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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN

SOUTHERN DIVISION

In re:

City of Detroit, Michigan,

Debtor.

Bankruptcy Case No. 13-53846

Honorable Thomas J. Tucker

Chapter 9

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF DEBTOR’S
THIRTIETH OMNIBUS OBJECTION TO CERTAIN CLAIMS

(INSUFFICIENT DOCUMENTATION)

The City of Detroit (“City”), by its undersigned counsel, files this reply in

support of its Thirtieth Omnibus Objection to Certain Claims (“Objection,” Doc.

No. 10786), stating as follows:

1. On February 26, 2016, the City filed its Objection. The following

individuals filed responses to the Objection:1

(a) Response filed by George M. Pieprzyk [Doc. No. 10903]
(“Pieprzyk Response”).2 Pieprzyk’s proof of claim and his
response to the Objection are attached as Exhibits 1 and 2.

(b) Response filed by Jacqueline Knowles [Doc. No. 10863]
(“Knowles Response”; and collectively with the Pieprzyk

1 Additional responses were filed, but all other responses were either stricken for
filing deficiencies or will be handled via a separate procedure recently approved by
the Court. [Doc. No. 10941.] As noted below, both Responses are subject to
pending deficiency notices.
2 A deficiency noticed was entered by the Court on March 23, 2016. [Doc. No.
10918]. The deficiency has not yet been cured.

13-53846-tjt    Doc 10956    Filed 03/25/16    Entered 03/25/16 14:52:43    Page 1 of 11



- 2 -
26328781.1\022765-00213

Response, the “Responses”).3 Knowles’s proof of claim and his
response to the Objection are attached as Exhibits 3 and 4.

Pieprzyk Response

2. The Pieprzyk Response should be overruled. The Objection stated

that Pieprzyk’s proof of claim lacked any documentation showing that the City

owed him the money claimed.4 His proof of claim states that he is owed $140,000

for “30 years of service ½ of my life” as well as for stress and other reasons. Ex. 1.

In response to the Objection, he states “I George M Pieprzyk do not want the court

to eliminate or change my claim # 1906.” Ex. 2. Neither filing constitutes

documentation evidencing any claim against the City at all, much less a claim in

the amount of $140,000. The Objection should be sustained as to this claim.

Knowles Response

3. The Knowles Response also should be overruled. The Objection

objected to Knowles’s proof of claim because it lacked any documentation

showing that the City owed her $18,150. Knowles’s proof of claim simply states

that the City owes her for “Loss of financial income, Forfeit of contract by City of

Detroit.” Ex. 3. The Knowles Response provides no further assistance in

understanding the basis for her claim. In the Knowles Response, Knowles

3 A deficiency noticed was entered by the Court on March 21, 2016. [Doc. No.
10869]. The deficiency has not yet been cured.
4 Indeed, Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 3001(c)(1) notes that a claim
based on writings must be filed with the documentation supporting it.
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expresses anger that the City filed for bankruptcy protection, but provides no

documentation explaining why the City owes her money. Ex. 4. As such, it fails

to respond to the Objection, and the Objection should be upheld as to this claim.

CONCLUSION

For these reasons, the City asks the Court to overrule the Responses and

sustain the City’s Objection to these claims.

Dated: March 25, 2016

By: /s/ Marc N. Swanson
Jonathan S. Green (P33140)
Marc N. Swanson (P71149)
MILLER, CANFIELD, PADDOCK AND
STONE, P.L.C.
150 West Jefferson, Suite 2500
Detroit, Michigan 48226
Telephone: (313) 496-7591
Facsimile: (313) 496-8451
green@millercanfield.com
swansonm@millercanfield.com

Charles N. Raimi (P29746)
Deputy Corporation Counsel
City of Detroit Law Department
2 Woodward Avenue, Suite 500
Coleman A. Young Municipal Center
Detroit, Michigan 48226
Telephone: (313) 237-5037
Facsimile: (313) 224-5505
raimic@detroitmi.gov

ATTORNEYS FOR THE CITY OF DETROIT

13-53846-tjt    Doc 10956    Filed 03/25/16    Entered 03/25/16 14:52:43    Page 3 of 11



13-53846-tjt    Doc 10956    Filed 03/25/16    Entered 03/25/16 14:52:43    Page 4 of 11

EXHIBIT 1
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EXHIBIT 2



13-53846-tjt    Doc 10903    Filed 03/23/16    Entered 03/23/16 11:17:16    Page 1 of 113-53846-tjt    Doc 10956    Filed 03/25/16    Entered 03/25/16 14:52:43    Page 7 of 11



13-53846-tjt    Doc 10956    Filed 03/25/16    Entered 03/25/16 14:52:43    Page 8 of 11

EXHIBIT 3
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