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TO THE HONORABLE ROBERT E. GERBER, 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE: 
 

The Motors Liquidation Company GUC Trust (the “GUC Trust”), formed by the 

above-captioned debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”) 1 in connection with the Debtors’ Second 

Amended Joint Chapter 11 Plan, dated March 18, 2011 (as may be amended, supplemented, or 

modified from time to time), files this reply (the “Reply”) to the Bell Reponses (defined below) 

interposed to the 102nd Omnibus Objection to Claims (Claims Relating to Former Employees 

Represented by United Auto Workers) (ECF No. 7104) (the “Omnibus Objection”), and 

respectfully represents: 

Preliminary Statement 

1. On September 23, 2010, the Debtors filed the Omnibus Objection.  The 

Omnibus Objection seeks the disallowance and expungement of certain employment-related and 

pension and welfare benefits claims of UAW Employees2 on the basis that such claims have 

been assumed by New GM pursuant to the terms of the Master Purchase Agreement, as 

described in the Omnibus Objection, are not the responsibility of the Debtors or the GUC Trust 

and therefore should be disallowed and expunged from the claims register.   

2. Responses to the Omnibus Objection were due by October 19, 2010.  The 

responses listed on Annex “A”  hereto and described further herein were filed with respect to the 

Omnibus Objection by Sharon A. Bell (the “Bell Responses”) relating to Ms. Bell’s claim, 

Claim No. 68029 (the “Bell Claim”).   

                                                 
1 The Debtors are Motors Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) (“MLC ”), MLCS, LLC (f/k/a 
Saturn, LLC), MLCS Distribution Corporation (f/k/a Saturn Distribution Corporation), MLC of Harlem, Inc. (f/k/a 
Chevrolet-Saturn of Harlem, Inc.), Remediation and Liability Management Company, Inc., and Environmental 
Corporate Remediation Company, Inc. 
2 Capitalized terms used herein and not otherwise defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to such terms in 
the Omnibus Objection.   
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3. The Bell Responses are generally not substantive.  After reviewing the 

Bell Responses, the GUC Trust3 respectfully reiterates the Debtors’ position in the Omnibus 

Objection, and submits that Ms. Bell has failed to provide any legal or factual support for the 

Bell Claim.  Notwithstanding Ms. Bell’s opposition, the Bell Responses should be dismissed 

because the Bell Claim relates to liabilities for employment-related grievances of UAW 

Employees that have been assumed in full by New GM pursuant to the terms of the Master 

Purchase Agreement.  Accordingly, the GUC Trust files this Reply in support of the Omnibus 

Objection and respectfully requests that the Bell Claim be disallowed and expunged from the 

claims register.   

The Claim Should Be Disallowed and Expunged 

4. Ms. Bell has failed to demonstrate the validity of the Bell Claim and, thus, 

the Bell Claim should be disallowed and expunged.  See, e.g., In re Oneida, Ltd., 400 B.R. 384, 

389 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2009), aff’d, No. 09 Civ. 2229 (DC), 2010 WL 234827 (S.D.N.Y. Jan. 22, 

2010) (claimant has burden to demonstrate validity of claim when objection is asserted refuting 

claim’s essential allegations). 

The Bell Reponses 

5. The Bell Responses were filed on behalf of Sharon A. Bell stating 

opposition to the relief sought in the Omnibus Objection with respect to the Bell Claim.  (See 

Proof of Claim and Bell Responses at Exhibit 1  attached hereto).  The Bell Claim alleges an 

unresolved grievance under appeal with the UAW Local No. 235.  In the Bell Responses, Ms. 

Bell concedes that her employment-related grievance is being resolved through the grievance 

                                                 
3 While the Omnibus Objection was filed by the Debtors, this Reply is being filed by the GUC Trust because, 
pursuant to the Plan, the GUC Trust now has the exclusive authority to prosecute and resolve objections to Disputed 
General Unsecured Claims (as defined in the Plan).  
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procedure for UAW Employees established pursuant to the UAW Collective Bargaining 

Agreement. 

6. Paragraph 8 of the Omnibus Objection explains that pursuant to Section 

2.3(a)(xiii) (Assumed and Retained Liabilities) of the Master Purchase Agreement, New GM 

assumed all liabilities with respect to all employment-related obligations and liabilities 

pertaining to the UAW Employees, including (among other things) all liabilities with respect to 

claims related to discrimination, torts, compensation, workers’ compensation, grievances 

originating under the UAW Collective Bargaining Agreement, and termination of employment.  

The Bell Claim and Bell Responses state a grievance originating under the UAW Collective 

Bargaining Agreement that was assumed in full by New GM pursuant to Section 2.3(a)(xiii) of 

the Master Purchase Agreement.  Therefore, the Debtors and the GUC Trust do not have any 

liability with respect to the Ms. Bell’s employment-related grievance currently under appeal with 

the UAW Local No. 235. 

7. The Bell Responses provides no additional documentation to support the 

Bell Claim.  For the reasons set out above, the Debtors respectfully submit that the Bell 

Responses should be dismissed, and the Bell Claim should be disallowed and expunged.    

Conclusion 

8. Because New GM assumed all liabilities with respect to all employment-

related obligations and liabilities pertaining to the UAW Employees, the Debtors and the GUC 

Trust have no liability for the Bell Claim.  The GUC Trust reiterates that the Bell Responses 

haev not provided any legal or factual support for the Bell Claim and cannot be afforded prima 

facie validity under the Bankruptcy Code.  Accordingly, the Bell Claim should be disallowed and 

expunged in its entirety.   
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9. WHEREFORE, for the reasons set forth above and in the Omnibus 

Objection, the GUC Trust respectfully requests that the Court grant the relief requested in the 

Omnibus Objection and such other and further relief as is just. 

Dated: New York, New York 
 April 13, 2012 

/s/ Joseph H. Smolinsky    
      Harvey R. Miller 
      Stephen Karotkin 
      Joseph H. Smolinsky 
      WEIL, GOTSHAL & MANGES LLP 

767 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10153 
Telephone: (212) 310-8000 
Facsimile: (212) 310-8007 

Attorneys for Motors Liquidation  
Company GUC Trust
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Annex A 

102nd Omnibus Objection to Claims (Claims Relating to Former Employees Represented by United Auto Workers) 
No. Proof of Claim No. Response Docket No. Name Total Claimed Summary 
1. 68029 7492 and 9812 Sharon A. Bell Unliquidated (U) Ms. Bell’s responses state that her employment-related 

grievance is currently under appeal with the UAW, but 
asserts that UAW National Leadership and Top 
Management of General Motors should be allowed to 
determine the liability amount, and also asserts that MLC 
is equally liable as New GM for all violations of Ms. 
Bell’s employment. 
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Exhibit 1 
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Sharon A Bell case 68029                              Objection  Motors Liquidation Company 

Sharon Bell  

1214 St. Clair 

Detroit, MI. 48214 

313‐680‐9800 

 

Honorable Robert E. Gerber, United States Bankruptcy Judge 

Room 621 of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York,  

One Bowling Green  

New York, New York 10004 

Regarding: Objection to 102nd Omnibus Objection to Claims (Chapter 11 Case No. 09‐50026 (REG) 
       (Docket No. 4180) 

       

Dear Judge Gerber, 
 

Please acknowledge this letter as my objection to any claims to disallowed or expunge of my 

claims relating: Motors Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) and its affiliated 

debtors, as debtors in possession (the “Debtors”); on September 23, 2010, Motors Liquidation (and all 

the above) filed a Notice of Debtors’ 102nd Omnibus Objection to claims (Claims relating to former 

employees represented by United Auto Workers).   An Objection hearing is to be held on October 26, 

2011 please acknowledge my objection to any expunge or disallowance as it pertains to my case Sharon 

A Bell).  

  According to my union representative my claims are being discussed through the grievance 

procedure (National Agreement between General Motor and the United Automobile Workers…) I object 

to any/and all expunge or disallowance for the fact it would be a great injustice to allow violations of the 

law as what has occurred in my cases. The union is trying to resolve the problems that I experienced 

while working for my employer (General Motors/Motors Liquidation Company) for example, the UAW 

09-50026-reg Doc 11595 Filed 04/13/12 Entered 04/13/12 11:55:50 Main Document   Pg 13 of
 16



2 
 

Sharon A Bell case 68029                              Objection  Motors Liquidation Company 

(union).  The UAW National Leadership and Top Management of General Motors should be allowed to 

determine the liability amount for the recovery claims which I am seeking (Sharon A Bell case 68029) 

also, Motor Liquidation Company is equally liable as is the New General Motors for all violations of my 

employment.  

In closing I object to any expunge or disallowance of my claims therefore, I object to 102nd 

Omnibus Objection to Claims relating Sharon A. Bell case 68029 represented by United Auto Workers. 

My phone number and address is listed above.  
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Sharon A Bell case 68029                              Objection  Motors Liquidation Company 

Sharon Bell  
1214 St. Clair 

Detroit, MI. 48214 
313‐680‐9800 

March 13, 2011 
 
Honorable Robert E. Gerber, United States Bankruptcy Judge 
Room 621 of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York,  
One bowling green  
New York, New York 10004 
(2 Pages) 

 
 
Regarding:   Objection to 102nd Omnibus Objection to Claims (Chapter 11 Case No. 

09‐50026 (REG) (Docket No. 4180) (New York, New York, November 8, 
2010) I object to any Claim Withdrawn and I object to the 102nd 
omnibus objection to expunge my claim (Sharon A Bell case number: 
68029) I object to any disallowance of my case and expunge of my case 
(68029) This is a case in chapter 11 Case No. 09‐50026 (REG)  

       
Dear Judge Gerber, 
 

I object to the 102 nd Omnibus Objection to withdraw my objection claims to not 
disallowed or expunge of my claims (Case 68029) relating to: Motors Liquidation Company 
(f/k/a General Motors Corporation) and its affiliated debtors, as debtors in possession (the 
“Debtors”); on September 23, 2010, Motors Liquidation (and all the above) filed a Notice of 
Debtors’ 102nd Omnibus Objection to claims (Claims relating to former employees represented 
by United Auto Workers); The liabilities related to my claims are under investigation by the 
National Labor and Michigan Civil Rights Department.   

 
The employment claims I am concerned about are important factors related to my 

wages and benefits. These employment issues/claims are the unresolved employment claims 
between old General Motors LLC, New General Motors and the UAW therefore to disallow or 
expunge my claims while I have pending investigations in place would be unjust to me. I object 
to any Claim Withdrawn and/or any disallowance or expunge of my (case 68029).  

 
Please do not disallow or expunge my claims (Case 68029) also I need more time to seek 

legal advice and to attend the court Objection Adjourn Hearing. I motion the court to cancel or  
re‐schedule the Adjournment Hearing. I am tentatively scheduled to discuss this matter with a 
potential attorney who may be willing to represent me in this bankruptcy matter.  As I have 
already stated my employment claims have greatly affected my wages and benefits therefore I 
must plead that the court does not disallow and expunge my claims/case 68029.   

As I already noted on November 28, 2010 I appealed the UAW’s Umpire Appeal 
Disposition Settlement under the UAW Constitution again I am required to exhausts all 
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Sharon A Bell case 68029                              Objection  Motors Liquidation Company 

remedies before taking my case outside.  I am requesting that the Objection Adjourned Hearing 
be rescheduled or canceled. Also, I object to any withdrawal of my claims and or any expunge 
or disallowance of my case.  
   

On or about November 11, 2010 the UAW‐GM (Umpire Section settled my grievance I 
disagreed with the settlement. I filed an internal appeal on November 28, 2010.  My claims are 
in appeal within the UAW internal grievance appeal procedure. I object to any/and all expunge 
or disallowance for the fact it would be a great injustice to allow violations of the law as what 
has occurred in my cases. The union and I are still in disagreement as to the manner in which 
my grievance was settled. I appealed the Union’s disposition settlement.  The problems that I 
experienced while working for my employer (General Motors/Motors Liquidation Company) 
happen at both the Old General Motors and the New General Motors.  Until my cases and 
grievances are properly settled Motor Liquidation Company is equally liable as is the New 
General Motors for all violations of my employment.  

 
In closing I object to any expunge or disallowance of my claims therefore, I object to 

102nd Omnibus Objection to Claims relating my (Sharon Bell case #68029) represented by 
United Auto Workers. I also need more time to speak with a lawyer regarding this matter I am 
schedule to meet with a specific attorney concerning this matter.  

 
 

Signed, 
Sharon Bell 

sharonbellgmuaw@yahoo.com 
 
 

 
cc: David N. Griffiths , Attorney  
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