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SUBRANNI ZAUBER LLC 

Willow Ridge Executive Complex 

750 Route 73 South, Suite 307B 

Marlton, New Jersey 08053 

T:  (856) 985-3086  F:  (609) 345-4545   

Attorneys for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes 

  

By:  William P. Rubley, Esquire  

 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPCY COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

  

In re 

 

DITECH HOLDING CORPORATION, 

et al., 

 

                                   Debtors.  

 

    Chapter 11 

 

     Case No.: 19-10412-JLG  

   

     (Jointly Administered) 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION FOR ORDER GRANTING RELIEF FROM 

STAY 

 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a hearing on the annexed Motion for Stay Relief (the 

“Motion”), of Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes, by and through their counsel, 

Subranni Zauber, LLC, for entry of an order pursuant to section 362 of chapter 11 of title 11 of the 

United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”), Rules 4001, 4004, 4007, 9006 of the Federal Rules 

of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”), and for entry of an order under Rules 4001-1, 

and 9006-1 of the Local Bankruptcy Rules for the Southern District of New York (the “Local 

Rules”) all as more fully set forth in the Motion, will be held before the Honorable James L. 

Garrity, Jr., United States Bankruptcy Judge, at the United States Bankruptcy Court for the 

Southern District of New York, Courtroom 601, One Bowling Green, New York, New York 10004 
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(the “Bankruptcy Court”) on the 20th day of June, 2019, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be 

heard.  

 PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that any responses or objections (the 

“Objections”) to the Motion shall be in writing, shall conform to the Bankruptcy Rules and the 

Local Rules, shall be filed with the Bankruptcy Court in accordance with the Order Implementing 

Certain Notice and Case Management Procedures, filed on March 19, 2019, [Doc. 211]  

 PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that if no Objections are timely filed and served 

with respect to the Motion, the Debtors may, on or after the Objection Deadline, submit to the 

Bankruptcy Court an order substantially in the form of the proposed order annexed to the Motion, 

which order may be entered without further notice or opportunity to be heard.  

 PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that any objecting parties are required to attend 

the Hearing, and failure to appear may result in relief being granted upon default.  

 

       

       

      SUBRANNI ZAUBER LLC 

      Attorneys for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes  

      and William Rhodes 

 

 

     By: /s/ William P. Rubley_______ 

      William P. Rubley, Esquire 

 

 

Dated:  May 30, 2019  

 

 
 

 

 

19-10412-jlg    Doc 616    Filed 05/30/19    Entered 05/30/19 16:30:28    Main Document  
    Pg 2 of 20



1 

 

SUBRANNI ZAUBER LLC 

Willow Ridge Executive Complex 

750 Route 73 South, Suite 307B 

Marlton, New Jersey 08053 

T:  (856) 985-3086  F:  (609) 345-4545   

Attorneys for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes 

  

By:  William P. Rubley, Esquire  

 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPCY COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

  

In re 

 

DITECH HOLDING CORPORATION, 

et al., 

 

                                   Debtors.  

 

    Chapter 11 

 

     Case No.: 19-10412-JLG  

 

     (Jointly Administered) 

 

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM STAY 

 

 Now comes Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes (“Movants”), by and through their 

counsel, Subranni Zauber, LLC, and hereby moves this Court, pursuant to Fed. R. Bankr. P. 

4001(a)(1), Local District Rule 4001-1 and 11 U.S.C. § 362 (d) for relief in the automatic stay in 

the case captioned Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes v. Marix Servicing, LLC, et al., case no,: 

3:12-01636-MAS-DEA, (“District Court Action”) filed in the United States District Court for the 

District of New Jersey, as provided by 11 U.S.C. § 362(a), for the limited purpose of allowing the 

New Jersey District Court to enforce a settlement agreement and rule on a motion for attorney’s 

fees with other defendants who were involved in a civil action with Movants, for cause, and in 

support thereof, allege as follows:  

PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

 

 On March 15, 2012, Creditors brought claims against Defendants, Debtor Marix Servicing, 

LLC, (“Debotor” or “Marix”), EMC Mortgage Corporation (“EMC”), Zucker Goldberg & 
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Ackerman, LLC (“Zucker”) and Residential Credit Solutions, Inc. (“Residential”), (collectively 

“District Court Defendants”) alleging that District Court Defendants committed multiple 

violations of the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act, 12 U.S.C.A. §§ 2601 et seq. (“RESPA”), 

Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, 15 U.S.C.A. §§1692 et seq. (“FDCPA”), Truth in Lending Act, 

15 U.S.C.A. §§1601 et seq. (“TILA”), Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C.A. §§2201,  Violation 

of Automatic Stay (11 U.S.C.A. §362) and/or Discharge Order (11 U.S.C.A. §524(i)), Breach of 

Contract, and Breach of Contract – Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing (collectively 

the “Federal and State law claims”). 

 On or about May 31, 2018, Zucker made an Offer of Judgment to Creditors pursuant to 

Fed. R. Civ. P. 68, consisting of $1,000.00 to William Rhodes and $1,000.00 to Melissa Rhodes, 

“together with reasonable attorney’s fees as determined by the Court and any allowable interest.” 

[District Court Action, ECF No. 153]. Counsel for Creditor Rhodes’ filed a Notice of Acceptance 

of the Offer of Judgment on June 12, 2018. Ibid. On July 30, 2018, Creditors filed a Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees Pursuant to Offer of Judgment of Defendant Zucker. [ECF No. 184]. The offer of 

judgment made by Defendant Zucker was for $4,000.00 plus reasonable attorney’s fees and costs. 

The Motion was adjourned multiple times by the District Court, and a ruling was never made. 

 On July 18, 2018, the parties1 appeared before the Honorable Michael A. Shipp for a 

settlement conference. The parties were able to settle the matter and the terms of the settlement 

between the parties were placed on the record. The settlement terms were as follows:  

 a.  Marix shall pay Sixty Thousand Dollars ($60,000.00) to Subranni Zauber, LLC,  

  attorneys for Plaintiff;  

 

 b.  Plaintiffs would make a good faith payment of $90,000.00 to EMC through its  

                                                           
1 William P. Rubley, Esq., and Christina M. Dewland, Esq, attorneys for Plaintiffs; Evan M. Goldman, Esq., attorneys 

for Defendant Marix; and Gregg Tabakin, Esq., attorneys for Defendants EMC and Residential were present at the 

settlement conference. Plaintiffs had already settled with Defendant Zucker prior to the July 18, 2018 settlement 

conference. 
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  servicer Rushmore;  

 

 c.  EMC and the Plaintiffs agreed that the remaining amounts due on the mortgage,  

  $143,629.58, would be payable at 4% interest per annum over twenty (20) years;  

  and  

 

 d.  Defendants and Rushmore shall submit a tradeline deletion request to the three  

  credit reporting agencies, reporting that the Loan as in default was in error and that 

  all prior negative reporting shall be deleted.  

 

 Again, all counsel agreed on the proposed settlement agreement (“Settlement Agreement”), 

except for the Loan Modification Agreement proposed by EMC which was to be attached to the 

Settlement Agreement. Plaintiffs have rejected EMC’s attempts to unilaterally alter the terms of 

settlement agreement by including additional amounts due in the Loan Modification Agreement 

and treating EMC’s attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in this matter, as debt forgiveness to the 

Plaintiffs.   

 After the passage of more than Six (6) months since the parties reached a Settlement, on 

December 28, 2018, Plaintiffs were forced to file the Motion to Enforce Settlement against 

Defendants EMC and Residential. [ECF No. 195]. Additionally, On January 8, 2019, Debtor Marix 

also filed a Cross Motion to Enforce the July 18, 2018 settlement. [ECF No. 196]. 

 Subsequently, Ditech Holding Corporation, together with Ditech Financial LLC and other 

affiliated companies, including Defendant Marix (“Ditech”), filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy 

protection in the Southern District of New York on February 11, 2019, under matters captioned as 

In re Ditech Financial LLC, docket number 19-10414-jlg and In re Ditech Holding Corporation, 

docket number 19-10412-jlg.  

LEGAL ARGUMENT 

 

 Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes, respectfully requests that this Court grant 

them relief from the Automatic Stay in the District Court Action as to Zucker, EMC, and 
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Residential, as it will not have any impact on Debtor Marix’s bankruptcy estate in any way. The 

only two matters pending in the District Court Action are (1) the Motion for Attorney’s fees 

pursuant to the Offer of Judgment against Defendant Zucker, and (2) the Motion to Enforce 

Settlement against Defendants EMC and Residential. Furthermore, Debtor Marix also filed a cross 

motion to enforce the settlement. As such, granting Creditors relief from the automatic stay will 

not impact Debtor’s bankruptcy estate.  

 Motions for relief from the automatic stay are guided by § 362(d) of the Bankruptcy Code, 

which provides in pertinent part: 

 On request of a party in interest and after notice and a hearing, the court shall grant relief 

 from the stay provided under subsection (a) of this section, such as by terminating, 

 annulling, modifying, or conditioning such stay– 

 (1)   for cause, including the lack of adequate protection of an interest in property of such 

         party in interest….   

  

Fed. R. Bankr. P. § 362(d). 

 The Bankruptcy Code provides that the bankruptcy court shall grant relief from the 

automatic stay “for cause.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1). However, section 362(d)(1) does not define 

“cause,” leaving courts to consider what constitutes cause based on the totality of the 

circumstances in each particular case. In re Sonnax Indus., Inc., 907 F.2d 1280, 1285 (2d Cir. 

1990). The burden is on the moving party to make an initial showing of “cause” for relief from the 

stay. Ibid.  Only if the movant makes such a showing does any burden shift to the debtor; absent a 

showing of cause, the court should simply deny relief from the stay.  In re Mazzeo, 167 F.3d 139, 

142 (2d Cir. 1999). 

 In determining whether to grant relief from automatic stay as to permit a party in interest 

to continue prosecuting a matter in another forum, courts will often rely on the following factors: 

 (1) whether relief would result in a partial or complete resolution of the issues; (2) lack of 

 any connection with or interference with the bankruptcy case; (3) whether the other 
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 proceeding involves the debtor as a fiduciary; (4) whether a specialized tribunal with the 

 necessary expertise has been established to hear the cause of action; (5) whether the 

 debtor's insurer has assumed full responsibility for defending it; (6) whether the action 

 primarily involves third parties; (7) whether litigation in another forum would prejudice 

 the interests of other creditors; (8) whether the judgment claim arising from the other action 

 is subject to equitable subordination; (9) whether movant's success in the other proceeding 

 would result in a judicial lien avoidable by the debtor;  (10) the interests of judicial 

 economy and the expeditious and economical resolution of litigation; (11) whether the 

 parties are ready for trial in the other proceeding; and (12) impact of the stay on the parties 

 and the balance of harms. 

 

In re Mazzeo, 167 F.3d at 143 citing In re Sonnax Industries, Inc., 907 F.2d at 1286; In re Mid-

Atl. Handling Sys., LLC, 304 B.R. 111, 130 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2003); In re Ice Cream Liquidation, 

Inc., 281 B.R. 154, 165 (Bankr.D.Conn.2002); In re Curtis, 40 B.R. 795, 799–800 (Bankr.D.Utah 

1984) (utilizing same factors). All twelve factors are not necessarily present in a particular case, 

and a court need not rely on any plurality of factors in deciding whether to lift the automatic stay. 

Ibid.  

 In the instant matter, after analyzing the twelve factors, it is clear that the Creditor’s Motion 

for Relief should be granted. First, granting stay relief to the Creditors would result in the complete 

resolution of the issues between Creditors, Debtor and other District Court Defendants (factor 1); 

continuation of the District Court Action would not interfere with Debtor Marix’s bankruptcy 

estate in any way (factor 2); the District Court Action primarily involves third parties, i.e., the 

other District Court Defendants (factor 6); litigation in the District Court Action would not 

prejudice the interests of other creditors in this bankruptcy matter (factor 7); any judgment 

obtained by the Creditors would not be subject to equitable subordination (factor 8); any judgment 

obtained by the Creditors would not result in a judicial lien avoidable by the Debtor (factor 9); the 

interests of judicial economy and the expeditious and economical resolution of litigation warrants 

stay relief (factor 10); the parties are ready for settlement (or trial) in the District Court Action 

(factor 11); and the Creditors and other District Court Defendants cannot continue with the 

19-10412-jlg    Doc 616    Filed 05/30/19    Entered 05/30/19 16:30:28    Main Document  
    Pg 7 of 20



6 

 

litigation in the District Court Action absent relief from the stay (factor 12).  

 Congress has recognized that the automatic stay should be lifted in appropriate 

circumstances:  

 [I]t will often be more appropriate to permit proceedings to continue in their place of origin, 

 when no great prejudice to the bankruptcy estate would result, in order to leave the parties 

 to their chosen forum and to relieve the bankruptcy court from any duties that may be 

 handled elsewhere. H.R.Rep. 95–595, 95th Cong. 1st Sess. 341 (1977); S.Rep. No. 95–

 989, 95th Cong., 2d Sess. 50 (1978), U.S.Code Cong. & Admin.News 1978, pp. 5787, 

 5836, 6297. 

 

 Here, Debtor’s bankruptcy estate will not be prejudiced in anyway. The only two matters 

pending in the District Court Action are (1) the Motion for Attorney’s fees pursuant to the Offer 

of Judgment against Defendant Zucker, and (2) the Motion to Enforce Settlement against 

Defendants EMC and Residential. Furthermore, Debtor Marix also filed a cross motion to enforce 

the settlement.  

CONCLUSION 

 

 For the foregoing reasons, Creditors respectfully request that this Court enter an order 

granting relief to Creditors from the automatic stay as to allow the continuation of the District 

Court Action.  

 

      SUBRANNI ZAUBER LLC 

      Attorneys for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes  

      and William Rhodes 

 

 

     By: /s/ William P. Rubley_______ 

      William P. Rubley, Esquire 

 

 

Dated:  May 30, 2019  
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SUBRANNI ZAUBER LLC 

Willow Ridge Executive Complex 

750 Route 73 South, Suite 307B 

Marlton, New Jersey 08053 

T:  (856) 985-3086  F:  (609) 345-4545   

Attorneys for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes 

  

By:  William P. Rubley, Esquire  

 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPCY COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

  

In re 

 

DITECH HOLDING CORPORATION, 

et al., 

 

                                   Debtors.  

 

    Chapter 11 

 

     Case No.: 19-10412-JLG  

   

     (Jointly Administered) 

 

 

 ORDER PURSUANT TO 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)  

MODIFYING THE AUTOMATIC STAY IMPOSED BY 11 U.S.C. § 362(a) 

 

 Upon the motion, dated March 30, 2019 (the “Motion”), of William P. Rubley, Esquire, of 

Subranni Zauber, LLC, attorneys for Creditors Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes, for an order, 

pursuant to section 362(d) of title 11 of the United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”) vacating 

the automatic stay imposed in the above-captioned case by section 362(a) of the Bankruptcy Code 

as to the William and Melissa Rhodes’ interests in (1) the Motion for Attorneys’ Fees pursuant to 

the Offer of Judgment against Defendant Zucker Goldberg & Ackerman, LLC (“Zucker”); and (2) 

the Motion to Enforce Settlement against Defendants EMC Mortgage Corporation (“EMC”) and 

Residential Credit Solutions, Inc. (“Residential”) (“Motions”) in the matter of Melissa Rhodes and 

William Rhodes v. Marix Servicing, LLC, et al., case no,: 3:12-01636-MAS-DEA, (“District Court 

Action”) filed in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey (the “Claim”) to 
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allow the Creditors’ enforcement of its rights in, and remedies in and to, the Claim in the United 

States District Court for the District of New Jersey against unrelated parties, Zucker, EMC, and 

Residential, and due and proper notice of the Motion having been made on all necessary parties; 

and the Court having held a hearing on the Motion on June 20, 2019; and the Court having 

considered the Debtor’s opposition for the relief requested in the Motion (the “Objection”), if any, 

and upon all of the proceedings had before the Court; and after due deliberation and sufficient 

cause appearing, it is hereby: 

 ORDERED that the Motion is granted as provided herein; and it is further 

 ORDERED that the automatic stay imposed in this case by section 362(a) of the 

Bankruptcy Code is vacated under section 362(d) of the Bankruptcy Code as to the Creditor’s 

interests in the Claim, to allow the Creditors to conclude the proceedings upon the Motions pending 

in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey, and it is further 

 ORDERED that the Creditor shall promptly report to and file, in this Court any order 

entered upon conclusion of the New Jersey District Court proceeding for further determination by 

this Court.  

 

 

      _____________________________ 

      The Hon. James L. Garrity, Jr. 

      United States Bankruptcy Judge 

 

 

Dated:  June ________, 2019 
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SUBRANNI ZAUBER LLC 

Willow Ridge Executive Complex 

750 Route 73 South, Suite 307B 

Marlton, New Jersey 08053 

T:  (856) 985-3086  F:  (609) 345-4545   

Attorneys for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes 

  

By:  William P. Rubley, Esquire  

 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPCY COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

  

In re 

 

DITECH HOLDING CORPORATION, 

et al., 

 

                                   Debtors.  

 

    Chapter 11 

 

     Case No.: 19-10412-JLG  

   

     (Jointly Administered) 

 

 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE FOR CREDITORS RHODES’ MOTION FOR RELIEF 

FROM THE AUTOMATIC STAY  

 

 I, William P. Rubley, Esq., attorney for Creditors, Melissa Rhodes and William Rhodes, 

certify that on the date listed below, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion for Relief 

from Automatic Stay, was filed electronically. Notice of this filing will be sent to the following 

parties through the Court’s Electronic Case Filing System (“ECF”). Parties may access this filing 

through the Court’s system:  

 

ALDRIDGE PITE, LLP  

Attn: Jenelle C. Arnold  

jarnold@aldridgepite.com 

 

ALSTON & BIRD LLP  

Attn: Karen Gelernt & Ronald Klein 

karen.gelernt@alston.com; ronald.klein@alston.com 

 

ALSTON & BIRD LLP  

Attn: Gerard S. Catalanello, Esq. 

gerard.catalanello@alston.com; 

james.vincequerra@alston.com 

 

BANK OF AMERICA  

Attn: Shawn Anderson  
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kathleen.l.padilla@bankofamerica.com 

 

BANK OF NEW YORK, MELLON - PA, USA 

Attn: Kathy Sidor  

kathleen.sidor@bnymellon.com 

 

BANK OF NEW YORK, MELLON TRUST -USA 

Attn: Kathy Sidor  

kathleen.sidor@bnymellon.com 

 

BARKLAYS BANK PLC  

Attn: Ellen Kiernan  

ellen.kiernan@barclays.com 

 

BENDER, ANDERSON AND BARBA, PC 

Attn: Ronald J. Barba  

ronaldbarba@babcondolaw.com 

 

BERKMAN, HENOCH, PETERSON, PEDDY & FENCHEL, P.C. 

Attn: Randy J. Schaefer, Esq. 

r.schaefer@bhpp.com 

 

BROWN & CONNERY, LLP  

Attn: Julie F. Montgomery, Esq. 

jmontgomery@brownconnery.com 

 

BUCHALTER, A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 

Attn: Shawn M. Christianson, Esq. 

schristianson@buchalter.com 

 

CARLTON FIELDS  

Attn: Donald R. Kirk  

dkirk@carltonfields.com; kathompson@carltonfields.com 

 

CARLTON FIELDS  

Attn: Alexandra D. Blye  

ablye@carltonfields.com; kdemar@carltonfields.com; wpbecf@cfdom.net 

 

CITIBANK DE  

Attn: Robert Blackburn  

robert.blackburn@citi.com 

 

CITIBANK NY  

Attn: Robert Blackburn  

robert.blackburn@citi.com 
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COVINGTON & BURLING LLP  

Attn: Dianne Coffino  

dcoffino@cov.com; aclark@cov.com 

 

CREDIT SUISSE AG, CAYMAN ISLANDS BRANCH 

Attn: Megan E Kane  

megan.kane@credit-suisse.com 

 

CREDIT SUISSE FIRST BOSTON MORT CPTL LLC 

Attn: Margaret D Dellafera 

margaret.dellafera@credit-suisse.com 

 

DANNLAW  

Attn: Javier L. Merino  

notices@dannlaw.com 

 

DAVIS POLK & WARDWELL LLP 

Attn: Brian M. Resnick & Michelle M. Mcgreal 

brian.resnick@davispolk.com; michelle.mcgreal@davispolk.com 

 

DAVIS POLK & WARDWELL LLP 

Attn: Brian M. Resnick  

ditech.service@davispolk.com 

 

DENTONS US LLP  

Attn: Arthur H. Ruegger  

arthur.ruegger@dentons.com 

 

DOONAN, GRAVES & LONGORIA, LLC 

Attn: Reneau J. Longoria, Esq. 

rjl@dgandl.com 

 

EVERBANK - USA  

Attn: Caroline Watkins  

caroline.watkins@everbank.com 

 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORPORATION 

Attn: Kenton W. Hambrick 

kenton_hambrick@freddiemac.com 

 

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP  

Attn: Katherine R. Catanese 

kcatanese@foley.com 

 

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP  
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Attn: Leah M. Eisenberg  

leisenberg@foley.com 

 

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP  

Attn: Thomas Scannell  

tscannell@foley.com 

 

GOULSTON & STORRS PC  

Attn: Douglas B. Rosner, Esq. 

drosner@goulstonstorrs.com 

 

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP  

Attn: Leo Muchnik, Esq.  

muchnikl@gtlaw.com; clearyd@gtlaw.com 

 

HUNTON ANDREWS KURTH LLP 

Attn: Peter S. Partee, Sr.  

ppartee@huntonak.com; rrich2@huntonak.com 

 

JONES DAY LLP  

Attn: Ben Rosenblum  

brosenblum@jonesday.com 

 

KELLETT & BARTHOLOW PLLC  

Attn: Theodore O. Bartholow, III 

thad@kblawtx.com 

 

KING & SPALDING LLP  

Attn: Scott Davidson, Esq. 

sdavidson@kslaw.com 

 

KING & SPALDING LLP  

Attn: Mark M. Maloney, Esq. 

mmaloney@kslaw.com 

 

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP  

Attn: Gregory F. Pesce, Esq. 

gregory.pesce@kirkland.com 

 

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP  

Attn: Patrick J. Nash, Esq. 

patrick.nash@kirkland.com 

 

KLESTADT WINTERS JURELLER SOUTHARD & STEVENS, LLP 

Attn: Tracy L. Klestadt  
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tklestadt@klestadt.com 

 

LECLAIRRYAN PLLC  

Attn: Janice B. Grubin  

janice.grubin@leclairryan.com; alex.chase@leclairryan.com 

 

LINDA ERKKILA, ESQ.  

Attn: General Counsel And Executive Vice President 

linda.erkkila@safeguardproperties.com 

 

LINEBARGER GOGGAN BLAIR & SAMPSON LLP 

Attn: Counsel To Tarrant County & Dallas County 

dallas.bankruptcy@publicans.com 

 

LINEBARGER GOGGAN BLAIR & SAMPSON, LLP 

Attn: David G. Aelvoet  

sanantonio.bankruptcy@publicans.com 

 

MAYER & MAYER  

Attn: Tavian M. Mayer  

tavian@mayerlaw.com 

 

MCCALLA RAYMER LEIBERT PIERCE, LLC 

Attn: Melissa Licker  

ny_ecf_notices@mccalla.com 

 

MCCREARY, VESELKA, BRAGG & ALLEN, P.C. 

Attn: Tara Leday  

tleday@mvbalaw.com 

 

MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY & CARPENTER, LLP 

Attn: Gary D. Bressler, Esq. 

gbressler@mdmc-law.com 

 

MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY & CARPENTER, LLP 

Attn: Louis A. Modugno, Esq. 

lmodugno@mdmc-law.com; mmorano@mdmc-law.com 

 

MCKOOL SMITH PC  

Attn: Paul D. Moak  

pmoak@mckoolsmith.com 

 

MCKOOL SMITH, P.C.  

Attn: Benjamin W. Hugon 

bhugon@mckoolsmith.com 
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MILBANK, TWEED, HADLEY & MCCLOY LLP 

Attn: Gregory A. Bray  

gbray@milbank.com 

 

MILBANK, TWEED, HADLEY & MCCLOY LLP 

Attn: Melainie K. Mansfield 

mmansfield@milbank.com 

 

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 

Attn: Bankruptcy Unit  

sdnyecf@dor.mo.gov 

 

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP 

Attn: Glenn E. Siegel, Esq. 

glenn.siegel@morganlewis.com; charlie.liu@morganlewis.com 

 

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP 

Attn: Kurt W. Rademacher, Esq. 

rachel.mauceri@morganlewis.com; kurt.rademacher@morganlewis.com 

 

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP 

Attn: John M. Rosenthal, Esq. 

john.rosenthal@morganlewis.com 

 

NELSON MULLINS RILEY & SCARBOROUGH LLP 

Attn: Daniel F. Blanks  

daniel.blanks@nelsonmullins.com 

 

O'MELVENY & MYERS LLP  

Attn: Stephen H. Warren; Jennifer Taylor; Daniel S. Shamah & Darren Patrick 

swarren@omm.com; jtaylor@omm.com; dshamah@omm.com; dpatrick@omm.com 

 

OBERMAYER REBMANN MAXWELL & HIPPEL LLP 

Attn: Angela L. Baglanzis, Esquire 

angela.baglanzis@obermayer.com 

 

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Attn: Christopher R. Momjian 

crmomjian@attorneygeneral.gov 

 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRUSTEE 

Attn: Linda Riffkin, Greg M Zipes, Benjamin J. Higgins 

greg.zipes@usdoj.gov; benjamin.j.higgins@usdoj.gov 

 

PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP 

19-10412-jlg    Doc 616    Filed 05/30/19    Entered 05/30/19 16:30:28    Main Document  
    Pg 17 of 20



7 

 

Attn: Robert J. Feinstein, Esq. 

rfeinstein@pszjlaw.com; bsandler@pszjlaw.com; sgolden@pszjlaw.com 

 

PEPPER HAMILTON LLP  

Attn: Evelyn J. Meltzer  

meltzere@pepperlaw.com 

 

PERDUE, BRANDON, FIELDER, COLLINS & MOTT, L.L.P. 

Attn: Laura J. Monroe, Jeanmarie Baer, John T. Banks 

lmbkr@pbfcm.com; jbaer@pbfcm.com; jbanks@pbfcm.com 

 

PROBER & RAPHAEL, A LAW CORPORATION 

Attn: Lee S. Raphael, Esq. 

cmartin@pralc.com 

 

PRYOR CASHMAN LLP  

Attn: Seth H. Lieberman  

slieberman@pryorcashman.com; msilverman@pryorcashman.com 

 

RICH MICHAELSON MAGALIFF, LLP 

Attn: Robert N. Michaelson, Esq. 

rmichaelson@r3mlaw.com; ecollins@r3mlaw.com 

 

ROBERTSON, ANSCHUTZ & SCHNEID, P.L. 

Attn: Cleo Green-Sharaf  

csharaf@rasboriskin.com 

 

SCHORR LAW, A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 

Attn: Zachary D. Schorr  

zschorr@schorr-law.com 

 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 

Attn: New York Regional Office 

bankruptcynoticeschr@sec.gov 

 

SEWARD & KISSEL LLP  

Attn: Kaylan Das, Esq.  

das@sewkis.com; ashmead@sewkis.com; alves@sewkis.com 

 

SHAPIRO BIEGING BARBER OTTESON LLP 

Attn: Lisa K. Shimel  

lshimel@sbbolaw.com 

 

SHAPIRO, DICARO & BARAK, LLC 

Attn: Shari S. Barak, Managing Attorney 
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sbarak@logs.com 

 

SIDLEY AUSTIN LLP  

Attn: Jessica C.K. Boelter, Matthew E. Linder 

jboelter@sidley.com; bnagin@sidley.com; cegleson@sidley.com; cpersons@sidley.com; 

mlinder@sidley.com 

 

SINGER & LEVICK, PC  

Attn: Michelle E. Shriro  

mshriro@singerlevick.com 

 

SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM LLP 

Attn: Mark A. Mcdermott;  Melissa Tiarks; Sarah M. Ward 

mark.mcdermott@skadden.com; melissa.tiarks@skadden.com; sarah.ward@skadden.com; 

evan.hill@skadden.com; bryan.kotliar@skadden.com 

 

SPROUSE LAW FIRM  

Attn: Marvin E. Sprouse 

msprouse@sprousepllc.com 

 

TEXAS CAPITAL BANK  

Attn: Linnie Hayes  

linnie.hayes@texascapitalbank.com 

 

TN DEPT OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 

Attn: Compliance Division 

agbanknewyork@ag.tn.gov 

 

U.S. DEPT. OF HUD  

Attn: Lisa Mulrain, Asst. Gen Counsel 

lisa.v.mulrain@hud.gov 

 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS OFFICE 

For The Southern District Of New York 

peter.aronoff@usdoj.gov 

 

WELLS FARGO BANK NA  

Attn: Janett Parsons  

janett.parsons@wellsfargo.com 

 

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.  

Attn: Janett Parsons  

janett.parsons@wellsfargo.com 

 

WELLS FARGO TRUST - USA  
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Attn: Janett Parsons  

janett.parsons@wellsfargo.com 

 

WELLS FARGO USA  

Attn: Janett Parsons  

janett.parsons@wellsfargo.com 

 

WELLS FARGO USA  

Attn: Mark Defabio  

mark.e.defabio@wellsfargo.com 

 

WILMINGTON SAVINGS FUND SOCIETY, FSB 

Attn: Geoffrey J Lewis  

glewis@wsfsbank.com 

 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

Attn: Mark G. Ledwin, Esq. 

mark.ledwin@wilsonelser.com 

 

WILSON, KEADJIAN, BROWNDORF, LLP 

Attn: Matthew Browndorf 

mcbrowndorf@wkbllp.com; jfaust@wkbllp.com; acorcoran@wkbllp.com 

 

 I further certify, that on the date listed below, a copy of the foregoing Motion for Relief 

from Automatic Stay, was mailed by first class, US mail, postage prepaid and properly addressed 

to the following:  

 

US Bankruptcy Court 

Southern District of New York 

One Bowling Green, New York, NY 10004 

 

Marix Servicing, LLC 

c/o Ray C. Schrock, Esq. 

Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 

767 Fifth Avenue 

New York, NY 10153 

 

 

 

     By: /s/ William P. Rubley____ 

      William P. Rubley, Esq. 

Dated: May 30, 2019 
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