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Attorneys for St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd.,  
St. Luke’s Regional Medical Center, Ltd.,  
Chris Roth, Natasha Erickson, M.D., and  
Tracy Jungman, NP 
 

IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH 
 

In Re:    

AMMON EDWARD BUNDY, 

                      Debtor. 

 

Case No. 24-23530-WTT  
 
Chapter 7  
 

 

ST. LUKE’S CREDITORS’ OBJECTION TO DEBTOR’S CLAIMED EXEMPTIONS 
 

Pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 4003(b), St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd., St. Luke’s 

Regional Medical Center, Ltd., Chris Roth, Natasha D. Erickson, M.D., and Tracy W. Jungman, 
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NP (the “St. Luke’s Creditors”), by and through their attorneys, Holland & Hart LLP, object to 

Debtor’s Claims of Exemption as follows. 

RELEVANT FACTS 

1. On August 29, 2023, the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the State 

of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada (the “Idaho Court”) entered a judgment in excess of $50 

million (“St. Luke’s Judgment”) in favor of the St. Luke’s Creditors and against Debtor Ammon 

Edward Bundy (the “Debtor”). A copy of the judgment is attached as Ex. 1.  

2.  St. Luke’s Judgment was the culmination of a 15-month lawsuit addressing 

Debtor’s defamatory remarks about the St. Luke’s Creditors, including his malicious and 

unfounded allegations that they made an infant sick and infected the infant with a disease as part 

of a child trafficking scheme. See id.  

3. Prior to moving to Utah in or about November 2023, the Debtor resided at 4615 

Harvest Lane, Emmett, Idaho 83617 (the “Harvest Lane House”). Hoping to shield the Harvest 

Lane House from his creditors, the Debtor and his wife, Lisa Bundy, had conveyed the Harvest 

Lane House by warranty deed to White Barn Enterprises, LLC (“White Barn”) on or about 

December 5, 2022.1 That conveyance was for a small fraction of the fair market value of the 

house and thus subject to a fraudulent conveyance action. In December 2023, White Barn 

conveyed the Harvest Lane House to one of the St. Luke’s Creditors to settle the fraudulent 

conveyance claim.2 

4. On July 17, 2024 (the “Petition Date”), the Debtor initiated the above-captioned 

case by filing pro se a petition for relief under Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Code. See Dkt. 1. 

 
1 A true and complete copy of the corresponding recorded deed is attached hereto as Ex. 2. 
 
2 A true and complete copy of the corresponding recorded deed is attached hereto as Ex. 3. 
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5. On that same day, the Debtor filed a Statement of Financial Affairs (“SOFA”), 

declaring that from March 17, 2015 through November 7, 2023, he lived at the Harvest Lane 

House. See Debtor’s Statement of Financial Affairs (“SOFA”), Part 1 Q. 2, Dkt. 5 at 3.  

6. On September 3, 2024, the Debtor filed his amended Schedule C, purporting to 

claim an exemption on two residences, both of which appear to be the Harvest Lane House.3 See 

Dkt. 19 at pgs. 11-12 

7. The Debtor also claims 10 other categories of property as exempt, including two 

sets of nonitemized “tools” valued at $25,000 each; a safe; $4,000 in cash; a $25,000 Ford 

expedition; a $45,000 Ford F250; a personal computer; nonitemized “guns” worth approximately 

$3,000.00; nonitemized “appliances [and] furniture” worth $15,000; and clothing. See id.  

ARGUMENT 

I. THE DEBTOR IS NOT ENTITLED TO ANY OF THE EXEMPTIONS AS 
CLAIMED. 

8. The Debtor’s claimed exemptions fail for at least three alternative reasons.  

9. First, the Debtor is not entitled to any federal exemptions under 11 U.S.C. § 522 

as he claims in his Schedule C.  Under § 522(b)(2), a debtor may exempt certain property from 

the bankruptcy estate “unless the State law that is applicable to the debtor under [subsection 

522(b)(3)(A)] specifically does not so authorize.” Id. at §522(b)(2). Here, depending on when he 

actually moved to Utah, either Idaho law or Utah law applies. See id. at § 522(b)(3)(A). But both 

Idaho and Utah have opted out of the federal exemptions. See Utah Code Ann. § 78B-5-513 

 
3 Cf. Schedule C, Dkt. 19 at pg. 11 (claiming as exempt a “Resident” [sic] valued at 
$1,150,000.00); id. at pg. 12 (apparently claiming as exempt a second “Residence” valued at 
$1,400,000.00). The declarations appear to be duplicates referencing the same property, i.e., the 
Harvest Lane House, because both reference Line 1.1. of Schedule A, which identifies the 
Harvest Lane House by address. See id.  
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(2024) (“An individual may not exempt from the property of the estate in any bankruptcy 

proceeding the property specified in Subsection (d) of Section 522 of the Bankruptcy Reform 

Act (Public Law 95-598), unless the individual is a nonresident of this state and has been for the 

180 days immediately preceding filing for bankruptcy”);4 see also, Idaho Code § 11-609 (“In any 

federal bankruptcy proceeding, an individual debtor may exempt from property of the estate only 

such property as is specified under the laws of this state”).5 Thus, the Debtor’s reliance on 

federal exemptions dooms his claims of exemption regardless of whether his exemptions were to 

be determined under Idaho or Utah law. Accordingly, all of Debtor’s claimed exemptions must 

be disallowed.   

10. Second, the Debtor is not entitled to a homestead exemption on the Harvest Lane 

House because he neither owned, nor resided in, that house as of the Petition Date. See 11 U.S.C. 

§ 522(d)(1) (exempting “the debtor’s aggregate interest” in real property up to a certain amount) 

(emphasis added);6 see also, Idaho Code §11-602(1)-(2) (providing that exemptions may only be 

claimed by a “resident,” meaning only “an individual who intends to maintain his home in” the 

State of Idaho) (emphasis added); see also, Idaho Code 11-601(1) (an “individual” means “a 

natural person and not an artificial person such as a corporation, partnership, or other entity 

created by law”). Here, the Debtor did not have any interest in the Harvest Lane House because 

 
4 See also, In re Villescas, 632 B.R. 223, 232 (Bankr. D. Utah 2021) (“Utah has chosen to opt out 
of the federal exemptions, precluding the Debtors from claiming exemptions under § 522(d) and 
requiring them to claim exemptions under applicable Utah law”). 
 
5 See also, In re Zent, 646 B.R. 910, 913 (Bankr. Idaho 2022) (“Because Idaho has opted-out of 
the federal exemptions, Idaho’s exemption laws are applicable in Debtor’s case”). 
  
6 To the extent the Utah exemptions apply, then the Harvest Lane House does not qualify for a 
homestead exemption because, among other things, he did not own it as of the Petition Date and 
it is not located in the State of Utah. See Utah Code Ann. § 78B-5-503(2)(a) (“An individual is 
entitled to a homestead exemption consisting of property in this state . . .”).  
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as of the Petition Date, one of the St. Luke’s Creditors owned it. See Ex. 3. And even before the 

St. Luke’s Creditors acquired the Harvest Lane House, the Debtor could not claim a homestead 

exemption on that property because as early as 2022, the Debtor and his wife had transferred its 

title to White Barn Enterprises, LLC – “an artificial person” whose property is not entitled to an 

exemption under Idaho law.7 See Ex. 2. Moreover, the Debtor has not resided at the Harvest 

Lane House since at least November 2023, as he admits in his SOFA. See Dkt. 5 at 3. In short, 

the Debtor’s homestead exemption fails because he cannot claim a homestead exemption in a 

property he does not own in a state in which he does not live. The claimed homestead exemption 

must be denied. 

11. Third, the balance of the exemptions the Debtor claims suffer from multiple 

deficiencies. For example, the Debtor claims an exemption in a “safe” that he does not identify in 

his schedule of assets. The Debtor also asserts an exemption in two motor vehicles, whereas all 

possibly applicable laws only allow debtors to exempt the value of a single vehicle up to a 

certain amount.8 And the Debtor claims an exemption in “guns” worth several thousand dollars 

despite having publicly admitted that he was unable to legally purchase any firearms.9 The St. 

Luke’s Creditors object to any exemptions claimed on property that the Debtor acquired 

illegally.  

 
7 See Idaho Code §11-601(1).  
 
8 See e.g., 11 U.S.C. § 522(d)(2) (exempting up to $4,450 of the debtor’s interest in “one motor 
vehicle”) (emphasis added); Idaho Code § 11-605(3) (allowing “an exemption of one (1) motor 
vehicle to the extent of value not exceeding” $10,000) (emphasis added); Utah Code Ann. §78B-
5-506(3)(b) (“An individual is entitled to an exemption, not exceeding $3,000 in value, of one 
motor vehicle”) (emphasis added).  
 
9 https://www.boisestatepublicradio.org/news/2019-09-05/ammon-bundy-fails-background-
check-to-get-a-gun-then-it-gets-complicated (accessed September 5, 2024).  
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12. In sum, the Debtor is not entitled to any of the exemptions he has claimed because 

he has not invoked the proper exemption statute, is not entitled to an exemption over property he 

does not own, including the Harvest Lane House, and has not properly supported his claims 

regarding the balance of the personal property he identifies in Schedule C.  

WHEREFORE, the St. Luke’s Parties pray that the Court deny all of the Debtor’s 

claimed of exemptions. 

Dated September 16, 2024. 

HOLLAND & HART LLP 
 
 
By:/s/ Erik F. Stidham  

Erik F. Stidham, of the firm  
Robert A. Faucher, of the firm 

 
HOLLAND & HART LLP 
 
 
By:/s/ Engels J. Tejeda  

Darren G. Reid, of the firm  
Engels J. Tejeda, of the firm 
Ben D. Passy, for the firm 
Attorneys for the St. Luke’s Creditors 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on September 16, 2024, I filed the foregoing electronically through 
the CM/ECF system, which caused the following parties or counsel to be served by electronic 
means, as more fully reflected on the Notice of Electronic Filing. I further certify that where 
indicated, I served the parties or counsel by First Class Mail, U.S. postage prepaid on the same 
date: 

Ammon Edward Bundy, pro se   
P.O. Box 1062  
Cedar City, UT  84721  
 

  U.S. First Class Mail – postage prepaid  
 

 
Mark C. Rose, Trustee  
McKay, Burton & Thurman, P.C.  
trustee@mbt-law.com  



 
U.S. Trustee  
USTPRegion19.SK.ECF@usdoj.gov  



 
 



  

/s/ Engels J. Tejeda  
 of Holland & Hart LLP  
 

32868276_v1 
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