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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

CITY OF DETROIT’S MOTION AGAINST SEAN T. LEWIS FOR VIOLATION OF
THE AUTOMATIC STAY AND DISMISSAL OF THE LAWSUIT FILED IN WAYNE

COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT

The City of Detroit (“City”), by its undersigned counsel, files this Motion against Sean T.

Lewis for Violation of the Automatic Stay and Dismissal of the Lawsuit Filed in Wayne County

Circuit Court (“Motion”). In support of this Motion, the City states as follows:

I. Introduction

1. In violation of the automatic stay and orders extending the stay to claims against

City employees, on October 20, 2013, Sean Lewis (“Plaintiff”) filed a lawsuit against the City

and several officers of the City based on an alleged prepetition incident. Due to the Plaintiff’s

stay violation, the lawsuit should be dismissed because the filing of the complaint is void.

II. Factual Background

A. The Automatic Stay in the City’s Bankruptcy Case

2. On July 18, 2013 (“Petition Date”), the City commenced this chapter 9 case.

3. On July 19, 2013, the City filed its (i) Motion of Debtor, Pursuant to Section

105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, for Entry of an Order Extending the Chapter 9 Stay to Certain

(A) State Entities, (B) Non-Officer Employees and (C) Agents and Representatives of the Debtor

[Doc. No. 56] (“Stay Extension Motion”) and (ii) Motion of Debtor, Pursuant to Section 105(a)
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of the Bankruptcy Code, for Entry of an Order Confirming the Protections of Sections 362, 365

and 922 of the Bankruptcy Code [Doc. No. 53] (“Stay Confirmation Motion”).

4. The Stay Confirmation Motion explained that upon the commencement of a

bankruptcy case, section 362 of the Bankruptcy Code provides for a stay of certain actions by

creditors and other non-debtor third parties. The automatic stay is supplemented in a chapter 9

case by section 922(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, which provides as follows:

A petition filed under this chapter operates as a stay, in addition to the stay
provided by section 362 of this title, applicable to all entities, of—

(1) the commencement or continuation, including the issuance or employment of
process, of a judicial, administrative, or other action or proceeding against an
officer or inhabitant of the debtor that seeks to enforce a claim against the debtor;
and

(2) the enforcement of a lien on or arising out of taxes or assessments owed to the
debtor.

11 U.S.C. § 922(a). Consequently, in a chapter 9 case, section 922 of the Bankruptcy Code

extends the self-executing protections of section 362 of the Bankruptcy Code to, among other

things, actions against officers and inhabitants of the debtor to enforce claims against the debtor.

5. On July 25, 2013, this Court entered orders approving the Stay Extension Motion

[Doc. No. 166] (“Stay Extension Order”) and the Stay Confirmation Motion [Doc. No. 167]

(“Stay Confirmation Order”).

6. The Stay Confirmation Order stayed all persons from “commencing or continuing

a judicial, administrative, or other action or proceeding against an officer or inhabitant of the

City, including the issuance of employment of process, that seeks to enforce a claim against the

City.” Stay Confirmation Order ¶ 4(a). The Stay Confirmation Order emphasized that the

protections set forth in the previous sentence apply in all respect to “the City Officers, in

whatever capacity each of them may serve.” Stay Confirmation Order ¶ 5.
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B. The Bar Date Order

7. On November 21, 2013, this Court entered its Order, Pursuant to Sections 105,

501, and 503 of the Bankruptcy Code and Bankruptcy Rules 2002 and 3003(c), Establishing Bar

Dates for Filing Proofs of Claim and Approving Form and Manner of Notice Thereof (“Bar Date

Order”). [Doc. No. 1782].

8. The Bar Date Order established February 21, 2014 (“General Bar Date”) as the

deadline for filing claims against the City. The Plaintiff received personalized notice of the Bar

Date Order. Supplemental Certificate of Service, p. 3 [Doc. No. 2761]. The Plaintiff did not file

a proof of claim in the City’s bankruptcy case.

C. The City’s Plan of Adjustment

9. On October 22, 2014, the City filed the Eighth Amended Plan for the Adjustment

of Debts of the City of Detroit (October 22, 2014) [Doc. No. 8045] (“Plan”). On November 12,

2014, this Court entered an order confirming the Plan [Doc. No. 8272] (“Confirmation Order”).

10. The Plan provides that this Court

…will retain exclusive jurisdiction over all matters arising out of, and related to, the
Chapter 9 Case and the Plan to the fullest extent permitted by law, including, among
other things, jurisdiction to:

…

O. Enforce or clarify any orders previously entered by the Bankruptcy Court in the
Chapter 9 Case.

Plan, Art. VII.O, pp. 69-70.

11. The Confirmation Order also provides that all prior orders entered in the City’s

bankruptcy case shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the City and any other

parties expressly subject thereto. Confirmation Order, ¶ T.69, p. 114.
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D. Plaintiff’s State Court Action

12. On December 20, 2013, the Plaintiff filed a complaint (“Complaint”) in Wayne

County Circuit Court (“State Court Lawsuit”) against the City of Detroit, Detroit Police

Department,1 Benny Napoleon, Chief of Police, Detroit Police Officer Christopher Meredyk, and

Detroit Police Officer Kimberly Williams. The Complaint is attached as Exhibit 6A. The

Complaint seeks damages on account of an alleged incident that occurred on January 1, 2012.

Complaint ¶ 16.

13. On February 13, 2014, the City filed a Notice of Suggestion of Bankruptcy and

Automatic Stay in the State Court Lawsuit. Exhibit 6B. On April 4, 2014, the State Court

Lawsuit was administratively closed by the state court due to the automatic stay in effect during

the City’s bankruptcy. See Exhibit 6C.

III. Argument

14. The State Court Lawsuit was filed in violation of the automatic stay. The

automatic stay applied to the Plaintiff’s claims against the City under Bankruptcy Code § 362

and also applied to the Plaintiff’s claims against the other named defendants pursuant to the Stay

Extension and Confirmation Orders and Bankruptcy Code § 922.

15. In Easley v. Pettibone, the Sixth Circuit held that actions taken in violation of the

stay are “invalid and voidable and shall be voided absent limited equitable circumstances.”

Easley v. Pettibone Michigan Corp., 990 F.2d 905, 911 (6th Cir. 1993). Before Easley, the rule

in the Sixth Circuit was that actions taken in violation of the automatic stay were void. Id. at 909

(citing In re Potts, 142 F.2d 883, 888, 890 (6th Cir.1944), cert. denied, 324 U.S. 868, 65 S.Ct.

910, 89 L.Ed. 1423 (1945), but see In re Smith, 876 F.2d 524 (6th Cir.1989)).

1 The Detroit Police Department cannot be sued because it is not a legal entity.
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16. In Easley, the Sixth Circuit changed its position for two reasons: First, bankruptcy

courts may annul the stay retroactively to validate actions taken by a party at a time when he or

she was unaware of the stay. Id. at 909-10. The Easley court reasoned that if it was to give

effect to the statutory authority to annul a stay, such actions can only be described as invalid and

voidable, since void actions are incapable of later cure of validation. Id. at 910.

17. The second reason for concluding that actions in violation of the automatic stay

are voidable rather than void was the recognition by several circuits of a narrow equitable

exception to the operation of the stay. Easley, 990 F.2d at 910 (citing In re Calder, 907 F.2d

953 (10th Cir. 1990); Matthews v. Rosense, 739 F.2d 249 (7th Cir. 1984); In re Smith Corset

Shops, 636 F.2d 971 (1st Cir. 1982)). This equitable exception arises when debtors attempt to

use the stay as a shield after an unreasonable delay in asserting the debtor’s rights under section

362.

18. In In re Calder, the debtor failed to notify the creditor of his bankruptcy while

actively participating in state court litigation. The Tenth Circuit held “where the debtor

unreasonably withholds notice, and where the creditor would be prejudiced, the debtor cannot

use the automatic stay provision ‘a trump card played after an unfavorable result was reached in

state court.’” Easley, 990 F.2d at 910 (quoting In re Calder, 907 F.2d at 956–57).

19. None of the limited equitable circumstances apply here. This case is unlike any

of the cases examined by Easley, which permitted an equitable exception. First, the City’s

bankruptcy filing in July 2013 was massively publicized and the entire world had notice.

Second, the City notified the Plaintiff at the beginning of the State Court Lawsuit that the

automatic stay applied when it filed the Notice of Suggestion of Bankruptcy and Automatic Stay

in February 2014. As a result, the State Court Lawsuit was administratively closed in April
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2014. The Plaintiff also received notice of the City’s bankruptcy case and his right to file a proof

of claim in or around February 2014. [Doc. No. 2761]. Nothing in this case justifies invoking

the narrow exception in Easley.

IV. Conclusion

For the reasons stated above, the City respectfully requests that this Court enter an order

in substantially the same form as the one attached as Exhibit 1, (a) granting the Motion; (b)

finding that the Plaintiff violated the automatic stay by filing the Complaint; (c) voiding the

filing of the Complaint; and (d) requiring that the Plaintiff dismiss, or cause to be dismissed, the

State Court Lawsuit. The City sought, but did not obtain, concurrence to the relief requested in

the Motion.
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January 11, 2016 Respectfully submitted,

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

and

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
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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

EXHIBIT LIST

Exhibit 1 Proposed Order
Exhibit 2 Notice
Exhibit 3 None
Exhibit 4 Certificate of Service
Exhibit 5 None
Exhibit 6A Complaint
Exhibit 6B Notice
Exhibit 6C Docket of State Court Lawsuit
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EXHIBIT 1 – PROPOSED ORDER

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

ORDER GRANTING CITY OF DETROIT’S MOTION AGAINST SEAN T. LEWIS FOR
VIOLATION OF THE AUTOMATIC STAY AND DISMISSAL OF THE LAWSUIT

FILED IN WAYNE COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT

This matter, having come before the court on the City of Detroit’s Motion against Sean T.

Lewis for Violation of the Automatic Stay and Dismissal of the Lawsuit filed in Wayne County

Circuit Court (“Motion”); upon proper notice and a hearing; the Court being fully advised in the

premises; and there being good cause to grant the relief requested,

IT IS HEREBY FOUND AND CONCLUDED THAT Sean T. Lewis violated the

automatic stay in the above captioned bankruptcy case by filing a complaint (“Complaint”) and

commencing case number 13-016394, in Wayne County Circuit Court, Michigan (“State Court

Lawsuit”).

ACCORDINGLY, THE COURT ORDERS THAT:

1. The Motion is granted.

2. The Complaint is void.

3. Within five days of the entry of this Order, Sean T. Lewis must dismiss, or cause

to be dismissed, the State Court Lawsuit.

4. The Court shall retain jurisdiction over any and all matters arising from the

interpretation or implementation of this Order.
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EXHIBIT 2 – NOTICE

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

CITY OF DETROIT’S MOTION AGAINST SEAN T. LEWIS FOR VIOLATION
OF THE AUTOMATIC STAY AND DISMISSAL OF THE LAWSUIT FILED IN

WAYNE COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT

The City of Detroit has filed its Motion Against Sean T. Lewis for Violation of the

Automatic Stay and Dismissal of the Lawsuit Filed in Wayne County Circuit Court.

Your rights may be affected. You should read these papers carefully and discuss

them with your attorney.

If you do not want the Court to enter an Order granting the City of Detroit’s Motion

Against Sean T. Lewis for Violation of the Automatic Stay and Dismissal of the Lawsuit Filed in

Wayne County Circuit Court, within 14 days, you or your attorney must:

1. File with the court a written response or an answer, explaining your position at:2

United States Bankruptcy Court
211 W. Fort St., Suite 1900

Detroit, Michigan 48226

If you mail your response to the court for filing, you must mail it early enough so that the

court will receive it on or before the date stated above. You must also mail a copy to:

Miller, Canfield, Paddock & Stone, PLC
Attn: Marc N. Swanson

2 Response or answer must comply with F. R. Civ. P. 8(b), (c) and (e).
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150 West Jefferson, Suite 2500
Detroit, Michigan 48226

2. If a response or answer is timely filed and served, the clerk will schedule a hearing on

the motion and you will be served with a notice of the date, time, and location of that hearing.

If you or your attorney do not take these steps, the court may decide that you do not

oppose the relief sought in the motion or objection and may enter an order granting that

relief.

MILLER, CANFIELD, PADDOCK AND STONE, P.L.C.

By: /s/ Marc N. Swanson
Marc N. Swanson (P71149)
150 West Jefferson, Suite 2500
Detroit, Michigan 48226
Telephone: (313) 496-7591
Facsimile: (313) 496-8451
swansonm@millercanfield.com

Dated: January 11, 2016
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EXHIBIT 3 – NONE
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EXHIBIT 4 – CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on January 11, 2016, that the foregoing Motion
Against Sean T. Lewis for Violation of the Automatic Stay and Dismissal of the Lawsuit Filed in
Wayne County Circuit Court was filed and served via the Court’s electronic case filing and
notice system and upon counsel as listed below, via first class mail and electronic mail:

Larry R. Polk
65 Cadillac Bldg, Ste 2605
Detroit, MI 48226-2842
Lpolk14405@aol.com

DATED: January 11, 2016

By: /s/ Marc N. Swanson
Marc N. Swanson
150 West Jefferson, Suite 2500
Detroit, Michigan 48226
Telephone: (313) 496-7591
Facsimile: (313) 496-8451
swansonm@millercanfield.com
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EXHIBIT 5 – NONE
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EXHIBIT 6A –COMPLAINT
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EXHIBIT 6B –NOTICE
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

SEAN TAVARIS LEWIS,

Plaintiff, Hon. Maria L. Oxholm
Case No. 13-016394-NO

v.

CITY OF DETROIT, DETROIT POLICE
DEPARTMENT, BENNY NAPOLEON, Chief
of Police, CHRISTOPHER MEREDYK, individually
and in his capacity as a Police Officer of the Detroit
Police Department, and KIMBERLY WILLIAMS,
individually and in his capacity as a Police Officer of 
the Detroit Police Department, 

Defendants.

LILLIAN DIALLO (P-52036) MICHAEL M. MULLER (P-38070)
LARRY R. POLK (P-48164) Senior Assistant Corporation Counsel
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant, City
65 Cadillac Bldg., Ste. 2605 2 Woodward Avenue, Suite 500
Detroit, MI 48226 Detroit, MI 48226
(313) 965-6633 (313) 237-5052

NOTICE OF SUGGESTION OF  BANKRUPTCY CASE AND 
APPLICATION OF THE AUTOMATIC STAY

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT, on July 18, 2013 (the "Petition Date"),  the City of

Detroit, Michigan (the "City") filed a petition for relief under chapter 9 of title 11 of the United

States Code (the "Bankruptcy Code").  The City's bankruptcy case is captioned In re City of Detroit,

Michigan, Case No. 13-53846, (Bankr. E.D. Mich.) (the "Chapter 9 Case"), and is pending in the

United States Bankruptcy Court for the Eastern District of Michigan (the "Bankruptcy Court").  A

copy of the voluntary petition filed with the Bankruptcy Court commencing the Chapter 9 Case is

attached hereto as Exhibit A.

FILED IN MY OFFICE
WAYNE COUNTY CLERK

2/13/2014 11:25:43 AM
CATHY M. GARRETT

13-016394-NO
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PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT, in accordance with the automatic stay

imposed by operation of sections 362 and 922 of the Bankruptcy Code (the "Stay"), from and after

the Petition Date, no act to (i) exercise control over property of the City or (ii) collect, assess or

recover a claim against the City that arose before the commencement of the Chapter 9 Case may be

commenced or continued against the City without the Bankruptcy Court first issuing an order lifting

or modifying the Stay for such specific purpose.  Also, see Stay Order dated July 25, 2013, entered

by Judge Steven Rhodes attached hereto and marked as Exhibit B.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT, in accordance with the Stay, from and after

the Petition Date, no cause of action arising prior to, or relating to the period prior to, the Petition

Date may be commenced or continued against (i) the City, in any judicial, administrative or other

action or proceeding, or (ii) an officer or inhabitant of the City, in any judicial, administrative or

other action or proceeding that seeks to enforce a claim against the City, and no related judgment

or order may be entered or enforced against the City outside of the Bankruptcy Court without the

Bankruptcy Court first issuing an order lifting or modifying the Stay for such specific purpose.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT actions taken in violation of the Stay, and

judgments or orders entered or enforced against the City, or its officers or inhabitants to enforce a

claim against the City, while the Stay is in effect, are void and without effect.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT neither the Bankruptcy Court nor the United

States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan has issued an order lifting or modifying

the Stay for the specific purpose of allowing any party to the above-captioned proceeding to

commence or continue any cause of action against the City or its officers or inhabitants.  As such,

the above-captioned proceeding may not be prosecuted, and no valid judgment or order may be
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entered or enforced against the City or its officers or inhabitants.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT, in light of the foregoing, the City will not

defend against, or take any other action with respect to, the above-captioned proceeding while the

Stay remains in effect.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT the City hereby expressly reserves all rights

with respect to the above-captioned proceeding, including, but not limited to, the right to move to

vacate any judgment entered in the above-captioned proceeding as void.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/Michael M. Muller
MICHAEL M. MULLER (P-38070)
Senior Assistant Corporation Counsel
2 Woodward Avenue, Suite 500
Detroit, MI 48226

Dated: February 13, 2014 (313) 237-5052
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

SEAN TAVARIS LEWIS,

Plaintiff, Hon. Maria L. Oxholm
Case No. 13-016394-NO

v.

CITY OF DETROIT, DETROIT POLICE
DEPARTMENT, BENNY NAPOLEON, Chief
of Police, CHRISTOPHER MEREDYK, individually
and in his capacity as a Police Officer of the Detroit
Police Department, and KIMBERLY WILLIAMS,
individually and in his capacity as a Police Officer of 
the Detroit Police Department, 

Defendants.

LILLIAN DIALLO (P-52036) MICHAEL M. MULLER (P-38070)
LARRY R. POLK (P-48164) Senior Assistant Corporation Counsel
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant, City
65 Cadillac Bldg., Ste. 2605 2 Woodward Avenue, Suite 500
Detroit, MI 48226 Detroit, MI 48226
(313) 965-6633 (313) 237-5052
 

PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy of Notice of Suggestion of Bankruptcy Case and 
Application of the Automatic Stay, Exhibit A, Exhibit B and this Proof of Service was served
on the attorneys of record  to the above cause by e-mailing the same to them at their respective e-
mail addresses provided to the court and of record herein on February 13, 2014.

I declare that the statements above are true to the best of my information, knowledge and
belief.

/s/ Michael M. Muller
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 

SOUTHERN DIVISION 

-----------------------------------------------------
 
In re 
 
CITY OF DETROIT, MICHIGAN,  
  
    Debtor. 
 
 
-----------------------------------------------------

x
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
x

 
 
Chapter 9 
 
Case No. 13-53846  
 
Hon. Steven W. Rhodes 
 

 

ORDER PURSUANT TO SECTION 105(a) OF THE  
BANKRUPTCY CODE EXTENDING THE CHAPTER 9 STAY TO 

CERTAIN (A) STATE ENTITIES, (B) NON OFFICER EMPLOYEES  
AND (C) AGENTS AND REPRESENTATIVES OF THE DEBTOR 

This matter coming before the Court on the Motion of Debtor, 

Pursuant to Section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, for Entry of an Order, 

Extending the Chapter 9 Stay to Certain (A) State Entities, (B) Non-Officer 

Employees and (C) Agents and Representatives of the Debtor (the "Motion"),1 

filed by the City of Detroit, Michigan (the "City"); the Court having reviewed the 

Motion and the Orr Declaration and having considered the statements of counsel 

and the evidence adduced with respect to the Motion at a hearing before the Court 

(the "Hearing"); and the Court finding that:  (a) the Court has jurisdiction over this 

                                                 
1  Capitalized terms not otherwise defined herein have the meanings given to 

them in the Motion. 
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matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334, (b) this is a core proceeding 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b), (c) notice of the Motion and the Hearing was 

sufficient under the circumstances, (d) the unusual circumstances present in this 

chapter 9 case warrant extending the Chapter 9 Stay to the State Entities, the 

Non-Officer Employees and the City Agents and Representatives; and the Court 

having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion and the 

Orr Declaration and at the Hearing establish just cause for the relief granted herein;  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. The Motion is GRANTED.   

2. Pursuant to section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, the 

Chapter 9 Stay hereby is extended to apply in all respects (to the extent not 

otherwise applicable) to the State Entities (defined as the Governor, the State 

Treasurer and the members of the Loan Board, collectively with the State 

Treasurer and the Governor, and together with each entity's staff, agents and 

representatives), the Non-Officer Employees and the City Agents and 

Representatives.  

3. For the avoidance of doubt, each of the Prepetition Lawsuits 

hereby is stayed, pursuant to section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, pending 

further order of this Court.   

13-53846-swr    Doc 166    Filed 07/25/13    Entered 07/25/13 13:37:18    Page 2 of 313-53846-tjt    Doc 10725    Filed 01/11/16    Entered 01/11/16 15:42:11    Page 72 of 75



 -3-  

4. This order is entered without prejudice to the right of any 

creditor to file a motion for relief from the stay imposed by this order using the 

procedures of and under the standards of 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)-(g). 

. 

Signed on July 25, 2013  
_             /s/ Steven Rhodes             _ 

Steven Rhodes                                
United States Bankruptcy Judge  
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EXHIBIT 6C – DOCKET OF STATE COURT LAWSUIT
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