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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

WEST PALM BEACH DIVISION 

www.flsb.uscourts.gov 

 

 

In re:        CHAPTER 11  

 

PALM BEACH FINANCE PARTNERS, L.P.,  Case No. 09-36379-PGH 

PALM BEACH FINANCE II, L.P.,    Case No. 09-36396-PGH 

           (Jointly Administered) 

 Debtors. 

______________________________________/                                       

 

PBF I LIQUIDATING TRUSTEE’S MOTION FOR APPROVAL 

OF SETTLEMENT WITH JOSEPH A. UMBACH AND ZCALL, LLC 

 

 

Any interested party who fails to file and serve a 

written response to this motion within 21 days 

after the date of service stated in this motion 

shall, pursuant to Local Rule 9013-1(D), be 

deemed to have consented to the entry of an 

order in the form attached to this motion.  Any 

scheduled hearing may then be cancelled. 

 Barry E. Mukamal, in his capacity as liquidating trustee (the “PBF I Liquidating 

Trustee”) for the Palm Beach Finance Partners Liquidating Trust (the “PBF I Trust”)
1
, by and 

through undersigned counsel, and pursuant to Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9019, seeks an Order from this 

Court approving a settlement of claims that could be asserted by the PBF I Trust against Joseph 

A. Umbach individually (“Mr. Umbach”), ZCALL, LLC (“ZCALL”), Toledo Fund, LLC 

(“Tolledo Fund”), and SCALL, LLC (“SCALL”, and together with Mr. Umbach, “Umbach”).  

In support of this relief, the PBF I Liquidating Trustee states the following: 

 

 

                                                 
1
  Barry E. Mukamal is also the liquidating trustee (the “PBF II Liquidating Trustee”) for 

and the Palm Beach Finance Partners II Liquidating Trust (the “PBF II Trust,” and collectively 

with the PBF I Trust, the “Liquidating Trusts”). 
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I. Factual Background 

 

A. The Pre-Petition Activities of the Debtors 

 

1. The Liquidating Trusts are the successors to Palm Beach Finance Partners, L.P. 

(“PBF I”) and Palm Beach Finance II, L.P. (“PBF II”, and collectively with PBF I, the 

“Debtors”).  Prepetition, the Debtors operated as hedge funds and were managed and directed 

through two related entities, Palm Beach Capital Management, L.P. (“PBCMLP”) and Palm 

Beach Capital Management, LLC (“PBCMLLC,” and, together with PBCMLP, the 

“Management Entities”).  The Management Entities were, in turn, wholly-owned and controlled 

by David Harrold (“Harrold”) and Bruce Prevost (“Prevost”). 

2. The Debtors were formed to lend monies in purchase financing transactions 

supposedly brokered by Thomas Petters and his company, Petters Company, Inc. (“PCI”) in the 

consumer goods business.  The idea was that the Debtors and other lenders would supply bridge 

financing to PCI and then later, once goods were received by a particular big box retailer, the 

retailer would remit the payment to the lender or PCI.   

3. In reality, the Debtors’ investments in PCI were worthless - PCI’s purchase and 

financing transactions were fictitious and part of an elaborate, multi-billion dollar ponzi scheme 

perpetrated by Mr. Petters, Deanna Munson a/k/a Deanna Coleman, Robert White and others.  

No retailer ever made any payment on the purchase and sale of goods because the deals never 

existed. 

4. On September 24, 2008, federal agents raided Mr. Petters’ offices. Thereafter, Mr. 

Petters’ companies were placed into federal receivership.  Ultimately, Mr. Petters was convicted 

of his crimes and sentenced to 50 years in prison.  Other persons complicit in the fraud were 

sentenced to prison sentences as well.  
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5. On November 30, 2009 (“Petition Date”), the Debtors each commenced a 

Chapter 11 bankruptcy case by filing a voluntary petition for relief under Chapter 11 of the 

Bankruptcy Code in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of Florida 

(“Bankruptcy Court”). 

6. On October 21, 2010, the Bankruptcy Court entered its Order Confirming Second 

Amended Plan of Liquidation [ECF No. 444], creating the Liquidating Trusts and appointing the 

Liquidating Trustee as liquidating trustee. 

B. Transfers from PBF I to PBF II that Trustee Contends were for the Benefit of Umbach 

7. On September 5, 2007, PBF I wire transferred $5,787,241.64 to PBF II (the 

“September 5
th

 Transfer”).  On October 25, 2007, PBF I wire transferred another $304,447.64 to 

PBF II (collectively with the September 5
th

 Transfer, the “Transfers”).  PBF I made the 

Transfers in order to effectuate a requested transfer of an investor position in PBF I to PBF II, 

i.e. PFB I Investor No. 243C.  The underlying investment in PBF I with respect to PFF I 

Investment No. 243C was $5 million.  Therefore, the Transfers totaling $6,091,669.28 consisted 

of the $5 million investment, and $1,091,669.28 of profits.  

8. The PBF I Liquidating Trustee contends that Umbach was the entity for whose 

benefit the Transfers were made, and as such, the Transfers could be avoided and then recovered 

from Umbach under 11 U.S.C. §550(a).  Therefore, the PBF I Liquidating Trustee believes that 

he has potential claims against Umbach for the recovery of the Transfers (the “PBF I Claims”).  

9. Umbach disputes the PBF I Liquidating Trustee’s contention, and argues that not 

only would the PBF I Liquidating Trustee not be able to avoid the Transfers, he would not able 

to recover them from Umbach under 11 U.S.C. §550 because Umbach neither received the 
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Transfers nor were they made for his benefit.  Therefore, Umbach contends that he has no 

liability at all with respect to the PBF I Claims. 

10. In order to try and resolve the issues in connection with the PBF I Claims and 

Umbach’s position, the Parties participated in a mediation on November 7, 2012 (the 

“Mediation”), at which the Parties were able to reach a settlement of the PBF I Claims. In 

addition, the settlement they reached would also have provided for the release by the PBF II 

Trust of any claims that it might potentially have against Umbach, and Umbach would have 

released the PBF II Trust from any claims that they might have against the PBF II Trust.   

11. Nevertheless, the agreement reached at the Mediation required the approval of 

this Court, as well as the approval of Geoffrey Varga, in his capacity as Trust Monitor for the 

Palm Beach Finance II Liquidating Trust.  However, because the PBF II Liquidating Trustee was 

not able to obtain the requisite approval, subsequent to the Mediation, the Parties, with the 

assistance of the mediator, conducted further negotiations that resulted in a revised final 

settlement agreement (the “Settlement Agreement”), a copy of which is attached hereto as 

Exhibit A.
2
     

II. Settlement Terms 

12. The key aspects of the Settlement Agreement between the Parties
3
 are the 

following:
4
 

                                                 
2
  A true and correct copy of the settlement reached at the Mediation is attached to the 

Settlement Agreement as Exhibit 1. 

 
3
  Although the Settlement Agreement contains recitals by the PBF II Liquidating Trustee, 

the PBF II Liquidating Trustee and the PBF II Trust are not parties to the Settlement Agreement.  

 
4
   To the extent the terms of the Settlement Agreement differ with the terms set forth in this 

Motion, the agreement shall control.   The PBF I Liquidating Trustee would encourage all 
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a. Umbach shall pay the total sum of $185,750.00 (the “Settlement 

Amount”) to the trust account of Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP (the “Trust 

Account”) as of January 14, 2013.
5
  

b. Subject to the Court’s approval, the Settlement Amount shall be paid to 

the PBF I Liquidating Trustee from the Trust Account within three (3) business days of 

the PBF I Liquidating Trustee notifying Umbach of the Court entering a final and non-

appealable Order approving this Settlement as full and complete settlement of the PBF I 

Claims. 

c. Upon the PBF I Liquidating Trustee’s receipt of the Settlement Amount, 

Umbach, ZCALL, SCALL, and Toledo Fund, LLC waive, release and hold harmless, 

now and forever, the PBF I Liquidating Trustee, the PBF I Trust, PBF I and its estate 

from any and all Claims that Umbach, ZCALL, SCALL, and Toledo Fund may have 

against the PBF I Liquidating Trustee, the PBF I Trust, PBF I and its estate, including 

proofs of claim that they filed in the PBF I bankruptcy case, as well as any claim that 

they might otherwise have under 11 U.S.C. §502(h); provided that this provision does not 

release, waive or otherwise limit any rights or obligations arising out of the Settlement 

Agreement.   

d. Upon the PBF I Liquidating Trustee’s receipt of the Settlement Amount, 

the PBF I Liquidating Trustee waives, releases and holds harmless, now and forever, 

Umbach and ZCALL, as well as Toledo Fund and SCALL, from any and all Claims that 

the PBF I Liquidating Trustee, the PBF I Trust, PBF I and its estate may have against 

                                                                                                                                                             

creditors and parties in interest to review the Settlement Agreement for all terms of the 

agreement. 
 
5
  Counsel for Umbach has confirmed that the Settlement Amount has already been paid to 

the Trust Account. 
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Umbach, ZCALL, SCALL, or Toledo Fund; provided that this provision does not release, 

waive or otherwise limit any rights or obligations arising out of the Settlement 

Agreement, nor does it release any claims against any parties not expressly released 

herein, including but not limited to, any alleged concurrent or consecutive tort feasors. 

III. Relief Requested 

 

13. The PBF I Liquidating Trustee seeks an Order from this Court approving the 

Settlement. 

14.  Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 9019 provides in relevant part that [o]n 

motion . . . and after a hearing on notice to creditors; the debtor . . . and to such other entities as 

the Court may designate, the Court may approve a compromise or settlement.” 

15. Approval of a settlement in a bankruptcy proceeding is within the sole discretion 

of the Court and will not be disturbed or modified on appeal unless approval or disapproval is an 

abuse of discretion. In re Arrow Air, 85 BR 891 (Bankr. S.D. Fla. 1988). 

16.  The standards for approval are well settled and require the Court to inquire into 

the reasonableness of the proposed settlement.  See, e.g., Protective Comm. for Indep.  

Stockholders of TMT Trailer Ferry, Inc. v. Anderson, 390 U.S. 414, 424 (1968); In re W.T. Grant 

Co., 699 F.2d 599, 608 (2d Cir. 1983); Florida Trailer and Equip. Co. v. Deal, 284 F.2d 567, 

571 (5th Cir. 1960).  The inquiry need only determine whether the settlement falls below the 

lowest point of the range of reasonableness.  See W.T. Grant Co., 699 F.2d at 608; see also In re 

Martin, 91 F.3d 389 (3rd Cir. 1996); In re Louise's Inc., 211 B.R. 798 (D. Del. 1997) (setting 

forth considerations by the Court for approval of a settlement, including: (i) the probability of 

success in litigation, (ii) the likely difficulties in collection; (iii) the complexity of the litigation 
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involved, and the expense, inconvenience and delay necessarily attending it; and (iv) the 

paramount interest of the creditors.   

A. The Settlement Ought to be Approved  

 

17. Based upon the above legal principles, the PBF I Liquidating Trustee asserts that 

the Settlement falls well above the lowest point of the range of reasonableness and thus, should 

be approved.   

Probability of success in litigation 

18. The PBF I Liquidating Trustee, on behalf of the PBF I Trust, could assert that the 

Transfers were constructively fraudulent transfers that can be avoided, and although the 

Transfers were not made directly to Umbach, they were made for his benefit.  The PBF I 

Liquidating Trustee believes that he could succeed in such an action based upon information and 

documents contained in the Debtors’ records and matters of record in this case.   

19. Nonetheless, the PBF I Liquidating Trustee acknowledges that there are risks 

inherent in all litigation.  Specific to the PBF I Claims, Umbach could raise a number of 

defenses, factually and legally, that potentially could impact and defeat the PBF I Liquidating 

Trustee’s claims.  These defenses include that Umbach never received any of the Transfers nor 

were they made for his benefit, that none of them were the underlying investor in PBF I, and that 

the Transfers cannot be avoided, let alone recovered, because of 11 U.S.C. §§546(e) and (g).   

Collectability 

 

20. Based on discussions between the parties, collectability may be an issue as to 

Umbach. 

Complexity of litigation and attendant expense, inconvenience and delay 

21. This is a meaningful consideration that militates in favor of approval of the 

Agreement.  Although fraudulent transfer claims are typical claims litigated before this Court, 
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the ones at issue here are somewhat novel as they involve the transfer of funds from one debtor 

to the other, as well as agreements that ZCALL had with other third party entities that might 

impact the PBF I Liquidating Trustee’s claims against Umbach.    They also involve the possible 

impact of 11 U.S.C. §§546(e) and (g).   In addition, the claims would still require extensive fact 

discovery before a trial could take place.  The result of these efforts will be substantial fees of 

professionals that could diminish the net result of any recovery to creditors in the Debtors’ 

chapter 11 cases.  

22. Indeed, considerations in this context could require a deeper analysis than a run of 

the mill fraudulent transfer.  The case would likely require expert witnesses, and the fees and 

costs associated therewith.  Again, this would result in the estate incurring additional fees and 

delay.  

23. The Settlement Agreement addresses these concerns.  The parties avoid litigating 

fact specific claims, complex legal issues that this Court has not yet decided, with the attendant 

expense and delay of litigation being nullified.   

Paramount interest of creditors 

 

24. The Settlement Agreement provides for a substantial monetary payment to the 

PBF I Liquidating Trustee, through the Settlement Agreement, along with Umbach waiving any 

§502(h) claim and the release and waiver of any and all claims that Umbach, ZCALL, SCALL, 

and Toledo Fund have against PBF I and the PBF I Trust, including those set forth in proofs of 

claim that they have filed.  This result gives certainty and value to the PBF I estate and avoids 

the risk, expense and delay attendant with litigation.   

25. As such, the Settlement Agreement is in the paramount interest of creditors and 

should be approved.    
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WHEREFORE, the PBF I Liquidating Trustee requests that this Court enter an Order 

(similar in form to the Order attached as Exhibit B) (1) approving the Settlement Agreement; and 

(2) granting such other relief this Court deems just and proper.  

Dated:  March 1, 2013 

Respectfully submitted, 

RASCO KLOCK PEREZ & NIETO, P.A.
6
 

Special Counsel for Liquidating Trustee 

283 Catalonia Avenue, Second Floor 

       Coral Gables, Florida 33134 

       Telephone: (305) 476-7100 

 

       By:     /s/ John D. Eaton     

        John D. Eaton 

        Florida Bar No. 861367 

        jeaton@rascoklock.com 

 

 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that, on March 1, 2013, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

was served via the Court’s Notice of Electronic Filing on those parties listed on attached Exhibit 

C; and via U.S. Mail to the parties listed on the matrix set forth in attached  Exhibit D. 

 

By:     /s/ John D. Eaton     

        John D. Eaton 

 

 

     

 
4830-1118-6705, v.  1 

                                                 
6
  Effective February 1, 2013, the name of Special Counsel’s firm was changed from Rasco 

Klock Reininger Perez Esquenazi Vigil & Nieto to Rasco Klock Perez & Nieto, P.L. 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

WEST PALM BEACH DIVISION 

www.flsb.uscourts.gov 

 

 

In re:        CHAPTER 11  

 

PALM BEACH FINANCE PARTNERS, L.P.,  Case No. 09-36379-BKC-PGH 

PALM BEACH FINANCE II, L.P.,    Case No. 09-36396-BKC-PGH 

           (Jointly Administered) 

 Debtors. 

______________________________________/                                       

 

 

ORDER GRANTING PBF I LIQUIDATING TRUSTEE’S MOTION FOR APPROVAL  

OF SETTLEMENT WITH JOSEPH A. UMBACH AND ZCALL, LLC 

 

 

 THIS CAUSE came before the Court upon the PBF I Liquidating Trustee’s Motion for 

Approval of Settlement with Joseph A. Umbach and ZCALL, Inc. (the “Motion”)(D.E. ___) that 

was filed by Barry E. Mukamal, in his capacity as liquidating trustee (the “PBF I Liquidating 

Trustee”) for the Palm Beach Finance Partners Liquidating Trust (the “PBF I Trust”).
1
  The 

                                                 
1
    All capitalized terms not defined in this Order shall have the meaning ascribed to such 

term as set forth in the Motion. 
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Court, having reviewed the Motion and noting that a Certificate of No Response and Request for 

Entry of Order (D.E. ___) has been filed, finds that the notice of the proposed compromise and 

settlement is sufficient to comply with Bankruptcy Rules 9019 and 2002(a)(3), Local Rule 9013-

1(D) and any other applicable notice requirement, and accordingly, it is: 

ORDERED as follows: 

1. The Motion is GRANTED.   

2. The Settlement is APPROVED.   

3. Umbach shall pay (or cause to be paid) the total sum of $185,750.00 (the 

“Settlement Payment”) within three (3) business days of the PBF I Liquidating Trustee notifying 

Umbach that this Order is final and non-appealable.  The Settlement Payment may be made via 

(i) wire transfer pursuant to written instructions to be provided by the PBF I Liquidating Trustee 

or his counsel, or (ii) check made payable to “Barry E. Mukamal, PBF I Liquidating Trustee” 

and delivered to John D. Eaton, Esq., Rasco Klock et al., 283 Catalonia Avenue, 2
nd

 Floor, Coral 

Gables, Florida 33134.   

4. To the extent that Umbach has any scheduled claim or proof of interest or has 

filed a proof of claim or proof of interest with respect to PBF I or the PBF I estate in PBF I’s 

chapter 11 case, such claim or interest as to PBF I and the PBF I estate is deemed disallowed in 

its entirety. 

 

Remainder of Page Intentionally Left Blank 
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5. The Court retains jurisdiction to enforce the terms of the Settlement. 

 ### 

Submitted By: 

 

John D. Eaton, Esq. 

Florida Bar No. 0861367 

RASCO KLOCK PEREZ & NIETO, P.L. 

283 Catalonia Avenue, Second Floor 

Coral Gables, Florida 33134 

Telephone: (305) 476-7100 

Facsimile:  (305) 476-7102 

    

Special Counsel for the PBF I Liquidating Trustee 

 

Copies Furnished To: 

John D. Eaton, Esquire, is directed to serve copies of this Order on all parties in interest and to 

file a Certificate of Service. 

 

 
4842-2420-7123, v.  1 

Case 09-36379-PGH    Doc 1734-2    Filed 03/01/13    Page 4 of 4



EXHIBIT C 

 
 
 

Case 09-36379-PGH    Doc 1734-3    Filed 03/01/13    Page 1 of 4



 

{Firm Clients/4189/4189-1/01235875.DOCX.} 

Mailing Information for Case 09-36379-PGH 

Electronic Mail Notice List 

The following is the list of parties who are currently on the list to receive email notice/service 

for this case.  

 Geoffrey S. Aaronson     gaaronson@aspalaw.com, 

tdmckeown@mckeownpa.com;sbeiley@aspalaw.com  

 Melissa Alagna     mma@segallgordich.com, 

jxp@segallgordich.com;skm@segallgordich.com  

 Keith T Appleby     kappleby@hwhlaw.com, lbecker@hwhlaw.com  

 Paul A Avron     pavron@bergersingerman.com, efile@bergersingerman.com  

 Marc P Barmat     ndixon@furrcohen.com, mbarmat@furrcohen.com  

 Steven M Berman     sberman@slk-law.com, bgoodall@slk-law.com  

 Mark D. Bloom     bloomm@gtlaw.com, 

MiaLitDock@gtlaw.com;miaecfbky@gtlaw.com  

 Noel R Boeke     noel.boeke@hklaw.com, brooke.tanner@hklaw.com  

 Michael S Budwick     mbudwick@melandrussin.com, 

ltannenbaum@melandrussin.com;mrbnefs@yahoo.com  

 Dennis M. Campbell     dcampbell@campbelllawfirm.net, 

gschmied@campbelllawfirm.net;lartigas@campbelllawfirm.net  

 Francis L. Carter     flc@katzbarron.com, lcf@katzbarron.com  

 Lisa M. Castellano     lcastellano@becker-poliakoff.com, thenry@becker-

poliakoff.com;tfritz@becker-poliakoff.com  

 Franck D Chantayan     fchantayan@carltonfields.com, 

kdemar@carltonfields.com;wpbecf@cfdom.net  

 Daniel DeSouza     ddesouza@becker-poliakoff.com, culpiz@becker-poliakoff.com  

 John R. Dodd     doddj@gtlaw.com, miaecfbky@gtlaw.com;mialitdock@gtlaw.com  

 Heidi A Feinman     Heidi.A.Feinman@usdoj.gov  

 Jonathan S. Feldman     jfeldman@melandrussin.com, 

ltannenbaum@melandrussin.com;mrbnefs@yahoo.com  

 G Steven Fender     efileu1113@gmlaw.com, 

efileu1094@gmlaw.com;efileu1092@gmlaw.com  

 David S Foster     david.foster@lw.com, chefiling@lw.com  

 Robert G Fracasso Jr     rfracasso@shutts.com  

 Robert C Furr     bnasralla@furrcohen.com  

 Solomon B Genet     sgenet@melandrussin.com, 

ltannenbaum@melandrussin.com;mrbnefs@yahoo.com  

 John H Genovese     jgenovese@gjb-law.com, hburke@gjb-law.com;gjbecf@gjb-

law.com  

 Michael I Goldberg     michael.goldberg@akerman.com, charlene.cerda@akerman.com  

 Lawrence Gordich     LAG@segallgordich.com, 

jxp@segallgordich.com;mma@segallgordich.com  
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 Scott M. Grossman     grossmansm@gtlaw.com, 

postiyr@gtlaw.com;postiyr@gtlaw.com;MiaLitDock@gtlaw.com;FTLLitDock@GTLaw

.com;miaecfbky@gtlaw.com  

 Jennifer Hayes     jhayes@foley.com, KCavanaugh@foley.com  

 Mark D. Hildreth     mhildreth@slk-law.com, dcooper@slk-law.com  

 Kenneth M Jones     kjones@moodyjones.com  

 Michael A Kaufman     michael@mkaufmanpa.com, 

diamondmk@aol.com;kaufmanesq@gmail.com;tpatykula@mkaufmanpa.com;gstolzberg

@mkaufmanpa.com  

 Stephen J Kolski Jr     stevekolski@catlin-saxon.com  

 Harris J. Koroglu     hkoroglu@shutts.com, jgoodwin@shutts.com  

 James A Lodoen     jlodoen@lindquist.com  

 Joshua A Marcus     jmarcus@melandrussin.com, 

ltannenbaum@melandrussin.com;mrbnefs@yahoo.com  

 Paul J McMahon     pjm@pjmlawmiami.com  

 Brian M Mckell     brian.mckell@wilsonelser.com, frances.weiss@wilsonelser.com  

 Barry E Mukamal     bankruptcy@marcumllp.com, FL64@ecfcbis.com  

 David J Myers     myers@fsblegal.com  

 Office of the US Trustee     USTPRegion21.MM.ECF@usdoj.gov  

 Paul L. Orshan     paul@orshanpa.com, maria@orshanpa.com;estone@orshanpa.com  

 Leslie S. Osborne     rappaport@kennethrappaportlawoffice.com  

 John E Page     jpage@sfl-pa.com, scusack@sfl-pa.com;lrosetto@sfl-pa.com  

 Chad S Paiva     chad.paiva@gmlaw.com, katrina.bankert@gmlaw.com  

 Kristopher E Pearson     kpearson@stearnsweaver.com, 

mmasvidal@stearnsweaver.com;bank@stearnsweaver.com;rross@stearnsweaver.com;m

mesones-

mori@stearnsweaver.com;dillworthcdp@ecf.epiqsystems.com;larrazola@stearnsweaver.

com;sanderson@stearnsweaver.com;cgraver@stearnsweaver.com  

 Chad P Pugatch     cpugatch.ecf@rprslaw.com  

 Cristopher S Rapp     csrapp@jones-foster.com  

 Patricia A Redmond     predmond@stearnsweaver.com, 

jmartinez@stearnsweaver.com;bank@stearnsweaver.com;rross@stearnsweaver.com;mm

esones-

mori@stearnsweaver.com;dillworthcdp@ecf.epiqsystems.com;sanderson@stearnsweaver

.com;nlevine@akingump.com  

 Jason S Rigoli     jrigoli@furrcohen.com, ndixon@furrcohen.com  

 James N Robinson     jrobinson@whitecase.com, jjordan@whitecase.com  

 Kenneth B Robinson     krobinson.ecf@rprslaw.com  

 Joseph Rodowicz     bankruptcy@rodowiczlaw.com, rodowiczlaw@gmail.com  

 Robin J. Rubens     rjr@lkllaw.com, cag@lkllaw.com  

 Franklin H Sato     fsato@wickersmith.com, alazaro@wickersmith.com  

 Bradley M Saxton     bsaxton@whww.com, 

scolgan@whww.com;rweinman@whww.com;breece@whww.com  

 Michael L Schuster     mschuster@gjb-law.com, gjbecf@gjb-law.com  

 Michael D. Seese     mseese@hinshawlaw.com, 

sseward@hinshawlaw.com;lportuondo@hinshawlaw.com  
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 Steven E Seward     sseward@hinshawlaw.com, lportuondo@hinshawlaw.com  

 Bradley S Shraiberg     bshraiberg@sfl-pa.com, dwoodall@sfl-pa.com;vchapkin@sfl-

pa.com;lrosetto@sfl-pa.com;scusack@sfl-pa.com;blee@sfl-pa.com  

 Paul Steven Singerman     singerman@bergersingerman.com, 

mdiaz@bergersingerman.com;efile@bergersingerman.com  

 James S Telepman     jst@fcohenlaw.com  

 Charles W Throckmorton     cwt@kttlaw.com, lf@kttlaw.com;ycc@kttlaw.com  

 Trustee Services Inc 2     court@trusteeservices.biz, sandirose.magder@gmail.com  

 Skipper J Vine     jonathan.vine@csklegal.com  

 Jessica L Wasserstrom     jwasserstrom@melandrussin.com, 

ltannenbaum@melandrussin.com;mrbnefs@yahoo.com  

 Morris D. Weiss     morrisw@hts-law.com, sherris@hts-law.com;annmariej@hts-

law.com  

 George L. Zinkler     gzinkler.ecf@rprslaw.com 
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