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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

_______________________________________ 
  ) 
In re:  ) Chapter 11 
  )   
Adelphia Communications Corp.,  ) Case No. 02-41729 (SHL) 
  )  
 Debtor.  )  
_______________________________________) 

 
OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAN 

ADMINISTRATOR’S MOTION FOR (I) FINAL 
DECREE CLOSING THE DEBTOR’S CHAPTER 11 CASE 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 350(a) OF THE BANKRUPTCY 

CODE AND BANKRUPTCY RULE 3022, (II) TERMINATING 
CLAIMS AND NOTICING AGENT, AND (III) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF 

Development Specialists, Inc., in its capacity as Plan Administrator (the “Plan 

Administrator”) for Adelphia Communications Corporation, as debtor in the above-captioned case 

(the “Debtor”) hereby files this omnibus reply (the “Reply”) in support of Plan Administrator’s 

Motion for (I) Final Decree Closing the Debtor’s Chapter 11 Case Pursuant to Section 350(a) of 

the Bankruptcy Code and Bankruptcy Rule 3022, (II) Terminating Claims and Noticing Agent, and 

(III) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 14994] (the “Motion”)1 and in response to the objections 

 
1  Capitalized terms used but not defined in this Reply have the meanings given them in the Motion. 
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filed by Mr. Mapin Desai [Docket No. 14887] and Mr. Patrick Foote [Docket No. 14886] (each, 

an “Objection” and together “Objections”).  In support of the Motion, the Plan Administrator 

respectfully submits the Declaration of Thomas P. Jeremiassen in Support of the Plan 

Administrator’s Motion for (I) Final Decree Closing the Debtor’s Chapter 11 Case Pursuant to 

Section 350(a) of the Bankruptcy Code and Bankruptcy Rule 3022, (II) Terminating Claims and 

Noticing Agent, and (III) Granting Related Relief, attached hereto as Exhibit A (the “Jeremiassen 

Declaration”), and respectfully states as follows: 

REPLY 

1. The Objections attempt to forestall the conclusion of this case, but neither objecting 

party has standing or any real basis to do so.  To the extent the objecting parties held stock in the 

Debtors prior to the Effective Date, such interests were either cancelled pursuant to the Plan 

(Plan § 8.6) and were not entitled to any distribution (Plan § 2.4), or are not entitled to a recovery 

ahead of senior creditors. 

2. Additionally, on their merits, each of the arguments made in the Objections is 

unfounded.  At base, Mr. Desai continues to raise arguments about missing assets, circumventing 

distribution priority, and “ignoring” prior rulings and established laws that the Court has 

considered and overruled on multiple occasions in the past.  And, Mr. Foote asserts a similar 

argument regarding “hidden assets” that this Court has addressed and overruled.   

3. As this Court may recall, Mr. Desai is a serial objector.  Since 2013, Mr. Desai and 

certain family members have filed approximately sixty (60) objections or letters on the docket.  To 

date, the Court has overruled each of Mr. Desai’s objections to the various motions filed in this 

case, including: (i) in 2013, when the Court overruled Mr. Desai’s objection to the Debtors’ motion 

seeking clarification of certain ambiguities in their confirmed chapter 11 plan [Docket No. 14592]; 

(ii) in 2015, when the Court approved the Trust’s motion seeking to further extend the term of the 
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Trust and approving certain wind-down steps [Docket No. 14631]; (iii) in 2017, when the Court 

entered an order regarding numerous letters filed by Mr. Desai regarding the lack of distributions 

to shareholders and finding that there was “no basis for it to take action” [Docket No. 14670]; (iv) 

in 2019, when the Court so-ordered the stipulation and order approving a successor plan 

administrator [Docket No. 14762]; and (v) in 2020, when the Court entered an order authorizing 

the Debtors to pay off the Tow Note [Docket No. 14803].  Annexed hereto as Exhibit B through 

Exhibit F are transcripts from the relevant hearings relating to the above, if applicable (sub-clauses 

(i), (ii) and (iv) above), a related letter to the Court addressing certain of these matters (sub-clause 

(iii) above), and this Court’s order addressing a related matter (sub-clause (v) above). 

4. These prior objections overlap with many of Mr. Desai’s current objections and 

primarily relate to his arguments that: (i) the relief sought was in circumvention of a June 17, 2008 

decision by Judge Lawrence McKenna and a May 26, 2010 decision by the Second Circuit Court 

of Appeals; (ii) the relief sought was in violation of the so-called New York and Pennsylvania out 

of pocket rules; (iii) the relief sought disregarded the distribution waterfall provided for under the 

Plan; and (iv) there are billions of dollars of hidden assets. 

5. As the Court noted at past hearings with respect to Mr. Desai’s prior objections: 

[M]uch of what you have here is a repeat of objections [Mr. Desai] filed in this case 
numerous times, that Judge Gerber has dealt with before and that I dealt with, as 
well, in 2017 (See June 13, 2019 Hr’g Tr. 16:2-5); and 

As to the objection, the primary objections that been provided by Mr. Desai is a 
repeat of objections he’s made stretching back for some time, including 2013, 2017, 
with his argument that it’s clear that all creditors of Adelphia have been paid what 
they are due.  That was rejected by Judge Gerber, who had the case from its 
inception, and it was also rejected by me in 2017, when it was brought before me. 
There was no appeal of my order in 2017.  That’s all law of the case, res judicata, 
collateral estoppel; whatever legal label you would like to put on it (See id. at 20:9-
18). 

For the same reasons these objections were rejected then, they should be rejected now.    
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Further, as if the Court’s prior rulings are not justification enough to overrule Mr. Desai’s repeated 

arguments, Mr. Desai’s current Objection lacks evidentiary support.  Along these lines, Mr. Desai 

continues to ignore each of the post-confirmation status reports signed under penalty of perjury, 

which provide information about the steps taken to execute the Plan and existing balances of assets 

and liabilities.  As this Court is aware, in 2025, Adelphia entered into the Tow settlement, which 

brought several millions of dollars into the estate.  See Docket No. 14803.  This money was 

distributed in accordance with the approved waterfall and as of March 31, 2026, just under 

$900,000 remained to make a final distribution and winddown the estate.  See Docket No. 14881.   

6. Similar to Mr. Desai, Mr. Foote also argues that there are “hidden assets.”  No 

evidence supports this claim.  To the contrary, the Debtor has demonstrated that it has less than 

$900,000 in remaining assets as of March 31, 2026.  See Jeremiassen Declaration.  Additionally, 

this Court has explicitly addressed this assertion in the past and found it has no merit.  See June 

13, 2019 Hr’g Tr. 21:18-21 (“[T]he trial made very clear what’s left in the case and the particular 

issues that need to be pursued, those were all explained very clear by all parties.”).   

7. For the reasons set forth above, the Plan Administrator respectfully submits that the 

Objections should be overruled.  

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, the Plan Administrator respectfully requests that the Court overrule the 

Objections and approve the Motion.   

Dated:  May 27, 2026 
New York, New York 

WILLKIE FARR & GALLAGHER LLP 

By:   /s/ Matthew A. Feldman 
Matthew A. Feldman 
Betsy L. Feldman  
Alex M. Bisogno 
787 Seventh Avenue 
New York, New York 10019 
Telephone:  (212) 728-8000 
Facsimile:  (212) 728-8111 
mfeldman@willkie.com 
bfeldman@willkie.com 
abisogno@willkie.com 

Counsel to the Plan Administrator 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

_______________________________________ 
  ) 
In re:  ) Chapter 11 
  )   
Adelphia Communications Corp.,  ) Case No. 02-41729 (SHL) 
  )  
 Debtor.  )  
_______________________________________) 

 
DECLARATION OF THOMAS P. JEREMIASSEN IN SUPPORT 
OF THE PLAN ADMINISTRATOR’S MOTION FOR (I) FINAL 

DECREE CLOSING THE DEBTOR’S CHAPTER 11 CASE 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 350(a) OF THE BANKRUPTCY 

CODE AND BANKRUPTCY RULE 3022, (II) TERMINATING 
CLAIMS AND NOTICING AGENT, AND (III) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF 

I, Thomas P. Jeremiassen, hereby declare, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, as follows: 

1. Following the “Effective Date” of the First Modified Fifth Amended Joint Chapter 

11 Plan for Adelphia Communications Corporation and Certain of its Affiliated Debtors (the 

“Plan”), a Plan Administrator (the “Plan Administrator”) was appointed as the presiding officer 

and the sole governor for each debtor that was jointly administered under the above-captioned 

case, including Adelphia Communications Corporation (the “Debtor”).  On August 14, 2019, 

Development Specialists, Inc. (“DSI”) was appointed to serve as the successor Plan Administrator 

for the Debtor. 

2. I am a Senior Managing Director at DSI, located at 333 S. Grand Avenue Suite 

4100, Los Angeles, California 90071.  I am duly authorized to make this declaration (the 

“Declaration”) on behalf of the Plan Administrator.  Since DSI’s appointment as successor Plan 

Administrator, I have been consistently involved in or am familiar with the Debtor’s wind-down 

activities following the Effective Date of the Plan.  In such capacity, I became familiar with the 

financial affairs of the Debtor.   
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3. I submit this declaration in support of the accompanying reply (the “Reply”)2 of the

Plan Administrator.  Unless otherwise stated in this Declaration, I have personal knowledge of the 

facts hereinafter set forth. 

4. The Debtor has filed seventy-seven post-confirmation status reports to keep this

Court, creditors, and parties in interest, apprised of the Debtor’s assets and liabilities, as well as 

ongoing efforts in connection with consummation of the Plan.  

5. As seen in the seventy-seventh post-confirmation status report (the “77th PCSR”),

the remaining balance of cash held by the Debtor is less than $900,000. 

6. The Debtor does not have access to any other assets besides those described in the

77th PCSR. 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 

United States that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated:  May 27, 2026 
 Coudersport, Pennsylvania 

Respectfully submitted, 

Adelphia Communications Corporation 
By: Development Specialists, Inc. 
Title: Plan Administrator 

By:   /s/ Thomas P. Jeremiassen 
Name:  Thomas P. Jeremiassen 
Title: Senior Managing Director 

2  Capitalized terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Reply. 
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10/21/2013 Hearing Transcript filed at Docket No. 14587
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9/9/2015 Hearing Transcript filed at Docket No. 14627 
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Exhibit D 

6/13/2019 Hearing Transcript filed at Docket No. 14765
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Exhibit E 

1/12/2017 Letter filed at Docket No. 14654 
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KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & FRIEDMAN LLP 

1633 BROADWAY 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10019-6799 

212-506-1700 
	

ATLANTA 

ROBERT M. NOVICK 
	

HOUSTON 
212-506-1758 
	

FACSIMILE: 212-506-1800 	 NEWARK 

SAN FRANCISCO 

January 12, 2017 

Via ECF Filing and Federal Express 
Honorable Sean H. Lane 
United States Bankruptcy Court 
Southern District of New York 
One Bowling Green 
New York, New York 10004-1408 

Re: 	In re Adelphia Communications Corp., et al., Case No. 02-41729 (SHL) 

Dear Judge Lane: 

We are counsel for the Adelphia Recovery Trust (the "ART") and write, in accordance 
with your chambers' request, to respond to the letter of Mapin Desai dated October 10, 2016 and 
docketed October 14, 2016 [Docket No. 14652]. 

The ART was formed pursuant to the confirmed First Modified Fifth Amended Joint 
Chapter 11 Plan of Reorganization (the "Plan") for the purpose of prosecuting various causes of 
action transferred to the ART pursuant to the Plan and distributing the net proceeds to Adelphia 
stakeholders that received interests in the ART under the Plan. The Plan became effective on 
February 13, 2007. 

There are approximately $4.9 billion in principal of unpaid creditor interests in the ART. 
In addition, there are over $1 billion of accrued dividends to which creditor holders of ART 
interests would become entitled if the ART had sufficient assets to pay principal amounts in full. 
The most recently published balance sheet for the ART reflects that, after prior distributions 
totaling approximately $295 million, less than $20 million of net assets remain in the ART as of 
September 30, 2016. At a hearing held on September 9, 2015, Judge Gerber authorized the 
cancellation of junior interests in the ART, including those issued to holders of pre-petition 
equity interests, because they were definitively "out of the money" by billions of dollars. See 
Docket Nos 14627, 14631. Therefore, Mr. Desai, as a putative "Adelphia stockholder," has no 
legal or economic interest in the ART. 

The ART issues written "Quarterly Updates" that are publicly available and contain, 
among other things, financial statements for the ART, and updates regarding the status of causes 
of action and other pertinent matters. The Quarterly Updates also contain a chart summarizing 
the distributions (the "Distribution Summary") that have been made by the ART in accordance 
with the waterfall that was established by the Plan and orders of the Court. The Distribution 
Summary contained in the Quarterly Update for the quarter ended June 30, 2016, about which 
Mr. Desai complains, contains exactly the same information as the Distribution Summary in the 
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KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & FRIEDMAN LLP 

Honorable Sean H. Lane 
January 12, 2017 
Page 2 

prior Quarterly Update for the quarter ended March 31, 2016, and the subsequent Quarterly 
Update for the quarter ended September 30, 2016. However, one of the Distribution Summaries 
does not contain the redundant legend "ART Distribution Waterfall Chart" above the chart. 

We are unable to comprehend how Mr. Desai came to conclude that this meaningless 
variation indicates a scheme to "smuggle $6 billion" — or projects any conduct of any kind 
whatsoever. Putting aside that there are no billions of dollars, the ART has not changed the 
distribution priorities established a decade ago by the Plan and its ancillary documents, and 
nothing in the Quarterly Update or any other document suggests otherwise. The ART intends to 
continue to make distributions in accordance with the confirmed Plan to the extent assets become 
available for distribution. 

This is but the latest of many frivolous objections and letters that Mr. Desai and his 
family have sent to the Court. Judge Gerber previously explained to Mr. Desai that he is badly 
misconstruing prior orders entered in Adelphia proceedings, but Mr. Desai has declined to take 
heed. Insofar as no affirmative relief has been requested, and certainly no facts exist to warrant 
any, we respectfully suggest that no action by the Court with respect to Mr. Desai's October 10 
letter is required or appropriate. We will of course stand available to address any questions or 
concerns the Court may have. 

Respectfully submitted, 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES 
& FRIEDMAN LLP 

By:  /s/ Robert M Novick  

Robert M. Novick 

cc: 	Mapin Desai (computervalidation@yahoo.com) 
Paul V. Shalhoub, Counsel for Reorganized Debtors (pshalhoub@willkie.com) 

02-41729-shl    Doc 14654    Filed 01/12/17    Entered 01/12/17 15:42:35    Main Document
      Pg 2 of 2

02-41729-shl    Doc 14888-5    Filed 05/27/26    Entered 05/27/26 15:43:31    Exhibit E 
Pg 3 of 3



Exhibit F 

Order Entered on 10/7/2020 at Docket No. 14803 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

In re 

Adelphia Communications Corporation, et al., 

Debtors. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Chapter 11 Cases 

Case No. 02-41729 (SHL) 

Jointly Administered 

 
ORDER AUTHORIZING (I) DEBTORS TO PAY OFF TOW NOTE,  
(II) DEBTORS TO PAY TRUST EXPENSES FOLLOWING FINAL 

LIQUIDATING DISTRIBUTION AND (III) CERTAIN PROCEDURES 
RELATING TO TRUST’S FINAL LIQUIDATING DISTRIBUTION AND 

FUTURE PLAN DISTRIBUTIONS  

Upon the motion (the “Motion”) of the debtors in the above-captioned cases (the 

“Debtors”) and the Adelphia Recovery Trust (the “Trust”) for entry of an order pursuant to 11 

U.S.C. §§ 105(a) and 1142, the terms of the First Modified Fifth Amended Joint Chapter 11 Plan 

for Adelphia Communications Corporation and Certain of its Affiliated Debtors, dated January 

3, 2007 (the “Plan”), and the January 5, 2007 order confirming the Plan (the “Confirmation 

Order”), authorizing:  (i) the Debtors to pay off the Tow Note; (ii) the Debtors to pay Trust 

expenses following the Final Liquidating Distribution; and (iii) certain Final Distribution 

Procedures relating to the Trust’s Final Liquidating Distribution and future Plan distributions by 

the Debtors; and it appearing that reasonable and proper notice of the Motion has been given, 

and no other or further notice being necessary or required; and an objection to the Motion having 

been filed by Mapin Desai, Ph.D. [Docket No. 14795] (the “Objection”); and the Debtors and the 

Trust having filed a reply to the Objection [Docket No. 14798] (the “Reply”); and the Court 

having found after reviewing the Motion, the Objection and the Reply, and having heard the 

representations and arguments made the hearing conducted on the Motion on October 1, 2020, 

that the relief requested in the Motion is proper and in the best interest of the Debtors and the 

02-41729-shl    Doc 14803    Filed 10/07/20    Entered 10/07/20 09:45:02    Main Document
Pg 1 of 2

02-41729-shl    Doc 14888-6    Filed 05/27/26    Entered 05/27/26 15:43:31    Exhibit F 
Pg 2 of 3



2 

Trust; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause appearing therefore, it is, for the reasons set 

forth on the record at the hearing, 

ORDERED that the Motion is granted to the extent set forth herein; and it is further 

ORDERED that the Objection is overruled on the merits; and it is further 

ORDERED that capitalized terms used but not defined herein have the meanings given 

them in the Motion; and it is further 

ORDERED that the Debtors are authorized to pay off the Tow Note; and it is further 

ORDERED that the Debtors are authorized to pay Trust expenses after its Final 

Liquidating Distribution; and it is further 

ORDERED that the Final Distribution Procedures are approved; and it is further 

ORDERED that this Court shall retain jurisdiction over all matters arising from or related 

to this Order or the Motion. 

  
Dated: New York, New York 
 October 7, 2020 

 

  
 /s/ Sean H. Lane 
 THE HONORABLE SEAN H. LANE 
 UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE 
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