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BURKE,  WILLIAMS &  

SORENSEN,  LLP 
ATTO RN EY S  A T  LA W  

LOS A NG EL ES  

Richard J. Reynolds (SBN 89911) 
E-mail:  rreynolds@bwslaw.com 
Joseph P. Buchman (SBN 148983) 
E-mail:  jbuchman@bwslaw.com 
Martin Kosla (SBN 247224) 
E-mail:  mkosla@bwslaw.com 
BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP 
444 South Flower Street, 40th Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90071-2942 
Tel:  213.236.0600 Fax:  213.236.2700 
 
Attorneys for Diablo Grande Community 
Facilities District No. 1 
 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

In re 
 
DIABLO GRANDE COMMUNITY 
FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 1, 
 

Debtor. 
 

 Case No. 25-26635-A-9 
 
DCN BWS-001 
 
OBJECTIONS TO EVIDENCE IN 
SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION TO KOSHI 
PADNANI’S MOTION TO EXTEND 
TIME TO FILE OBJECTION TO 
CHAPTER 9 PETITION 
 
 
Date: November 18, 2026 
Time: 9:30 A.M. 
Ctrm:  Dept. A, Ctrm 11 
2500 Tulare Street, Fresno California 

 

 

OBJECTIONS TO EVIDENCE 

Diablo Grande Community Facilities District No. 1 (the "Debtor"), hereby submits these 

objections to the purported evidence that has been submitted in support of Bondholder Koshi 

Padnani’s Motion To Extend Time To File Objection To Diablo Grande Community Facilities 

District No. 1’s Chapter 9 Petition (the “Motion”) filed by creditor Koshi Padnani [Dkt. 138].  
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OPPOSITION TO KOSHI PADNANI’S MOTION 
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MATERIAL OBJECTED TO:  GROUNDS FOR 
OBJECTION: 

RULING ON 
THE 

OBJECTION:  

 
1.  All assertions of fact in the Motion. 
 
 

 
1.  Motion fails to comply with 
LBR 9014-1(d)(3)(D), which 
requires that “Every motion or 
other request for relief shall be 
accompanied by evidence 
establishing its factual allegations 
and demonstrating that the 
movant is entitled to the relief 
requested. Affidavits and 
declarations shall comply with 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c)(4).”  There 
is no declaration testifying to any 
of the factual allegations asserted 
in the Motion.  Lack of 
qualification, lack of foundation 
(FRE 104); Irrelevant (FRE 401-
402); Lack of competency to 
testify, no personal knowledge, 
no oath or affirmation to testify 
truthfully (FRE 601-603); 
Inadmissible opinion (FRE 701); 
Hearsay (FRE 801-802); Residual 
hearsay exceptions do not apply 
(FRE 807, Bankr. Evid. Manual 
§§ 807 and 807:1 (2026-2027 
ed.), In re Mbunda, 484 B.R. 344, 
354-355 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2012), 
aff'd, 604 F. App'x 552 (9th Cir. 
2015). 
 

 
___  Sustained 
___  Overruled 

Filed 11/04/26 Case 25-26635 Doc 164



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

4915-8212-0925 v1  3 OBJECTIONS TO EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF 
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MATERIAL OBJECTED TO:  GROUNDS FOR 
OBJECTION: 

RULING ON 
THE 

OBJECTION:  

 
2.  Exhibits to the Motion. 
 

 
 

 
2.  Motion fails to comply with 
LBR 9014-1(d)(3)(D), which 
requires that “Every motion or 
other request for relief shall be 
accompanied by evidence 
establishing its factual allegations 
and demonstrating that the 
movant is entitled to the relief 
requested. Affidavits and 
declarations shall comply with 
Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c)(4).”  There 
is no declaration authenticating 
the exhibits to the Motion.  Lack 
of qualification, lack of 
foundation (FRE 104); Irrelevant 
(FRE 401-402); Lack of 
competency to testify, no 
personal knowledge, no oath or 
affirmation to testify truthfully 
(FRE 601-603); Inadmissible 
opinion (FRE 701); Hearsay 
(FRE 801-802); Residual hearsay 
exceptions do not apply (FRE 
807, Bankr. Evid. Manual §§ 807 
and 807:1 (2026-2027 ed.), In re 
Mbunda, 484 B.R. 344, 354-355 
(B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2012), aff'd, 604 
F. App'x 552 (9th Cir. 2015); 
Lack of authentication (FRE 901, 
903). 
 

 
___  Sustained 
___  Overruled 

 

Dated:  November 4, 2026 BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP 

 

 

 

 By: /s/ Joseph P. Buchman 

 Richard J. Reynolds 

Joseph P. Buchman 

Martin Kosla 

Attorneys for Diablo Grande Community 

Facilities District No. 1 
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