
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 

 

IN RE:     §       

      §  

COPSYNC, INC.    § CASE NO.: 17-12625 

      §  

 Debtor    § CHAPTER 11  

      §  

      §  

 

DEBTOR’S SECOND MOTION AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF EXTENSION 

OF THE EXCLUSIVE PERIODS WITHIN WHICH TO FILE THE PLAN OF 

REORGANIZATION AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCE OF THE PLAN AND  

REQUEST FOR A BRIDGE ORDER  

 

 NOW INTO COURT, through undersigned counsel, comes the debtor, COPsync, Inc. 

(“COPsync” and/or “Debtor”) who, with respect represents: 

1. 

 COPsync filed its voluntary petition for relief herein under Chapter 11 of the United 

States Bankruptcy Code on September 29, 2017. 

2. 

 

 No Trustee has been appointed and the Debtor is continuing to operate its business and 

manage its property as debtor in possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the 

Bankruptcy Code.   

3. 

 No committee of unsecured creditors has been appointed.  

4. 

 Pursuant to U.S.C. §1121(b), only the debtor may file a plan until 120 days after the date 

of the order for relief and the Debtor has 180 days from the date of the order for relief to obtain 
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confirmation and/or acceptance of the plan of reorganization.  Originally, COPsync’s plan was 

due to be filed on or about January 29, 2018 and was due to be confirmed and/or accepted by 

March 28, 2018. 

5. 

 The Debtor filed a Motion to Extend the Exclusivity Period within which to file a Plan of 

Reorganization and to Solicit Acceptances to the Plan (“Motion to Extend Exclusivity”) and a 

Motion to Expedite Motion to Extend Exclusivity on January 12, 2018 [D. E. 140 and 141].  On 

January 16, 2018, an Order was entered granting the Motion to Expedite Motion to Extend 

Exclusivity scheduling the hearing for January 24, 2018 [D. E. 142]. 

6. 

On January 24, 2018, the Court entered an Order Granting the Motion to Extend 

Exclusivity after the review of the record and pleadings, proper service having been made and 

there being no objection to the requested relief [D. E. 148].  This order extended the Exclusivity 

to and including March 30, 2018, within which to file the plan of reorganization and extended 

through and including May 27, 2018, within which to obtain confirmation and acceptance of the 

plan of reorganization.  

7. 

The Debtor respectfully requests an additional thirty (30) day extension of the exclusive 

periods as set forth in 11 U.S.C. §1121(b) and (d) within which to file the plan of reorganization 

and an additional thirty (30) days from May 27
th

 to obtain confirmation and acceptance of its 

Plan of Reorganization for the following reasons.  The Debtor and Debtor’s counsel have made 

strides in the plan process and foresee being able to file the proposed plan and disclosure 

statement within the time requested herein.  Some negotiations with creditor’s counsel, particular 
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those that are claiming administrative expenses, require additional time to resolve prior to the 

filing of the proposed plan and disclosure statement.  Additionally, the Debtor is still in the 

process of reconciling its post-sale payables, and the buyer of the Debtor’s assets has not yet 

fully funded the initial $600,000 sale proceeds.  More certainty is needed with respect to the 

remainder of that payment prior to finalizing the proposed plan and disclosure 

statement.  Finally, although the Debtor has done its best to estimate potential governmental 

claims, the Debtor believes there is a benefit in waiting until the governmental units claim bar 

date passes on March 28, 2018, so that it can provide better information to all creditors regarding 

the scope and classification of the claims against it. 

8. 

 The Debtor seeks this second extension of the exclusivity period of thirty (30) days from 

March 30, 2018, through and including April 29, 2018, within which to file the plan of 

reorganization and thirty (30) days from May 27, 2018, through and including June 26, 2018, 

within which to obtain confirmation and acceptance of the plan of reorganization.  

9. 

 Debtor’s exclusive period for filing the plan is currently set to expire on March 30, 2018 

and the next available hearing date without requesting for expedited consideration is April 18, 

2018.  In order to ensure that the period does not expire prior to hearing set on April 18, 2018, 

the Debtor respectfully requests that the Court enter a bridge order, in a form substantially 

similar to the proposed bridge order submitted herewith, to preserve the status quo and extend 

such exclusivity deadline until after the hearing is conducted on April 18, 2018.  
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10. 

Undersigned counsel has contacted the parties who have actively participated in this 

bankruptcy case including counsels for the United States Trustee, Kologik Capital, LLC, Kologic 

Financing Partners, LLC, and Thinkstream Acquisition, LLC and all have advised that they are 

not opposed to the requested relief.  Undersigned counsel contacted Brandon Copsync, LLC’s 

counsel, but at this time Brandon Copsync’s counsel has not received a response from their 

client.  

11. 

 Section 1121(b) of the Bankruptcy Code vests debtors with the exclusive right to propose 

a chapter 11 plan for the first 120 days of a chapter 11 case. 11 U.S.C. § 1121(b). Section 

1121(c)(3) of the Bankruptcy Code further extends the period of exclusivity for an additional 60 

days, to a maximum of 180 days, where the debtor has filed a chapter 11 plan and is soliciting 

votes on such plan. 11 U.S.C. § 1121(c)(3). The point of exclusivity is “to promote an 

environment in which the debtor’s business may be rehabilitated and a consensual plan may be 

negotiated.” H.R. Rep. No. 103-835, at 36 (1994). 

12. 

 Section 1121(d)(1) permits a court to extend a debtor’s exclusivity “for cause,” subject to 

certain limitations not relevant here. Specifically, section 1121(d) provides that “on request of a 

party in interest made within the respective periods . . . of this section and after notice and a 

hearing, the court may for cause reduce or increase the 120-day period or the 180-day period 

referred to in this section.” 11 U.S.C. § 1121(d). Although the term “cause” is not defined by the 

Bankruptcy Code, such term should be viewed flexibly “in order to allow the debtor to reach an 

agreement.” H.R. Rep. No. 95, 95th Cong., 1st Sess., 232 (1978); see also In re Public Serv. Co. 
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of New Hampshire, 88 B.R. 521, 534 (Bankr. DN.H. 1988) (“legislative intent ... [is] to promote 

maximum flexibility”). 

13. 

Courts in the Fifth Circuit and in other jurisdictions have held that the decision to extend 

the Exclusivity Periods is left to the sound discretion of a bankruptcy court and should be based 

on the totality of circumstances in each case. See, e.g., In re Express One Int’l, Inc., 194B.R. 98, 

100 (Bankr. E.D. Tex. 1996); First Am. Bank of N.Y. v. Sw. Gloves & Safety Equip., Inc., 64 B.R. 

963, 965 (D. Del. 1986); In re Dow Corning Corp., 208 B.R. 661, 664 (Bankr. E.D.Mich. 1997); 

In re McLean Indus., Inc., 87 B.R. 830, 834 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1987). Courts generally examine a 

number of factors to determine whether a debtor has had an adequate opportunity to develop, 

negotiate, and propose a chapter 11 plan and thus whether there is “cause” for extension of the 

Exclusivity Periods. These factors include: 

a.  the size and complexity of the case; 

b. the existence of good-faith progress; 

c.  the necessity of sufficient time to negotiate and prepare adequate 

information; 

d.  whether creditors are prejudiced by the extension; 

e.  whether the debtor is paying its debts as they become due; 

f.  whether the debtor has demonstrated reasonable prospects for filing a 

viable plan; 

g.  whether the debtor has made progress negotiating with creditors; 

h.  the length of time a case has been pending; 

i.  whether the debtor is seeking an extension to pressure creditors; and 
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j.  whether or not unresolved contingencies exist. 

See, e.g., In re Express One Int’l, Inc., 194 B.R. at 100 (noting courts rely on the above 

factors);In re Cent. Jersey Airport Servs., LLC, 282 B.R. 176, 184 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2002); 

McLean Indus.,87 B.R. at 834; see also Dow Corning, 208 B.R. at 664-65; In re Friedman’s 

Inc., 336 B.R. 884,888 (Bankr. D. Ga. 2005); COLLIER ON BANKRUPTCY ¶ 15.04 (16th ed.). 

14. 

The Debtor submits that sufficient “cause” exists pursuant to section 1121(d) of the 

Bankruptcy Code to extend the Exclusivity Periods as provided herein. As discussed in more 

detail below, each of the relevant factors either weighs in favor of an extension of the Exclusivity 

Periods or is inapplicable in light of the current posture of this individual chapter 11 case. 

I.  The Debtor’s Chapter 11 Case is Large and Complex. 

15. 

This chapter 11 case involves the restructuring of over $13 million in prepetition debt 

obligations.  Altogether, Debtor has approximately 1,363 creditors, equity holders and other 

parties-in-interest.  As has been detailed in prior filings with this Court and testimony elicited in 

hearings in this Case, many of the Debtor’s managers as of the Petition Date were relatively new 

to the company.  This made an otherwise potentially streamlined process very complex and, at 

times, arduous.  It took several months of review and work for the Debtor to finalize its 

Amended Schedules and Statement of Financial Affairs (filed on December 18, 2017) (D.E. 

134).  The Debtor also completed a sale of many of its assets, which sale closed in late 

November.  See D.E. 126, Notice of Closing of Sale.  Therefore, the size and complexity of this 

chapter 11 case weighs in favor of extending the Exclusivity Periods. 
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II.  The Debtor Has Made Good-Faith Progress Towards a Chapter 11 Plan of 

Reorganization or Liquidation. 

 

16. 

The Debtor has made good faith progress in this Case.  As described above, the Debtor 

has already completed a sale of many of its assets.  The Debtor is proceeding expeditiously 

toward confirmation of a Plan which would liquidate the remainder of its assets, including 

certain claims which the Debtor believes it holds.  The Debtor is in the process of vetting special 

counsel, and is in the process of preparing the disclosure statement and plan which will 

incorporate a litigation trustee to pursue these claims in favor of the Debtor’s Estate.  The Debtor 

seeks a brief extension of the Exclusivity Periods to continue its review and analysis of the 

claims that have been filed and those to be filed and to complete the preparation of the disclosure 

statement and plan.  The Debtor’s efforts and the progress thus far in this Case serves as further 

support for extending the Exclusivity Periods as requested herein. 

III.  Extending the Exclusivity Periods is Necessary to Provide Sufficient Time to 

Negotiate and Prepare Adequate Information. 

 

17. 

The Debtor needs time to file its anticipated application to employ special counsel to 

pursue certain claims of the Debtor and to continue its review of the claims which have been and 

are to be filed.  The Bar Date was January 17, 2018, except for Governmental units which is 

March 28, 2018.  Providing the Debtor the time requested herein will permit the Debtor to 

provide its creditors better information in the Disclosure Statement and Plan.  Thus, this factor 

further supports the requested short extension.  
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IV.  Extending the Exclusivity Periods will not Prejudice Creditors. 

18. 

There will be little prejudice to Creditors, as the Debtor is operating on a very lean staff 

and solely for the purpose of preparing and filing this Plan and Disclosure Statement.  Further, 

extending the Exclusivity Periods will actually benefit creditors by avoiding the drain on estate 

assets attendant to the costs and expense incurred in preparing and serving a Disclosure 

Statement and Plan that would require modifications.  Allowing the Debtor to remain the sole 

potential plan proponent facilitates this possibility. The relief will benefit the Debtor’s estate, its 

creditors, and other key parties in interest.   

V.  The Debtor is Paying Its Bills as They Come Due. 

19. 

The Debtor is no longer operating as a going-concern, thus this factor is primarily neutral.  

The Debtor has already pursued and been granted authority to reject its real estate leases, cutting 

off the potential for a continued administrative expense claim in that regard.  See D.E. 133, 

Order on First Omnibus Motion for Entry of an Order (I) Authorizing the Debtor to Reject 

Certain Unexpired Leases and (II) Granting Certain Related Relief. 

VI.  The Debtor has Demonstrated Reasonable Prospects for Filing a Viable Plan. 

20. 

The Debtor has navigated through several key aspects of its “plan” for this Chapter 11 

Case, including the sale which permitted the Debtor to stop the bleeding on its overleveraged 

obligations and salvage the value of many of its assets through the sale which has already closed.   

Although not part of “Plan” process, this was a positive and necessary first step, permitting the 

Debtor to greatly minimize its secured debt and pave the way for a viable Plan.  The Debtor’s 
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ability to overcome that first hurdle helps to demonstrate its reasonable prospects for preparing a 

viable Plan, which it believes can be done in the time requested herein. 

VII.  The Debtor has Made Progress Negotiating with Creditors. 

21. 

As briefly described supra at paragraph 16, the Debtor negotiated claim treatment with 

respect to its primary pre-petition secured creditor, Dominion, and negotiated satisfaction of its 

Debtor-in-Possession financing debt in connection with the sale.  Thus, the Debtor has 

accomplished significant reduction in its pre-petition secured debt. 

VIII.  The Debtor Has Been in Chapter 11 for Less Than 180 Days. 

22. 

 The Debtor’s request for an extension of the Exclusivity Periods is its second such 

request and comes less than 180 days after the Petition Date. The Debtor has made efforts 

towards filing a Plan and Disclosure Statement and believes it will be able to confirm the Plan, 

including the new management’s detailed review of and preparation of the Amended Schedules 

and Statement of Financial Affairs, an important step in the process towards the filing of a Plan 

and Disclosure Statement.  The Debtor has also sought, and received, a claims bar date.    

IX.  The Debtor is not Pressuring Creditors by Requesting an Extension of the 

Exclusivity Periods. 

 

23. 

 The Debtor has no ulterior motive in seeking an extension of the Exclusivity Periods.  

COPsync is not seeking an extension to pressure creditors.  
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X. Unresolved Contingencies Remain. 

24. 

 The Debtor is working on the selection and anticipated approval of special counsel by 

this Court to analyze and, if warranted, prosecute certain claims on behalf of the Debtor’s estate.  

Thus, this factor also weighs in favor of a brief extension of the Exclusivity Periods.  

25. 

 An objective analysis of the relevant factors explored infra demonstrates that the Debtor 

is doing what it can to maximize the potential value for the estate and to achieve a resolution of 

this Chapter 11 and is not seeking this extension for any improper purpose or delay.  

 WHEREFORE, the Debtor, COPsync, Inc., prays: 

1. For an extension of the exclusive periods of Thirty (30) days from March 30, 

2018, through and including April 29, 2018, within which to file the plan of reorganization.; and 

of Thirty (30) days from May 27, 2018, through and including June 26, 2018, within which to 

obtain confirmation and acceptance of the plan of reorganization;  

2. That the Court enter a bridge order substantially in the form submitted herewith 

extending the Debtor’s exclusive periods to file and solicit acceptances for a plan of 

reorganization up to and through the hearing on the Second Motion to Extend Exclusivity 

presently set for hearing on April 18, 2018; and 

3. For such other and further relief to which it may be entitled in law and equity. 
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      Respectfully submitted, 

 

      ADAMS AND REESE LLP 

 

 

By:/s/John M. Duck     

 JOHN M. DUCK (#5104) 

ROBIN B. CHEATHAM (#4004) 

4500 One Shell Square 

701 Poydras Street, Suite 4500 

New Orleans, LA 70139 

Ph:  (504) 581-3234 

Fx:  (504) 566-0210 

Emails:  john.duck@arlaw.com 

robin.cheatham@arlaw.com 

 

Attorneys for the Debtor 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Second Motion of Extension of the 

Exclusive Periods within which to File the Plan of Reorganization and Solicit Acceptance of 

the Plan has been served upon all parties listed via the court’s CM/ECF electronic service 

system and/or on the limited attached mailing matrix by placing a copy in the United States mail, 

first class, postage prepaid and properly addressed this 27
th

 day of March, 2018. 

 David Baddley     baddleyd@sec.gov 

 Victoria W Baudier     victoria.baudier@arlaw.com, laurie.anders@arlaw.com 

 Brandon A. Brown     bbrown@stewartrobbins.com, 

kheard@stewartrobbins.com;jdelage@stewartrobbins.com 

 Jeffrey M. Burmaster     jburmaster@kingkrebs.com, shendrix@kingkrebs.com 

 Elwood F. Cahill     ecahill@shergarner.com 

 Winifred H Dominguez     wdominguez@wabsa.com, 

vdurocher@wabsa.com;twakefield@wabsa.com 

 John M. Duck     john.duck@arlaw.com, 

laurie.anders@arlaw.com;Vicki.owens@arlaw.com;sherry.webre@arlaw.com 

 J. David Forsyth     jdf@sessions-law.com 

 Steven A. Ginther     edlaecf@dor.mo.gov 

 Omer F. Kuebel     nobankecf@lockelord.com, kelly.millet@lockelord.com 

 Michael E. Landis     mlandis@gamb.law, jporche@gamb.law 
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 Joyce W. Lindauer     joyce@joycelindauer.com, 

dian@joycelindauer.com;sarah@joycelindauer.com 

 William F. McCormick     agbankcal@ag.tn.gov 

 Ryan James Richmond     rrichmond@stewartrobbins.com, 

kheard@stewartrobbins.com;ryan.richmond.cmecf@gmail.com;jdelage@stewartrobbins.

com 

 William S. Robbins     wrobbins@stewartrobbins.com, 

kheard@stewartrobbins.com;jdelage@stewartrobbins.com 

 Adolfo Ruiz     adolfo@mckamiekrueger.com, natalie@mckamiekrueger.com 

 Robert J. Stefani     rstefani@kingkrebs.com, 

dramey@kingkrebs.com;chaik@kingkrebs.com 

 Paul Douglas Stewart     dstewart@stewartrobbins.com, 

jdelage@stewartrobbins.com;baltazan@stewartrobbins.com;kheard@stewartrobbins.com

;library@stewartrobbins.com;6031804420@filings.docketbird.com 

 Office of the U.S. Trustee     USTPRegion05.NR.ECF@usdoj.gov 

 Stephen L. Williamson     swilliamson@gamb.law, njohnson@gamb.law 

/s/John M. Duck      

      John M. Duck 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 

IN RE:  § 
§ 

COPSYNC, INC.  § CASE NO.: 17-12625 
§ 

Debtor  § CHAPTER 11 
§ 
§ SECTION “B” 
§ 

LIMITED MASTER SERVICE LIST 

Counsel for Debtors 

John M. Duck 
Adams and Reese LLP 
One Shell Square 
701 Poydras Street, Suite 4500 
New Orleans, LA 70139 
john.duck@arlaw.com 

David K. Bowsher 
Adams and Reese LLP 
Regions Harbert Plaza 
1901 6th Avenue North, Suite 3000 
Birmingham, AL 35203 
 david.bowsher@arlaw.com

Robin B. Cheatham 
Adams and Reese LLP 
One Shell Square 
701 Poydras Street, Suite 4500 
New Orleans, LA 70139 
robin.cheatham@arlaw.com

Top 20 Unsecured Creditors 

CDW.g 
Attn:  Vida Krug 
200 N. Milwaukee Avenue 
Vernon Hills, IL 60061 

City of Dalhart Police Department 
P. O. Box 2005 
Dalhart, TX 79022 

City of Pharr 
1900 S. Cage 
Pharr, TX 78577 

County of Crockett Sheriff’s Office  
P. O. Box 1931 
Ozona, TX 76943 

County of Hutchinson Sheriff’s Office 
1400 Veta Street 
Borger, TX 79007 

County of Live Oak Sheriff’s Office 
200 Larry R. Busby Drive 
George West, TX 78022-3777 
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County of Moore Sheriff’s Office 
700 South Bliss 
Dumas, TX 79029 

County of Wheeler Sheriff’s Office 
P. O. Box 88 
Wheeler, TX 79096 

Falls County Sheriff’s Office 
2847 Highway 6 
Marlin, TX 76661 

Friedman, LLC 
301 Lippincott Drive, 4th Floor 
Marlton, NJ 08053 

Goodwin 
100 Northern Avenue 
Boston, MA 02210 

Harter Secrest & Emery LLP 
1600 Bausch & Lomb Place 
Rochester, NY 14604-2711 

Microsoft Corporation 
P. O. Box 841800 
Dallas, TX 75284-1800 

Pryor Cashman LLP 
7 Times Square 
New York, NY 10036 

Robert Half Management Resources 
P. O. Box 5024 
San Ramon, CA 94583 

San Augustine County Sheriff’s Office 
219 North Harrison 
San Augustine, TX 75975 

Spear Point Restructuring Services LLC 
c/o Omer F. Kuebel, III 
Locke Lord 
601 Poydras Street, Suite 2660 
New Orleans, LA 70130 

The Brewer Group  
IDS Center, Suite 900 
80 South Eighth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 

U.S. Department of Labor 
Attn:  Limel Zhang 
Wage and Hour Investigator 
1701 East Lamar Blvd., Suite 270 
Arlington, TX 76096

Votronics 
1505 Capital Avenue 
Plano, TX 75074 

Secured Creditors 

Santander Consumer USA, Inc. 
d/b/a Chrysler Capital 
P. O. Box 961275 
Fort worth, TX 76161-1245 

Expansion Capital Group 
6001 S. Sharon Avenue, Suite 6 
Sioux Falls, SD 57106 

KFP 
c/o Brandon A. Brown 
Stewart Robbins & Brown, LLC 
301 Main Street, Suite 1640 
Baton Rouge, LA 70801 

Making Sense, LLC 
c/o Joyce W. Lindauer, PLLC 
12720 Hillcrest Road, Suite 625 
Dallas, TX 75230- 
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MEF I, LLP 
c/o J. David Forsyth 
Sessions Fishman, et al 
400 Poydras Street, Suite 2550 
New Orleans, LA 70130 

Patsy’s Leasing 
31 Hall Street 
Concord, NH 03301 

Prosperity Bank 
101 South Main Street 
Victoria, TX 77901 

Notice of Appearance 

J. David Forsyth 
Sessions, Fishman, Nathan & Israel, L.L.C. 
400 Poysras Street, Suite 2550 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
jdf@sessions-law.com

Paul Douglas Strewart 
William S. Robins\Brandon A. Brown 
Stewart Robbins & Brown, LLC 
P. O. Box 2348 
Baton Rouge, LA 70821-2348 
dstewat@stewartrobbins.com; 
wrobbins@stewatrobbins.com; 
bbrown@stewartrobbins.com 

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission 
David W. Baddley 
950 East Paces Road, N.E., Suite 900 
Atlanta, GA 30326-1382 
baddleyd@sec.gov 

Elizabeth Weller 
Linebarger Goggan Blair & Sampson, LLP 
2777 N. Stemmons Freeway, Suite 1000 
Dallas, TX 75207

Missouri Department of Revenue 
Bankruptcy Unit 
Attn:  Steven A. Ginther 
P. O. Box 475 
Jefferson City, MO 65105 

Jeffrey M. Burmaster 
King, Krebs & Jurgens, P.L.L.C. 
201 St. Charles Avenue, 45th Floor 
New Orleans, LA 70170 

Robert J. Stefani 
King, Krebs & Jurgens, P.L.L.C. 
201 St. Charles Avenue, 45th Floor 
New Orleans, LA 70170 

J. Patrick Gaffney 
Carver, Darden, Koretzky, Tessier, Finn, 
Blossman & Areaux, L.L.C. 
1100 Poydras Street, Suite 3100 
New Orleans, LA 70163 

Leann Opotowsky Moses 
Carver, Darden, Koretzky, Tessier, Finn, 
Blossman & Areaux, L.L.C. 
1100 Poydras Street, Suite 3100 
New Orleans, LA 70163 

Stephen L. Williamson 
Michael E. Landis 
Gordon Arata Montgomery Barnett 
McCollam Duplantis & Eagan, LLC 
201 St. Charles Avenue., Floor 40 
New Orleans, LA 70170  
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Lee Gordon 
McCreary, Veselka, Bragg, & Allen, P.C. 
P. O. Box 1269 
Round Rock, TX 78680 

Joyce W. Lindauer 
12720 Hillcrest Road, Suite 625 
Dallas, TX 75230 

Winifred H. Dominguez 
100 NE Loop 410, Suite 900 
San Antonio, TX  78216 

Ryan Richmond 
Stewart Robbins & Brown, LLC 
P. O. Box 2348 
Baton Rouge, LA 70821-2348 

Adolfo Ruiz 
McKamie Krueger, LLP 
941 Proton Road 
San Antonio, TX 78258 

TN Dept of Labor – Bureau of 
Unemployment Insurance  
c/o TN Attorney General’s Office, 
Bankruptcy Division 
P. O. Box 20207 
Nashville, TN 37202-0207 

Omer F. Kuebel, III 
Locke Lord, LLP 
601 Poydras Street, Suite 2660 
New Orleans, LA 70130  

Request to Receive Notices Pursuant to  
Motion to Establish Notice Procedures 

Wampum Books, LLC 
Attn:  Stephanie A. Duckworth 
103 Edward Drive 
Franklin Park, NJ 08823 

Mary Langston 
Assistant United States Trustee 
400 Poydras St., Suite 2110 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70130 
mary.langston@usdoj.gov 

Patti Heid 
30765 PCH#19 
Malibu, CA 90265 

Joyce W. Lindauer 
12720 Hillcrest Road  
Suite 625 
Dallas, TX 75230 
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