noving
forward on the adversary proceeding, but really only spending
estate resources and burning professional fees on that --

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: -- as opposed to confirmation.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: | still have a couple of things at the end
l'd like to --

THE COURT: No, no, sure, sure, sure.

MS. UETZ: -- address the Court on, but --

THE COURT: Sure. Ckay.

M5. UETZ: -- that's the debtor's position.

THE COURT: Well, okay, M. Kaplan, were you going to

eScribers, LLC

Case: 24-04051 Doc# 66 Filed: 07/22/25 Entered: 07/22/25 09:06:14 Page 22 of

55




The Roman Catholic Bishop Of Oakland

23
1 tell me sonething, or do you want ne to --
2 MR. KAPLAN:. | was, Your Honor. | was prepared to
3 largely agree with everything Ms. Uetz said about the utility
4 of a neet-and-confer and the fact that | think also we can neet
5 and confer on the schedul e and gi ve you one.
6 | did want to just sort of bookmark it for the Court,
7 something we'd like to potentially raise at a status
8 conference, if we can't agree. W do feel very passionately
9 that the First Amendnent issue, that was discussed at |ength
10 during the disclosure statement, which is a purely |egal issue,
11 is avery inportant one that we'd like to have the opportunity
12 to brief. [|'msure the debtor would. And also give Your Honor
13 time to issue the sane type of thoughtful decision that you did
14 on the adversary proceedi ngs, without the normal we conme in on
15 Thur sday afternoon and are staring at you, hopefully, that
16 you're going to give us an answer because it will change
17 everything we're going to do for the weekend.
18 And that's a purely |egal question, in our mnd,
19 that's going to require sone briefing. It's going to require
20 sonme argunment. It's going to be in existence no matter what we
21 do, so long as it is this debtor in bankruptcy. But again, |
22 don't want to ask you to rule on it today. And in al
23 fairness, | haven't talked to Ms. Uetz or anyone on her team
24 about that yet. But | did just want to float that out there.
25 That is one of the areas where the commttee feels strongly.
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But we are in agreenment on the adversary proceeding and the
fact that we can |ikely work out an am cable schedule. W
woul d al so wel cone status conferences. And we'll discuss with
t he debtor what the appropriate schedule for that is.

THE COURT: Okay. Ms. Uetz --

MS. UETZ: And Your Honor?

THE COURT: -- if you want to give ne a thought, ['1]
give you ny reaction after you're done. You go ahead.

MS. UETZ: | was going to defer really comenting
about what M. Kaplan raised concerning the First Amendnent
issue. | would much prefer talking with himabout that and
then returning to the Court with the debtor's view on that. W
do have sone views on it, but | do think that the whol e process
woul d benefit fromme and M. Kaplan first discussing that, or
our teamns discussing that, and then returning to you to engage
on that issue and how it mght be presented and when. And so
woul d much prefer to hold that until we speak with M. Kapl an
about it.

THE COURT: kay. Then let me give you -- let ne just
formalize a couple of things. |'mprepared to grant the
notion. And as part of granting the nmotion, we will vacate the
trial date of August 25th that's set. And we will expect to
gather again. |f Novenber 15th is agreeable to everybody --
don't know that that -- well, that's actually a Saturday. |If

the 12th is agreeable, we can put a marker in the ground for
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Novenber 12th as a status conference. That is obviously about
as novabl e as anything you could imagine. So if it needs to be
noved, it can be. But just for structure we-don't-lose-it
pur poses, Novenmber 12th will be a status conference.

| understand I'mnot going to dictate to the debtor,
in any sense, nor would I, how they acconplish what they want
to acconplish, in ternms of identifying and disposing of assets
that are identifiable and di sposable, to achieve a little nore
liquidity here for the benefit of the adm n cl ai ns.

And for now, the pause will include all activities
related to the confirmation hearing, subject to further
di scussion of that, as the parties may either agree as to
di screte matters that they agree should be brought to the
Court, either between now and Novenber, or on sone other
schedul e that they can agree to with respect to the
confirmation issues. O what | think | just heard a version
of, if the parties are not in agreenent, | would | et anybody
who wants to propose to ne, on a status conference basis, that
X should go forward in the follow ng manner and all ow fol ks to
react to that.

And | don't know -- who's going to do the order on
this? M. Uetz, it's your tean? M. Mses?

MS. UETZ: Yes, you're looking at him

THE COURT: Is this reasonably clear enough for now,

or is there sonmething that you want to nail down a bit nore?
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1 MR MOSES: | believe | can put that --
2 THE COURT: kay. As long as we're on the subject,
3 M. Kaplan, do you have a sense of what the format is of the
4 Fi rst Amendnent notion?
5 MR. KAPLAN: Yeah, | think, Your Honor, it in essence,
6 inour mnd, is basically a -- you could call it a notion in
7 [imne. You could potentially -- to be conpletely honest, Your
8 Honor, which | always try to be with the Court and others, is
9 it could be a motion in limne. It could alnost be styled as a
10 notion for judgnent as a matter of |aw type piece.
11 But it is not, in any way, shape, or formrequiring
12 the consideration of any fact. And just so that everyone's
13 happy to be fully transparent, it is focused on the sanme issue
14 regarding the |iquidation analysis that we briefed and tal ked
15 about during the disclosure statement hearing. And | think
16 there are differing views on what the |iquidation analysis
17 needs to have and what it doesn't have. And so | guess it
18 would be a notion in limne of sorts. But | haven't conpletely
19 styled it, Your Honor.
20 THE COURT: Al right. Wll, but in your mnd --
21 MS. UETZ: And Your Honor --
22 THE COURT: In your mnd, it doesn't require an AP?
23 MR. KAPLAN: It does not, Your Honor.
24 M5. UETZ: And --
25 MR. KAPLAN. Solely to do with this, yeah.
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THE COURT: kay. Ms. Uetz, |'msorry. o ahead.

M5. UETZ: Wat Your Honor just raised is a very
poi nted i ssue that we need to discuss with M. Kaplan.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: The parties may have different views on
t hat .

THE COURT: Yeah. Gkay. It doesn't surprise ne.
Ckay. Until we segue to our nore broader what-to-do-next
topic, anything else for the good of the order on what we're
t al ki ng about here?

MR. KAPLAN: Your Honor, | apol ogize. M.
Wi senberg -- he and | are unfortunately not in the sane
| ocation today, but | believe he had one issue that he wanted
to raise on behal f of --

THE COURT: kay. Go ahead, M. Wisenberg. Thanks.

MR. WEI SENBERG  Thank you, M. Kaplan. Thank you,
Your Honor. | wanted to just raise two points. One, a point
of clarification. Second, | understand that we will speak with

debtor's counsel about the First Armendnent issue, but |I'msure
you'll recall that there was sone spirited discussion about
that in the context of the disclosure statement. And we view
that as a gating issue to plan confirmation, because it's an

i ssue that, bound up in it is hundreds of mllions of dollars,
because it dictates whether the real estate is in or outside of

the liquidation analysis which, in and of itself, is a feature
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of the plan.

THE COURT: Right.

MR WEISENBERG And it is one and the same as whet her
the plan could be confirnmed.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. VEI SENBERG W 1th respect to the point of
clarification, we respect Your Honor's ruling, and we will do
what ever we can to work cooperatively in order to nove this
case forward. We think there may be ways in which we can do
that, that are not necessarily in connection with the plan, but
there may be -- we have an insurance adversary proceedi ng
that's out there that has stagnated and is not noving. And it
may be that we believe that that should not be on pause for
four nmonths. Renenber, the debtor filed a notion to pause that
in light of the fact that it was pronulgating its plan. Well,
now it's not going to be doing so for the next four nonths, and
we think it mght be the right time to get that noving again.

THE COURT: Well, just. So | understand, that's a
Judge Corl ey issue?

M5. UETZ: Yes, Your Honor.

MR. WEI SENBERG W brought the standing notion before
Your Honor .

THE COURT: Ckay. But |I'mnot renenbering you as wel
as you. That's not the first time that's happened. But if

there's to be a question about pausing sonething -- that's in
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front of Judge Corley, right? | nean, is that a question for
her or for ne, or for both of us sonehow?

MR WEISENBERG It is before Judge Corley. But if
you'll recall, Your Honor, the commttee filed a notion for
standing in order to prosecute that litigation.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. VEEI SENBERG  And our position is that Your Honor
di d have jurisdiction because it emanated fromthis Court's
power to authorize who may or may not prosecute estate causes
of action. And that's an issue that conmes from Your Honor not
the district court.

M5. UETZ: Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. UETZ: W have views on this, and | would like to
di scuss it --

THE COURT: No, | --

MS. UETZ: -- with the conmttee.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: So | would ask that we not --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: -- talk on the record today --

THE COURT: That's fine.

M5. UETZ: -- about sonething that's not before the
Court.

THE COURT: That's fine. I'mtrying to renenber what
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1 | was thinking about at the tinme, just for ny own benefit, in
2 terms of who's doing what here, once the reference has been
3 wi t hdrawn and has gone back to where fromwhich it emanates,
4 right? | mean, this jurisdiction is all the district court's
5 inthe first place. So | --
6 MS. UETZ: | would ask that --
7 THE COURT: | am an adjunct of them
8 MS. UETZ: And | would reiterate that | don't think
9 it's appropriate to be talking on the record about the issue
10 that M. Wi senberg just raised.
11 THE COURT: |'mjust giving you ny thoughts about --
12 M5. UETZ: Ch, | don't nean you, Your Honor.
13 THE COURT: Yeabh.
14 M5. UETZ: | nean the parties.
15 THE COURT: Yeabh.
16 MS. UETZ: | don't want to respond to it.
17 THE COURT: Yeah.
18 M5. UETZ: And | wll have ny insurance partner, and
19 we wll confer --
20 THE COURT: Al right.
21 M5. UETZ: -- would be ny suggesti on.
22 THE COURT: | will look forward to that. Gay. Thank
23 you.
24 M5. UETZ: Thank you.
25 THE COURT: M. Wisenberg, thanks for raising it.
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nmean, if sonmebody thinks there's a credible way to get ne to be
involved in that issue, the sooner | know about it the better.
Even if Ms. Uetz sees it differently, and | may ultimtely see
it differently, the sooner we know those things, the better.

So thank you, as always. OCkay?

MR. VEEI SENBERG  Appreciate it.

MS. UETZ: We will include discussion of that with the
conm ttee, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: And | think, in light of your ruling on the
notion before you, as we said, we would confer with the
commttee on the schedule for the adversary proceeding as wel |l
as the |l arger schedul e.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: | guess the question is when do we return
to Your Honor on that?

THE COURT: Well, | will leave it to you. |I'm
technically out the next two weeks, but I'"'mout in a way that
allows for -- I'lIl be here at the end of the week, both next
week and the week after. So --

M5. UETZ: Your Honor?

THE COURT: Go ahead.

M5. UETZ: | was going to suggest that you give us a
coupl e of weeks to talk through these issues --

THE COURT: Yeah, okay.
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MS. UETZ: -- with the conmttee, and we return,
perhaps, in early August. 1In the neantine, at |east we're on
the sanme page with respect to discovery noving forward on the
adversary proceeding. So |I think that we can nmake sone
progress even if we don't get back before Your Honor for a few
weeks.

THE COURT: That's fine. | nmean, | could accommodate
you on August 1, et seq. ay? So you guys tell ne.

MS. UETZ: Sonething the week of August 4th would be
good for the debtor, Your Honor

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: And the only day | can't do is Friday the
8th, because | just scheduled a wedding dress fitting for ny
daughter's wedding, and | would like to be at that.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: Except for that, which I just schedul ed
before this hearing started --

THE COURT: Are we all invited now?

M5. UETZ: You may as well be, given the nunber of
people that are invited to this weddi ng.

THE COURT: Well, for what it's worth, Ms. Uetz,
don't eat nuch, okay? GCkay. Very good.

MR. KAPLAN. | do.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. KAPLAN: But we're fine, Your Honor. You tell us
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1 what day that week, and we can nmake it work.

2 THE COURT: Well, | have the 4th as sort of block --
3 is the 4th a holiday, M. Singh?

4 THE CLERK: August 4th is available, Your Honor.

5 THE COURT: Well, look, the 4th and the 5th are

6 certainly available. Do you want to choose a day now?

7 M5. UETZ: Either is good with the debtor, Your Honor.
8 THE COURT: Al right. How about the 4th?

9 MR. KAPLAN: That works for the conmttee.

10 THE COURT: All right. 1Is the norning better or the
11 afternoon? | nean, assumng we're Zoom ng this kind of thing,
12 right?

13 M5. UETZ: Yes. And | have no preference on tine of
14 day.

15 THE COURT: Al right. M. Mses, if you' re the one
16 who's actually physically com ng here, do you have any

17 pr ef erence?

18 MR MOSES: | do not. |'mw de open that day.

19 THE COURT: Al right. How about 10 o' clock on the
20 4th. |Is that okay? And again, there's nothing nore novable
21 than this kind of thing, okay? So we'll say 10 o'clock on the
22 4t h for now.

23 MS. UETZ: Thanks, Your Honor.

24 THE COURT: Okay. Al right. So do we want to get
25 into a nore philosophical discussion here?
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M5. UETZ: | would like to nake a couple of coments
to the Court for everyone's consideration, if | may.

THE COURT: Right. Right.

MS. UETZ: Your Honor, one is -- there's really two
things I want to coment on. And maybe one is nore outside the
box than the other, but I'lIl borrow M. Wisenberg's word;
creative solutions is what he al ways tal ks about.

So one is sonething that was submtted to the Court in
the Pacific insurer's response |ast night, and I want to
comrent on that. Your Honor, several cases are reportedly
resolved in this world of diocese cases. Rockville Center
reached a resolution, and New Ol eans, very recently. And in
both of those cases, professional fee paynents were suspended,
whi ch fol ks involved in those cases have commented to ne that
that was instrumental in resolving the case sooner than |ater.

The Canden case, the Lowenstein firmwas subject to
fee objections that lasted a long time before the Court
resolved them sort of inposing a suspension, if you will. |
remenber when we first started this case, that was sonething
that was related to ne by the Lowenstein attorneys. And we've
seen that in the record in that case.

And again, folks involved in that case, you can sort
of connect sone dots to professionals not being paid and cases
resolving sooner. And for now, |I just want to say that that is

obviously sonething that is in this Court's power to dictate.
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The debtor is not requesting that at this tine, but because the
ot her day you asked questions about how to break |ogjanms, and
in light of the Pacific insurer's filing, |I thought it was
appropriate to coment on it. So that's one thing that |
wanted to say.

The second thing that | wanted to say, and this has to
do with plan confirmation, Your Honor, the debtor believes its
plan is fair and equitable. If it didn't, it would not be
pursuing confirmation of it. And of course, as | always am
with this Court, | was honest and candid in answering your
guestion about whether the debtor intends an anendnent. The
debt or does not, again, because the debtor believes its plan is
fair and equitable, is feasible, and is appropriate for
confirmati on, even nore so, | think, Your Honor, in |ight of
part of the resolution that we've seen in New Ol eans
concerning the insurance assignment. And I'll leave it at that
for now.

But on the subject of breaking a | ogjam and com ng up
with a creative solution, and responding to sone of the back
and forth that occurred with this Court and sone counsel on
Wednesday, the Court mght also consider having the parties
submt confidential last and final offers to Your Honor, and
have you review them and have you neet with the parties, how
you see fit, and tell us what you think. That is one idea to

break the | ogjam
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1 And |'m not expecting anyone to react to it during

2 this hearing, but | wanted to put it out there. This cannot be
3 a case that lasts four or five years. It just can't. And so
4 that creative suggestion, | think, is worthy of folks giving it
5 consideration, including ny client giving it consideration, by
6 the way. | just want to put that out there --

7 THE COURT: Well --

8 M5. UETZ: -- because we are trying to think of

9 everything we can. And |I'mnot saying that's the solution, but
10 in the category of put it all out there and think of different
11 things to talk about that m ght work, | just wanted to raise
12 that. And those are the two things | wanted to say, Your

13 Honor .

14 THE COURT: Al right. Realizing that -- and

15 appreci ating every caveat you just gave ne about it, can | ask
16 a question about what you would have in m nd?

17 MS. UETZ: Al ways.

18 THE COURT: Is it what people sonetines call -- would
19 the concept be it's baseball; you pick one, and the parties
20 agree that one of the two is going to get picked? O is it a
21 l[ittle more nuanced than that?
22 MS. UETZ: It's nuch nore nuanced than that.
23 THE COURT: Ckay.
24 MS. UETZ: Yeah. And | would alnost call that
25 baseball a bit of a ganble. That's not what |'m suggesting.
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THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: But something for just fol ks --

THE COURT: But you can --

MS. UETZ: -- to think about and tal k about.

THE COURT: | nean, if the logjamhere is -- | nean,
obviously the logjamis very conplicated. One aspect of it is
how much, but it's not the only aspect of it.

MS. UETZ: Correct, Your Honor. And that's one of the
reasons | nmentioned --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. UETZ: -- even the New Ol eans resol ution.

THE COURT: Right. R ght. R ght. R ght. GCkay.

M5. UETZ: And | just think it's worthy of
consideration by the commttee, by the insurers, and as | said,
by my client.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MS. UETZ: But | just --

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: W're trying to think of everything we can
here.

THE COURT: Okay. Well, | mean, this is not an
answer; it's an observation, okay? On one occasion, | acted as
a nediator. And to the extent this has any resonance to what
you're suggesting, I'Il tell you what | did, just for -- and it

may have no resonance at all. It was a very difficult case, up
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in Eureka, involving a big fight, that had been going on for
ten years, between sonebody who was either a nice old guy with
a bunch of real estate or the worst slumord the city had ever
seen, one or the other.

And it tunbles into bankruptcy. And there was a
notion to appoint a trustee. And there was enornous di scovery.
W were ready to go to trial. The norning of the trial,
because sone evidence that | had not excluded was going to cone
in and be very enbarrassing to a nunber of people, the debtor's
| awyer stood up and said, | don't want to -- we would rather
talk with Your Honor about ways to resolve this that are past
the question of whether there's going to be a trustee or not.
But there's an awful ot of nuance into what that trustee does,
maybe, and how you do it, and what the debtor's continuing
i nvol vement coul d be, because we continue to think this is a
hi ghly solvent estate, and it's not just sell everything and
give ne whatever is left over. You may not have to sel
ever yt hi ng.

So I did that, having joked two hearings before that
maybe | would do it; they took me up onit. | did it in the
context of -- the nmerits were done. W weren't arguing about
whet her it was going to be somebody. It was a question of
how -- it was purely logistics, howis this going to work.

Wth everybody's agreenent, | was relatively confortable with

that. The U S. Trustee was not happy about it at all, for a
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bunch of reasons.

And I'mnot going to say no to that now But if you
guys are thinking about it, we would have to discuss that at
some length to figure out what the limts ought to be, what
peopl e are confortable with, and what they're not. And if
anybody isn't confortable with it, that will be difficult to
overcone. (kay?

MS. UETZ: Understood, Your Honor.

THE COURT: |If that helps --

MS. UETZ: That does help, Your Honor. And I'll say
one last thing on it, unless the Court has additional questions
for ne.

THE COURT: No, |'m happy to hear -- I'mdelighted to
hear your |ast thought.

MS. UETZ: M thought is just to clarify, what | was
thinking is, the last and best -- the proposals get submtted
to the Court by each party.

THE COURT: Yeah.

M5. UETZ: You look at them and you tell each party
what you think, because that could informsonme positions.

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. UETZ: So that's just one idea.

THE COURT: Okay. | appreciate it okay. Thank you.

M5. UETZ: Thank you for indul ging ne.

THE COURT: No. No problem kay.
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M5. UETZ: Thank you for your tine.

THE COURT: Gkay. Ms. Daniels, do you want to
contextualize anything that you put into your pleading?

MS. DANIELS: | think the pleading speaks for itself.
' m happy to answer any questions that you have. Your Honor
asked for ideas vis-a-vis unsticking the jamduring the |ast
hearing. So we went back and we | ooked at the files and nade
our reconmmendati ons.

THE COURT: Okay. Well, just so | -- what |I'm going
to ask you is way nore hamfisted than you' re pleading. So
forgive ne in advance, okay? | nean, | understand there's sone

sense that the relief fromstay aspect is unlikely to be
hel pful. |Is that a fair readi ng?

M5. DANIELS: That is a fair reading, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Is it a request that | reconsider that, or
are you tel egraphing that you m ght be doing that?

M5. DANIELS: W are not seeking reconsideration.

THE COURT: Okay. | appreciate it. Al right. But I
will take it in the broader nmuch nore el egant way you put it,
okay?

MS. DAN ELS: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: | appreciate it.

All right. Anything else for today?

MR. KAPLAN: Your Honor, | apologize, but | do fee

conpelled to respond to at | east sone of what was out there.
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don't -- we were doing such a great job on the productive
agreeing front here.

And | just want to highlight one point Your Honor
sai d, when you began earlier, which is -- well, a couple of
points. One is the debtor knows how to ask if they want to
nmake a notion to change sonething with respect to fees. And
the debtor made this point previously, which is, when they
t hought we were going to ask for adjourned confirmation, they
said we should make a notion. They should nmake a notion.

But | just want to nmake one sort of broader point,
because it's a suggestion that's been out there a little bit in
sonme of the pleadings. W are going to advocate for our
clients at the sane zeal ous way in which we are doi ng now,
irrespective of when and if we are paid.

The recitation of what you heard in Canden I,
respectfully, disagree with. That is not in any way, shape, or
formwhat happened. |In fact, what happened was that, despite
t he objections, we continued sone of the nost zeal ous
[itigation that 1've |ikely ever been involved in. And it was
that zealous litigation that led to a settlenent with the
debt or.

The notion that the fee objections were there, | don't
agree with. And the notion that the fee objections, where that
type of route here is going to change our advocacy, is sinply

just not true. W take great i1ssue, Your Honor, with the
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notion that the plan is fair and equitable and otherw se. And
we | ook forward to the tine in which we can present that to you
as to why it is not. You heard sonme of it the other day about
votes fromthe bishop, and you'll hear about votes from
churches that don't exist and parishes that don't exist, and
otherwise. You're going to get to hear all of that stuff.

So Your Honor, | really wish we would -- again, it's a
common thene | saw in sone pleadings and argunents this week,
which is attack the coomittee and attack conmttee counsel. |If
that's the strategy, we should just reset confirmation for
August 25t h, because it's not going to change our advocacy on
behal f of the client.

W' re happy to discuss any issue regardi ng nediation.
Qovi ously, Your Honor raised one very notable issue, which is
you are about to call the sort of baseball reference balls and
strikes on the nerits. And so serving as a nediator, and al so
the ultinate arbiter at this stage of the case, may be
something the commttee is not confortable with, but we're
happy to discuss it.

But that said, Your Honor, I'd like to -- hopefully we
can we can nove past the attacks on conmttee counsel, and the
selective recitation of fees, and all these other things. It's
not going to change what we do on behalf of our clients, and
our clients aren't going to be swayed by it.

THE COURT: Can | give you one reaction to that?
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MR. KAPLAN: Sure, Your Honor.

THE COURT: | have been so inpressed by all of you, in
not just the legal argunments that | get, but the al nost
universally respectful way you've dealt with each other. Every
now and then sonebody says sonething that | know rubs sonebody
el se the wong way. But in a case of this passion, it happens
so infrequently, and I'mso delighted that that's the case.

And wi thout nmeaning to be flip, | want you to
understand that | never interrupt either a person who's making
a point, or one who's seeking to refute it, because | know how
inmportant it is to you. | want you to know | do everything in
my power to avoid form ng conclusions fromsonme of the things
you tell nme because | just don't know enough about them And
don't nean that to be flip.

You guys are in these cases up one side of the country
and down the other. | respect your know edge incredibly. |
respect your experience incredibly. | try very hard not to
forma hard and fast conclusion about sonething that, w thout
nmeaning to be flip, is alittle bit anecdotal. But | never
interrupt you because | knowit's inportant to you. So if you
can take ny involvenent here in that spirit, 1'd be grateful.
|'' mthankful, again, | have all of you folks to cone here and
give nme your good ideas. Al right.

M5. UETZ: Thank you, Your Honor. That's a wonderful

note to end on for the week. Thank you.
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COURT: Al right. So I'll see you guys August 4?
UETZ: Yes.
KAPLAN:  Yes.
COURT: Al right. Thank you very nmuch. 1'll say

hi to everybody at the Ninth G rcuit Conference.

IVS.
THE

UETZ: | ndeed.
COURT: Ckay. Very good. Thanks.

(Wher eupon these proceedi ngs were concluded at 3:29 PM
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Form TRANSAP

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
California Northern Bankruptcy Court

In Re: Case No.: 23-40523

The Roman Catholic Bishop of Oakland Chapter: 11

Debtor(s)

Plaintiff(s) Adversary Proceeding No. 24-04051

The Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of the
Roman Catholic Bishop of Oakland

VS.

The Roman Catholic Bishop of Oakland
Defendant(s)

NOTICE OF FILING OF TRANSCRIPT
AND OF DEADLINES RELATED TO RESTRICTION AND REDACTION

A transcript of the proceeding held on July 18, 2025 at 2:30 PM was filed on Tuesday, July 22, 2025. The following
deadlines apply:

The parties have Tuesday, July 29, 2025 to file with the court a Notice of Intent to Request Redaction of this
transcript. The deadline for filing a request for redaction is Tuesday, August 12, 2025.

If a request for redaction is filed, the redacted transcript is due Friday, August 22, 2025.

If no such notice is filed, the transcript may be made available for remote electronic access upon expiration of the
restriction period, which is Monday, October 20, 2025, unless extended by court order.

To review the transcript for redaction purposes, you may purchase a copy from the transcriber,
Jason Gottlieb

Attn: Jason Gottlieb, Dir. of Tran. Ops.

7227 N 16th St. #207

Phoenix, AZ 85020

or you may view the document at the clerk’s office public terminal.

Dated:_7/28/25 For the Court;

Edward J. Emmons
Clerk of Court
United States Bankruptcy Court

Case: 24-04051 Doc# 66-1 Filed: 07/22/25 Entered: 07/22/25 09:06:14 Page 1 of
1



Notice Recipients

District/Off: 0971-4 User: admin Date Created: 7/24/2025
Case: 24-04051 Form ID: TRANSAP Total: 8

Recipients of Notice of Electronic Filing:

aty Brent Weisenberg bweisenberg@lowenstein.com
aty Gabirielle L. Albert galbert@kbkllp.com
aty Michael A. Kaplan mkaplan@lowenstein.com
aty Shane J. Moses smoses@foley.com
TOTAL: 4
Recipients submitted to the BNC (Bankruptcy Noticing Center):
ANN MARIE UETZ, ESQ. Foley & Lardner LLP 500 Woodward Avenue Suite 2700 Detroit, Ml
48226
JUSTINE DANIELS, ESQ. O'Melveny & Myers LLP 400 South Hope Street 18th Floor Los
Angeles, CA 90071
TODD C. JACOBS, ESQ. Parker, Hudson, Rainer & Dobbs LLP Two North Riverside Plaza, Suite
1850 Chicago, IL 60606
BLAISE S. CURET, ESQ. Sinnott, Puebla, Campagne & Curet, APLC 515 S. Figueroa Street, Suite
1470 Los Angeles, CA 90071
TOTAL: 4
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