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RESPONSE OF DEBTORS TO FEE EXAMINER’S APPLICATION
TO AUTHORIZE EXTENDED RETENTION OF THE STUART MAUE FIRM
AS CONSULTANT TO THE FEE EXAMINER AS OF MARCH 8, 2010

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

Motors Liquidation Company (f/k/a General Motors Corporation) and its
affiliated debtors, as debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™), as and for their
Response to the Application by the Fee Examiner to authorize the extended retention and
employment of Stuart Mane as consultant to the Fee Examiner, dated Aprii 2, 2010 (tiie

“Application”) [Docket No. 5431], respectfully represent:
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1. The Application contains insufficient information to determine
whether the relief requested is warranted. Rather than setting forth specific facts to
support the retroactive extension of Stuart Maue’s services, the Application simply
provides conclusory statements that such relief i's in the best interests of the Debtors’
estates.

2. For example, the Application states that “Stuart Maue has
demonstrated the value of its contribution to the work of the Fee Examiner and,
ultimately, to the U.S. Trustee and this Court.” (App. at 2.) But it does not provide any
description of the actual services Stuart Maue has performed, the benefit of such services
to these estates, or the amount of fees and expenses incurred to date with respect to the
services Stuart Maue has been authorized to perform as well as the services for which
retroactive approval is sought.

3. In the absence of this information, the Debtors submit that there is
no way to properly assess and evaluate the relief requested in the Application, whether
the fees and expenses associated therewith are justified, and Whether the “extended

employment of Stuart Maue is in the best interest of the Debtors’ estates.” (App.§ 13.)



4. Accordingly, the Debtors submit the relief should not be granted in
the absence of a hearing where the Ceurt andrali parties in interest wiil have.an
appropriate opportunity to consider the relief sought.

WHEREFORE the Debtors respectfully request that the Application be
held in abeyance until a hearing is held to consider whether the relief requested in the
Application is in the best interests of the Debtors’ estates and that the Debtors be granted
such other and further relief as is just.

Dated: New York, New York

April 19, 2010

{s/ Stephen Karotkin
Harvey R. Miller
Stephen Karotkin
Joseph H. Smolinsky
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Attorneys for Debtors
and Debtors in Possession



