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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

Inre:

THE ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF
SYRACUSE, NEW YORK,

Debtor.

Chapter 11

Case No. 20-30663-5-mcr

Related to ECF No. 118

OBJECTION TO DEBTOR’'S MOTION FOR AN ORDER

ESTABLISHING A DEADLINE FOR FILING PROOFS OF CLAIM AND

APPROVING THE FORM AND MANNER OF NOTICE THEREOF

Desc

The claim filing deadline proposed by the Debtaragain to create confusion given (i) the

State of New York's extension tfe “look-back window” for New York's Child Victim#ct,

(ii) the recent decision of the United States Bapkey Court for the Western District of New

York, which addresses virtually identical claim di@e issues also impacting abuse claimants

within New York, and (iii) the compouniinpact that past trauma and ongoing stress cauged b

the pandemic are likely to impose on unknown mesiber the Committee's vulnerable

constituency. The risks and consequences of thfusmn thoroughly outweigh any need to

hasten administration of this case.

The claim deadline established by the State of Merk has already been broadcast widely

to unknown numbers of potential claimants and tlearebe no global resolution in this case until

all parties with exposure are sure that every gatleciaimant has come forward. Such certainty

will not exist until after August 14, 2021. The Cuaitiee thus respectfully urges the Court to

establish a claim filing deadline in this case thato-extensive with the look-back window under

the Child Victims Act.
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In addition, the Court should honor the decisioMNefv York's democratic institutions to
allow the assertion of survivor claims through Asigi4, 2021. The New York legislature and the
State's Governor intentionally established rigbtssturvivors of child sexual abuse by extending
their deadline to file civil claims under the ChiMictims Act. As the Supreme Court has
recognized repeatedly, including in an opinion égkearlier this calendar year, there is no reason
to analyze rights created under State law difféyesnnply because an interested party happens to
be involved in a bankruptcy.

The Committee also objects on a limited basis ¢ofdhhm and manner of notice proposed
by the Debtor and to the proof of claim form progmsSuch objections are relatively minor and
they are detailed below.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The State of New York enacted the Child Victims AotFebruary 14, 20139This action
had the effect of reopening for one year the exgsstatute of limitations relating to civil claims
based on child sexual abuse. On May 8, 2020, Govémdrew Cuomo issued an executive order
extending the Child Victims Act's so-calléddok-backwindow’ through January 14, 2021, and
on August 3, 2020, Governor Cuomo signed into ldwther extension of thdtvindow’ through
August 14, 2022.Governor Cuomo made the following, related comstent

The Child Victims Act brought a long-needed pathwajustice for

people who were abused, and helps right wrongs tet
unacknowledged and unpunished for far too long,veedannot let

L Rodriguez v. Fed. Deposit Ins. Cqrp40 S. Ct. 713, 717, 206 L. Ed. 2d 62 (2020x¢tdral common law
constitutes an unusual exercise of lawmaking whigbuld be indulged ... only when there is a sigaift conflict
between some federal policy or interest and theofiseate law.™) (citingFDIC v. AmFin Financial Corp.757
F.3d 530, 535 (2014) (internal quotation marks tedif); Stern v. Marshall564 U.S. 462, at 495 (2011)
(“[P]Jroperty interests are created and definecstate law,” and ‘[u]lnless some federal interestires a different
result, there is no reason why such interests dimibnalyzed differently simply because an inteteparty is
involved in a bankruptcy proceeding.”) (citifgavelers Casualty & Surety Co. of America v. HadHas & Elec.
Co.,549 U.S. 443, at 451 (2007) (internal citationd guootations omitted)).

2 See2019 N.Y. Sess. Laws c. 11, § 3.

s See?2020 N.Y. Sess. Laws c. 130, § 1.
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this pandemic limit the ability for survivors to yetheir day in
court... As New York continues to reopen and reciwger a public
health crisis, extending the look back window esrilght thing todo

and will help ensure that abusers and those whdkdathem are
held accountablé

New York Senator Brad Hoylman, a sponsor of thedChictims Act, stated:

The Child Victims Act has allowed more than 3,008Me survivors
to come forward to seek justic¥et it's clear many New Yorkers
who survived child sexual abuse haven't come faiwaespecially
during the COVID-19 crisis which has upended ouurt® and
economyl'm extremely grateful to Governor Cuomo for siggour
legislation extending the Child Victims Act for additional
year ..5

Senator Hoylman also stated:

Coming forward as a survivor of child sexual abtaedees courage,
focus and lots of time. As the unemployment ratieespabove 14%,
it's unreasonable to expect survivors of child s¢abuse to do the
emotional and legal work necessary to file CVA latgswhile
simultaneously fighting to pay rent and put fooctlos table®

On July 2, 2020, the Diocese of Buffalo, by andotiyh the same legal counsel
representing the Debtor, filed a motion in the WB3&nkruptcy Court for the Western District of
New York seeking entry of an order establishingeaddine for the filing of proofs of claim and
approving the related form and manner of notiteits motion, the Diocese of Buffalo sought to
establish a claim filing deadline that precededwinelow date established by the Child Victims

Act at that timé

4 CVA Claims Can Now Be Filed Until August 14, 20&\ailable at:
https://www.governor.ny.gov/news/governor-cuomaisiggislation-extending-look-back-window-child-tins-
act (emphasis added).

5 Id (emphasis added).

6 Senator Hoylman Responds to Announced ExtensioNAfLook-Back Windawrriday May 8, 2020,
ISSUE: SD 27 Child Victims Act COVID-19, availakd¢ https://www.nysenate.gov/newsroom/press-reldases
hoylman/senatorhoylman-responds-announced-extews@iook-back (emphasis added).

7 See Motion for an Order Establishing a DeadlineFding Proofs of Claim and Approving the Form and
Manner of Notice ThereoBankr. W.D.N.Y., Case No. 20-10322, at Dkt. No243

8 See id
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On September 11, 2020, the U.S. Bankruptcy Courthf® Western District of New York
issued an opinion denying the Diocese of Buffatwsion? In his Order, Judge Bucki held, among
other things, that granting the Diocese of Buffafabtion would: (i) cause confusion for survivors;
(i) fail to facilitate a more expeditious resotuiof global insurance coverage issues; and &ii) f
to honor a policy decision expressed clearly byStae of New York's democratic institutiofis.
The Western District also found that, while estthihg a claim deadline co-terminus with the
Child Victims Act would reduce creditor confusiatelaying the claim deadline until August 14,
2021, wouldhot delay administration of the Diocese of Buffalsssate!! The Court noted, among
other things, that a global settlement cannot measly be expected to occur until all claims arising
under State law have been assetted.

On September 21, 2020, after brief, initial diseuss with the Committee's attorneys,
counsel for the Debtor filed a motion very mucleltke motion they filed in the Diocese of Buffalo
case. Among other things, the Debtor's motion seekst a claim filing deadline in this case that
would expire approximately five months prior to tlesure of the look-back window established
by the Child Victims Act® On September 25, 2020, the Diocese of Buffalal filanotion seeking
reconsideration of Judge Bucki's decistén.

l. THE PROPOSED CLAIM DEADLINE WOULD CREATE CONFUSI ON
New York's extension of the statewide deadlinefiforg claims under the Child Victims

Act received a great deal of attention. It was regmb upon widely by news sources and

9 See Decision and OrdeBankr. W.D.N.Y., Case No. 20-10322, at Dkt. No654

10 Seeidat 7-11.

u Id.

12 Seeidat 8.

13 SeeDkt. No. 118.

14 See Motion for Reconsideration of Bar Date and Mtain Order Bankr. W.D.N.Y., Case No. 20-10322,

at Dkt. No. 574.

Paged of 14
CORE/3520516.0002/162386953.1



Case 20-30663-5-mcr Doc 150 Filed 10/08/20 Entered 10/08/20 12:28:20 Desc
Main Document  Page 5 of 14

commentators and multiple public figures releassuinél statements in response t&°iAs a
consequence, it is virtually certain that a suldsthmumber of survivors of childhood sexual
abuse, many of whom may hold claims against theddebow believe that they have until August
14, 2021, to come to terms with their abuse, sumtherortitude to come forward, and determine
how to assert their claims. The recent decisioneldsby the bankruptcy court in the Diocese of
Buffalo case will reinforce this understanding.

A. Survivors of childhood sexual abuse are not typal creditors

Survivors did not come to hold claims against thlebtor through any voluntary act and
parties cannot safely assume that survivors uraletghe Debtor's civil corporate structure or the
legal implications of it. Parties likewise canngsame that survivors are meaningfully aware of
the Debtor's bankruptcy or the legal implicatioha court-imposed bankruptcy claim deadline. It
is safe to assume, based on the experience of atheis@and the guidance of childhood trauma
professionals, that many potential survivor claitsdrave not yet come to terms with their painful
history or perhaps even the fact that they holthencat all.

Survivors of childhood sexual abuse, as creditars, among the least likely to come
forward and assert their clainffsYoung girls who are sexually abused are threesimere likely

to develop psychiatric disorders or alcohol andydibuse in adulthood.Among male survivors,

15 See suprat 2-3.

16 Childhood sexual abuse in any context leavesld ¢h a netherworld of isolation, shame and segré
Jack Doe 1 v. Corporation of the Presiding Bisha@10 WL 4409286 at *8 (Or. 2010) (citing Mike LeMictims

No Longerl61 (2004))see also id(*‘Chronic child abuse promotes avoidance behayi@and secrecy reinforces
that desire to wall of abuse.”) (quoting John Brj&tsychological Assessment of Child Abuse Effedslidts in
Assessing Psychological Trauma and PTSD 540-41sWWiand Keane eds. 2004)).

o Day, A., Thurlow, K., & Woolliscroft, JWorking with childhood sexual abuse: A survey afitaiehealth
professionalsCHILD ABUSE ANDNEGLECT, 27, 191-98 (2003); Kendler, K., Bulik, C., Silged., Hettema, J.,
Myers, J., & Prescott, CChildhood sexual abuse and adult psychiatric anestsance use disorders in women: An
epidemiological and Cotwin Control AnalysARCHIVES OFGENERAL PSYCHIATRY, 57, 953-59 (2000). Voeltanz,
N., Wilsnack, S., Harris, R., Wilsnack, R., Wondgr] S., Kristjanson, ARrevalence and risk for childhood sexual
abuse in women: National survey findin@siiLD ABUSE ANDNEGLECT, 23, 579-92 (1999).
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more than 70% seek psychological treatment foessuch as substance abuse, suicidal ideation,
or attempted suicid€ And, tragically, these very outcomes cause secgrst@mme and confusion
that lasts for several years. Such secondary traesmgmnses are common. They prevent survivors
from understanding the source of their suffering ey create a very real obstacle to the assertion
of survivor claimst®

The unfortunate, but inescapable reality of thseda thathe claim process must be made
as clear and simple as possible because nothing else about coming forward as a survivor of
childhood sexual abuse is remotely simple or clear. Capturing and administering as many
survivor claims as possible is in the best inteodstll parties and is central to the cause and
purpose of this proceeding. Creating a second dliadline, as the Debtor asks to do, will only
introduce more uncertainty and confusion into aess that is already burdened with challenges
for the Committee's constituency. The deadlineléoctaims should be August 14, 2021.

B. The pandemic has only intensified the problem

The Covid-19 pandemic has caused great emotioiaéamnomic upheaval. Members of
the population who are otherwise vulnerable, inciganany survivors of childhood sexual abuse
with potential claims in this case, are more likdtan others to suffer negative psychological
reactions to increased isolation and financialksf&Many survivors will find it overwhelming to
deal with more than one crisis at a time and,rasalt of the pandemic, many survivors will likely

experience disruptions in mental health treatmasitsell.

18 Walrath, C., Ybarra, M., Holden, W., Liao, Q.n8ago, R., & Leaf, R.Children with reported histories of
sexual abuse: Utilizing multiple perspectives tderstand clinical and psychological profileSHILD ABUSE AND
NEGLECT, 27, 509-24 (2003).

19 Seee.g, Guy R. Holmes et alSee No Evil, Hear No Evil, Speak No Evil: Why DiafResly Few Male
Victims of Childhood Sexual Abuse Receive Helpbuse-Related Issues in Adulthop@RNICAL PSYCHOLOGY
ReEviEw, Vol. 17, no. 1, 69-88, 75 (1997).

20 See, e.gDruss BG, Aldressing the COVID-19 Pandemic in Populations \8#hious Mental lliness
JAMA Psychiatry(April 03, 2020), https://jamanetwork.com/journg@atapsychiatry/article-abstract/2764227.
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News outlets continue to focus heavily on reportamgl opinion relating to Covid-19.
Many survivors fall within the age range most vuéide to the disease. The near-constant
reminders of vulnerability and lack of control, égonjunction with the prevalence of increased
financial distress, are likely to trigger past trauresponses for survivors, increase their overall
stress, and prevent many survivors from takingatit®ns necessary to pursue their claims timely.
These issues relating to Covid-19 were, in factcigely the rationale cited by both Governor
Cuomo and Senator Hoylman for their decision t@matthe look-back window under the Child
Victims Act.?! The Court should do likewise and take all reastnateps to accommodate these
concerns. The Committee respectfully asks thaaencfiling deadline of August 14, 2021, be
established in this case.

C. Vulnerable claimants should not be expected to ake subtle distinctions
between separately-incorporated Church entities ounderstand the scope and
reach of competing bankruptcy court decisions

If the abbreviated claim deadline proposed by tebtDr is approved, survivors within the

State of New York will have different rights bassalely upon which corporate entity within the
Catholic Church is deemed legally responsible figirtabuse. In such a circumstance, survivors
with claims against the Diocese of Buffalo wouldéantil August 14, 2021, to assert their claims,
but survivors with claims against the Diocese ofaSyse would have only until March 1, 2021.
To complicate things further, under such a circamsg, survivors in this case with claims against
more than one corporate entity within the Dioceseaitd have two different deadlines to consider:
while survivor claims against the Diocese of Sysscwould need to be asserted by March 1, 2021,
claims by many of the same survivors against ahaaéfd parish or school would not need to be

asserted until August 14, 2021.

2 See suprat 2-3.
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Survivors are not voluntary claimants. They did gain creditor status by engaging with
entities within the Catholic Church intentionally with knowledge of such entities' corporate
organizational structures. Moreover, it is safeagsume that unknown survivors are not yet
represented by legal counsel and that many wileneetain an attorney at all. It would be
profoundly unfair to impose on unrepresented swrvislaimants the obligation to distinguish
between Church entities that they have always densd to be one and the same. This is precisely
the burden that the Debtor asks the Court to imfxyseeeking an abbreviated claim deadline.
Such confusion and inequity can be avoided altegdbly simply establishing a claim deadline
that is co-extensive with the deadline establidhethe Child Victims Act?

I. THE MODIFICATION OF A CLEAR STATE LAW RIGHT IS  NOT JUSTIFIED

By passing the Child Victims Act, democratic ingtibns within the State of New York
spoke clearly and unequivocally about what theynsakto be the appropriate and necessary
“window” for asserting otherwise time-barred claitvssed on child sexual abuse. The window
created by the State of New York closes on Augds2021. The Debtor asks this Court take the
extraordinary steps of (i) disregarding a delibetagislative process that took place over a period
of years, (ii) overriding the State of New Yorklsarly-stated intent, and (iii) materially abridgin
the rights of vulnerable claimants whose horriflause is the sole reason for the Debtor's
bankruptcy filing. The Debtor's request ignoresdamental precepts of public policy and

Supreme Court precedent and should be deied.

22 Decision and OrderBankr. W.D.N.Y., Case No. 20-10322, at Dkt. No65@. 11 {Many of the claims
against the Diocese involve events that might séswue as the basis for a cause of action agawrgfychnd parishes
who do not enjoy the protection of the Bankruptog€. A bankruptcy claims bar date of August 14,1202I|

avoid some of the confusion regarding the deadtingictims to take action. The avoidance of cordosnures to
the benefit of both claimants and the Diocese.”).

23 Id. (“In reopening the statute of limitations, the [@hilictims Act] expressed a policy decision that
deserves the respect of this Court. Unless gooskcawtherwise demonstrated, we should appropriat@or the
decision of New York to allow the assertion of olgithrough August 14, 202). see alsdRodriguez140 S. Ct. at
717 (“federal common law constitutes an unusuareise of lawmaking which should be indulged .lyavhen
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lll.  THE IMPOSITION OF A SECOND CLAIM DEADLINE ISU NNECESSARY
Even if a second, earlier claim deadline were inregas this case, it would not facilitate a

more efficient administration of the Debtor's estdthe Debtor argues:

Until the Bar Date has passed and all claims haes lasserted and

analyzed, the Diocese will not be able to finalétermine the total

number of claimants, the aggregate value of tlespective claims,

negotiate with Insurance Carriers, or ascertairotdst structure of

a plan of reorganization. Additionally, knowing tlmiverse of

claims asserted against the Diocese will be cliyicaportant to its

efforts to negotiate, and ultimately to resolve, smgrobably

through mediation, its insurance coverage issudsimgssential to

ascertain all claims asserted in this Chapter kkfa
The Debtor's analysis is entirely correct with ma¢able exception: it is the termination of the
look-back window under the Child Victims Act, nat anrelated bar date, that will allow parties
to fully “ascertain all claims asserted.” As a Hgsvegardless of any earlier claim deadline
imposed, until August 14, 2021, “the Diocese wit be able to finally determine the total number
of claimants, the aggregate value of their respeatiaims, negotiate with Insurance Carriers, or
ascertain the best structure of a plan of reorgéioiz.”

Insurance companies, parishes, schools, and p#rgies in interest are focused on a

thorough, final resolution of theown exposure through a plan of reorganization in taise. A
synthetic, premature claim filing deadline, whicdinoot guaranty the cutting off afl claims

against parties needed for a global resolutionplsimannot lead to thorough negotiations, let

alone a settlement, prior to August 14, 2621.

there is a significant conflict between some feblpodicy or interest and the use of state law.EiliGg FDIC v.
AmFin Financial Corp.757 F.3d 530, 535 (2014) (internal quotation mankitted));Stern 564 U.S. at 495
(“[P]roperty interests are created and definedstage law,” and ‘[u]nless some federal interestinexg a different
result, there is no reason why such interests dimibnalyzed differently simply because an inteteparty is
involved in a bankruptcy proceeding.”) (citifgavelers Casualty & Surety Co. of America v. HadHas & Elec.
Co.,549 U.S. 443, at 451 (2007) (internal citationd guootations omitted)).

24 Dkt. No. 118 at 4.

25 SeeDecision and OrderBankr. W.D.N.Y., Case No. 20-10322, at Dkt. No65d. 6 (hoting thatSeveral
of the insurance companies named as defendarite ediversary proceeding oppose the use of medaattiiis
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Given the profound risks of confusion to vulneeablaimants, the serious constitutional
and policy considerations implicated by the Debt@equest, and the lack of any sufficient
justification for the extraordinary relief requedtéhe Committee respectfully urges the Court to
deny the Debtor's motion and to establish a cldingfdeadline of August 14, 2021.

IV. THE PROPOSED NOTICE PROCEDURES AND PROOF OF CLAIM FORM
REQUIRE MODIFICATION

Finally, the Committee objects, on a limited basisthe form of notice and to the claim
form proposed by the Debtor on the following grosind

1. The Debtor proposes to publish a bar date noticeetim three local newspapers —
the Syracusédost Standardthe UticaObserver-Dispatchand the Binghamton
Press & Sun BulletinBecause Syracuse is situated in the middle abtgpdNew
York, between Albany and Rochester, the Commitedieves it would be prudent
to add prominent newspapers in both Albany and Bsteln to the Debtor's
publication list. Specifically, the Committee prges to add th&imes Unionin
Albany and theDemocrat and Chroniclén Rochester to the Debtor's list. The
Committee also asks that the Debtor add the DiooESgracuse’s newspapdihe
Catholic Sunto its publication list.

2. The Committee further requests that the Debtoehaired to publish notice of the
claim filing deadline in its parish bulletins. Thjzractice is consistent with
requirements imposed in other cases. In the Diooé&uffalo's bankruptcy, for

example, the bankruptcy court ordered that eacistpdistribute notice of the bar

time. They contend that mediation should be defleursil the full identification of claims and theeceipt of
information that they have requested from the Dsatg
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date in its weekly bulletin for at least eight Saysl prior to the bar date, with three

of the distributions to occur on major holid&js.

. The Committee requests that all of the Debtor'stex accounts on social media

platforms be employed to broaden notice to potemfi@mants. The Debtor
currently maintains a presence on multiple socaivorks, including Facebook

and Twitter.

. The Committee requests that the Debtor engage targeted online audience

campaign that includes display and search prograsgiell as targeted key word
search programs, on Google, Bing, and Yahoo. Tharfitee requests that the
Debtor be required to consult with the Committethwespect to the details of this

effort.

. The Committee requests that the order establishatgge and claim procedures

state affirmatively (i) that attorneys for surviganay sign proofs of claim on their
clients' behalf, and (ii) that no privilege or motive doctrine shall be deemed

waived by doing so.

. The Committee requests that the Debtor be requwedsue press releases to

newspapers, television stations, and radio statonsvo occasions — once within
30 days of entry of the order establishing a clagadline and again 30 days before
such deadline expires. The Committee further as&sthe Debtor be required to
consult with the Committee's professionals regardive specific media outlets to

contact with its press releases.

Decision and OrderBankr. W.D.N.Y., Case No. 20-10322, at Dkt. No65¢@. 12.
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7. Language contained in paragraph 34(c)(i) of thet®ébproposed confidentiality
protocol indicates that the Debtor will be authedzto discuss the contents of
survivor proofs of claim with individuals being ased of sexual abuse for the first
time. In other Diocesan bankruptcy cases, certamteptions were included in
confidentiality protocols to address such circumsés. The Committee asks that
the same or similar protections be included in@eétor's confidentiality protocol
in this case and the Committee asks that the Déetoequired to consult with the
Committee to identify mutually-acceptable proteetianguage to address these
circumstances. Among other things:

a. The following categories of individuals should barned out of the
definition of "Authorized Person" to ensure thatlspersons will not have
direct access to survivor proofs of claim:

I. any person alleged in a proof of claim form to haeemmitted
sexual abuse;
il. any person otherwise disclosed to the Debtor asdavidual who
has allegedly committed sexual abuse; and
ili. any person who is otherwise acknowledged by the®els having
committed sexual abuse.

b. The Debtor should be allowed to discuss the costeiw relevant survivor
proof of claim with the categories of persons tsédove when reasonably
necessary, but absent written consent from the Qtieemor from the
survivor himself or herself, the Debtor should befpbited from disclosing

to such persons any information that could readgrabused to personally
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identify any sexual abuse claimant or any witnesseixual abuse alleged.
Such prohibited, identifying information would indle, but not be limited
to:

I. Any sexual abuse claimant's current or former najmafdress(es),
telephone number(s), signature, place(s) of res&erocation,
place(s) of work, social security number(s), andfadrysical
characteristics.

ii. Any alleged witness to sexual abuse's current ondo name(s),
address(es), telephone number(s), signature, placéfesidence,
vocation, place(s) of work, social security numbgr(and/or
physical characteristics.

CONCLUSION

The goal of the Debtor's bankruptcy is a freahtsAn authentic fresh start is not possible
without first openly and thoroughly confronting tBbebtor's history, regardless of how difficult
and sensitive such an exercise might be. Everyvauroef childhood sexual abuse must be given
a full and fair opportunity to pursue his or haini if the goal of this case is to be achieved.

The claim deadline established by the State of Mevk has already been communicated
to large numbers of potential claimants and tharele no global resolution of this case until all
parties are certain that every potential claimaag tome forward. The Committee respectfully
urges the Court to avoid unjustified confusion, aefer to New York's democratic institutions
with respect to issues of state law, by makingcthen filing deadline co-extensive with the look-
back window established by the Child Victims AcheTCommittee further asks that the Debtor's

proposed notice procedures and proposed claim bermodified in the ways requested above.
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Date: October 8, 2020 Edwin H. Caldie

Robert T. Kugler (MN # 194116)

Edwin H. Caldie (MN # 388930)

Stinson LLP

50 South Sixth Street, Suite 2600

Minneapolis, MN 55402

Main: 612-335-1500

Facsimile: 612-335-1657

Email: robert.kugler@stinson.com
ed.caldie@stinson.com

Counsel for the Official Committee of Creditors

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Robert T. Kugler, hereby certify that on OctoBe2020, | caused a true and correct copy
of the foregoing to be filed with the Clerk of Cousing CM/ECF and that service was perfected

on all counsel of record and interested partiesudpn this system.

Date: October 8, 2020 Robert T. Kugler
Robert T. Kugler (MN # 194116)
Edwin H. Caldie (MN # 388930)
Stinson LLP
50 South Sixth Street, Suite 2600
Minneapolis, MN 55402
Main: 612-335-1500
Facsimile: 612-335-1657
Email: robert.kugler@stinson.com

ed.caldie@stinson.com

Counsel for the Official Unsecured Creditors
Committee
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