UNITED STATESBANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION

Inre Bankruptcy Case No. 13-53846
City of Detroit, Michigan, Honorable Thomas J. Tucker
Debtor. Chapter 9

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

(INSUFFICIENT DOCUMENTATION)

The City of Detroit (“City”), by its undersigned counsdl, 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:*

(@) Response filed by George M. Pieprzyk [Doc. No. 10903]

(“Pieprzyk Response’).? 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

! Additional responses were filed, but al 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.
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Response, the “Responses’).® 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.* His proof of claim states that he is owed $140,000
for “30 years of service %2 of my life” aswell asfor stress and other reasons. EXx. 1.
In response to the Objection, he states “I George M Pieprzyk do not want the court
to eliminate or change my clam # 1906.” Ex. 2. Neither filing constitutes
documentation evidencing any claim against the City at all, much less a clam in
the amount of $140,000. The Objection should be sustained as to this claim.
Knowles Response

3. The Knowles Response aso should be overruled. The Objection
objected to Knowles's proof of clam because it lacked any documentation
showing that the City owed her $18,150. Knowles's proof of clam 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 clam. In the Knowles Response, Knowles

® A deficiency noticed was entered by the Court on March 21, 2016. [Doc. No.
10869]. The deficiency has not yet been cured.

* 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. Assuch, 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
ralmic@detroitmi.gov

ATTORNEYSFORTHECITY OF DETROIT
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EXHIBIT 1
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B0 (Official Form 10) (04/13) (Modified) ‘
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT EASTERN DISTRICT of MICHIGAN RO o M
o
Name of Debtor: City of Detroit, Michigan Case Number: 13-53846 -~ { ] E
NOTE: Do not use this form to make a daim for on administrative expense shat grises q&er the bankrapicy filing. E e D
Name of Creditor (the person or other etity fo whom the dgbror owes money or property): 2 &%‘[: P

coul @ﬁmé_tgﬁ?_
o @msk thls box :r this claim amend

Natse and addr wl"ere notices should be R 2_/\_}%, o
é f m !FS' QP WC/ previgugy S / Co
= ' | urt Claim N-BETwJRT
2 f\réﬂg ézmw dive / e ””"‘{’QA-MW

T%number 2 l 5 D l é\§ LD) . ' Filed on;

Name and address where payment should be sent (if different from above); 3 Check this box if you are aware that
anyone else has filed a proof of ¢laim

relating to this claiel, Attagh copy of

staterent giving iy

Telephone aumber; email!

1. Amount of Claim as of Date Case Filed: $¢LH © o DD b3 24 100

iffall or part of the claim is secured, complete item 4. ' ' KURTZMANCARSONCONSULTANTS

If all or part of the claim is entitled to priority, complete item 5.
O Check this box if the claim includes interest or other charges in addition to the pn':lcipnl araount of the claim. Attach a statement that itemizes interest or charges.

2. Basts for Claim: 3 © Y€ #) &’ﬁ g‘v’QU‘éQ' J/Q’\ WV;L A;:*;L:@ @\M*ﬁ%

(See instruction #2) ! Y
13 i iamidandi btor: 3a. Debtor may bave scheduled account as:
(See instruction #3a)
4. securc fm (See 10 g Aconnt of arrearage and other charges, as of the time case way filed,
Check the appropriate box if the claim is secured by & lien on property or a right of incJuded in sccured clajm, if any;
setoff, attach required redacted documents, and provide the requested information, B e —
Nature of praperty or right of setoff; OReal Estate (JMotor Vehicle O Other Basis for perfection:
Describe:
Valué of Property: §_____ , ) Amount of Secured Claim: 3.
Annual Intevest Rate (when case was filed)___. % OFixed or OVariable Amount Unsecured: S
5. Amount of Claim Entitled to Priority as au Administrative Expense under 11 U.S.C. £§ 503(b)(9) and 507(a)(2) L
5b. Amount of Claim Otherwise Entitled to Priority. Specify Applicable Scction of 11 US.C. § . S

5. Credits, The amount of all payments on this claim has been credited for the putpose of making this proaf of claim. (See instruction #6)

7. Documents: Attached are vedacted copies of any documents that support the claim, such as promissory notes, purchase orders, invoices, itemized statements of
running accounts, contracts, judgments, mortgages, security agresments, o1, in the case of a claim based an an apen-end or revolving consurnét credit agreement, a
‘statement providirig the information required by FRBP 3001(c)3)(A). If the claim is secured, box 4 has been Sompleted, and redacted copies of documents providing
svidence of perfaction of a security interest are attached. (See instruction #7, and the definition of “redacted ") DO NOT SEND ORIGINAL DOCUMENTS,
ATTACHED DOCUMENTS MAY BE DESTROYED AFTER SCANNING.

11 the documents are not available, please explain;

8. Signature: (See instruction # 8)

Check the appropriate box.
Tam the creditor. O [ am the creditor’s authorized agent. O 1am the trustee, or the debtor, O Iam a guamntor, surety, indorser, or other codebter.
or their authorized agent. {See Bankrupicy Ruie 3005.)
(See Bankruptey Rule 3004, )

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the information provided in this claitn is true and correct to the best ot my knowledge zlfmmanon and reasonable belief,

Print Name: y,\é) / Plelofi \}
L Elm e goe Y] | ,wp«ﬂ &QV/"J//&@/“

Tide: ] Q
,:mwnn \
: { Sﬁg::an%) dale)

Telephone numbess — o0 /1< +it H‘H’# 10956__FEiled 03/25/16 FmerC”mIIHﬂt

Panalty Jor preseniing fraudilenz claim: Fine of up to $500,000 or imprisonmy

AR

Address and telephone nwnber \iF ditferdht fram notice address above)
1353846140220000000000189
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Claim #1918 Date Filed: 2/20/2014

B10 (Official Form 10y (04/13) (Modifieq)

-~ P, i5es afier the banb'@’cyﬁlf'l&
Mty o whom the debroy ‘Egﬁtﬁy?)m\l FEB 2 0 201['

e haiuoving DNAUOL L S COUR ON]
Nine and eddress i) enuﬁccssh'dbesent; jaj Cheg i : .‘m
(Bl S Stohel: A hdt previous ,a%ﬁem District
Court Chaim Nomber;
. imenn)
o . i N
78 \h:?emfnﬁzl 4007 el CRLE . Kapale (N\a, CQH| Fitea on
Name and addregs whers Payment should be sent (] "f?'crent from above): O Check hig box if you are aware that
- xyone else has filed 3 proof of clajm
relating to this cirizm. Attach Copy of
St I *Reew

Telephone aumber- email:

/1 AmoumofClaimasofDattCascFﬂed: s l 2 Lgb ; M}'&Q‘S FEB 2 Ir 20”-

Ifall oc part o the claim is secured, complere item 4,
If all or part of the claiim is entitleg to priority, Complete item 5.
OCheck this box if the claim includes interest o7 other charges in addition (g the Principal amoune of hy

2. Basis for Claim;
(See instruction #2)

3. Lastfopr = * 90v numbey by which eredirg, identifiex debtor: 3a. Dehmrmay havi
(See instruction #3a)

4. Secured Claim (Secrinstmc'rion #4) Amonnt of arrearage and other charges, a5 of the time cage was filed,
Check the approprigic box if the claim is sacureq by e tien on property or a right of induded in seeyreq clafm, if quy;
setoff, attach required redacted documents, ang provide the requesteq information, $
—
Nature of Property or right of. setoff; JReal Estaze OMotor Vehicle OOther Basis for Perfection:
ribe:

Value of Property: § Amount of Secyred Qaim: S

——— ——

Annual Interesi Rate (when case was filed) % OFixed or 1 Varighle Amount Unsecured:

S, OT, in the case of g claim

ion required by FRBp 3001(c)(3)(A) If the claim js Secored, box 4 has been completed, and redacted copies of documents providing

svidence of perfaction of a Security interest aro 2lached. See instruction #7, and the definition of “redq
ATTACHED DOCUMENTS MAY BR DESTROVED AFTER SCANNING.

8. Signature: (See instruction # 8)
Check the appropriate hoy,

Tam the ereditor, 7 | am the creditor'y authorized ageny, 3 Tam the trustes, or the debstor, O Iama Buarantor, snrety, inderser, or other codebtor.
i or their autharized agent, (See Bartkrupicy Rule 3005, )
! {See Bankruptey Ryt 3004,)
! Ideciare  petf e infhmation provided in this claim is trye 4

13-53846-tjt Doc 10956 Filed 03/25/16 EntereCIHuIHuu 1353846140220000000000563



EXHIBIT 4

13-53846-tjt Doc 10956 Filed 03/25/16 Entered 03/25/16 14:52:43 Page 10 of 11



March 18, 2016 F/L ED

i
Cletk of the Court U ‘A
.S, ‘0
United States Bankruptcy Court EQ glf!f{}m Uprp 9
211 W. Fort Street, Suite 2100 _ "HIGH/,' ‘[JJE.QC"J'&‘,‘
Detroit, MI 48226 - TROr
Marc N. Swanson T~

Miller, Canfield, Paddock and Stone, PLC
150 West Jefferson, Suite 2500
Detroit, MI 48226

Re: Bankruptcy Case No. 13-53846
Dear, Honorable Thomas J. Tucker:

I am submitting this letter to oppose and prevent the modification, expunge, elimination or disallowing
of my claim. The City of Detroit frivolous mismanagement of funds is of no doing by city employees.
Therefore city employees should not be punished or held accountable. It was reported Thursday,
March 17, 2016 by Channel 4 News that $§50 million dollars was discovered in bond funds which had
gone unspent over several decades and $11.7 million dollats is to be utilized on forty city parks and
playgrounds and the remaining funds will pay to build a high-tech real-time crime center and to
construct a new 8" Precinct for the Police Department. Yet, the City of Detroit filed bankruptcy and
illegally took money from our employee’ pension and annuity fund. Many corporations, citizens, and
most importantly the employees was misled and misrepresented by city government. City employees’
should not be made a scapegoat for the poor decisions, poor investments and unprofessional conduct
made by city government. The employees’ voiced opinion was disregarded when given the
opportunity to elaborate on the irrational decisions made by the city. The accountabilities lies on city
government but employees and retirees has endured the burden. The city government has caused
financial hardship to many pensioners’ and employees’ lively hood. The City of Detroit’s actions has
been unconstitutional, and it would be immoral if city government was not held accountable. All
involved in this lJawsuit against the city government should be compensated and made hold for the
many lives the city have ruined. The City of Detroit have an obligation to represent their employees,
citizens, and corporates with the upmost respect, honest and dignity and have failed to do so.

City of Detroit, OAIII
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