
HEARING DATE AND TIME:  January 18, 2012 at 9:45 a.m. (Eastern Time) 
OBJECTION DEADLINE:  January 11, 2012 at 4:00 p.m. (Eastern Time) 

 
 
 

US_ACTIVE:\43789640\06\72240.0639  

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 Debtors and Post-Effective Date  
Debtors and Motors Liquidation Company GUC Trust 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
---------------------------------------------------------------x 

: 
In re       :  Chapter 11 Case No. 

:  
MOTORS LIQUIDATION COMPANY, et al.,  :  09-50026 (REG) 
          f/k/a General Motors Corp., et al. : 

: 
Debtors.  : (Jointly Administered) 

: 
---------------------------------------------------------------x 
 

NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION OF  
POST-EFFECTIVE DATE DEBTORS AND MOTORS  

LIQUIDATION COMPANY GUC TRUST FOR ENTRY OF ORDER PURSUANT  
TO 11 U.S.C. §§ 105(A) AND 1142(B) AND FED R. BANKR. P. 7012(B) AND 9014(C)  

(I) DIRECTING THE TULLISES TO DISMISS THE DEBTORS AND  
THEIR ATTORNEYS FROM PENDING ACTION WITH PREJUDICE; AND  

(II) ENFORCING PRIOR ORDERS OF THIS COURT BY  
ENJOINING THE TULLISES FROM FURTHER ACTION AGAINST THE 

 DEBTORS, POST-EFFECTIVE DATE DEBTORS, MOTORS LIQUIDATION  
COMPANY GUC TRUST, AND THEIR OFFICERS AND PROFESSIONALS 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that upon the annexed Motion, dated December 6, 

2011 (the “Motion”), of Motors Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) and 

its affiliated debtors, as post-effective date debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”) and Motors 

Liquidation Company GUC Trust (the “GUC Trust”), pursuant to sections 105(a) and 1142(b) 

of title 11, United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”) and Rules 7012(b) and 9014(c) of the 
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Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”) for entry of an order (i) 

directing Clinton and Margaret Tullis (the “Tullises”) to dismiss the Debtors and their attorneys 

from an action in the Superior Court of the State of Washington in and for the County of King 

under Case No. 10-2-25699-7 KNT with prejudice; and (ii) enforcing prior orders of this Court 

by enjoining the Tullises from further action against the Debtors, the GUC Trust, and their 

officers and professionals, all as more fully set forth in the Motion, a hearing will be held before 

the Honorable Robert E. Gerber, United States Bankruptcy Judge, in Room 621 of the United 

States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York, One Bowling Green, New York, 

New York 10004, on January 18, 2012 at 9:45 a.m. (Eastern Time), or as soon thereafter as 

counsel may be heard. 

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that any responses or objections to this 

Motion must be in writing, shall conform to the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure and the 

Local Rules of the Bankruptcy Court, and shall be filed with the Bankruptcy Court (a) 

electronically in accordance with General Order M-399 (which can be found at 

www.nysb.uscourts.gov) by registered users of the Bankruptcy Court’s filing system, and (b) by 

all other parties in interest, on a CD-ROM or 3.5 inch disk, in text-searchable portable document 

format (PDF) (with a hard copy delivered directly to Chambers), in accordance with the 

customary practices of the Bankruptcy Court and General Order M-399, to the extent applicable, 

and served in accordance with General Order M-399 and on (i) Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP, 

attorneys for the Debtors and Post-Effective Date Debtors and the GUC Trust, 767 Fifth Avenue, 

New York, New York 10153 (Attn: Harvey R. Miller, Esq., Stephen Karotkin, Esq., and Joseph 

H. Smolinsky, Esq.); (ii) the Debtors, c/o Motors Liquidation Company, 401 South Old 

Woodward Avenue, Suite 370, Birmingham, Michigan 48009 (Attn: Thomas Morrow); (iii) 
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General Motors LLC, 400 Renaissance Center, Detroit, Michigan 48265 (Attn: Lawrence S. 

Buonomo, Esq.); (iv) Cadwalader, Wickersham & Taft LLP, attorneys for the United States 

Department of the Treasury, One World Financial Center, New York, New York 10281 (Attn: 

John J. Rapisardi, Esq.); (v) the United States Department of the Treasury, 1500 Pennsylvania 

Avenue NW, Room 2312, Washington, D.C. 20220 (Attn: Joseph Samarias, Esq.); (vi) Vedder 

Price, P.C., attorneys for Export Development Canada, 1633 Broadway, 47th Floor, New York, 

New York 10019 (Attn: Michael J. Edelman, Esq. and Michael L. Schein, Esq.); (vii) Kramer 

Levin Naftalis & Frankel LLP, attorneys for the statutory committee of unsecured creditors, 

1177 Avenue of the Americas, New York, New York 10036 (Attn:  Thomas Moers Mayer, Esq., 

Robert Schmidt, Esq., Lauren Macksoud, Esq., and Jennifer Sharret, Esq.); (viii) the Office of 

the United States Trustee for the Southern District of New York, 33 Whitehall Street, 21st Floor, 

New York, New York 10004 (Attn: Tracy Hope Davis, Esq.); (ix) the U.S. Attorney’s Office, 

S.D.N.Y., 86 Chambers Street, Third Floor, New York, New York 10007 (Attn: David S. Jones, 

Esq. and Natalie Kuehler, Esq.); (x) Caplin & Drysdale, Chartered, attorneys for the official 

committee of unsecured creditors holding asbestos-related claims, 375 Park Avenue, 35th Floor, 

New York, New York 10152-3500 (Attn:  Elihu Inselbuch, Esq. and Rita C. Tobin, Esq.) and 

One Thomas Circle, N.W., Suite 1100, Washington, DC 20005 (Attn:  Trevor W. Swett III, Esq. 

and Kevin C. Maclay, Esq.); (xi) Stutzman, Bromberg, Esserman & Plifka, A Professional 

Corporation, attorneys for Dean M. Trafelet in his capacity as the legal representative for future 

asbestos personal injury claimants, 2323 Bryan Street, Suite 2200, Dallas, Texas 75201 (Attn:  

Sander L. Esserman, Esq. and Robert T. Brousseau, Esq.), (xii) Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP, 

attorneys for Wilmington Trust Company as GUC Trust Administrator and for Wilmington Trust 

Company as Avoidance Action Trust Administrator, 200 Park Avenue, 47th Floor, New York, 
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New York 10166 (Attn:  Keith Martorana, Esq.); (xiii) FTI Consulting, as the GUC Trust 

Monitor and as the Avoidance Action Trust Monitor, One Atlantic Center, 1201 West Peachtree 

Street, Suite 500, Atlanta, Georgia 30309 (Attn:  Anna Phillips); (xiv) Crowell & Moring LLP, 

attorneys for the Revitalizing Auto Communities Environmental Response Trust, 590 Madison 

Avenue, 19th Floor, New York, New York 10022-2524 (Attn:  Michael V. Blumenthal, Esq.); 

(xv) Kirk P. Watson, Esq., as the Asbestos Trust Administrator, 2301 Woodlawn Boulevard, 

Austin, Texas 78703; and (xvi) Clinton and Margaret Tullis, 16300 184th Ave. SE, Renton, WA 

98058-0903, so as to be received no later than January 11, 2012, at 4:00 p.m. (Eastern Time) 

(the “Objection Deadline”).  

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that if no objections are timely filed and 

served with respect to the Motion, the Debtors may, on or after the Objection Deadline, submit to 

the Bankruptcy Court an order substantially in the form of the proposed order annexed to the 

Motion, which order may be entered with no further notice or opportunity to be heard offered to 

any party.   

Dated: New York, New York 
 December 6, 2011 

  

/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 Debtors and Post-Effective Date  
      Debtors and Motors Liquidation GUC Trust 
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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 Debtors and Post-Effective Date  
Debtors and Motors Liquidation GUC Trust 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
---------------------------------------------------------------x 

: 
In re       :  Chapter 11 Case No. 

:  
MOTORS LIQUIDATION COMPANY, et al.,  :  09-50026 (REG) 
          f/k/a General Motors Corp., et al. : 

: 
Debtors.  : (Jointly Administered) 

: 
---------------------------------------------------------------x 
 

MOTION OF POST-EFFECTIVE DATE DEBTORS AND MOTORS  
LIQUIDATION COMPANY GUC TRUST FOR ENTRY OF ORDER PURSUANT  

TO 11 U.S.C. §§ 105(A) AND 1142(B) AND FED R. BANKR. P. 7012(B) AND 9014(C)  
(I) DIRECTING THE TULLISES TO DISMISS THE DEBTORS AND  

THEIR ATTORNEYS FROM PENDING ACTION WITH PREJUDICE; AND  
(II) ENFORCING PRIOR ORDERS OF THIS COURT BY  

ENJOINING THE TULLISES FROM FURTHER ACTION AGAINST THE 
 DEBTORS, POST-EFFECTIVE DATE DEBTORS, MOTORS LIQUIDATION  
COMPANY GUC TRUST, AND THEIR OFFICERS AND PROFESSIONALS 
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TO THE HONORABLE ROBERT E. GERBER, 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE: 
   
  Motors Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) (“MLC”) and 

its affiliated debtors, as post-effective date debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”) and Motors 

Liquidation Company GUC Trust (the “GUC Trust,” and together with the Debtors, the 

“Movants”), respectfully represent: 

Relief Requested 

1. On July 16, 2010, Clinton M. Tullis and Margaret L. Tullis (the 

“Tullises”) commenced an action in the Superior Court of the State of Washington in and for the 

County of King under Case No. 10-2-25699-7 KNT (the “Pending Action”) against Motors 

Liquidation Company (“MLC”) and Cornforth-Campbell Dealership, a GM dealership located in 

Puyallup, WA (“Cornforth,” and together with MLC, the “Initial Defendants”).  The Pending 

Action asserts a number of civil and criminal causes of action relating to alleged defects on a 

brake control system on a 1999 GM Suburban vehicle the Tullises purchased from Cornforth in 

2003.  The Tullises seek remedies including, among other things, $87 million in damages.  

Because the Pending Action arises exclusively from prepetition events, it was commenced in 

direct violation of the automatic stay extant in these chapter 11 cases pursuant to section 362 of 

chapter 11 of the United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”).  On July 30, 2010, Weil, 

Gotshal & Manges LLP (“Weil”), as counsel to MLC, sent a letter notifying the Tullises of the 

automatic stay and requesting that the Pending Action be dismissed as to MLC.  The Tullises did 

not dismiss the Pending Action, and in December 2010, the Tullises purported to amend the 

complaint in the Pending Action to name Weil and two individual Weil attorneys and to seek $5 

million from the law firm.   
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2. By this Motion, Movants requests entry of an order pursuant to sections 

105(a) and 1142(b) of the Bankruptcy Code and Rules 7012(b) and 9014(c) of the Federal Rules 

of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”), substantially in the form annexed hereto as 

Exhibit “A,” (i) directing the Tullises to withdraw the Pending Action as to MLC and Weil, its 

attorneys, and (ii) enforcing orders of this Court, including the subsequently issued order 

confirming the Debtors’ Second Amended Joint Chapter 11 Plan (the “Plan”), that enjoin 

claimants from taking any further action against the Debtors, the GUC Trust, and their officers 

and professionals.   

Jurisdiction 

3. This Court has jurisdiction to consider this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§§ 157 and 1334.  This is a core proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b).   

Background 

A. The Prior State Court Action 

4. On January 17, 2008, the Tullises commenced an action against General 

Motors Corporation and Cornforth in the Superior Court of the State of Washington in and for 

the County of Pierce, under Case No. 08-2-04425-0 (the “Prior State Court Action”).  The 

Prior State Court Action related to damages the Tullises allegedly suffered as a result of a motor 

vehicle accident that occurred on or about July 18, 2004.  The Pierce County Superior Court 

dismissed the Prior State Court Action with prejudice on April 4, 2008, finding that the 

“plaintiffs’ claims against defendants for damages proximately caused by this motor vehicle 

collision are barred by the applicable statute of limitations.”  A copy of the order dismissing the 

Prior State Court Action is annexed hereto as Exhibit “B.” 
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5. Following the dismissal of the Prior State Court Action, the Tullises 

repeatedly attempted to reopen the Prior State Court Action, filing a motion to vacate the 

dismissal of the Prior State Court Action on November 26, 2008, a motion to vacate judgment on 

February 10, 2009, a further motion to vacate dismissal on March 10, 2009, a motion for order to 

show cause on January 21, 2010, and a further motion for order to show cause on February 8, 

2010.  Each of these attempts to resurrect the Prior State Court Action were unsuccessful. 

B. The District Court Action 

6. In addition to the Tullises’ attempts to resurrect the Prior State Court 

Action, on June 15, 2009, the Tullises filed a complaint (the “District Court Complaint”) in the 

United States District Court for the Western District of Washington (the “District Court”), Case 

Number 09-5352RJB (the “District Court Action”) against General Motors Corporation and 

Cornforth.  The District Court Complaint is nearly identical to the complaint filed in the Prior 

State Court Action, but includes handwritten notes delineating the case number from the Prior 

State Court Action, Case No. 08-2-04425-0, and stating “continuance of this case,” and “this 

case is removed from Pierce County Superior Court.”  

7. The Debtors were never served with a copy of the District Court 

Complaint.  Nevertheless, on June 16, 2009, the Tullises filed a copy of the District Court 

Complaint with this Court (ECF No. 1977), demonstrating that the Tullises were aware that 

General Motors Corporation was a debtor in a pending chapter 11 cases at the time the action 

was filed. 

8. On June 19, 2009, the District Court entered an order (the “Remand 

Order”) remanding the District Court Action to Pierce County Superior Court and noting that 

“only defendants may remove civil cases filed in state court to federal court.”  A copy of the 
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Remand Order is annexed hereto as Exhibit “C.”  The Remand Order also appears on the docket 

of the Prior State Court Action, which, as noted above, had already been dismissed with 

prejudice. 

C. The Bar Date Order 

9. By order dated September 16, 2009 (ECF No. 4079), the Bankruptcy 

Court established November 30, 2009 as the bar date for creditors to file proofs of claim based 

on prepetition liabilities against the Initial Debtors.1  The Tullises did not file a proof of claim in 

these chapter 11 cases despite having received actual notice of the bar date (see relevant portion 

of the Affidavit of Service annexed hereto as Exhibit “D”). 

D. The Pending Action 

10. Notwithstanding the Tullises’ knowledge of these chapter 11 cases, on 

July 16, 2010, the Tullises filed the Pending Action in direct violation of the automatic stay.  A 

copy of the summons and complaint in the Pending Action (the “Initial Complaint”) is annexed 

hereto as Exhibit “E.” 

11. On July 30, 2010, Weil, on behalf of the Debtors, sent the Tullises a letter, 

a copy of which is annexed hereto as Exhibit “F” (the “Stay Violation Notice”), advising the 

Tullises that the Pending Action was commenced in violation of the automatic stay and 

requesting that the Tullises withdraw the Pending Action within five business days.   

                                                 
1 “Initial Debtors” refers to the four entities that filed voluntary petitions for relief under chapter 11 of the 
Bankruptcy Code on June 1, 2009:   

• Motors Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) 
• MLCS, LLC (f/k/a Saturn, LLC) 
• MLC Distribution Corporation (f/k/a Saturn Distribution Corporation) 
• MLC of Harlem, Inc. (f/k/a Chevrolet-Saturn of Harlem, Inc.) 
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12. On August 2, 2010, counsel for the Debtors filed a notice, a copy of which 

is annexed hereto as Exhibit “G” (the “Suggestion of Bankruptcy”), in the Pending Action 

advising all parties in interest in the Pending Action of the existence of the Debtors’ chapter 11 

cases and stating that any action taken by the Tullises in violation of the automatic stay against 

the Debtors may result in a finding of contempt against the Tullises.   

13. On December 30, 2010, in blatant disregard for the automatic stay, the 

Stay Violation Notice, and the Suggestion of Bankruptcy, the Tullises filed a revised complaint 

(the “Revised Complaint”) in the Pending Action naming Weil and two individual Weil 

attorneys (collectively, the “Weil Defendants”) as defendants.  In an apparent attempt to 

penalize Weil for sending the Tullises the Stay Violation Notice and filing the Suggestion of 

Bankruptcy, the Revised Complaint seeks a $5 million fine and/or criminal sanctions against the 

Weil Defendants.  A copy of the Revised Complaint is annexed hereto as Exhibit “H.”   

14. The Revised Complaint was not served on the Debtors or the Weil 

Defendants.  Neither party had notice of the Tullises’ continued filings in the Pending Action 

until May 20, 2011, when the Tullises filed with this Court a document styled Status of 

Defendants and Cause of Action (ECF No. 10299) (the “May 20, 2011 Filing”), reiterating 

portions of the Revised Complaint.  The May 20, 2011 Filing states that Weil “recently informed 

Plaintiffs to send Plaintiffs Claim to the United States Bankruptcy Court officiating Judge.”2  

The May 20, 2011 Filing goes on to state that “Plaintiffs have a law suit commenced against the 

                                                 
2 The Debtors are unaware of the instruction to which the Tullises are referring and have no record of any 
communications between Debtors’ counsel and the Tullises since August 2010.  The Debtors can only speculate that 
perhaps the Tullises are referring to the Notice of (I) Entry of Order Confirming Debtors’ Second Amended Joint 
Chapter 11 Plan and (II) Occurrence of Effective Date (ECF No. 10151), sent to all creditors on April 27, 2011. 
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Above mentioned DEFENDANTS and will not surrender the case until it properly financially 

resolved.”  (May 20, 2011 Filing at 2:16 – 19.) 

15. On August 3, 2011, the Tullises filed a Disclosure of Possible Primary 

Witnesses in the Pending Action, a copy of which is annexed hereto as Exhibit “I.”  On August 

5, 2011, the Claimants filed with this Court an identical copy of the Disclosure of Possible 

Primary Witnesses filed in the Pending Action (ECF No. 10688).  On October 6, 2011, the 

Tullises filed with this Court a document styled Motion for Order re: On the Merits to Pay the 

Sum that the Petitioners Ask for (ECF No. 11022), further reiterating the Tullises’ grievances 

with the Debtors and the Weil Defendants.  It is not clear that any of the Tullises’ filings in these 

chapter 11 cases request any specific relief from this Court. 

B. The Plan and Confirmation Order 

16. On March 29, 2011, this Court entered its Findings of Fact, Conclusions 

of Law, and Order Pursuant to Sections 1129(a) and (b) of the Bankruptcy Code and Rule 3020 

of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure Confirming Debtors’ Second Amended Joint 

Chapter 11 Plan (ECF No. 9941) (the “Confirmation Order”), which, among other things, 

confirmed the Plan. 

17. The Confirmation Order and the Plan include an exculpation provision 

which provides that, subject to limited exceptions (not applicable here), neither the Debtors, the 

GUC Trust Administrator (as defined in the Plan), the GUC Trust Monitor (as defined in the 

Plan), nor their respective officers or professionals “shall have or incur any liability to any holder 

of a Claim or Equity Interest for any act or omission in connection with, related to, or arising out 

of the Chapter 11 Cases” (Confirmation Order ¶ 52, Plan § 12.6).  In addition, the Plan provides 

for an injunction against interference with the implementation or consummation of the Plan: 
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Upon the entry of the Confirmation Order, all holders of Claims 
and Equity Interests and other parties in interest, along with their 
respective present or former employees, agents, officers, directors, 
or principals, shall be enjoined from taking any actions to interfere 
with the implementation or consummation of the Plan. 

(Plan § 10.7.) 

18. The Plan and the Confirmation Order specify that the Bankruptcy Court 

retains exclusive jurisdiction to consider claims such as those asserted by Tullises and to provide 

the relief sought herein.  Section 11.1 of the Plan provides, in pertinent part: 

The Bankruptcy Court shall retain exclusive jurisdiction of all 
matters arising under, arising out of, or related to the Chapter 11 
Cases and the Plan  . . . for, among other things, the following 
purposes  

. . . . 

 (b) To determine any motion, adversary proceeding, 
application, contested matter, and other litigated matter pending on 
or commenced before or after the Confirmation Date . . . .; 

 (c) To ensure that distributions to holders of Allowed 
Claims are accomplished as provided herein; 

 (d) To consider Claims or the allowance, classification, 
priority, compromise, estimation, or payment of any Claim; 

. . . . 

 (f) To issue injunctions, enter and implement other orders, 
and take such other actions as may be necessary or appropriate to 
restrain interference by any person with the consummation, 
implementation, or enforcement of the Plan, the Confirmation 
Order, or any other order of the Bankruptcy Court . . . . 

(Plan § 11.1(b), (c), (d), (f)).  In addition, the Confirmation Order and the Plan provide that the 

Bankruptcy Court retains exclusive jurisdiction to consider any and all claims against the 

Debtors, the GUC Trust, and their respective officers, counsel and professionals “involving or 
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relating to the administration of the Chapter 11 Case [and] the decisions and actions taken during 

the Chapter 11 Cases.”  (Confirmation Order ¶ 52, Plan § 12.6). 

The Tullises Should Be Directed to Dismiss the Debtors and their Attorneys  
From the Pending Action and Enjoined from Taking Further Action  

Against the Debtors, the GUC Trust, and Their Officers and Professionals 
 

19. The Tullises’ actions are in direct violation of the automatic stay, the Plan, 

and the Confirmation Order, and therefore, this Court should direct them to dismiss the Pending 

Action and enjoin them from taking any further action against the Debtors, the GUC Trust, and 

their officers and professionals.  Section 362(a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that the filing 

of a chapter 11 petition shall serve as an automatic stay applicable to “any act to obtain 

possession of property of the estate or of property from the estate or to exercise control over 

property of the estate” and “any act to create, perfect, or enforce any lien against property of the 

estate.”  11 U.S.C. § 362(a)(3),(4).  The Tullises have elected not to file a proof of claim with 

this Court and accordingly may not participate in distributions under the Plan. 

20. Moreover, as stated above, the Plan provides that holders of Claims “shall 

be enjoined from taking any actions to interfere with the implementation or consummation of the 

Plan.”  (Plan § 10.7.)  The Plan further provides that neither the Debtors, the GUC Trust, nor 

their officers and professionals shall have any liability to any Claimant “for any act or omission 

in connection with, related to, or arising out of the Chapter 11 Cases.”  (Plan § 12.6.)  Further, 

the Plan specifies that the Bankruptcy Court retains exclusive jurisdiction “to issue injunctions, 

enter and implement other orders and take such other actions as may be necessary or appropriate 

to restrain interference by any person with the consummation, implementation, or enforcement of 

the Plan, the Confirmation Order, or any other order of the Bankruptcy Court.”  (Plan § 11.1(f).) 
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21. Section 1142(b) of the Bankruptcy Code provides the Court with the 

authority to issue orders necessary to implement the terms of a confirmed plan.  11 U.S.C. 

§ 1142(b) (“The court may direct the debtor and any other necessary party to execute or deliver 

or to join in the execution or delivery of any instrument required to effect a transfer of property 

dealt with by a confirmed plan, and to perform any other act . . . that is necessary to the 

consummation of the plan”); see also Hosp. & Univ. Prop. Damage Claimants v. Johns-Manville 

Corp. (In re Johns-Manville Corp.), 7 F.3d 32, 34 (2d Cir. 1993) (finding that bankruptcy courts 

retain postconfirmation jurisdiction to the extent provided by the plan); Penthouse Media Group 

v. Guccione (In re Gen. Media, Inc.), 335 B.R. 66, 73 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2005) (finding that 

bankruptcy courts retain post-confirmation jurisdiction to matters related to the implementation 

of a plan); In re Petition of Board of Dirs. of Hopewell Int’l Ins., Ltd., 272 B.R 396, 407 n.11 

(Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2002) (“[T]he Court may direct parties to perform any act necessary to 

consummate the plan.”)(citing 11 U.S.C. § 1142(b)).  In addition, Bankruptcy Rule 3020(d) 

provides that “[n]otwithstanding the entry of the order of confirmation, the court may issue any 

other order necessary to administer the estate.”  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3020(d). 

22. The Tullises’ continued efforts to pursue the Pending Action and interfere 

with the distributions provided for under the Plan and the winding up of the Debtors’ affairs are 

in direct violation of the Plan injunction.  (Plan § 10.7.)  Further, the Tullises have asserted a 

spurious $5 million claim against the Weil Defendants, which, if allowed to proceed, would 

result in such professionals being required to divert their attention from these chapter 11 cases so 

they can defend themselves in the Pending Action.  The Weil Defendants have done nothing to 

support a claim against them, and the Tullises’ attempts to end run the bankruptcy process should 

not be countenanced.   
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23. Through the Prior State Court Action, the District Court Action, and the 

Pending Action, the Tullises have shown no compunction in abusing the legal process to achieve 

their desired objectives.  Despite having their complaint dismissed in the Prior State Court 

Action and multiple failed attempts to have the decision dismissing the Prior State Court Action 

overturned, the Tullises attempted to pursue the same matter in others court through the District 

Court Action, the Pending Action, and documents filed with this Court, all in blatant disregard of 

the Automatic Stay and the claims procedures in these chapter 11 cases.  Additionally, the 

Tullises’ attempts to exert undue leverage on the Debtors by seeking civil and criminal penalties 

against the Weil Defendants for simply providing the Tullises notice of the automatic stay should 

not be tolerated.  The Debtors and the GUC Trust, therefore, have no choice but to request that 

this Court direct the Tullises to withdraw the Pending Action as to the Debtors and the Weil 

Defendants and enjoin the Tullises from pursuing further actions against the Debtors, the GUC 

Trust, and the Weil Defendants so that such professionals do not incur unnecessary costs and are 

not distracted from their important work assisting in the administration of these chapter 11 cases. 

24. Accordingly, in furtherance of the exculpation and injunction provisions in 

the Plan (Plan §§ 10.7, 12.6), and the Confirmation Order (Confirmation Order ¶ 52) in 

conjunction with the automatic stay, the Debtors and the GUC Trust respectfully request that the 

Court enter an order (i) directing the Tullises to withdraw the Pending Action as to the Debtors 

and the Weil Defendants forthwith, and (ii) enjoining the Tullises from further action against the 

Debtors, the GUC Trust, and their officers and professionals, without further leave of this Court. 

25. While the Debtors and the Weil Defendants do not request monetary 

sanctions against the Tullises at this time, they reserve their rights to request sanctions should the 

Tullises continue to violate this Court’s orders. 
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The Tullises’ Filings with this Court Do Not Constitute an Informal Proof of Claim 

26. Although the Tullises have not asserted that any of their filings with this 

Court constitute an informal proof of claim, out of an abundance of caution, Movants submit that 

such assertion would fail as a matter of law.  For a filing to qualify as an informal proof of claim, 

the filing “must have (1) been timely filed with the bankruptcy court and have become part of the 

judicial record, (2) state the existence and the nature of the debt, (3) state the amount of the claim 

against the estate, and (4) evidence the creditor’s intent to hold the debtor liable for the debt.”  In 

re Enron Corp., 370 B.R. 90, 99 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2007).  “Mere notice of a claim alone is not to 

be called an informal proof of claim and does not excuse the absence of a proper, timely proof 

where the law requires.”  In re Int’l Horizons, Inc., 751 F.2d 1213, 1217 (11th Cir. 1985); see 

also Wilkens v. Simon Bros., Inc., 731 F.2d 462, 465 (7th Cir. 1984) (a debtor’s “[m]ere 

knowledge of the existence of the claim . . .  is insufficient”).  The purported informal proof of 

claim must assert “an intent to share in a distribution of [the estate’s] assets.”  In re Fink, 366 

B.R. 870, 878 (Bankr. N.D. Ind. 2007).  “[C]ourts which have allowed the amendment of a 

previously filed informal proof of claim uniformly require that the proof of claim explicitly 

demonstrate the creditor’s demand and the intention of the creditor to hold the bankruptcy estate 

liable for the scheduled debt.”  In re Glick, 136 B.R. 654, 657 (Bankr. W.D. Va. 1991); see also 

In re Carmelo Bambace, Inc., 134 B.R. 125, 129 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1991) (an informal proof of 

claim must “clearly elucidate” the creditor’s “intent to hold the debtor liable”).  Courts have held 

that the listing of a contingent, disputed, unliquidated claim on the debtor’s schedules cannot 

qualify as an informal proof of claim.  In re L.F. Rothschild Holdings, Inc., 143 B.R. 335, 336-37 

(S.D.N.Y. 1992); In re Dove House, Inc., 233 B.R. 230, 232 (Bankr. D. Conn. 1999).  Where a 

creditor has intentionally elected not to file a proof of claim, it cannot later seek to establish an 
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informal proof of claim.  Houbigant, Inc. v. ACB Mercantile (In re Houbigant, Inc.), 190 B.R. 

185, 188 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1995) (such a creditor “cannot have it both ways.  Equity mandates 

that it be bound by its tactical decision”). 

27. First, it would be improper to base an informal proof of claim on a filing 

from the District Court Action because the District Court Action was improperly commenced 

and was remanded to the Prior State Court Action; the Prior State Court Action had already been 

dismissed with prejudice on statute of limitations grounds.3  Furthermore, the Pierce County 

Superior Court denied all of the Tullises’ various attempts to reinstate the Prior State Court 

Action.  Bankruptcy courts may not reopen a case that is dismissed on statute of limitations 

grounds where applicable state law affords the applicable state judgment res judicata effect.  In 

re Delafield 246 Corp., 368 B.R. 285, 292 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2007) (“Once a plaintiff has entered 

the state court system, she is bound by the preclusion rules governing that system, and the federal 

courts in turn must respect the finality of the judgments that issue from the state courts.”) 

(quoting Bray v. N.Y. Life Ins., 851 F.2d 60, 62 (2d Cir. 1988)).  A dismissal with prejudice, even 

where the dismissal is based on a statute of limitations grounds, meets the res judicata 

requirements.  See Plaut v. Spendthrift Farm, Inc., 514 U.S. 211, 228 (1995); Goulsby v. 

Waddington, C07-5139 RBL/KLS, 2008 WL 2996999, at *5 (W.D. Wash. Aug. 1, 2008); 

Langdon v. Cy. of Columbia, 98-CV-173, 1999 WL 504911 (N.D.N.Y. July 14, 1999). 

28. Second, the copy of the District Court Complaint filed with this Court on 

June 16, 2009 (ECF No. 1977) cannot constitute a valid informal proof of claim because it does 

not assert or clearly elucidate an intent to share in a distribution of the estate’s assets.  See In re 

                                                 
3 For the same reason, the assertion of any informal proof of claim would be futile as a court of competent 
jurisdiction has already disposed of the claim or statute of limitation grounds. 
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Carmelo Bambace, Inc., 134 B.R. at 129.  Rather, it merely puts the Debtors on notice of the 

District Court Action and mere notice of the existence of a cause of action is insufficient to 

constitute an informal proof of claim.  See In re Int’l Horizons, Inc., 751 F.2d at 1217.   

29.   Third, the May 20, 2011 Filing and the Tullises’ filings with this Court 

on August 5, 2011 and October 6, 2011, do not meet the standard for informal proofs of claim 

because they were filed after the Bar Date and similarly do not demonstrate an intent to share in 

a distribution of the estate’s assets.  See In re Enron Corp., 370 B.R. at 99.  Indeed, the May 20, 

2011 Filing specifically disavows any intent to pursue a claim in these chapter 11 cases in that it 

states that Weil “recently informed Plaintiffs to send Plaintiffs Claim to the United States 

Bankruptcy Court officiating Judge . . . Plaintiffs have a law suit commenced against the Above 

mentioned DEFENDANTS and will not surrender the case until it properly financially resolved.” 

(sic)  (May 20, 2011 Filing at 2:16 – 19.)  As noted above, in a similar case in which a creditor 

intentionally failed to file a proof of claim to avoid subjecting itself to the claims allowance 

process of the bankruptcy court, this Court held that the creditor’s subsequent attempt to 

establish an informal proof of claim must be denied because the creditor “cannot have it both 

ways.  Equity mandates that it be bound by its tactical decision.”  In re Houbigant, Inc., 190 B.R. 

at 188.  Here, the Tullises have admittedly refused to participate in the claims process despite 

having actual notice of these chapter 11 cases and notice of the Bar Date, and therefore, they 

must be bound by their tactical decisions and cannot now claim an informal proof of claim 

against the Debtors’ estates. 

Notice 

30. Notice of this Motion has been provided to the Tullises and parties in 

interest in accordance with the Sixth Amended Order Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 105(a) and Fed. R. 
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Bankr. P. 1015(c) and 9007 Establishing Notice and Case Management Procedures, dated May 5, 

2011 (ECF No. 10183).  The Debtors and the GUC Trust submit that such notice is sufficient and 

no other or further notice need be provided.  

31. No previous request for the relief sought herein has been made by the 

Debtors or the GUC Trust to this or any other Court. 

Conclusion 

WHEREFORE the Debtors and the GUC Trust respectfully request entry of an 

order granting the relief requested herein and such other and further relief as is just.   

Dated: New York, New York 
 December 6, 2011 

  

/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 Debtors  
and Post-Effective Date Debtors and Motors 
Liquidation Company GUC Trust 
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HEARING DATE AND TIME:  January 18, 2012 at 9:45 a.m. (Eastern Time) 
OBJECTION DEADLINE:  January 11, 2012 at 4:00 p.m. (Eastern Time) 

 
 

 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
---------------------------------------------------------------x 

: 
In re       :  Chapter 11 Case No. 

:  
MOTORS LIQUIDATION COMPANY, et al.,  :  09-50026 (REG) 
          f/k/a General Motors Corp., et al. : 

: 
Debtors.  : (Jointly Administered) 

: 
---------------------------------------------------------------x 
 

ORDER PURSUANT TO 11 U.S.C. §§ 105(a)  
AND 1142(b) AND FED. R. BANKR. P. 7012(B) AND 9014(C)  

(I) DIRECTING THE TULLISES TO DISMISS THE DEBTORS AND  
THEIR ATTORNEYS FROM PENDING ACTION WITH PREJUDICE; AND  

(II) ENFORCING PRIOR ORDERS OF  
THIS COURT BY ENJOINING THE TULLISES  

FROM FURTHER ACTION AGAINST THE DEBTORS,  
POST-EFFECTIVE DATE DEBTORS, MOTORS LIQUIDATION  

COMPANY GUC TRUST, AND THEIR OFFICERS AND PROFESSIONALS 
 

Upon the Motion, dated December 6, 2011 (the “Motion”),1 of Motors 

Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) and its affiliated debtors, as post-

effective date debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”) and Motors Liquidation Company GUC 

Trust (the “GUC Trust”), pursuant to sections 105(a) and 1142(b) of title 11, United States 

Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”) and Rules 7012(b) and 9014(c) of the Federal Rules of 

Bankruptcy Procedures (the “Bankruptcy Rules”), for entry of an order (i) directing Clinton and 

Margaret Tullis (the “Tullises”) to dismiss the Debtors and the Weil Defendants from the 

Pending Action with prejudice; and (ii) enforcing prior orders of this Court by enjoining the 

Tullises from further action against the Debtors, the GUC Trust, and their officers and 

                                                 
1 Capitalized terms used herein and not otherwise defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to such terms in 
the Motion. 
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professionals, all as more fully described in the Motion; and due and proper notice of the Motion 

having been provided, and it appearing that no other or further notice need be provided; and the 

Court having found and determined that the relief sought in the Motion is in the best interests of 

the Debtors, their estates, creditors, the GUC Trust and all parties in interest and that the legal 

and factual bases set forth in the Motion establish just cause for the relief granted herein; and 

after due deliberation and sufficient cause appearing therefor, it is 

ORDERED that the Motion is granted as provided herein; and it is further 

ORDERED that in consideration of, among other things, the automatic stay 

created by section 362 of the Bankruptcy Code, Sections 10.7 and 12.6 of the Plan, and this 

Court’s Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order Pursuant to Sections 1129(b) and (b) of 

the Bankruptcy Code and Rule 3020 of the Federal Rules of  Bankruptcy Procedure Confirming 

Debtors’ Second Amended Joint Chapter 11 Plan (ECF No. 9941), the Tullises are (i) directed to 

dismiss the Debtors and the Weil Defendants from the Pending Action forthwith; and (ii) 

enjoined from taking further action against the Debtors, the GUC Trust, and their officers and 

professionals in any forum, without further leave of this Court; and it is further 

ORDERED that this Court shall retain jurisdiction to hear and determine all 

matters arising from or related to this Order. 

Dated: New York, New York 
 [_________], 2011 
  

      
United States Bankruptcy Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

AT TACOMA

   

CLINTON M. TULLIS AND MARGARET
L TULLIS and the palimony relationship
thereof Pro Se

Plaintiff,

v.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION and
CORNFORTH-CAMPBELL DEALERSHIP
THEREOF,

Defendants.

Case No.  C09-5352RJB

ORDER REMANDING CASE TO
PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR
COURT

This matter comes before the court upon review of the file. 

On June 15, 2009, plaintiffs Clinton M. Tullis and Margaret L. Tullis filed a Complaint, stating that

“This case is removed from Pierce County Superior Court.”  Dkt. 1-2.  An Application to Proceed In

Forma Pauperis was also filed, but was signed only by Mr. Tullis. Dkt. 1. The Complaint provided a case

number, 08-2-04425-0, apparently from the case that had been filed in Pierce County Superior Court.  Dkt.

1-2 at 1. 

The complaint against defendants General Motors Corporation and Cornforth-Campbell Dealership

alleges that plaintiffs purchased an automobile from defendants on June 4, 2003, and were provided with a

service or warranty agreement.  It appears that plaintiffs allege that the automobile was defective, that the

service was defective, and that they were injured as a result.  
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Cases may be removed to federal court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441.  However, only defendants

may remove civil cases filed in state court to federal court.  The removal provisions do not provide

plaintiffs, who have chosen their forum to request civil relief in the state courts, the opportunity to remove

those cases to federal court.  American International Underwriters, (Philippines), Inc. v. Continental

Insurance Company, 843 F.2d 1253, 1261 (9th Cir. 1988); Oregon Egg Producers v. Andrew, 458 F.2d

382, 383 (9th Cir. 1972).  This case should be remanded to Pierce County Superior Court.

Because this case should be remanded to state court, the Application to Proceed In Forma

Pauperis should be denied.

Therefore, it is hereby

ORDERED that this case is REMANDED to Pierce County Superior Court.  The Application

to Proceed In Forma Pauperis (Dkt. 1) is DENIED.

The Clerk of the Court is directed to send uncertified copies of this Order to all counsel of record

and to any party appearing pro se at said party’s last known address. The Clerk is further directed to send

certified copies of this order to the Clerk of the Court for Pierce County Superior Court.    

DATED this 19th day of June, 2009.

A
ROBERT J. BRYAN
United States District Judge
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Name Address1 Address2 Address3 Address4 City State Zip
TULISH FREDERICK (ESTATE OF) (510191) ANGELOS PETER G LAW OFFICES OF 100 PENN SQUARE EAST , THE WANAMAKER 

BUILDING
PHILADELPHIA PA 19107

TULKKI, BRIAN M 7192 WIGGINS RD HOWELL MI 48855‐9256
TULKKI, DONALD W 4140 W COMMERCE RD MILFORD MI 48380‐3116
TULKKI, DONALD WILLIAM 4140 W COMMERCE RD MILFORD MI 48380‐3116
TULL JR, DONALD R 712 HALLELUJAH TRL KELLER TX 76248‐4203
TULL JR, DONALD RICHARD 712 HALLELUJAH TRL KELLER TX 76248‐4203
TULL SAM 6500 N SHILOH RD CORINTH MS 38834‐9657
TULL, CARMAN M 1050 TOM OSBORNE RD COLUMBIA TN 38401‐6738
TULL, CLORA E 6931 GOLDENGATE DR APT 602 CINCINNATI OH 45244‐4127
TULL, DAISY C 1375 MASTER ST APT 207 CORBIN KY 40701‐2510
TULL, DELOS L 332 OAK LEAF CIR HOOVER AL 35244‐4321
TULL, FRANCIS O 3713 ALDON LN FLINT MI 48506‐2692
TULL, GODFREY C C/O CROMER 870 COLUMBUS AVE AP 3H NEW YORK NY 10025
TULL, JOHN J 2623 RIVER RD ATCHISON KS 66002‐5132
TULL, JOYCE A 1230 JOHN ST ATCHISON KS 66002‐2675
TULL, PAUL L 1044 HCR 2203 AQUILLA TX 76622‐2624
TULL, ROBERT G 1018 ALMOND DR MANSFIELD TX 76063‐2910
TULL, ROBERT GARY 1018 ALMOND DR MANSFIELD TX 76063‐2910
TULL, ROBERT L 26626 S TRURO DR SUN LAKES AZ 85248‐7141
TULL, THOMAS S PO BOX 46070 MOUNT CLEMENS MI 48046‐6070
TULL, VIRGINIA B 9341 DOWNING RD BIRCH RUN MI 48415‐9734
TULL, WILLIAM R 444 LEISURE PL LAKELAND FL 33801‐3365
TULL, WILLIAM RAY 444 LEISURE PLACE LAKELAND FL 33801‐3365
TULLAHOMA CITY PO BOX 807 TULLAHOMA TN 37388‐0807
TULLAR JR, JAMES W PO BOX 210112 AUBURN HILLS MI 48321‐0112
TULLAR JR, JAMES WILLIAM PO BOX 210112 AUBURN HILLS MI 48321‐0112
TULLAR, CINDY L 11 BRIXTON LN CROSSVILLE TN 38558‐2711
TULLAR, FRANKLIN A 6788 HIGHLAND DR LAINGSBURG MI 48848‐9231
TULLAR, FRANKLIN ANTHONY 6788 HIGHLAND DR LAINGSBURG MI 48848‐9231
TULLAR, HARRY J 923 W DIVISION ST BOYNE CITY MI 49712‐9733
TULLAR, JESSIE E 1569 N HICKORY OWOSSO MI 48867‐9489
TULLAR, MARK T 11 BRIXTON LN CROSSVILLE TN 38558‐2711
TULLAR, RICHARD B 507 N VASSAR DR DURAND MI 48429‐1380
TULLAR, ROBERT J 210 ROOSEVELT AVE JANESVILLE WI 53546‐3204
TULLAR, THOMAS S 7591 JONQUIL CT BRIGHTON MI 48116‐6206
TULLEDGE THOMAS 630 S FRONTAGE RD NIPOMO CA 93444‐9148
TULLER RIDGE CORPORATE CTR C\O MATHEWS CLICK BAUMAN INC 50 W BROAD ST 28TH FL COLUMBUS OH 43215
TULLER ROBERT 1006 RAM AVE FORT MORGAN CO 80701‐3890
TULLER, DANIEL G 962 NANETTE ST TAWAS CITY MI 48763‐9310
TULLER, DOROTHY H 331 SYCAMORE VLY MIAMISBURG OH 45342‐5732
TULLER, IDA G 229 JACKSON ST CLINTWOOD VA 24228‐7700
TULLER, MARYMARGARET S PO BOX 66017 NEWPORT MI 48166
TULLETT, BRIAN H 15535 OAK ST ALLENTON MI 48002‐3514
TULLEY BUICK‐PONTIAC COMPANY, INC. JOHN TULLEY 147 DANIEL WEBSTER HWY NASHUA NH 03060‐5224
TULLEY BUICK‐PONTIAC‐GMC TRUCK‐BMW 147 DANIEL WEBSTER HWY NASHUA NH 03060‐5224

TULLEY, JAMES DONALD 103A LENGENDARY PLACE HOT SPRINGS AR 71913‐6957
TULLGREN, MARTHA 123 E CENTRAL AVE SAN GABRIEL CA 91776‐3005
TULLIO, CYNTHIA D 4275 TAYLOR CT BRUNSWICK OH 44212‐2179
TULLIO, EUDOXIE A 7408 PINEHURST CT CLEVELAND OH 44130‐5533
TULLIS RALPH (459408) GLASSER AND GLASSER CROWN CENTER, 580 EAST MAIN STREET, 

SUITE 600
NORFOLK VA 23510

TULLIS, CLINTON 16300 184TH AVE SE RENTON WA 98058‐0903
TULLIS, DAVID R RT 5 BOX 9582 POINT DR MONTICELLO KY 42633
TULLIS, DONNIS J 1266 OLD FOUNTAIN RD LAWRENCEVILLE GA 30043‐3917
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TULLIS, GARY D 12871 TABEAU CT PINE GROVE CA 95665‐9652
TULLIS, GLADSTON A 5081 BAY CREEK CHURCH RD LOGANVILLE GA 30052‐3568
TULLIS, J D 1520 S STATE ROUTE 721 LAURA OH 45337‐9784
TULLIS, JANE W 6358 S HUNTERS RUN PENDLETON IN 46064‐8709
TULLIS, JOHN R 2924 SHETLAND RD TOLEDO OH 43617‐1522
TULLIS, KARL K 235 WALNUT ST WASHINGTONVILLE OH 44490‐9737
TULLIS, KENNETH L 6358 S HUNTERS RUN PENDLETON IN 46064‐8709
TULLIS, MARGARET 16300 184TH AVE SE RENTON WA 98058‐0903
TULLIS, RICHARD 1218 BROOKSIDE AVE UNION NJ 07083‐6228
TULLIS, WAYMON D 5120 BAY CREEK CHURCH RD LOGANVILLE GA 30052‐3570
TULLIS, WILLIAM J 114 BITTERSWEET LN PORTLAND IN 47371‐9292
TULLIUS, MARIE 6677 ELLEN DR ROSCOMMON MI 48653‐9533
TULLIUS, ROBERT 2501 CEDAR LANE CT HARTLAND MI 48353‐3201
TULLOCH JR., QUINTIN # 410 1962 EAST 73RD STREET CHICAGO IL 60649‐2902
TULLOCH SR., QUINTIN L 906 JOLIET ROAD LA GRANGE HIGHLANDS IL 60525

TULLOCH, CARLTON Q. 302 HERBERT ST SYRACUSE NY 13208‐2908
TULLOCH, JAMES P 4 ORBIT LN SAN PEDRO CA 90732‐4461
TULLOCH, JOAN M 6404 MAINSAIL CT ORLANDO FL 32807‐5931
TULLOCK, GRANVILLE E 1635 RUE JEANETTE BONNE TERRE MO 63628‐9237
TULLOCK, KAREN S 165 CEDAR ST WETHERSFIELD CT 06109‐1407
TULLOCK, ROZETTA J 21945 HWY N WAVERLY MO 64096‐9719
TULLOS VINCENT 3905 SHELBY CT WATERFORD MI 48328‐1269
TULLOS, ARCHIE L 2425 BANCROFT ST SAGINAW MI 48601‐1514
TULLOS, JEFFREY L 3271 ELMERS DR SAGINAW MI 48601‐6916
TULLOS, PATRICIA K 2425 BANCROFT ST SAGINAW MI 48601‐1514
TULLOS, RAY B 3271 ELMERS DR SAGINAW MI 48601‐6916
TULLOS, SHIRLEY J 3271 ELMERS DR SAGINAW MI 48601‐6916
TULLOS, THEOJUANA 49367 CLINTON TERRACE DR MACOMB MI 48044‐9704
TULLOS, THEOJUANA M 49367 CLINTON TERRACE DR MACOMB MI 48044‐9704
TULLOS, TORRI L 49367 CLINTON TERRACE DR MACOMB MI 48044‐9704
TULLOS, TRAVIS F 577 VZCR 1208 CANTON TX 75103
TULLOS, VERNON R 437 CHARLESTON LN LAWRENCEVILLE GA 30045‐5607
TULLOUS JR, FERMAN L 271 HOLLY RD FRANKLIN TX 77856‐5633
TULLSEN, B R 17271 N 87TH AVE APT 1052 PEORIA AZ 85382‐2781
TULLY CLOUD 6048 TURNER HILL RD WOODSTOCK GA 30188‐1984
TULLY III, JOHN J 2563 COUNTRY SIDE DR FLEMING ISLAND FL 32003‐4972
TULLY JAMES (470667) CLIMACO LEFKOWITZ PECA WILCOX & 

GAROFOLI
1228 EUCLID AVE , HALLE BLDG 9TH FL CLEVELAND OH 44115

TULLY LAWRENCE R (452781) WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. 180 MAIDEN LANE NEW YORK NY 10038
TULLY MICHAEL (448337) BEVAN & ASSOCIATES 10360 NORTHFIELD ROAD , BEVAN 

PROFESSIONAL BLDG
NORTHFIELD OH 44067

TULLY MICHAEL (448338) BEVAN & ASSOCIATES 10360 NORTHFIELD ROAD , BEVAN 
PROFESSIONAL BLDG

NORTHFIELD OH 44067

TULLY SULLIVAN 3203 DORITHAN RD BALTIMORE MD 21215‐7501
TULLY SUSAN 7437 A1A S SAINT AUGUSTINE FL 32080‐8202
TULLY THOMAS TULLY, MELISA KIMMEL & SILVERMAN PC 1930 E MARLTON PIKE SUITE Q29 CHERRY HILL NJ 08003
TULLY THOMAS TULLY, THOMAS 1930 E MARLTON PIKE SUITE Q29 CHERRY HILL NJ 08003
TULLY THOMAS (431476) THALER STEVEN 115 BROADWAY FRNT 3 NEW YORK NY 10006‐1638
TULLY, ALBERT M 5464 NORTHWAY RD PLEASANTON CA 94566‐5447
TULLY, BLANCHE APT 214 5000 WEST 75TH AVENUE WESTMINSTER CO 80030‐4655
TULLY, EDWARD J 24619 SCOTT BLVD OLMSTED FALLS OH 44138‐3804
TULLY, EDWARD J 414 GARDENIA AVE ROYAL OAK MI 48067‐3647
TULLY, GORDON E APT 214 5000 WEST 75TH AVENUE WESTMINSTER CO 80030‐4655
TULLY, JANE K 1302 CHIMNEY ROCK DR ROANOKE TX 76262‐9313
TULLY, JUDITH A 7374 OAKSTONE DR CLARKSTON MI 48348‐4761
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