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Counsel for A. Cisneros, Chapter 7 Trustee 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, SAN FERNANDO VALLEY DIVISION 

In re 
 
LENNY KYLE DYKSTRA, 
 
                           Debtor. 
_                                                                       
 
A. CISNEROS, in his capacity as the 
Chapter 7 Trustee for the bankruptcy 
estate of LENNY K. DYKSTRA,  
  
                                                Plaintiff, 
 
v.  
 
LENNY KYLE DYKSTRA. 
 
                                               Defendant. 
 

Case No.  1:09-bk-18409-GM 
 
Chapter 7 
 
Adv. Case No.   
 
CHAPTER 7 TRUSTEE’S COMPLAINT 
OBJECTING TO DEBTOR’S DISCHARGE 
PURSUANT TO BANKRUPTCY CODE 
SECTIONS 727  
 
Status Conference: 
Date:   To be set by Court 
Time:  To be set by Court 
Ctrm.:  Courtroom 303 
            United States Bankruptcy Court 
 21041 Burbank Boulevard 
 Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6606 
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A. Cisneros, the duly appointed, qualified and acting Chapter 7 trustee (“Trustee” or 

"Plaintiff") for the bankruptcy estate of Lenny Kyle Dykstra (“Debtor”), in the above-captioned 

bankruptcy case, respectfully alleges as follows:  

STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. This adversary proceeding is filed pursuant to Federal Rules of Bankruptcy 

Procedure 7001(4) a proceeding to (object to or revoke a discharge), 4004 (grant or denial of 

discharge) and 11 U.S.C. §§ 727. 

2. Plaintiff, as the Chapter 7 Trustee of the Debtor’s bankruptcy estate, has standing 

to bring this action pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 323. 

3. The Court has jurisdiction over this adversary proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§§ 157 and 1334 in that this action arises in and relates to the bankruptcy case pending in the 

United States Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of California, San Fernando Valley 

Division, entitled In re Lenny Kyle Dykstra, Case Number 1:09-bk-18409-GM. 

4. This adversary proceeding is a core proceeding under 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2)(A) 

(matters concerning the administration of the estate) and (J) (objections to discharge).  To the 

extent any claim for relief contained herein is determined not to be a core proceeding, Plaintiff 

consents to the entry of final judgment and orders by the Bankruptcy Court. 

5. Venue properly lies in the Central District of California in that this adversary 

proceeding arises in or is related to a case under Title 11 of the United State Code as provided in 

28 U.S.C. § 1409.  

PARTIES 

6. Plaintiff is the duly appointed, qualified and acting Chapter 7 Trustee for the 

Debtor’s bankruptcy estate.  

7. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at all relevant 

times herein, the Debtor and Defendant herein, is an individual residing in the County of Los 

Angeles, State of California. 

/// 

/// 
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GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

8. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 7, and re-alleges 

these paragraphs as though set forth in full.  

9. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor filed a 

personal Chapter 11 bankruptcy on July 7, 2009 (“Petition Date”).  Plaintiff is informed and 

believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor filed the balance of his Schedules, Statement 

of Financial Affairs and other documents under penalty of perjury, acknowledging that the 

information provided there in was true and correct.   

10. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that pursuant to a 

Court Order entered on September 8, 2009 A. Cisneros was appointed as the Chapter 11 trustee 

for the Debtor’s bankruptcy estate by the Office of the United States Trustee (“OUST”). 

11. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that pursuant to a 

Court Order entered on November 20, 2009 the case was converted to one under Chapter 7 of the 

Bankruptcy Code.   

12. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the appointment 

of A. Cisneros as the Chapter 7 trustee was made by the OUST on November 20, 2009, accepted 

by the Trustee and filed with the Court on December 10, 2009. 

Debtor’s Failure to Cooperate 

13. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

failed to cooperate with Plaintiff in connection with the administration of this bankruptcy case.   

14. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or about 

October 1, 2009 Plaintiff’s counsel filed a Motion for: 1) an Order Pursuant to Federal Rules of 

Bankruptcy Procedure 2004 and 9016 for an Examination of the Identified Entities and Request 

for Production of Documentation; and 2) Application to Expedite Discovery Pursuant to Federal 

Rules of Procedure for the Debtor (“2004 Motion”). 

15. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or about 

October 13, 2009 the Court entered an Order granting the 2004 Motion.   

/// 
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16. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or about 

October 14, 2010, Plaintiff’s counsel served a Subpoena on the Debtor to appear for deposition 

pursuant to the 2004 Order (“2004 Examination”) and that the Debtor acknowledged receipt of 

said subpoena.   

17. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the 2004 

Examination was scheduled to take place on October 16, 2010 at 10:00 a.m.  Plaintiff is 

informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor failed to appear at the 2004 

Examination.   

18. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges the Debtor’s 341(a) 

Meeting of Creditors (“Meeting of Creditors”) was first scheduled for December 21, 2009.   

19. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at the Meeting of 

Creditors the Debtor’s testimony failed to adequately explain the location of certain personal 

property, including but not limited to personal property that had been disposed of by the Debtor 

(discussed in detailed below).   

20. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at the Meeting of 

Creditors the Debtor was requested to produce specific documents that were necessary for the 

Trustee’s investigation and administration of the estate and its assets.   

21. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Meeting of 

Creditors was continued to January 22, 2010 to allow the Debtor to produce the requested 

documents.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges the Debtor failed to 

appear at the continued Meeting of Creditors and/or produce the requested documents. 

22. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Meeting of 

Creditors was continued to February 19, 2010.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and based 

thereon alleges the Debtor again failed to appear at the continued Meeting of Creditors and/or 

produce the requested documents.   

/// 

/// 

/// 
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23. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Meeting of 

Creditors was continued to April 23, 2010 and that Plaintiff’s counsel also re-served the Debtor 

with a notice that the 2004 Examination was to occur on the same date. 

24. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges the Debtor finally 

appeared on April 23, 2010 for the Meeting of Creditors and the 2004 Examination.   

25. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor’s 

testimony at the Meeting of Creditors again failed to adequately explain the location of certain 

personal property (discussed in detail below).   

26. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor also 

failed to produce the documents at the Meeting of Creditors that were initially requested by 

Plaintiff from the December 21, 2009 Meeting of Creditors – despite that fact that Plaintiff and 

his counsel made multiple requests on the Debtor to produce these documents. 

Post-petition Disposition of Estate Property – Located at Camarillo Office 

27. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that prior to the 

Petition Date the Debtor entered into a lease agreement with Avantair, Inc. (“Avantair”) to lease 

the premise located at 575 Aviation Drive, Camarillo, California (the “Camarillo Office”).   

28. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor kept 

certain personal property at the Camarillo Office, including but not limited to, office furniture, 

antique desks, wine refrigerator, sports memorabilia and a four-foot tall electronically locked 

safe (collectively the “Camarillo Personal Property”). 

29. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that prior to February 

6, 2010 Plaintiff’s counsel had multiple discussions with the Debtor regarding the Camarillo 

Personal Property.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that Plaintiff’s 

counsel advised the Debtor that he was not authorized to remove the Camarillo Personal 

Property.   

30. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor agreed 

that he would not remove the Camarillo Personal Property or further visit the Camarillo Office.  

/// 

Case 1:09-bk-18409-GM    Doc 289    Filed 06/18/10    Entered 06/18/10 11:24:11    Desc
 Main Document      Page 5 of 34



 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 

 
 

 
G:\Wp\Cases\C-D\Dykstra\Adv\Dykstra - 727\Pld\Complaint Final.doc 
4079-000/56 
 

6SHULMAN HODGES & 
BASTIAN LLP 

26632 Towne Centre Drive  
Suite 300 

Foothill Ranch, CA 92610 

31. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or about 

February 6, 2010 the Debtor arrived at the Camarillo Office for the purpose of recovering the 

Camarillo Personal Property for his own personal benefit. 

32. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or about 

February 6, 2010 Plaintiff’s counsel engaged in a lengthy phone conversation with the Debtor 

regarding the Camarillo Personal Property during which time the Debtor was again instructed 

that he was not authorized to remove the Camarillo Personal Property.   

33. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that during the phone 

conversation the Debtor joked with Plaintiff’s counsel that there was a lot of money in the safe 

but that the Debtor had forgotten the combination and could not access it.  

34. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that during the phone 

conversation Plaintiff’s counsel warned the Debtor that removal of said property could result in 

violation of his discharge pursuant to 11 U.S.C. 727 and constitute criminal conduct pursuant to 

Title 18 of the United States Code.   

35. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor “gave 

his word” to the Plaintiff’s counsel that he would not remove the Camarillo Personal Property 

from the Camarillo Office.   

36. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that within minutes of 

giving Plaintiff’s counsel his word that he would not remove the Camarillo Personal Property the 

Debtor proceeded to load up a moving van to remove the entire contents of the Camarillo Office, 

consisting of all the Camarillo Personal Property.   

37. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at the 2004 

Examination the Debtor testified that he removed the Camarillo Personal Property “to make sure 

it was safe, in the best interest of creditors.”   

38. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at the 2004 

Examination the Debtor testified that the Camarillo Personal Property was placed in storage and 

that the Debtor would not further remove or dispose of any of the Camarillo Personal Property, 

with the exception of his clothes and a couple of family pictures.  
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39. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that despite these 

assurances from the Debtor that he would not dispose of these assets that, to the contrary, the 

Debtor has been selling the Camarillo Personal Property and other property of the bankruptcy 

estate on eBay, Craigslist and other internet web-cites.   

40. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

attempted to and/or sold the following property post-petition: 

a. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or 

about May 9, 2010 the Debtor posted an advertisement to sell certain framed 

memorabilia for $3,200.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “A” is a true and correct 

copy of the advertisement.  Plaintiff is informed that this memorabilia was part of 

the Camarillo Personal Property.  

b. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the 

Debtor sold an “Executive Custom Hand Made Mahogany Desk” for 

approximately $10,000 post-petition.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and based 

thereon alleges that the buyer of the Mahogany Desk is now attempting to sell it 

on eBay via auction.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “B” is a true and correct copy of 

the advertisement.  

c. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that on or 

about May 16, 2010 the Debtor posted an advertisement to sell a “Maitland-Smith 

Handcrafted Dresser” for auction on eBay.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “C” is a 

true and correct copy of the advertisement.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and 

based thereon alleges that the dresser was part of Camarillo Personal Property. 

Post-petition Destruction of Newbern Residence 

41. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that prior to filing 

bankruptcy the Debtor purchased the real property located at 1072 Newbern Court, Thousand 

Oaks, California (“Newbern Property”) for approximately $18,500,000.   

42. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that sometime 

thereafter the Debtor went into default on the loans to purchase the Newbern Property.   
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43. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor filed 

the bankruptcy proceeding, in part, in order to a stay foreclosure action that had been 

commenced by one of the lien holders on the Newbern Property.  

44. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that post-petition, on 

or about August 3, 2009, one of the lien holders on the Newbern Property sent a real estate 

appraisal expert (“Appraiser”) to appraise the Newbern Property for the purpose of the obtaining 

the value in connection with a motion for relief from stay proceeding.   

45. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges the Appraiser’s report 

noted that the Newbern Property was in “good to very good” condition and estimated the value 

of the Newbern Property to be approximately $11.2 million.   

46. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that shortly after the 

appraisal was completed the Debtor engaged in destructive testing on the Newbern Property for 

the alleged purpose of rebutting an insurance claim that had been denied by Fireman’s Fund 

Insurance Company.   

47. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the destructive 

testing caused considerable damage to the Newbern Property and that the cost of repair was 

estimated to be in excess of $100,000. 

48. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that in connection 

with the Trustee obtaining Court approval of a settlement of estate claims with Fireman’s Fund 

Insurance Company the Bankruptcy Court employed a real property expert to assess the claims 

being asserted by the Debtor relating to the Newbern Property.   

49. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Court 

appointed expert concluded that the claims being asserted by the Debtor relating to the Newbern 

Property were not substantiated and that the destructive testing performed on the Newbern 

Property was not in accordance with industry practices and unnecessarily damaged the property. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

Case 1:09-bk-18409-GM    Doc 289    Filed 06/18/10    Entered 06/18/10 11:24:11    Desc
 Main Document      Page 8 of 34



 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 

 
 

 
G:\Wp\Cases\C-D\Dykstra\Adv\Dykstra - 727\Pld\Complaint Final.doc 
4079-000/56 
 

9SHULMAN HODGES & 
BASTIAN LLP 

26632 Towne Centre Drive  
Suite 300 

Foothill Ranch, CA 92610 

Post-petition Removal of Fixtures from Newbern Residence 

50. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that during the 

aforementioned “destructive testing” the Debtor caused to be removed multiple fixtures from the 

Newbern Property, consisting, in part, of a Grand Palais 180 Le Cornue oven and stove-top 

(originally purchased for $51,750), approximately six (6) chandeliers throughout home 

(estimated value in excess of $50,000), approximately thirty-six (36) wall light sconces, 

approximately five (5) fireplace Andirons, approximately eight (8) mirrors, custom plumbing 

fixtures and a home theater system.  Attached hereto as Exhibit “D” is a partial list of the 

fixtures that were removed from the Newbern Property. 

51. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor 

testified at his 2004 Examination that he was instructed by his “experts” to remove the 

aforementioned fixtures prior to the destructive testing in order to “protect these items.”  

52. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor 

testified at his 2004 Examination that the fixtures were to be stored by a company named 

“Uniquities.” 

53. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that Uniquities denied 

that these items were ever placed in storage and, to the contrary, contend that the Debtor arrived 

in a moving van and sold these items to Uniquities.  

54. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that a separate lawsuit 

may be necessary in order to recover these items and/or the value thereof for the benefit of the 

bankruptcy estate and its creditors.   

 Post-petition Loss of Personal Property from Newbern Property 

55. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor listed 

household goods and furnishing at the Newbern Property in the amount of approximately 

$15,000.   

/// 

/// 

/// 
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56. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at his Meeting of 

Creditors the Debtor testified that all of the furnishings located at the Newbern Property, 

including two (2) big screen TVs, a pool table, watches and personal computers, were stolen 

post-petition while the Debtor was living at the Newbern Property.   

57. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at his Meeting of 

Creditors the Debtor testified that these items were stolen by his former maid’s son and that, 

because of this relationship, the Debtor did not report these items stolen to the police or his 

insurance company.    

58. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that at his Meeting of 

Creditors the Debtor testified the he did not have contact information for either his former maid 

or her son.   

59. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

failed to adequately explain the loss of these items.  

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

[Objection to the Debtor’s Discharge - 11 U.S.C. § 727(a)(2)] 

60. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 59, and re-alleges 

these paragraphs as though set forth in full. 

61. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor, with 

the intent to hinder, delay or defraud the Trustee and creditors of the bankruptcy estate, has 

transferred, removed, destroyed, mutilated, or concealed, or has permitted, to be transferred, 

removed, destroyed, mutilated, or concealed: 

a. Property of the Debtor, within one (1) year before the Petition Date; or 

b. Property of the estate, before and after the Petition Date.  

62. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that after the Petition 

Date the Debtor has continued in a fraudulent and deceitful manner in an attempt to defraud the 

Trustee and creditors of the bankruptcy estate.   

/// 

/// 
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63. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the fraud 

includes, but is not limited to, the post-petition disposition of property of the bankruptcy estate, 

including both the personal property and fixtures located at the Newbern Property and the 

Camarillo Office, without authority from the Trustee or the Court. 

64. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that after the Petition 

Date the Debtor, with the intent to hinder, delay or defraud creditors of the estate, destroyed 

and/or mutilated the Newbern Property.   

65. Based on the Debtor’s fraudulent and deceitful actions as set forth above, the 

Debtor should be prevented from obtaining a discharge. 

66. For the foregoing reason, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Section 727(a)(2), the Debtor’s 

discharge should be denied.  

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

[Objection to the Debtor’s Discharge - 11 U.S.C. §727(a)(3)] 

67. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 66, and re-alleges 

these paragraphs as though set forth in full. 

68. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

concealed, destroyed, mutilated, falsified, or failed to keep or preserve recorded information, 

including books, documents, records and papers from which the Debtor’s financial condition or 

business transactions might be ascertained.   

69. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that since the Petition 

Date the Debtor has willfully failed to turn over documents concerning the Debtor’s financial 

affairs which were requested by Plaintiff multiple times, including but not limited to: 

a. The 2007 Appraisal of the Newbern Property wherein the value of the 

property was listed between $18.5 and $25 million; 

b. Valuations on the real property located at 2672 Ladbrook, Thousand Oaks, 

California;  

c. List of Inventory in storage;  

d. List of Inventory with Uniquities;  
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e. Yoshi contact information;  

f. Allstate Life Insurance Policy;  

g. Any/all personal guarantees executed by the Debtor;  

h. Any/all copies of abstracts of judgments recorded against the Debtor;  

i. Sun Air information;  

j. 2004-2007 Income Tax Returns; and 

k.  A copy of the Judgment obtained against Signature Air.   

Attached hereto as Exhibit “E” is a true and correct copy of the correspondence sent by Plaintiff 

to Debtor on May 13, 2010.   

70. Based on the Debtor’s deceitful actions as set forth above, the Debtor should be 

prevented from obtaining a discharge. 

71. For the foregoing reasons, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Section 727(a)(3), the Debtor’s 

discharge may be denied. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

[Objection to the Debtor’s Discharge - 11 U.S.C. §727(a)(4)] 

72.  Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 71, and re-alleges 

these paragraphs as though set forth in full. 

73. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

knowingly and fraudulently, in or in connection with the case: 

a. Made a false oath;  

b. Presented or used a false claim;  

c. Gave, offered, received or attempted to obtain money, property or 

advantage or a promise of money, property or advantage for acting or forbearing 

to act; or 

d. Withheld from the Trustee recorded information, including books, 

documents, records and papers relating to the Debtor’s property and financial 

affairs.  

/// 

Case 1:09-bk-18409-GM    Doc 289    Filed 06/18/10    Entered 06/18/10 11:24:11    Desc
 Main Document      Page 12 of 34



 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 

 
 

 
G:\Wp\Cases\C-D\Dykstra\Adv\Dykstra - 727\Pld\Complaint Final.doc 
4079-000/56 
 

13SHULMAN HODGES & 
BASTIAN LLP 

26632 Towne Centre Drive  
Suite 300 

Foothill Ranch, CA 92610 

74. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that since the Petition 

Date the Debtor has continued in deceitful manner and made numerous false oaths, including 

statements regarding the disposition of personal property and fixtures located at the Newbern 

Property and the Camarillo Office and the post-petition destruction of the Newbern Property.  

75. Based on the Debtor’s numerous false oaths as set forth above, the Debtor should 

be prevented from obtaining a discharge. 

76. For the foregoing reasons, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Section 727(a)(4), the Debtor’s 

discharge may be denied. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

[Objection to the Debtor’s Discharge - 11 U.S.C. §727(a)(5)] 

77. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 76, and realleges 

these paragraphs as though set forth in full. 

78. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

failed to explain satisfactorily, before determination of denial of discharge, the loss of assets or 

deficiency of assets to meet the Debtor’s liabilities.   

79. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the Debtor has 

failed to satisfactorily explained the loss of assets consisting, in part, of the personal property and 

fixtures located at the Newbern Property and the Camarillo Office, the post-petition disposition 

of other property of the bankruptcy estate and the post-petition destruction of the Newbern 

Property.  

80. Based on the Debtor’s numerous false oaths as set forth above, the Debtor should 

be prevented from obtaining a discharge. 

81. For the foregoing reasons, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Section 727(a)(5), the Debtor’s 

discharge may be denied. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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 WHEREFORE, the Trustee prays that this Court make and enter Judgment as follows: 

FOR ALL CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

 1. To deny the Debtor’s discharge.  

 2. For costs of suit incurred, including attorneys’ fees as provided by applicable case 

law, statute and/or agreement of the parties. 

 3. For such other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

     Respectfully submitted,  
 
 
 
 
Dated: June 18, 2010 

 
SHULMAN HODGES & BASTIAN LLP 
 
 
By:   /s/ Robert E. Huttenhoff                                                   
 Leonard M. Shulman 
      Robert E. Huttenhoff 
            Counsel for A. Cisneros, Chapter 7 Trustee  
            for the bankruptcy estate of Lenny Kyle Dykstra 
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This form is mandatory.  It has been approved for use by the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of California.

Revised December 1998 (COA-SA) F 7004-1

Attorney or Party Name, Address, Telephone & FAX Numbers, and California State Bar Number FOR COURT USE ONLY

Attorney for Plaintiff

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

In re: CHAPTER   ______ 

CASE NUMBER

Debtor. ADVERSARY NUMBER

Plaintiff(s),
(The Boxes and Blank Lines below are for the Court’s

Use Only) (Do Not Fill Them In) 

vs. SUMMONS AND NOTICE OF 

Defendant(s). STATUS CONFERENCE

TO THE DEFENDANT:  A Complaint has been filed by the Plaintiff against you.  If you wish to defend yourself, you must file
with the Court a written pleading, in duplicate, in response to the Complaint.  You must also send a copy of your written response
to the party shown in the upper left-hand corner of this page.  Unless you have filed in duplicate and served a responsive
pleading by ____________________________, the Court may enter a judgment by default against you for the relief demanded
in the Complaint.

A Status Conference on the proceeding commenced by the Complaint has been set for:

Hearing Date:                                        Time:                           Courtroom:                                     Floor:

q 255 East Temple Street, Los Angeles q 411 West Fourth Street, Santa Ana

q 21041 Burbank Boulevard, Woodland Hills q 1415 State Street, Santa Barbara

q 3420 Twelfth Street, Riverside

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that if the trial of the proceeding is anticipated to take less than two (2) hours, the parties may stipulate
to conduct the trial of the case on the date specified, instead of holding a Status Conference.  Such a stipulation must be lodged
with the Court at least two (2) Court days before the date set forth above and is subject to Court approval.  The Court may
continue the trial to another date if necessary to accommodate the anticipated length of the trial.

JON D. CERETTO
Date of Issuance: ___________________________ Clerk of the Bankruptcy Court

By: ____________________________________
   Deputy Clerk
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FORM B104  (08/07) 2007 USBC, Central District of California

ADVERSARY PROCEEDING COVER SHEET
(Instructions on Page 2)

ADVERSARY PROCEEDING NUMBER
(Court Use Only)

PLAINTIFFS DEFENDANTS

ATTORNEYS (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone No.) ATTORNEYS (If Known)

PARTY (Check One Box Only)
G Debtor G U.S. Trustee/Bankruptcy Admin
G Creditor G Other
G Trustee

PARTY (Check One Box Only)
G Debtor G U.S. Trustee/Bankruptcy Admin
G Creditor G Other
G Trustee

CAUSE OF ACTION (WRITE A BRIEF STATEMENT OF CAUSE OF ACTION, INCLUDING ALL U.S. STATUTES INVOLVED)

NATURE OF SUIT
(Number up to five (5) boxes starting with lead cause of action as 1, first alternative cause as 2, second alternative cause as 3, etc.)

FRBP 7001(1) – Recovery of Money/Property

G 11-Recovery of money/property - §542 turnover of property

G 12-Recovery of money/property - §547 preference

G 13-Recovery of money/property - §548 fraudulent transfer 

G 14-Recovery of money/property - other

 
FRBP 7001(2) – Validity, Priority or Extent of Lien 

G 21-Validity, priority or extent of lien or other interest in property
 
FRBP 7001(3) – Approval of Sale of Property

G 31-Approval of sale of property of estate and of a co-owner - §363(h)
 
FRBP 7001(4) – Objection/Revocation of Discharge

G 41-Objection / revocation of discharge - §727(c),(d),(e)
 
FRBP 7001(5) – Revocation of Confirmation
G 51-Revocation of confirmation
 
FRBP 7001(6) – Dischargeability

G 66-Dischargeability - §523(a)(1),(14),(14A) priority tax claims

G 62-Dischargeability - §523(a)(2), false pretenses, false 
representation, actual fraud

G 67-Dischargeability - §523(a)(4), fraud as fiduciary, embezzlement, 
larceny

(continued next column)

FRBP 7001(6) – Dischargeability (continued)
G 61-Dischargeability - §523(a)(5), domestic support
G 68-Dischargeability - §523(a)(6), willful and malicious injury
G 63-Dischargeability - §523(a)(8), student loan
G 64-Dischargeability - §523(a)(15), divorce or separation obligation 

  (other than domestic support)
G 65-Dischargeability - other
 
FRBP 7001(7) – Injunctive Relief
G 71-Injunctive relief – imposition of stay
G 72-Injunctive relief – other

FRBP 7001(8) Subordination of Claim or Interest
G 81-Subordination of claim or interest

FRBP 7001(9) Declaratory Judgment
G 91-Declaratory judgment

FRBP 7001(10) Determination of Removed Action
G 01-Determination of removed claim or cause

Other
G  SS-SIPA Case – 15 U.S.C. §§78aaa et.seq.
G 02-Other (e.g. other actions that would have been brought in state

court if unrelated to bankruptcy case)

G Check if this case involves a substantive issue of state law G Check if this is asserted to be a class action under FRCP 23

G Check if a jury trial is demanded in complaint Demand  $

Other Relief Sought
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