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Counter-Statement of Basis of Appellate Jurisdiction

As a preliminary matter, the appellees Nevets, Inc. and Steven C. Brigham
assert that the notice of appeal filed in this matter by the appellant Mark J. Glass was
untimely, and that pursuant to well-settled law timely filing of a notice of appeal is a
jurisdictional prerequisite to District Court review of orders entered by a Bankruptcy
Court. By means of a separate motion now fully briefed and pending before this Court,
the appellees contend that this appeal must be dismissed for lack of subject matter
jurisdiction. If, and only if, the appellant overcomes this threshold jurisdictional hurdle
will the merits of this appeal be properly before this Court.

In this appeal, the appellant Marc J. Glass challenges orders of the United States
Bankruptcy Court for the District of Connecticut, Robert L. Krechevsky, U.S.B.J., in
the chapter 7 bankruptcy case of In re: Greater Hartford Architecture Conservancy
Inc., Case No. 00-21425-RLK, (i) approving, pursuant to 11 U. S. C. § 363(b), a
bankruptcy trustee’s sale, subject to existing liens and encumbrances, of certain real
property located at 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford Connecticut to Nevets, Inc., and
(ii) denying, after a full evidentiary hearing, Glass’ motion for reconsideration of said
approval. (These orders are reproduced at Addendum A hereto.)

The matter is a “core” bankruptcy matter. Appellate jurisdiction is based upon
28 U.S.C. §§ 1334 and 158(a), which confer jurisdiction upon the District Court to

review final orders of the Bankruptcy Court.
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Counter-Statement of Issues on Appeal and Standard of Review

Issues Presented

1. Can this Court properly exercise appellate jurisdiction over this matter when the
Appellant failed to file a timely notice of appeal, and therefore failed to satisfy a jurisdictional
prerequisite to appellate review?"

2, Does Appellant, a non-recourse secured creditor whose lien remains fully intact,
who did not bid for the subject property, and who has no right to participate in distributions
from the Greater Hartford Architectural Conservancy’s Chapter 7 estate, have standing to
prosecute this appeal?

3. Did the Bankruptcy Court properly approve a bankruptcy Trustee’s sale of real
property to Nevets, Inc. under 11 U.S.C. § 363(b) when Nevets’ offer constituted, in the
reasoned judgment of the Trustee and the Bankruptcy Court, the highest and best offer for the
Property?

4, Is this appeal rendered statutorily moot by operation of 11 U.S.C. § 363(m),
since the Bankruptcy Court found that Nevets was a good faith purchaser and the sale was fully
consummated?

5. Did the Bankruptcy Court properly deny Appellant’s motion for reconsideration
where Appellant cited no controlling law or other factors overlooked by the Bankruptcy Court

in rendering its decision?

! This threshold issue, addressing the Court’s subject matter jurisdiction, is the subject of a separate motion to
dismiss filed by appellees Nevets, Inc. and Steven C. Brigham. See, Appellees’ Moation to Dismiss Bankruptcy
Appeal for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction, filed April 27, 2004, with accompanying memorandum;
Appellant’s Opposition to Motion to Dismiss, filed (untimely) May 24, 2004, and Appellees’ Reply Memorandum,
filed May 27, 2004. The motion is fully briefed and awaits disposition by this Court. The merits are therefore not
addressed herein.

JCG/32381/2/683046v1
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Standard of Review

Legal conclusions of a Bankruptcy Court are subject to de novo consideration by a
reviewing District Court. Factual findings of a Bankruptcy Court in a core matter (which this
matter is pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2)(N)) are subject to review pursuant to a “clearly
erroneous” standard.

Counter-Statement of the Case
1. Nature of the Case

This is a bankruptcy appeal. Marc J. Glass (“Glass” or “Appellant”) holds a mortgage
lien on certain real property located at 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (the
“Property”). Appellee Nevets’ Appendix (“N. App.”) at 3. Glass’ lien on the Property was
expressly non-recourse to the owner, the Chapter 7 debtor Greater Hartford Architectural
Conservancy, Inc. (“GHAC” or “Debtor”), such that Glass has no claim against any other
assets of the Debtor. N. App. at 16-17, 27-28. The Property was sold to Nevets, Inc.
(“Nevets™), subject to all existing liens and encumbrances, including that of Glass, at a
bankruptcy trustee’s sale conducted pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 363(b) and as to which the
Bankruptcy Court expressly found that Nevets was a good faith purchaser. N. App. at 3-8; N.
App. at 58. Glass failed to bid at the sale and further failed to obtain a stay of the sale, and all
consideration for the sale has since been i;)aid. N. App. at 6. The sale of the Property to

Nevets, which has been fully consummated, remains fully subject to Glass’ lien. N. App. at 3,

15-17.

JCG/32381/2/683046v1
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By means of this (untimely filed) appeal,’ Glass seeks to overturn the Bankruptcy
Court’s order approving the sale, as well as the Bankruptcy Court’s order denying Glass’
motion for reconsideration.

2. Course of Proceedings

On or about January 30, 2003, Mr. John O’Neil, GHAC’s bankruptcy trustee, noticed
his intention to sell the Property to Hartford Hospital, subject to any higher and better offers he
might receive. N. App. at 4-5, 29-30. After Trustee’s receipt of timely objections and at least
one counter-offer, April 22, 2003 was ultimately set by the Bankruptcy Court as the time for
hearing on the GHAC’s Trustee’s notice of intent to sell. N. App. 4-5, 38-41 At that time,
the Trustee reported to the Court that an offer received from Nevets, Inc. to purchase the
property for a price of $20,000 in cash, and subject to all existing liens, was, in his judgment,
the highest and best offer for the Property. N. App. at 5-7; N. App. at 51-53.

3. Disposition Below

After affording all parties, including Glass, who had expressed an interest in the
disposition of the Property an opportunity to he heard, Judge Krechevsky approved the sale to
Nevets, Inc., expressly finding that Nevets was a good faith purchaser. N. App. at 6-7, 58. A
written order to that effect was entered on May 1, 2003. See, Addendum A hereto.

On May 6, 2003, Glass filed a motion to reconsider and revoke the sale. Glass also
sought entry of a stay. N. App. at 7. On July 24, 2003, the Bankruptcy Court denied the
motion for stay. N. App. at 8. On Augﬁst 5 and Aﬁgust 11, 2003, the Bankruptcy Court took

evidence (consisting of witness testimony from and documentary evidence) in connection with

% See, e.g. N. App. 46 (entries 126, 127, and 130) and N. App. 68-70.

4
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the motion for reconsideration. N. App. at 8-10; hearing transcripts reproduced at Appellant's
"Record for Appeal,” Tabs 48 and 49. After giving the parties a full opportunity to submit
post-hearing briefs, the Bankruptcy Court entered an order on December 18, 2004 denying the
motion for reconsideration and to revoke the sale. See, Addendum A hereto.
4. Statement of Facts

Interested Parties. GHAC is the debtor in a case under Chapter 7 of Title 11 of the
United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”). N. App. at 3. GHAC is the former owner of the
fee interest in certain improved real property located at 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT
(the “Property”), having acquired it from Marc J. Glass (“Glass” or “Appellant”) in 1994.
Id.; Transcript of 8/11/03 Hearing (“8/11/03 Tr.”), at p. 6 (testimony of Marc Glass).
Attorney John O’Neil is GHAC’s duly appointed Chapter 7 trustee. N. App. at 3. The City
of Hartford (the “City”), Dr. Steven Brigham (“Brigham”), Attorney Glass, and the State of
Connecticut Department of Labor (“DOL”) assert liens against the Property. Id. Nevets, Inc.
(“Nevets™) purchased the Property from Trustee O’Neil, subject to existing liens and
encumbrances, and has paid over $6,500 in recording costs associated with the transfer of the
Property. ld.

The Subject Property. Located in the vicinity of Hartford Hospital (the “Hospital”), the
Property is a commercial building suitable for use as a medical office building, subject to
certain historic landmark restrictions. 7d.  For some time the Property has produced no

significant income. Id. The obligations of ownership were an ongoing burden upon and risk

JCG/32381/2/683046v1
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to GHAC’s estate: substantial real estate taxes and other expenses continued to accrue, and
Trustee had neither casualty nor liability insurance in place for the Property.® Id.

The Property was, and remains, encumbered by numerous liens exceeding the apparent
value of the Property.* Id. The liens arose variously on account of: (i) unpaid taxes on
Hartford’s Grand List for the years 1993-present, and other unpaid municipal charges, owed to
the City; (i) an unpaid mortgage debt owed to Glass; and (iii) unpaid unemployment
compensation tax owed to DOL. N. App. at 3-4. The greater part of the encumbrances is
attributable to the City’s tax liens, which ére prior in right to the liens of Glass and DOL.

N. App. at 4. The City’s liens for each of the tax years 1993-1998 were assigned to Brigham
pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. Sec. 12-195b. N. App. at 4.

The Desirability of Disposing of the Property. Trustee was thus confronted by a
| situation where the Property was of questionable value to the GHAC estate. Id. Moreover,
the situation was unlikely to improve with the passage of time and corresponding increase in
the encumbrances on the Property. Id. Further, Trustee was also caught amidst ongoing inter-
creditor disputes between Glass and Brigham that complicated efforts to dispose of the
Property. Id. Although there was disagreement as to the mode of disposition, some form of
disposition of the Prdperty was nevertheless desired by all parties concerned. Id.

Toward that end, several alternatives designed to effect a disposition of the Property

were initiated by the Trustee. Id. Trustee noticed a proposed abandonment of the Property as

* Such insurance was apparently difficult or impossible to place economically under the circumstances involved
here.

* See, e.g., Transcript of 4/22/03 Hearing (“4/22/03 Tr.,” also located at Appellant’s Record for Appeal, Tab
46), at p. 6 (statement of Trustee O’Neil, re liens in excess of $400,000); 8/11/03 Tr., (located at Appellant 3
Record for Appeal, Tab 49) at page 38-39 (testimony of broker Robert Hiler, re lack of eqmty) 8/11/03 Tr.,
page 49 (testimony of Trustee O’Neil, re liens in excess of $400,000).

6
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being in excess of realizable value (N. App. at 38--Bankruptcy Court Docket ID No. 68); to
which Glass objected (N. App. 38--Document ID No. 69). Trustee also noticed a proposed
sale of the Property to the Hospital for $275,000, subject to higher and better offers (N. App.
at 29-30, and N. App 38--Docket ID No. 71), to which Brigham timely objected (N. App. at
39--Docket ID No. 80) and submitted a counter-bid (N. App. at 39--Docket ID. No. 81).°
Trustee also moved pursuant to Code Sec. 363(f) to sell the Property free and clear of liens (N.
App. at 38--Docket ID. No. 73), to which Brigham objected (N. App. at 39--Docket ID. No.
80).° For his part, Brigham moved to compel Trustee to abandon the Property (N. App. at 39-
-Docket ID. No. 79). Brigham also sought relief from stay to enforce his rights against the
Property as a creditor (N. App. at 41--Docket ID No. 92). After a series of continuances, and
with one exception’, these various matters came before the Court for hearing on April 22,
2003. N. App. at 5, 41-42, 47-67.

The April 22, 2003 Proceedings. On April 22, 2003, the Trustee appeared before the

Bankruptcy Court ready to take up the various matters relating to disposition of the Property.

3 On January 31, 2003 Trustee noticed, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Sec. 363(b) and Rule 6004(a), Fed. R. Bankr, P,,
a proposed sale of the Property to the Hospital for the sum of $275,000. Pursuant to Trustee’s notice, duly
served (including upon the Appellant) by the Clerk’s Office in accordance with the Bankruptcy Rules, interested
parties wishing to object were given until March 3, 2003 to object to the sale, and/or to submit a counter-offer.
The notice indicated that objections, if any, would be heard by the Court on March 6, 2003, and that an auction
would be conducted in the event competing offers were submitted. The matter was continued on several
occasions, but what the notice anticipated is precisely what happened.

8 1t is highly doubtful that Trustee could have successfully prosecuted his 363(f) motion. Among other things, the
liens against the Property far exceeded the value of the Property—-as measured, for example, by the Hospital’s
offer, or by an appraisal in the Trustee’s possession--and Trustee lacked the consent of all lien holders and/or a
good faith basis to dispute the underlying tax and mortgage liens. In all events Trustee did not in fact have to
prosecute the 363(f) motion since the Property was not ultimately sold “free and clear”; thus the 363(f) motion is
irrelevant to this appeal.

7 Brigham’s lift-stay motion was filed on April 22, 2003, and of course could not be docketed for hearing on or
before that date,

JCG/32381/2/683046v1
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N. App. at 5, 47-67. Also present were attorneys representing Glass and Brigham,
representatives of the Hospital and Nevets, and the real estate broker Robert Hiler. Id.

Trustee proposed to proceed with an auction to determine if there were any advances
over the $275,000 offer by the Hospital. N. App. at 5; 47-48. Not surprisingly, Brigham’s
counsel advocated starting with the objections to a sale free and clear, or with the
abandonment, or with the relief from stay. N. App. at 5, 48-50. Glass’ counsel preferred the
sale/auction route. N. App. at 5. The Court reasoned that it made little sense to take up the
363(f) matter unless and until it was determined, via the auction process, if there was sufficient
value to justify such a sale. N. App. at 5, 50. Trustee resolved to go forward with an auction
process and report back to the Court. N. App. at 5, 51. The hearing was recessed pending
outcome of the bidding. N. App. at 5.

Nevets submitted a written bid, with a bank check for $20,000, offering to purchase the
Property for $20,000 and subject to the existing encumbrances of over $450,000.® N. App.
at 6. Neither Glass nor the Hospital, despite ample opportunity to do so, stepped forward to
‘sweeten the pot.” Id. Trustee concluded that the Nevets offer was superior to the Hospital’s
offer to purchase the Property, free and clear of liens, for $275,000, determining among other
things that the Nevets proposal eliminated the need for further litigation and was otherwise a

‘good deal’ for unsecured creditors.” N. App. at 6, 51-56. Accordingly, Trustee accepted the

¥ One fair way of looking at the economic value of the Nevets offer, and a viewpoint expressed by both Trustee
and the Court, was that it equaled the amount of the liens plus $20,000, a figure well in excess of the Hospital’s
$275,000 proposal. See, 4/22/03 Tr., at pp. 5-6 (N. App. at 5, 51-52.
? Among other things, Trustee’s disposition of the Property to Nevets relieved the estate of the burdens associated
with ownpership of the Property (i.e., ongoing liability risk, as well as continuing operating expenses, including
taxes, utilities, security and insurance), while at the same time deriving some cash for creditors of the estate from
a property in which the estate likely had no equity.

See also 8/11/03 Tr., starting at page 49, where Trustee O’Neil explains why he concluded that the Nevets offer
was higher and better and otherwise in the best interests of GHAC’s estate. He also explains why Glass’

8
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Nevets offer, and sought Court authorization to proceed with the Sec. 363(b) sale to Nevets."
N. App. at6.

Glass’ counsel objected, complaining nebulously that the proposed sale to Nevets “does
not represent the best recovery for the estate” and that it was “not advertised to be offered in
this way.” N. App. at 6, 54. Glass’ counsel also requested that the sale be readvertised.

N. App. at 6, 57. The Bankruptcy Court overruled these objections, after giving Glass’
counsel the opportunity to make any and all objections he cared to advance. N. App. at 6-7,
57."

Nevets, supported by the Trustee, and without objection from Glass, requested a
fmding that it had purchased the Property in good faith. N. App. at 7, 57-58. The Court
expressly so found. N. App. at 7, 58. The Court instructed the parties to submit an
appropriate order. N. App. at 7, 65.

The Order Approving the Sale. On May 1, 2003 the Bankruptcy Court entered a
written order authorizing Trustee’s sale to Nevets, subject to existing liens and encumbrances.
See Addendum A hereto. The Court found, among other things, that:

.. in accordance with 11 U.S.C. § 363(m), that Nevets, Inc., through its
agents at all relevant times acted in good faith with respect to its offer to
purchase the Property.

Court’s Order on Objection to Sale of Estate Property Located at 140-144 Retreat
Avenue, Hartford CT, entered May 1, 2003, at p. 2.

somewhat vague offer to subordinate, to the extent of $20 000 his junior lien to the estate upon a sale free and
clear of liens was less appealing.

' The various other motions pertaining to the Property and pending on the 22* would become moot and would be
marked off upon authorization of the 363(b) sale to Nevets.

" The Court advised Glass® counsel, Attorney Dambrov, that it was inclined to rule in the Trustee’s favor
“unless you have something further to add,” whereupon Attorney Dambrov added further argument. 4/22/03 Tr.,
atp 11, 11.1-2 and following. At the hearing held on August 11, 2003, Dambrov claimed to have been. ‘cut off’ in
his arguments (8/11/03 Tr., at p. 93), a point the Bankruptcy Court, correctly it turns out, questioned (8/11/03
Tr., at p. 94).

9
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Glass Seeks Reconsideration of the Court’s Authorization of the Sale. On May 6, 2003
Glass filed a motion to reconsider and revoke the sale. N. App. at 7. The motion did not even
purport, as required by Local District Rule 7(c), to identify controlling precedent or other
matters allegedly overlooked by the Bankruptcy Court in rendering its decision. Id. Rather,

Glass stated merely:

As grounds for this request, the Movant states that the sale was conducted under
conditions that did not give the interested parties an opportunity to respond to
the written bid and that the bid was not in the best interest of the estate, all as
more fully set forth below.
Motion for Reconsideration, at § 22, p. 4.
This is in substance what Glass had complained about, unsuccessfully, at the April 22,
2003 hearing. N. App. at 8. The reconsideration motion was therefore nothing but a rehash
of what had gone before: there was not so much as an intimation that the Bankruptcy Court
had overlooked controlling precedent, or any other matters, in rendering its decision. Id.
The Deed is Recorded after Glass Fails to Obtain a Stay. Glass also sought a stay of

the sale. Id. On July 24, 2003, the Bankruptcy Court denied that request.”? On August 5,

2003, Nevets recorded among the land records of the City of Hartford a deed of conveyance

"> Glass argued that he had an informal understanding with the Trustee that the deed would not be delivered for
recordation and recorded while this matter was being reconsidered. Trustee explained that that was not so, and
that he never agreed to an open-ended, informal stay that would result in the estate continuing to bear the risks of
record ownership of an uninsured property. The Court was apprised that there was an ongoing, unresolved
discussion between Nevets and the Trustee as to which party- would pay the substantial conveyance-fees, and that
the deed was not likely to be recorded immediately; however, the Court was also apprised that the parties
reserved the right to record the deed at any time. See, 7/24/03 Tr. (transcript located at Tab 47 of Appellant’s
“Record for Appeal”). The Court expressed the sentiment that Glass probably did not need the stay, but that in
any event no stay would be ordered. 7/24/03 Tr., at 9-10. The issue of whether or not Glass could have put up,
pursuant to Rule 8005 Fed. R. Bankr. P, a sufficient bond pending appeal was therefore not reached.

In all events, at the evidentiary hearings on this matter held on August 5 and 11, Glass could offer no competent
evidence of any binding, open-ended agreement with the Trustee (or anyone else) not to deliver or record the
deed.

10
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from the Trustee. See, Appellant’s Record for Appeal, Tab 44. In so doing, Nevets advanced
an additional $6,500 in required recording fees. N. App. at 8. On the same day, Glass
recorded his “Affidavit and Notice of Bankruptcy Proceedings”, essentially advising of his
pending motion to reconsider. N. App. at 19-21.B

The Evidentiary Hearings on Reconsideration. At hearings conducted on August 5
and 11, 2003 (transcripts located at Tabs 48 and 49 of Appellants’ “Record for Appeal”), the
Bankruptcy Court took evidence {consisting of witness testimony from Marc J. Glass, Robert
Hiler, and Trustee O’Neil, and receipt of certain documents) in coﬁnection with Glass’ motion
for reconsideration and to revoke the sale. N. App. at 8-10.

Glass provided a history of his involvement with the Property and certain matters in the
case that predated the challenged sale, as well as certain personal grievances he had with
Brigham. N. App. at 9. He could offer no proper basis upon which to justify reconsideration
or revocation of the sale.

Mr. Hiler, a real estate broker appearing voluntarily (i.e., he was not subpoenaed), did
little more than: (i) suggest that Trustee might have been able, at some unspecified price, to
obtain property damage (but not liability) insurance coverage for the Property; (ii) confirm that
there was no equity in the Property at the price levels reasonably under consideration in this
case; and (iii) confirm that he was hoping to receive a 10% brokerage commission from any
sale to the Hospital. N. App. at 9. Nothing Mr. Hiler said would justify reconsideration or

revoking this sale.

13 That recording was a classic “cloud on title,” plainly calculated to interfere with Nevets’ ability to finance or
alienate the Property.
11
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Trustee O’Neil forthrightly explained his efforts to dispose of the Property and his
rationale for preferring the Nevets offer. N. App. at 10. He also confirmed that that Property
was “underwater” in terms of lacking equity, that he had no open-ended agreement not to
deliver or record a deed for the Property, that the proposed deal with the Hospital was
predicated on a “free and clear” transfer, and that he had acted to secure the maximum amount
of recovery for unsecured creditors with the minimum amount of expense and litigation.

N. App. at 9. His testimony provided no basis for reconsideration or revocation of the sale.

Tellingly, Glass’ attorney could only argue that “our basic position is that the Trustee
advertised one sale and conducted a different sale” and that the approved sale was “not the
highest and best.” N. App. at 10; 8/11/03 Tr., at p. 90. Aside from being dead wrong as a
matter of substance, these arguments were precisely the same arguments raised unsuccessfully
at the April 22, 2003 hearing, to wit: that the sale “does not represent the best recovery for
the estate” and that it was “not advertised to be offered in this way.” N. App. at 54.

At the close of evidence on August 11, the Court directed Glass’ counsel to order
transcripts of the underlying hearings. N. App. at 10. The parties were directed to submit
their initial post-hearing briefs within 30 days of the Court’s receipt of the transcripts, and
their reply briefs, if any, within 14 days thereafter. Id. The Court’s docket reflects that
transcripts of the April 22, July 24, August 5, and August 11, 2003 proceedings were ordered
by Attorney Dambrov on September 5, 2003."* N. App. at 44. They were delivered to the

Court on November 6, 2003. N. App. at 45. Accordingly, the initial briefs were due on

1 Curiously, counsel did not extend other interested parties the courtesy of advising them that the transcripts had
been ordered, or that they had been received. Nor did counsel offer to share copies of the transcripts. Only
persistent review of the docket enabled other counsel to stay abreast of developments with respect to these
matters.
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December 8, 2003. Nevets timely filed a brief. Glass submitted nothing. On December 18,
2004, this Court entered its order denying the motion for reconsideration. See Addendum A
hereto.

On January 8, 2004, considerably beyond the ten day period during which to timely file
a notice of appeal under the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, Appellant filed his notice
of appeal with respect to the order approving the sale and the denial of the motién to
reconsider. See Bankruptcy Docket ID No. 130, N. App. at 46. At no point did Appellant
seek an enlargement of time to file his notice of appeal or otherwise seek to excuse his
untimely notice. See, N. App. at 45-46. On April 27, 2004, Nevets and Brigham moved,
based on the untimely notice of appeal, to dismiss the appeal for lack of subject matter
jurisdiction. On May 24, 2004--several days beyond the established deadline--Appellant filed
his response to the motion to dismiss. On May 26, 2004, Nevets and Brigham filed their reply
brief. On or about May 18, Appellant filed his opening brief on the merits of his appeal.

Summary of the Argument

Before this Court is Glass’ appeal of (i) a Bankruptcy Court’s order, issued pursuant to
11 U.S.C. Sec. 363(b), authorizing Trustee’s sale of Debtor’s real property to Nevets; and (ii)
the Bankruptcy Court’s order denying reconsideration of that order. The challenged sale, now
fully consummated, was made expressly subject to existing liens and encumbrances, including
Glass’ mortgage lien. Glass’ appeal must fail for several separate and legally independent
reasons.

First, the Property was sold fully subject to Glass’ non-recourse mortgage, such that
- Glass’ rights against the Property remain wholly unaffected. Beyond that, as a non-recourse

creditor Glass has no right to any distribution from GHAC’s Chapter 7 estate, and therefore no
' 13
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standing as an unsecured creditor. As a result, Glass has no pecuniary stake in the outcome of
this dispute. His appeal must therefore fail for lack of standing.

Second, Trustee’s decision to accept Nevets’ offer to purchase the Property, subject to
existing liens, for $20,000 in cash was on its merits eminently reasonable. The sale created
concrete value for GHAC’s estate and eliminated a number of significant Burdens, uncertainties
and risks. The Trustee had tried, unsuccessfully, to otherwise dispose of the Property, and
existing liens on the Property far outstripped the Value. of the Property and any bids ever made
for it. Moreover, the Trustee's original notice of intent to sell the Property was made
expressly subject to higher and better offers, and gave interested parties ample notice and the
opportunity to object or submit counter-proposals. Accordingly, no plausible substantive basis
exists to upset the approved sale.

Third, the Bankruptcy Court expressly found--with Glass’ counsel present and
expressing no objection (and thereby waiving whatever objection he may have had)--that
Nevets, which tendered cash and otherwise fully performed as promised, was a good faith
purchaser. Not so much as a suggestion of fraud, collusion, or other "bad faith" was ever
advanced, despite ample opportunity—including two Court-side hearings and two additional
days of evidentiary hearings—for Glass to do so. Glass obtained no stay of the sale, and the
sale was fully consummated. Accordingly, Glass’s appeal is statutorily moot pursuant to 11
U.S.C. Sec. 363(m).

Finally, in his unsuccessful moﬁon to reconsider, Glass merely rehashed arguments

previously made to, and rejected by, the Bankruptcy Court. Glass cited no controlling
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authority or any other matters overlooked by the Bankruptcy Court in rendering its decision.

As a result, Glass failed to satisfy the strict legal standard required to support reconsideration.
Legal Argument

L THE RIGHTS OF APPELLANT, A NON-RECOURSE SECURED CREDITOR,

WERE WHOLLY UNAFFECTED BY THE CHALLENGED SALE. THE

SECURITY PROPERTY TRANSFERRED AS A RESULT OF THE SALE

REMAINED FULLY SUBJECT TO APPELLANT’S LIEN, AND APPELLANT

HAD NO OTHER RIGHTS ASSERTABLE AGAINST THE ESTATE.

ACCORDINGLY, THIS APPELLANT HAS NO STANDING.

A party seeking relief from an order of a bankruptcy court must be “directly and
adversely affected pecuniarily” by it. Kane v. Johns-Manville Corp., 843 F.2d 636, 641 (2d
Cir. 1988), citing Cosmopolitan Aviation Corp V. N.Y. State Dept. of Transportation, 763
F.2d 507, 513 (2d Cir.), cert. denied 474 U.S. 1032 (1985). The standing requirement
imposed in a bankruptcy case is therefore more exacting than the ‘case or controversy’-based
standing requirement imposed by Article III of the U.S. Constitution (i.e., constitutional
‘injury in fact’ also encompasses non-financial injuriés ‘fairly traceable’ to conduct complained
of). Kane, 843 F.2d at 642. It is that way precisely to avoid the unmanageable proliferation
of review that would resu{t in bankruptcy cases--which by their nature involve a myriad of
parties--should every pal't); indirectly affected by a bankruptcy court order be permitted
unfettered access to review. Id. In bankruptcy cases, review is available only to a party
whose pecuniary interests are directly and adversely affected. Id. That is simply not the case
here.

.Here, prior to the challenged transfer Glass held a junior lien on the Property--

specifically a mortgage securing a note in the original principal amount of $115,000. The sale

to Nevets was made subject to all liens and encumbrances, including that of Glass.
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Accordingly, even after the sale to Nevets, whatever rights Glass had against the Property
remained wholly unaffected.

Glass is- undeniably a creditor of GHAC. While a creditor ordinarily has standing to
challenge an order disposing of property of an estate, that is only so because the order affects
the creditor’s ability to receive payment from the estate, and a direct pecuniary interest is
therefore implicated. Kane, at 642, citing Shaw & Levine v. Gulf & Western Industries, Inc.,
607 F.2d 258, 262 (2d. Cir. 1979). However, where the order cannot possibly affect the
complaining party’s ability to receive payment from the estate, there can be no pecuniary
interest at stake. See, e.g., Cosmopolitan Aviation, 763 F.2d at 513 (‘hopelessly insolvent’
debtor not permitted to challenge orders affecting estate because estate will go to creditors, and
debtor has no interest in what happens to it); Kane, 843 F.2d at 642, n. 3; see also Ucensing
by Paolo, Inc. v. Sinatra (In re Gucci), 126 F.3d 380, 388 (2d Cir. 1997)(standard for
bankruptcy standing much stricter than “injury in fact”).

In this case, the underlying mortgage note from GHAC to Glass was made expressly

without recourse to any of GHAC’s assets except for the Property.”® Thus Glass had--and still

has--the right to seek foreclosure of his mortgage lien against the Property; however, Glass

never had--and still does not have--the right to participate in any distribution from the estate

15 There was no evidence to the contrary presented at any hearing conducted in this matter. Moreover, Glass filed
a proof of claim in this case (see N. App. at 22-28), signed by Attorney Alan Dambrov as attorney in fact and
dated September 15, 1900 [sic]. The proof of claim was docketed on September 15, 2000 as Claim No. 7 on the
official claims register maintained by the Clerk in this case; it is a matter as to which the Bankruptcy Court could
properly take judicial notice pursuant to Rule 201(b), Fed. R. Evid, and Nevets expressly requested that judicial
notice be taken. Glass’ claim was clearly marked as “secured,” and attached to it is the underlying mortgage note
from GHAC dated September 16, 1994, At page 2, the note stated plainly that it “shall be without recourse to the
maker....” Thus Glass could properly look only to the security property at 140-144 Retreat Ave. as a source of
repayment; he expressly bargained away any right to look to GHAC’s general estate for repayment, As of this
very moment, (Glass’ rights are no less than they were before the sale was approved by the Bankruptcy Court.
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that arises from any source othef than the Property. Even if his mortgage turned out to be
partially or entirely uhdersecured, Glass would not hold an unsecured claim (i.e., a deficiency
claim) in GHAC’s Chapter 7 case, and would not share in any distribution from the estate.
Nothing the Bankruptcy Court did, or this Court could do, could change that fact. Glass will
not, and cannot, be affected pecuniarily by the outcome of this matter. Glass’ lack of

bankruptcy standing dooms this appeal.

I TRUSTEE’S ACCEPTANCE, AND THE COURT’S APPROVAL, OF THE NEVETS
OFFER WAS SOUND.

Trustee explained to the Bankruptcy Court his reasons for accepting the Nevets bid, and
those reasons were compelling. Among other things, the Nevets bid: (i) provided meaningful
cash to the estate in a situation where otherwise little if any equity existed; (ii) eliminated the
estate’s need to pursue (and the expense of pursuing) additional litigation over allegedly
conflicting rights to the Property; (iii) eliminated the risks attendant with a wasting and
potentially burdensome asset; and (iv) eliminated the ﬁeed to pursue a (very likely
unsuccessful) motion to sell free and clear of liens. Nothing suggested by Appellant, or
anyone else, approached those virtues.

Further, Trustee had noticed on J anuary 31, 2003 his intent to sell the Property to

Hartford Hospital for $275,000, expressly subject to higher and better offers. See, N. App.

29-30. The Hospital’s offer, however, required that it obtain the Property free and clear of
liens, a factor that, given the magnitude of the liens, seriously diminished the economic value

of that offer to the Trustee. Interested parties, including Glass, were given notice and the

17

JCG/32381/2/683046v1
07/02/04-HRT/




Case 3:04-cv-00097-AWT Document 23 Filed 07/02/04 Page 22 of 42

opportunity to object and submit counter-bids by March 3, 2003." An objection and a counter
bid were in fact submitted. Ultimately, Trustee quite rationally chose to accept the bid from
Nevets, Inc., which Trustee properly valued at at least $485,000 (the sum of all existing liens
and encumbrances, plus_ the $20,000 in cash consideration to the estate). The Hospital, whose
bid required a sale free and clear of the $450,000-plus in existing liens and encumbrances,
pointedly declined to revise its offer despite ample. opportunity to do so. In so declining, the
Hospital tacitly acknowledged the economic superiority of the Nevets bid.

Under these circumstances, the Trustee was properly within his considerable discretion
to seek approval for the sale to Nevets, and the Court was well within its proper discretion to
approve the sale. See, e.g., Inre Mutphy, 288 B.R. 1 (D. Me. 2002)(a trustee's business
judgment is subject to great judicial deference, and his decision will not be disturbed unless it
is shown that the trustee acted in an irrational, arbitrary, or capricious manner, or clearly

contrary to reason).

.  THIS APPEAL HAS BEEN RENDERED MOOT BY OPERATION OF SECTION
363(m) OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE

With respect to any sale of estate property authorized by a bankruptcy court, the
Bankruptcy Code provides that:
The reversal or modification on appeal of an authorization under subsection
(b) or (c) of this section of a sale or lease of property does not effect the validity

of a sale or lease under such authorization to an entity that purchased or leased
such property in good faith, whether or nor such entity knew of the pendency of

16 Glass’ attempt to raise a ‘due process’ argument is misplaced. He plainly had actual notice (see, e.g. N. App.
at 29-37) of the Trustee’s intent to sell the Property, and that the “stalking horse” offer was subject to higher and
better offers. That latter caveat is of course common in bankruptcy proceedings, where a trustee is generally
obliged to maximize valtue to creditors of the estate he represents.
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the appeal, unless such authorization and such sale or lease were stayed pending
appeal.

11 U.S.C. Sec. 363(m) (reproduced at Addendum B hereto).

When an order confirming a sale to a good faith purchaser is entered and a stay of sale
is not obtained, the sale becomes final and cannot be reversed on appeal. See, e.g., Matter of
Lloyd, 37 F.3d 271, 273 (7" Cir. 1994); In re District 65, United Auto Aerospace and Agr.
Implement Workers of America, UAW, 184 B.R. 196 (S.D.N.Y. 1995); In re Saco Local
Devel. Corp., 19 B.R. 119, 121 (1* Cir. B.A.P. 1982); In re Stein & Day, Inc., 113 B.R.

157, 162 (1990). The “statutory mootness” provision of 11 U.S.C. § 363(m) applies with
equal force to motions for reconsideration. In re Pine Coast Enterprises, 147 B.R. 30, 33
(Bkricy. N.D. IIl. 1992).

At the April 22, 2003 hearing, the Bankruptcy Court found, without objection from
Glass, that Nevets had purchased the Property in good faith. 4/22/03 Tr., atp. 12." This
finding was not at all surprising, given that the Trustee had originally noticed a sale subject to
higher and better offers, that the offer made by Nevets was judged by the Trustee énd the
Bankruptcy Court to be higher and better, and that the cash consideration for the offer was in
fact timely and fully paid.

Licensing by Paolo, Inc. v. Sinatra (In re Gucci), 126 F.3d 380, 389-394 (2d Cir.
1997) considered what constitutes “good faith” in the context of a sale conducted under Section
363 of the Bankruptcy Code. There, disappointed bidders/recourse creditors challenged Va sale
of assets to a business rival of the debtor. The parties challenging the sale alleged “bad faith”

based on the following factors: (a) the purchaser was engaged in world-wide litigation

' That finding is also reflected in the Court’s May 1, 2003 Order (reproduced at Addendum A hereto).
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challenging the use of the debtor’s trademarks, which effectively devalued the trademarks’
assets; (b) the purchaser was improperly attempting, by conditioning its bid on acquisition of
non-estate assets, to gain control of assets beyond the scope of the bankruptcy estate; (c) the
purchaser allegedly colluded with the trustee; and (d) .the purchaser was acquiring the assets
with the specific intent to destroy their value. 126 F.3d at 391. The Second Circuit found no
basis to overturn the bankruptcy court’s good faith finding.

Despite the fact that the purchaser may have had motives which incladed quashing a
competitor and leveraging its acquisition beyond assets within the bankruptcy estate, the Court
of Appeals refused to view such factors within the purview of S¢ction 363(m) “good faith.”
The Court also observed that the trustee could readily have concluded that the sale was in the
best interests of the estate, as it provided material value and eliminated ongoing litigation. 126
F.3d 391-393. The Second Circuit instructed that “good faith of a purchaser is shown by the
integrity of his conduct or in the course of the sale proceedings...a purchaser’s good faith is
lost by fraud, collusion between the purchaser and other bidders or the trustee, or an attempt to
take grossly unfair advantage of other bidders.” 126 F.3d at 390. The existence of prior
litigation is not evidence of “bad faith” for Section 363 purposes. Under the Gucci standard,
the fact that a party responded to a notice of sale of property under Section 363(b) that was
made expressly subject to higher and better offers with an offer that was, in the view of the
trusteé and the Bankruptcy Court, higher and better, and then tendered and paid the agreed-

upon consideration, is no evidence of bad faith.'®

18 Throughout this proceeding, Glass has failed to appreciate the fact that the Trustee had, as but one of several
potential means of disposing of the Property, noticed a sale under Section 363(b) and Rule 6004, subject to higher
and better offers. That procedure was neither atypical nor irrational, as it would potentially allow the trustee to
go forward with a sale irrespective of whether or not the sale was free and clear of liens.
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Glass also argues that while Nevets may well have been acting in good faith at the time
it tendered its offer and the cash price, it was not acting in good faith at the time the
transaction was recorded. Why? Because, prior to recording of the Trustee’s deed, Glass--
having lost his bid to obtain a stay from the Court—-reéorded an “Affidavit and Notice of
Bankruptcy Proceedings”” on the land records of the City of Hartford stating that Glass asserts
a lien against the Property and has moved to reconsider the Bankruptcy Court’s adverse ruling.
Recording a piece of paper that says, essentially, that Glass continues to contest an adverse
ruling is no substitute for the stay that Glass failed to obtain.”® It certainly does not render
recording of the trustee’s deed infirm or in bad faith.”

Moreover Glass, whose counsel was present at the time of the good faith finding, did not

object to that finding, and further failed to raise any “bad faith” argument on reconsideration.

Glass apparently fails to grasp that, rather than anyone else’s ‘bad faith’, it was his own unfamiliarity with the
Bankruptcy Code and bankruptcy procedures, and perhaps his own failure of imagination, that rendered him flat-
footed and unable (more likely, unwilling) to compete for the Property. Yet all is not lost, as Glass remains in
precisely the position he was in before the disposition to Nevets; he still holds whatever rights his mortgage
interest provides to him. —

N. App. at 19-21.
2 1i should also be noted that Glass would almost certainly have had to put up an appropriate bond before any stay
would be imposed. He did not, of course, do so.
2 The Bankruptcy Court rejected Glass® entitlement to a stay, and therefore nothing prevented recordation of the
deed. Glass’ argument here borders on frivolous, not unlike like many of Glass’ actions in connection with this
case and this appeal. For example, Glass has chosen, for reasons well nigh inexplicable, to lard the record of this
proceeding with motions and pleadings concerning matters not remotely related to the April 2003 transaction he
purports to challenge on appeal, including discovery disputes arising in other, unrelated proceedings involving
him and Dr. Brigham and having no bearing whatsoever on the challenged sale.
‘What Glass has really done here is little more than try to throw up as much irrelevant “mud” as possible, in
hopes that something might “stick.” Indeed, the general pattern and practice of Mr. Glass is not one of
- seriousness, but rather one of-dilatoriness and ‘tactical’ litigation. He has made no serious effort to-acquire the
property in question, nor has he made any serious effort to enforce his (still unaffected) lien. His lack of
seriousness as to the legal substance of his positions is manifest from, among other things, the fact he failed
(while nonetheless forcing his adversaries to invest the time and effort to do so) to file a brief on reconsideration;
from the fact that he filed a notice of appeal well out of time and without so much as attempting to demonstrate
excuse or obtain leave; the fact that he was late in filing his initial appellate brief, despite several extension
requests; and the fact that he was late in filing his response to the pending motion to dismiss. Truly, Glass has
managed thus far proceeded in serially dilatory fashion. That is wrong, and should not be tolerated. Frankly, if
there is any bad faith here, it is on the part of Glass.
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Accordingly, Appellees submit that Glass waived whatever objection he might possibly have
had on this point. See, e.g., Daewoo International (America) Corp. Creditor Trust v, SSTS
America Corp., _F. Supp. 2d __, 2003 U.S. Dist LEXIS 9802, at *13-*14 (S.D.N.Y.
2003){failure to object to provision of confirmation order precludes appellate review); In re
McKenna, 238 F.3d 186, 187 (2d Cir. 2001)(per curiam, holding failure to raise argument
below constitutes waiver); In re Lionel Corp., 29 F.3d. 88, 92 (2d Cir. 1994)(declining to
consider arguments in bankruptcy appeal not raised below).

Undeniably, no stay was ever entered with respect to the sale. The buyer paid
substantial consideration, accepted the risks of ownership (and divested Trustee of those risks),
and otherwise changed its position in reliance thereon. There was no evidence whatsoever of
fraud, collusive bidding, or anything remotely untoward with respect to the sale or the
purchaser. A deed of transfer was in fact recorded among the Hartford land records, and the

sale was in all ways fully consummated. The instant appeal is therefore moot pursuant to 11

U.S.C. § 363(m).

IV.  GLASS PROVIDED THE BANKRUPTCY COURT WITH NO BASIS TO GRANT
RECONSIDERATION, AND NO SUCH BASIS EXISTS.

Glass also purports to challenge the Bankruptcy Court’s denial of his motion to
reconsider the order approving the sale of 140-144 Retreat Avenue. However, no genuine
basis exists for such a challenge,

The standard for granting a motion for reconsideration is strict. Reconsideration “will
generally be denied unless the moving party can point to controlling decisions or data that the

court overlooked--matters, in other words, that might reasonably be expected to alter the

22

JCG/32381/2/683046v1
07/02/04-HRT/




Case 3:04-cv-00097-AWT Document 23 Filed 07/02/04 Page 27 of 42

conclusion reached by the court.” Shrader v. CSX Transp., 70 F.3d 255, 257 (2d Cir. 1995),
see also United States v. Sanchez, 35 F.3d 673, 677 (2d Cir. 1994) (granting of
reconsideration appropriate when a “need is shown to correct a clear error of law or to prevent
manifest injustice.”); LoSacco v. City of Middletown, 882 F. Supp. 870, 876-77 (D. Conn.
1993). A motion to reconsider ... should not be granted where the moving party seeks only
to relitigate an issue already decided.” Shrader, 70 F.3d at 257.

Generally, the moving party is required to demonstrate that a court overlooked
controlling decisions or factual matters that were put before the court in the underlying motion.
Yurman Design, Inc. v. Golden Treasure Imps., Inc., __ F. Supp.2d __ , 2003 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 19759 (S.D.N.Y. 2003); see Walsh v. McGee, 918 F. Supp. 107, 110 (S.D.N.Y.
1996); Houbigant, Inc. v. ACB Mercantile (In re Houbigant, Inc.), 914 F. Supp. 997, 1001
(S.D.N.Y. 1996). This rule is “narrowly construed and strictly applied so as to avoid
repetitive arguments on issues that have been considered fully by the Court.” Walsh, 918 F.
Supp. at 110; see also United States v. Mason Tenders Dist. Council of Greater New York, 909
F. Supp. 882, 889 (S.D.N.Y. 1995). Thus where a party seeking reconsideration fails to show
that the court overlooked any controlling law or facts but, instead, repeats arguments already
rejected by the court, recdnsideration is unwarranted. Yurman Design, Inc. v. Golden
Treasure Imps., Inc., __F. Supp'. 2d _ , 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19759 (S.D.N.Y. 2003);
Conn. State Dep't of Soc. Servs. v. Thompson, _ F. Supp. 2d |, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
7381 (D. Conn. 2003)(Underhill, J.)(addressing reconsideration under Rule 59(e), Fed. R.

Civ. P., and Connecticut Local District Rule 7(c):* where principle raised by party seeking

2 Local District Court Rule 7(c), applicable to proceedings before the Bankruptcy Court pursuant to LBR 1001-
1(b), requires that counsel seeking reconsideration of a court order file 2 memorandum “setting forth concisely the
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reconsideration was both previously raised by that party and previously known to the court,
threshold requirement for a motion for reconsideration not met).

At the hearing held before the Bankruptcy Court on April 22, 2003, the court extended
Glass, through his counsel, the opportunity to air whatever objections Glass might have to the
sale. Glass objected on the grounds that the sale did “not represent the best recovery for the
estate” and that the sale was “not advertised to be offered this way.” The Bankruptcy Court
considered these objections, and flatly rejected them.

In Glass’ motion for reconsideration, and then in evidentiary hearings conducted in this
matter on August 5 and 11, 2003, Glass cited no controlling law or other matters allegedly
overlooked by the Court; in fact, Glass did nothing more than argue the very same objections
he made at the April 22, 2003 hearing. See, i.e., Movant’s Motion to Reconsider, at Paras.
19-34; 8/5/03 Tr., at pp. 27-29 (Atty. Dambrov), p. 32 (statements of Atty. Dambrov and
Court, with concession that arguments being made were previously rejected; 8/11/03 Tr., at
pp. 90-91 (statement of Atty. Dambrov (incorrectly attributed in transcript to Atty. Graham)).?
Putting aside the fact that Glass was and is simply wrong with respect to the substance of his
objections, reconsideration was unwarranted because Glass failed to establish the presence of
any controlling decisions or other data that the Bankruptcy Court overlooked in making its
initial determination. The Bankruptcy Court’s denial of Glass’ motion to reconsider was

entirely sound, and provides no basis for a successful appeal.

»

matters or controlling decisions which counsel believes the Court overlooked in the initial decision or order.
Glass did not fairly comply with Local Rule 7(c).
B Glass did not even bother to submit a post-hearing brief on the issue of reconsideration.
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Conclusion

For all the foregoing reasons, Appellant Marc J. Glass’ appeal should be denied.

THE APPELLEES
NEVETS, INC. and STEVEN C. BRIGHAM
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James C. Graham ct06064
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) ENTERED ON:
ORDER ) 7_0",_:3_’-»-

e TY CLERK

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT
IN RE: : CHAPTER 7
GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITECTURE ; ) CASE NO. 00-21425
CONSERVANCY, INC. s

- o Debtor

ORDER ON OBJECTION TO SALE OF ESTATE PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 140-144 RETREAT AVE HARTFORD, CT

o UPON CONSIDERATION OF (i) the ob]eetlons to the "Trustee s Notlce of Intent
to Sell " dated Febmary 3, 2003 (Docket ID No 75) pursuant to whlch John J O Ne11
Jr., as Chapter 7 trustee (the “Trustee”) of the bankruptcy estate of Greater Hartford
Arclutec_tural Conservz_tncyt, Inc., sought authorlzatlon from ttus Court to sell to _Hartford
Hosp’ital subject to higher and better offers, Greater Ha‘rtford Architectural Conservancy.
Inc.'s interest in certam real property located at 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford CT
(the "Property“) (i) the Trustee havmg reported to this Court the conduct and results of

the auction held on April 22, 2003 at the United States Bankruptcy Court, 450 Main Street,

Hartford Connecticut 7th Floor, which auction 'resulted in the submission of a competing

bid by Nevets, Inc:, accompamed by a bank check payable to Trustee O Nelll in the
amount of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000), to acquire the estate's interest in the

Property, subject to all existing liens and encumbrances, for the sum of Twenty Thousand

JCGI1234/10/629945v1

04/24/03-HRT/ICG ' , s : q/s
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Dollars ($20,000); (m) the heanng held before thlS Court on April 22, 2003, including but

not limited to the arguments of Trustee in support of approval of the Nevets, Inc. purchase

offer as the highest and best offer for the Property, the arguments of counsel for interested |

party Marc Jerome Glass objecting to approval of the Nevets, Inc. purchase offer, and the
arguments of Trustee and counsel for Nevets, Inc. in support of a "good faith ﬁndihg" |
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 363(m); and (iv) the full record_of this case, it appearing to the
Court that the offer of Nevets, Inc. is the highest and best offer for. the estate’s interest in
the Property; and it further appearmg to the Court that the auctton was conducted at arm's
length, in good faith, and wrth sufﬁczent notice; thrs Court hereby

FINDS AND CONCLUDES in accordance w1th 11 U.S.C. § 363(m), that Nevets
Inc., through its agents at all relevant times acted in good faith with respect to 1ts offer to
purchase the Property. It is, therefore

ORDERED ADJ UDGED AND DECREED ‘that the obJectrons of party in interest
Marc Jerorne Glass are hereby OVERRULED and Trustee ] proposed sale of the Property

located at 140 144 Retreat Ave, to Nevets, Inc pursuant to "Trustee s Notlce of Intent to

Sell" dated February 3, 2003 (Docket ID No 75) is hereby authorized. Trustee is further

JCG/1234/10/629945v!
04/24/03-HRT/CG
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_* authorized and directed to take any and all steps reasonably necessary or required to effect

transfer of the Property to Nevets, Inc:

) 25 No‘b‘
SO ORDERED at Hartford, Connecticut this Lﬂ} day of#Ppril, 2003.

JCG/1234/10/629945v1
0424/03-HRT/ICG -
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

IN RE:

(“REATER HARTFORD ARCHITECT URE Chapter 7
CONSERVANCY, INC. : ' '

u Debtor Case No. 00-21425

APPEARANCES:

ﬂ , Alan S, Dambrov, Esq., Glass, Lehovitz, Kasheta & Bx"en, LLC
P.O, Box 129, 2049 Sitas Deane Highway, Rocky Hill, CT 06067

ﬂ? Counsef for Mare J. Glass, Movant

7

James C. Graham, Esq., Pepe & Hazard, LLP

Goodwin Square, 225 Asylum Street, Hartford, CT 06103-4302
Counsel for Nevets, Tne., Purchaser

=2 John J, O°Neil, Jr., Esq.

255 Main Street, Hartford, CT 06106-1821
Trustee

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

KRECHEVSKY, U.S.B.J.

I
Greatér Hartford Architecture Conservancy, Ine, (“the debtor™), on May 22, -
2600, filed a Chapter 7'bankruptcy petition and John J. O’Neil, Jr., Esq. became

trustee of the debtor’s esfate (“the trustee”). The court, on May' 1, 2003 eatered an




S
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_order (“the sale orderf’)‘, pursuant to Bankruptcy Code § 353(b)z, approving the

trustee’s sale of the estate’s interest in 140-144 Retreat Avenne, Hartford, Conuectiéut

{“the property”) to Nevets, Inc. (“the purchnser”), and overruling the ubjéctions of

Mare J. Glass (“Glass”). Glass, on May 6, 2003, filed a motien for reconsideration

(“the motion”) of the sale ovder,

The motion, in essence, asserted'tha‘t the sale arder should be recousidered on

the grounds of fnadequate notice given by the trustee of the terms of the sale of the

E
-

T

property and that the sale of the property was not in the best interest of the estate,
(Motion at 4 22.)* The court held hearings on the motion, on July 24, 2003, August 5,

2003 and August 11, 2003, following which the court ordered G.laés and the purchaser

to file briefs in support of their positions within two weeks after reccipt of the hearing

B .. .
trauscripts, i.e, by Deccmber 8, 2003. , ﬁ

The purchaser timely filed its brief. Glass has neither filed a brief, nor

requested an extension of time for such filing.

1 The full title of the sale order is “Order on Objection to Sale of Estate Property
Located at 140-144 Retreat Ave., Hartford, CT.” .

? Section 363(b) provides: “The trustee, after notice and a bearing, may use, sell,
or lease, other than in the ordinary course of business, property of the estate.”

' The motion, entitled “Motion for Reconsideration and to Revoke the Court’s
Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located ut 140 Retréat
Avenue,” does not cite the anthority ander which it was brought,

2




Case 3:04-cv-00097-AWT Document 23 Filed 07/02/04 Page 36 of 42

e -

1.

D.Coun. L.Civ.R. 7(c), made applicable to proceedings inthe Bankruptey Court '

by D.Conn, LBR 1001-1, states: |

{c) Motions for Reconsideration.

1. Motions for reconsideration shall be filed and served :
within ten (10) days of the filing of the decision or order
from which such relief is sought, and shall be
accompanied by a memorandum setting forth concisely
the matters or controlling decisions which counsel believes

' the' Court overlooked in the initial decision or order.

Glass did not assert in the motion or in the hearings on the motion any
grounds that were not previously raised during the hearing on the sale order, i.e., the
adequacy of the trustee’s notice of intent to sell the property and the value of the sale
to the estate. The purchaser’s brief further (1) asserts bases for denying Glass standing
to file the motion, and (2) contends that Glass, having failed to pursue his request for -
a stay of the court’s sale order and the sale having been consunumated, the motion is
moot pursuant to Bankruptcy Code §363(m).

The motion for reconsideration is denied, Tt is

SO ORDERED. ™

l_)ated at Hartford, Connecticut this ( & 'day of Deccmber, 2003,

- " e s Vackuan

~ ROBERT L. KRECHEVSKY
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUD
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11 US.C. § 363

§ 363. Use, sale, or lease of property

(8) In this section, “cash collateral” means cash, negotiable instruments, documents of
title, securities, deposit accounts, or other cash equivalents whenever acquired in which the
. estate and an entity other than the estate have an interest and includes the proceeds, products,
offspring, rents, or profits of property and the fees, charges, accounts or other payments for
the use or occupancy of rooms and other public facilities in hotels, motels, .or other lodging
properties subject to a security interest as prov1ded in section 552(b) of this title, whether -
existing before or after the commencement of a case under this title. .
(b) (1) The trustee, after notice and a hearing, may use, sell or leasg, other than in
the ordinary course of business, property of the estate.
(2) If notification is required under subsection (2) of section 74 of the Clayton Act
" in the case of a transaction under this subsection, then—
(A) notwithstanding subsection (a) of such section, the notification reqlured
by such subsection to be given by the debtor shall be given by the trustee; and
(B) notwithstanding subsection (b) of such section, the required waiting period
shall end on the 15th day after the date of the receipt, by the Federal Trade Commission
and the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust Division of the Depa.rtment
of Justice, of the notification required under such subsection (a), unless such wa,ltmg
period is éxtended—
(i)  pursuant to subsection (e)(2) of such section, in the same manner
as such subsection (e}(2) applies to a cash tender offer;
(i) pursuant to subsection (g)(2) of such section; or
(iii} by the court after notice and a hearing.
(¢} (1) If the business of the debtor is authorized to be operated under section 721,
1108, 1203, 1204, or 1304 of this title and unless the court orders otherwise, the trustee
may enter into transactions, including the sale or lease of property of the estate, in the
ordinary course of business, without‘ notice or a hearing, and may use property of the
estate in the ordinary course of business without notice or a hearing.
(2) The trustee may not use, sell, or lease cash colIateraI under paragraph (1) of
this subsection unless—
(A} each entity that has an interest in such cash collateral consents or
(B) the court, after notice and a hearing, authorizes such use, sale, or-lease
in accordance with the provisions of this section. :
(3) Any hearing under paragraph (2)(B) of this subsection may be a preliminary
. heating or may be consolidated with a hearing under subsection (e) of this section, but
shall-be scheduled in accordance with the needs of the debtor, If the hearing under paragraph
(2)(B) of this subsection is a preliminary hearing, the court may authorize such use, sale,
or lease only if there is a reasomable likelihood that the trustee will prevail at the final |
hearing under subsection (e) of this section. The court shall act promptly on any request !
for authorization under paragraph (2)(B) of this subsection.
{49) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of this subsection, the trustee shall segregate
and account for any cash collateral in the trustee’s possession, dustody, or control.

(d) The trustee may use, sell, or lease property under subsection (b) or (¢) of this section
only to the extent not inconsistent with any relief granted under section 362(0) 362(d), 362(e),
or 362() of this ttle.

(€ Notmthstandmg any other provision of this section, at any time, on request of an
enhty that has an interest in property used, sold, or leased, or proposed to be used, sold, or
leased, by the trustee, the court, with or without a hearing, shall prohibit or condition, such |
use, sale, or lease as i3 necessary to provide adequate protection of such interest. This subsection
also applies to property that is subject to any unexpired lease of personal property {to the exclusion

. of such property being: sub;ect to an order to grant relief from the stay under section 362).

(O L@ The trizstee ° may sell property under subséction  (b) or {c) of this section free and * -
clear of any interest in such property of an entity other than the estate, only if— o
(1) applicable nonbanlq'uptcy law pérmits sale of such property free and clear of
such interest; : :
(2) 'such entity consents;
(3) such interest is 4 lien and the price at which such property is to be sold is l
greater than the aggregate value-of all liens on such property; ;
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(4) .such interest is’ in bona fide dispute; or
"(5) such entity could be compelled, in a legal or equitable proceeding, to, accept
a money satisfaction of such interest. )

(g) Notwithstanding subsection (f) of this section, the trustee may. sell property under

_ subsection (b) or (c) of this section free and clear of any vested or contingent right in the

nature of dower or courtesy.

(h) Notw1ths_tandmg subsection (f) of this section, the trustee may sell both the estate’s
interest, under subsection (b} or-(¢) of this section, and the interest of any co-owner in property
in which the debtor had, at the time of the commencement of the case, an undivided interest
as a tenant in common, joint tenant, or tenant by the entirety, only if—

. (1) pastition in kind of such property among the estate and such co-owners is

" impracticable;

(2) : sale of the estate’s undivided interest in such property would realize significantly
less for the estate than sale of such property free of the interests of such co-owners;

(3) the benefit to the estate of a sale of such property free of the interests of co-
owners outweighs the defriment, if any, to such co-owners; and

(4) such property is not used in the production, transmission, or distribution, for
sale, of clectric energy or of natural or synthetic gas for heat, light, or power.

(i Before the consummation of a sale of property to which subsection (g) or (k) of
 thig section applies, or of property of the estate that was community propérty of the debtor
and the debtor’s spouse immediately before the commencement of the case, the debtor’s spouse
or a co-owner of such property, as the case may be, may purchase such property at the price
at which such sale is to be consummated.

.(j) After a sale of property to which subsection (g) or (h) of this section applies, the

trustee shall distribute-to the debtor’s spouse or the co-owners of such property, as the case
may be, arid to the estats, the proceeds of such sale, less the costs and expenses, not including

any compensation of the trustee, of such sale, according to the interests of such spouse or -

co-owners, and of the estate.

(k) At a sale under subsection (b) of this section of property that is subject to a lien
that secures an allowed claim, unless the court for cause orders otherwise the holder of such
claim may bid at suck sale, and, if the holder of such claim purchases such property, such
holder may offset such claim against the purchase price of such property.

() Subject to the provisions of section 365, the trustee may use, sell, or lease property
under subsection (b) or (¢) of this section, or a plan under chapter 11, 12, or 13. of this title
may prowde for the use, sale, or lease of property, notwithstanding any provision'in a contract,
a lease, or applicable law that is conditioned on the insolvency or ‘financial condition of the
debtor, on the commencement of a case under this title concerning the debtor, or on the
appointment of or the taking possession by a trustee in a case under this title or a custodian,

'and that effects, or gives an option to effect, a forfeiture, mochﬁcatmn or termination of the

debtor’s mterest in such property

(©) of this section of a sale or lease of property does not affect the validity of a sale or lease
under such authorization to an entity that purchased or leased such property in good faith,

whether or not such entity knew of the pendency of the appéal, unless such authonzanon

and such sale or lease were stayed pending. appeal.

(n), The trustee may avoid a sale undei this section if the sale price was’ contro]led by ?
an agreement among potential bidders at such sale, or may recover from a party to such agreement ;

any amount by which the value of the property sold exceeds the price at which such sale !
was consummated, and may recover azy costs, attomcys fees, or expenses incurred in avoiding |

such sale or recovering such amount. In addition to any récovery under thé preceding sentence,

" the court may grant judgment for punitive damages in favor of the- estaté and against any -

such party that entered into such an agreement in wﬂlfuI dlsregard of this subsection.

(0) In any hearing under this section—

(1) the trustee has the burden of prodf on the issue of adequate protectlon and

(2) the entity asserting an interest in property has the burden of proof on the issue :

of the validity, priority, or extent of such interest. ,
RULE REFERENCE: 2002, 4001, 6004, 7001, 7062,. 8005
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i : . B erle 6004 ;
USE SALE, OR LEASE- OF PROPERTY TR S
(@) Notice of Proposed Use, Sale, or Lease of Property. Notice of a proposed u_s ) sale .
or lease of propeity, other than cash collateral, fiot in the ordinary course of business &hall be
| given putsuant to Rule 2002(a)(2) (e)(1), (i), and (k) and, if apphcable in a.ccordance W‘lth § 363(b)(2) :
‘ of the Code. - e .
‘ ) Objectmn to Proposal Except as prowded in subchwsmns (¢) and gd) of t]:us rule an )
objéction to a proposed use, sale, or lease of propeérty shall be filed and serve :
days before the date set for the proposed action or within the time fixed by the court, An objectlon
to the proposed use, sale, or lease of property is govertied by Rulé 9014, Lt

(c) Sale Free and Clear of Liens and Ofher Interests. A motion for authority to sell property
free and clear of liens er othef interests shall be made in accordance with Rule 9014: and. shall
be served on the parties who have. liens or other interests in the property to be sold. The notice
required by subdivision (a) of this rule shall include the date of the hearing on the motion and
the time within which objections may be filed and served on the debtor in possession or frustee,

1 "{d) Sale of Property Under $2, 500, Notwrthstandmg subdivision (a) of this ule, Wheri all
of the nonexempt property of the estate has an aggregaté gross value less than $2, 500, 1t shalI
be sufficient to' give a general notice of intent to sell such property other than in fhe’ Ordmary
course of business to all creditors, indenture fristéés, committees appointed or elected pursiiant
to the Code, the United States trustee and other persons as the court may direct. An objection
to any such sale may be filed and served by a party in interest within 15 days of the maﬂmg ,
of the notice, or within the time fixed by the -cotirt, An objection is governed by Rule 9014

(e) Hearing. Ifa timely objection is made pmsuaut to subdivision (b) ot (d) of this rule, th.,
date of the hearing thereon may be set in the notice given pursuant to subdivision (a) of this rule.

(D- Conduct of Sale Not In The Ordmary Course of Busmess

I (1) Public or Private Sale. All sales not in the ordmary course of business may be by private
' sale or by public auction. Unless it is 1mpract1cab1e an itemized statement of the property sold,
the name of each purchaser, and the price received for €ach item or dot or for the property as
a whole if sold in bulk shall be filed on completion of 2 sale, If the property is sold by an auctioneer,
the auctioneer shall file the statément, transmit a copy thereof to the United States trustes, and
fornish a copy to the trustee, debtor in possessron, or chapter 13 debtor. If the property is ot
sold by an auctioneer, the trustee, debtor in possession, or chapter 13 debtor shall file the Statement
and transmit a copy thereof to the United States trustee. 7
2) Execution of Instruments. After a sale i in accordance with this rule the debtor, the trustee,
- or debtor in possession, as the ‘case may be, shall execute any mstrument necessary or ordered
by the coutt to effectuate the fransfer to the ‘purchaser. . -
® Stay of Order Authonzmg Use, Sale or Lease of Property An o‘"

use, sale, or lease of property gther than cash collateral is- stayed unt11 the exph
aftef entry of the order, unless thé coiiit orders othétwise. '~ o

CODE REFERENCE: §§ 363, 1206

B e e

[
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John J. O'Neil, Jr., Esq.

Chapter 7 Trustee

Francis, O'Neil & Del Piano LLC
255 Main Street

Hartford, CT 06106

Alan Dambrov, Esq.
Counsel to Marc J. Glass
P.O. Box 575

Charlton City, MA 01508

Stephen Mackey, Esq.

Office of the United States Trustee
One Century Tower, Suite 1103
265 Church Street

New Haven, CT 06510-7016

Arnold Shimelman, Esq.
Shipman & Goodwin
One American Row
Hartford, CT 06103
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

MARC J. GLASS
Appellant,
V.
JOHN J. O’NEILL, JR., TRUSTEE, et al.
Appellees.

ON APPEAL FROM FINAL ORDERS OF
THE U. S. BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT,
(HON. ROBERT L. KRECHEVSKY, U.S8.B.J.), in
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Chapter 7 Case No. 00-21425-RLK

APPENDIX to
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UNITED §TATES BANKRUPTCY COURT .~~~
= DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT Lifhs-0 Loiioh
' ST ;-7 GN
= IN RE: - Y CHAPTER7

i

GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITECTURE . CASE NO. 00-21425
CONSERVANCY, INC. - :

Refer to Doc. Id No, 94

!

Diehtor

December 8, 2003

POST-HEARING BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO “MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION AND TQ REVOKE THE COURT'S APPROVAL OF -
TRUSTEE'S MOTION TO SELL THE REAL ESTATE LOCATED AT 140

RETREAT AVENUE”

Nevets, Tnc. (“Nevets"} is the successful bidder for, and subsequent transferec

of, the debtor Greater Hartford Architectural Conservancy Fic.’s {"GHALC” or

“Debtor”™) interest in certain improved real property located at 140-144 Retreat

Avenue, Hartford, CT {the “Property”). Purauant‘to the Court’s direction at the

August 11, 2003 hearing in this matter, Nevets, joined by the secured creditor Steven

- C. Brigham (“Brigham”)’, hereby submits this brief in opposition to the motion of the
secured creditor Marc J. Glass (“Glass” or “Movant”) for reconsideration of this

Coutt's order authorizing the sale and transfer of the Property by Debtor’s Chapter 7

trustee, Attbmey— John I. O”Neil ("Trustee™). In support of its'dpﬁoﬁitioﬂ.; Nevets

states the following grounds.

' Dr. Brigham, who participated ﬂ:rdﬁgh counsel in the hearings on thir rr:cons]deratmﬁ motion, hes

expressly authorized Nevots to represent his joinder in Nevets” brief. Accordingly, Dr. Bngham will ot
ﬂ . he submilting a sepa.rate, duplicative brief in cpposmon to Mr. Glass* mation.

A ,Jcamssuzmsmu
j TN0803.HRTS
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Sumrary
Before the Court is Glags® motion to reconsider an order, Issued pursuant to 11 -
U.S.C. Sec. 363(b), authorizing Trustee’s sale of Debtar's real property to Nevets.
" 'The sale, now fully consutrunated, wag made expressly subject to cxi;ting liéns and
encumbrances, including Glass' junior mortgage lien, Glass” rﬁoltiun fails for three (3)
separate and legally’independent reasons.

First, in his motion Glass siruply rehashes arguments already made to, and

rejectaq_ by, _ﬂﬁs Coi{;t. G]aét;. cites 1o canu'ulling'authority or any aother matters
suppus:;dly overlooked by the Court in rendering its decision. As a result, Glass fails
to satisfy the strict legal standard required for reconsideration.

| Second, this Court found expressly that Nevets had purchased che Property in
good faith. Glass obiained no stay of the sale, and the sale has since been fully
consummated. Accordingly, Glass's motion is statutorily moot pursuant to 11 U.S.C.
Sec. 363¢m). | | |

Finally, the Property was sold fully subject to Glass™ non-reconrse morigags,

such ﬂ;at Glags’ right§ againgt the Property remain whoily unaf‘fected. Beyond that,
Glass has to 'righ‘t to distributions from GHA_C;S Chapter 7 estaté, and no standing as
a“,,“‘,,‘s,‘:‘;_“?‘:d creditor, becavse his mortgage is by ifs eXpress (enns noN-recourse: Asa
result, Glass has no pécunhfy stake in" the oﬁ{cbme of this dispﬁce-. Hls mofic)n'

therefore fails for want of standing,

ICGI2381 25 6446v)
I LORKIL-RR TS
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Background and Relevaut Facts

Interested Parties., GHAC, the d_cbiur in this Chapter 7 bankruptcy case,is

the former cwner of the fe¢ interest in the Property, having acquir&d it from Glass in
1994, Transcript of 8/1 1#63 Hearing (“8/11/03 Tr.”), at p. 6l(tes{t’imoh;;r of Marc Glass).
Atorney O'Neil is GHAC's duly appointed Chapter 7 trustee. The City of Hartford
(the “City"), Dr. Brigham, Attorney Glass; and the State of Connecticut Department of
Labor (“DOL") assert liens against the Property. Nevets hufchaégd the Property from
Trystee O"Neil, subject to existing liens and encumbrances, and has pald over$6,500 in

recording costs associared with the transfer of the Property.

‘ The Subject Property. ~  Located in the vicinily of Hartford Hospital (the
" Haspital™), the Property is a commercial building suitable for use as a medical office

building, subjcet to certain historic landmark restrictions. For some time the Property

’has produced no significant i_ncdme. The cbligationa of ownership were an engoing

burd;n upon and rigk to GHAC:‘S eslale;. sybstantial real estate taxes and other expenses
continued to acerue, and Trustee .had neither ca.éualty nor liahility insurance in place for
the Property. 2

The Property V;*HS,. and remains, encumbered by nu_mcrdus liens exééeding the
apparent value of the Prdpcrty. ¥ The liens arose varicusly on account of: (i) unpaid
fuxes on Hm‘tford's Grand Lisj for the years l 993-present, and o_thcr unpaid municipal
c'hargcs; owed to the City; (it} an unpaid moﬁgage debt owed to Glass; an.d'(iii} unpaid

[

! Such ifsurance was appatenﬂy d.tfﬁcult or m:\mssxblc to place ewnonucajly undcr the c:rcumstames
involved hf:re

) Set, e e 'I‘.ranscnpt of 4!22!(}‘3 Hcarmg (“4f221‘03 Te7) atp & (smemmt of TﬂletEe O‘Netl e
hens iu excess of $400, 000) 8/11/03 Tr.., at page 38-29 (testmmny of troker Robere Hiler, re Jack of
equitjr), B/11/03 Fr., at page 49 (testmmny of Trusies Q'Neil, re liens in exccers of $400,000).

3

FCGAAIR2S56446v 1
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unemployment compensation tax owed to DOL. The greater part of the encumbrances is
atttibutable to the City’s tax liens, which are prior in right to the li;:na of Glass and DOL.
The City's liens for each of the tax years 1993-1998 were assigned to Brigham pursuant
to Conn. Gen. Stat. Sec. 12-195b.

The Degirability of Disposing of the Property.  Trustze was thus confronted

by a situation where the Property was of questionable value to the GHAC estate.
Moreover, the situation was unlikely to improve with the passage of time and
corresponding increase in the encumbrances on the Property. Further, Trustee was also
caught amidst ongoing inter-creditor disputes berween Glass and Brigham ﬂlaf |
complicated effoxts to dispose of the Property. Although there was disagreement as to
the mode of disposition, some form of disposition of the Property was nevertheless
desired by all parties concerned.

Toward that epd. several steps designed 10 e‘ffect a disim_sition wé;e iniﬁated on
or before April 22, 2003 and the hearing resulting in the disposition now challenged by
Glass. Trusiee noticed a proposed abandomnent of the Property as being in exc‘ess of
realizable value (Docket (D No. 68), to which Glass objected (Document I Na. 69),
Trustee also noticed a praposed sale of the Property to the Hospital for $‘275,'[‘)00,
subject to higher and better offers (Docket ID No. 71}, to whicfl Bfighém ﬁmely

abjected (Dacket ID No. 80) and submitted a counter-bid {(Docket ID. No. 81).*

.

¥ Op Jamary 31, 2003 Trustes nolicod, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. Sec. 363(b} and Rulc 6004(4), Fed. R.
Bankr. P, 2 proposed sale of the Fropeny to the Hogpital for the sum of $275,000. Pursusnt to
Trustee's notice, duly servisd by the Clerk's Office in abcordenes with the Bankruptcy “Rues, intzvested
parlics wishing to ohject were given umtil March 3. 2003 to object to the sale, andfor to submit a
connter-offer.  The notice indicated that objecticns, if’ any, wuuld be heard by the Court &h March 6
2003, and that an auction would be conducted in the event competing offers wete submitted,

4
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Trustee also moved pursuanfto Cods Sec. 363(f) to sell the Property fcee and clear of

liens (Docket ID. No. 73); Brigham objected (Docket ID. No. 80}.% " For his part,

Brigham moved 1o cormpel Trustes to abandon the Propeity (Docket ID. No. 79).
Brigham also sought relief from stay ta enforce his rights against the Property as a
creditor. (Docket ID No. 92) Afier a Series of continuarices, and with one exoeption?,
these various matters came before the Court for hearing on Aprfl 22, 2003.

The April 22, 2003 Proccedings. On April 22, 2003, the Trﬁstec appeared

before this Court ready to take up the varidus mattess relating to disposition of the
Property. Also piesent were atmmejra réprcsmﬁng Glass and Brigham, representatives
of the Hospital and Nevets, and the real estate broker Robert Hiler.

Truste: proposed to pmdacd with an anction to determine if there were any
advances over the $275,000 bffr:f by the Hospital. 4/22/03 Tr., at pp. 1-2. Not
sutprisingly, Brigham's counsel advocated starting with the ohjections o a sale free and

clear, or with the abandonment, or with the relief from stay. Glass® counsel preferred

the salefauction route. 'The Court reasoned that it made little sense to take up the 363(f)
j , ‘matter unless and until it was determined, via the auction process, if there was
sufficient value to justify such a sale. 4/22/03 Tr., at 4. Trustee resolved to go

forward with an auction process and repert back te the Court.  4/22/03 Tr., ar 5. The

hearing was recessed pending outcorne of the bidding.

3 [t iz highly doubtful tha Tmstee could bave successru]ly prosecuted his 3 63 monun Among other
thmgs the tiens agaiat the Property far excesded the value of the Property—as measured, for example,
by the Hospital's offer, or by an apprafsal in the Trustez’s possession—-and, Trugtee lacked the consent of
all Tien holders andfor a good faith basis to dmput{: the underl_vum tax end mortgape liens,

% Brigham's lift-stay motion was filed on April 22, 2003 and of course could not be dockeicd for
heacing on or before that date. .

: 5
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Nevets submitied a written bid, with a bank check for $20,000, offering to -
purchase the Property for $20,000 and subject to the existing encumbrances of over
$400,000.7 Nei_fher Glass ner the Hospital, despite ample oppunurﬁty to do o,
stepped forward fo ‘sweeten th{_: pot.’ Trustee concluded thar the Nevets offer was
superior ta the Hospital's offer to purchase the Property, free and clear of liens, for
$275,000, deteﬁnining among other things that the Nevets proposal eliminated the need
for further litigatibun and was otherwise a ‘good deal” for unsecured creditors. ® 4/22/03
Tr., at pp. 5-10. Accordingly;, Tmstéf: accepted the Ne§ets offer, and sought Court
aut.horizatiun ta proceed with the Sec. 363(b) sale to Nevets.*

| Glass’ counsel objected, complaining that the proposed sale to!Nevets “does not
represent the best reccwery_fur the csfatc” and that it was “not advertised to be offered
in this way,” 4/22/03 Tr., at p. 8. Glass’ counsel also requested thal the sale be

readvertised. 422/03 Tr,alp. 11, The Court overruled these objections, after giving

T One fair way of looking at the economie. valut of the Nevets offer, and 2 viewpoint cxpressed by

both Trustee and the Court, was that jt equaled the amouut of the lens plus $20.000, s figure well in
excess of the Hospital’s $275,000 proposal, See, 4/22/0% Tr., at pp. 5-6.

8 Amaong other things, Trustee’s disposition of the Propmy o Nevets rehevad the estats of the
burdens associated with owneiship of the Pruperty {I.e.. ongoing labiliry risk, as well as comiming
operating cxpenses, incjuding taxes, utilifies, security 4and insurance},~while at the game time deriving
some cash for creditors of the estate from a property in which the estate Likely had po equity.

See alsc B/11/03 Tr., starting at page 49, whene Trustee O’Neil explaing why he cancluded that
the Nevets offer was hIgh:r and better and otherwise in the best intevests of GHAC's estate.  He afso
explains why Glags™ somewhat vague offer to subordinatz:, 1o the extent of $20,000, his junior lien to tie
cstale ypon 4 sale frce and clea: af hens was lms appealing.

s The various mher motions pertaining to the Property #ngd puudmg on the 22° would become
moot and wuuld be marked nff upon auﬂmrl?.auan of the 363(b} sale 1o chets :

6
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Glass® counsel an opportunity to meke whatever objections he cared to adv&ﬁce,- 4/22/03
Tr,atp. | 1

Nevets , supported by the Trustes, and without objectién from Glass, réquested
a finding that it had purchased the Property in good faith, 4/22/03 Tr,, at pp. 1112,
The Court expressty so found. 41‘2:24’03 Tr., at p. 12. The Conrt instructed the parlies to
submit an appropriate order. 4/22/03 'I'f., atp. 19,

The Order of Sale.  On May 1, 2003 this Court entered a written order

authorizing Trustec's sale to Nevets, subject to existing liens and encumbrances. The

* Court found, among other things, that:

... in accordance with 11 U.S.C. § 363(m), thar Nevets, Inc.,
through its agents at all relevant times acted in good faith with respect to
its offer to purchase the Property.

Court’s Order on QObjection to Sale of Estate Property Located at 140-144
Retreat Avenue, Hartford CT, entered May 1, 2003, at p. 2.

 Glass Seeks Reconsideration of the Court’s Authorization of the Sale. On May

6, 2003 Gilass filed the instant motion to reconsider and revoke the sale, The motion
does not ;.Even purport, as required by Local District Rule 7(c), to identify controlling
precedent or other matters allegedljf overlooked by this Court in rendering its decision.
Rather; Glass stated 'mcrcly:‘
As grounds for this request, the Movant states that the sale wag
conducted under. conditions that did not give the interested pames an

opportunity 10 respond to the written bid and hat die bid was not in the
best interest of the estate; all a8 more fu]l)r set forth below,

“ . The Court advised Glass' counsel, Attorney Dambrov, that it wad inclined to rule in thie Trustea's
favor, “unless .vou. have semething further (o0 add,” whéreupon’ Agtoracy Dam'nrov added forther
srgument.  4/22A03 Tr., at p 11, 1.1-Z and following. At the hearing held on August 11, 2003,
Dambrov cleimed 10 tiave been ‘cut off in his' arguments (sn l{ﬂ?; Tr., at p. 93}, A point tht: Coun‘,
cormcﬂy it turns out, questioned (811403 Tx., at p. 94).

S 7
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Motion for Reconsideratian, at § 22, p. 4.

This 5 in substance what Glass had complained about, unsuccessfully, at the’
April 22, 2003 hearing. The reconsideration motion was therefore ﬁcﬂliﬂg but a
rehash of what had gone before: there was not 50 much as an intimation that the Court
had overfooked controlling precedent, or any other matiers, in rendeéring its dcéiaiun.

The Deed is Recorded after Glass Fails to Qbtain a Stay. Glass also sought a

stay of the sale. On July 24, 2003, this Court denied that request.”! On August 5,
2003, Nevets recorded among the land records of the City of Hartford a deed of
conveyance from the Trustee. See, Exhibit 11 to 8/11/03 Hearing on Motion for
Reconsideration. Tn so doing, Nevets advanced an additional $6,500 in required recording
fees. On the same day, Glass recorded an “ Affidavit and Notice of Bankfuptcy |
FProceedings™ (copy attached hereto as Exhibit A), presumalbly to contest Névcts’ 'rl;ghl o
ownership on acconnt of the pendency of his challenge to the sale. 8/5/03 Tr, atp. 47
(Glass testimony).?

The Evidentiary Hearing on Reconsideration. At hearings conducted on August

5 and 11, 2003, this Court took evidence (consisting of witness testimony from Marc J.

u Glass argued that he had an informal underi(anding with the Trustee that the deed would not be
delivered for recordation and recorded while this meter was being teconsidered, Trustee explained that
that was not so, and that he never agreed to an open-ended, informal stay that would result in the cstats
contimuing w bear the risks of record ownership of an uninsured property. The Court was apprised that.
there was an onpoing, unresolved discussian hetween Nevets and the Trusiee as to which party ‘would
pay the substautial comveyance fees, and that the deed was oot {ikedy 40 be recorded immedistely;
however, the Court was also apprised that the parties feserved the right to record the decd at any time.
See, 7/24/03 Tr. . ‘The Court expressed the sentimern thet Glasg prébably did not teed the stay, but- that
in any event no stay would be ordered. 7/24/03 Tt/, at 9-10. The issue of whether or riot Glass could
have Pt up, pirsnant to Rufe 8005 Fed. R. Bankr P, a sufficient bond pendm,g appeal was th:reforc not
reached.

In all events, at the evidentiary hearings on this matter held on August 5 and 11, Glass could oﬂ'cr
no competent eviderice of any binding, open- endcd agreement with the Trustee (or anyone ¢lse) not to
delivet or record the deed,

2 That recon:lmg was plainly dcmgnc:d to interfere with chets ability 1o ﬁnance or zlicaate the
Property, and constitutes a classic “clond an title. ™
8
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Glass, Robert Hiler, and Trustee O"Neil, and receipt of certain documents) in

connection with Glass’ motion for reconsideration and to revake the sale.

Glass, & thoroughly obstreperous witness,”? provided a history of his
imvolvement with the Pfa’perty and certain matters in the ;:;ase that préﬁaled the
challenged sule, as well as certain gfievmcas he had with Brigham. He could offer no
proper basis upon which to justify reconsideration or revocation’of the sale,

Mr. Hiler, z 1eal estate broker appearing voluntarily tf.e., he was not
subpoenaed), did little more dhan: (i) suggest that Trustee might have been able, at
some unspecified price, to obtain property damage {but not liability) insxirance covérage

for the Property; (ii) confirm that there was no equity in the Property at the price levels

receive a 10% brokerage commission from any sale fo the Hospital.™ Nothing Mr,
Hiler said would justify reconsideration or révaking this sale.

Trustee O'Neil forthrightly explained his efforts to dispose of the Property and
his rationale for preferring the Nevets offer. He also confirmed that that Property WES
“urderwater” in terms of lacking equity, that he had no open-ended agreement not to
deliver or record a deed for the Property, th.at the proposed deal with the Hospital was
predicated on a “free and clear” transfer, and that he had acted to secure the maximurn

amount of recovery for unsecured creditors with the minimum amount of expense and

" His counsel later claimed that Mr. Glass™ eombative demeanor wag attrilnable to 4 medical issue

whwh had arisen &l the time fie gave his testimony.
"  Hewas n:c:rrew::ﬂ;l‘.r prevented by gvidentiary rules from tesufymg about what Huspltal ]:epresentatwe{ :
may have 88id, or speculating as to what the Hospital might have done under different civcumstances.

.9
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litigation. His testitiony provided no basis for reconsideration o revocation of the - -
sala.

Tellingly, Glass® attorney could only argue that “our basic position ig that the
Trustee advertised one sale and conducted a different sale” and that the approved sﬁlé .

was “not the highest and best.” 8/11/403 Tr., at p. 90. Aside from being dead wrong

ag a matter of substance, these arguments were precisely the same arguments raised
unsuccesstully at the‘April 22, 2003 haaring, to wit: that the sale “does not represent
the best recovery for the estate™ and that it was “not advertised to be offered in this
way,” 4/22/03 Tr., at p. 8.

At the close of evidence on August 11, the Court directed Glass” counsel to order

transeripts of the underlying hearings, The parfies were directed to submit their initial

post-hearing briefs within 30 days of the Court’s receipt of the transcripts, and their reply

¢
K
B

briefs, if any, within 14 days thereafter. The Court’s docket reflects that transcripts of the
April 22, July 24, August 5, and August 11, 2003 proceedings were ordered by Attorney
Dambrov on September 5, 2003. *° They were delivered to the Court on November 6,

2003, Accordingly, the initial briefs were due on December 8, 2003,

Vel
NS i .,“ "

¢

1 Curipusty, counsel did not extend other interested parties the courtesy of adwsmg them that the -

transcnpts had been ordered, or that they had been reveived. :Nar did counsel offer to share copies 6f the ™

trangcripts, Only pessistent review of tie docket enebled other counsel 10 stay abreast r:nf dwelopmema
with respect to these matiers. '
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Legal Argument

1. RECONSIDERATION. . IS.. UNWARRANTED - HERE BECAUSE THE

MOVANT HAS FAILED TO DEMONSTRATE THAT THIS COURT
. - OVERLQOKED CONTROLLING LAW OR.-ANY OTHER MA’I'I‘ERS IN-
ﬁ : RENDERING ITS DECISION

—~

=

A. The Legal Standard Respecting Reconsideration of Court Rulings

The standard for granting a motion for reconsideration is strict. Reconsideration
ﬂ “will generally be denied unless the moving party can point to contrelling decisions or

- data that the coust overlooked--matters, in other words, that might reasonably be
expected to alter the conclusion reached by the court.” - Shrader v. CSX Transp., 70
F.3d 255 . 257 (2d Cir. 1993), see also United States v. Sanchez, 35 F.3d 673, 677 (2d

Cir. 1994) {granting of reconsideration appropriate when a “need is shown 1o correct a

clear error of law or to prevent manifest injustice.”); LoSacco v. City of Middietown,

882 F. Supp. 8_70, 876-77 (D. Conn. 1993). A motion to reconsider “... should not be

granted where the moving:party secks only to relitigate an issue alveady decided.”

Shrader, 70 F.3d at 257.

Generally, the moving party i5 required 1o dermonstrate that the Court

overlooked the controlling decisions or factual matters that were put before the Court in

thc undcrlying mctinn Yurman Design Inc. v. Golden Freasure Imps., ine.,. __F

Supp. 2d___, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19759 (8.D.N. Y. 2003); sce Walsh v. McGee,

918 F. Supp‘. 107, 110 {S,DLN.Y. 19’96);_ Hﬂub:gant; P, v, ACB Mercantile (It re

- Houbigant, Inc.), 914 F. Supp. 997, 1001 (S.D.N.Y. 1996). This fule is “nartowly

11
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construed and strictly applied so as to avoid repetitive arguments on issues that have

been considered fully by the Court.” Waisk, 918 F. Supp. at 110; see also United

States v. Mason Tenders Dist. Council of Greater New York, 509 F. Supp. 88!2', 889
(S.D.N.Y. 1995). Thus where s party secking reconsideration fails to shdﬁ_‘ that the t

Court overlooked any contralling law or facts but, instead, repeats arguments already

rejected by the court, reconsideration is unwarranted. Yurman Design, Inc. v. Golden

Treasure fmps., Inc., __F. Supp. 2d __, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19759 (S.D.N.Y. L=

2003); Conn. State Dep't of Soc. Servs. v. Thompson, __F. Supp.2d . 2003 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 7381 (D. Conn. 2003)Underhill, J.}{addressing reconsideration under
Rule 5%e), Fed. R. Civ. P., and Connecticut Local District Rule 7(c): where principle
raised by party seeking reconsiderstion was both previously raised by that pafty and |
previously known to the court, threshold requirement for a motion for reconsideration
not met). |

Local District Court Rule 7(c), applicable to proceedings before the Banknuptcy |
Court putsuant to LBR 1001-1(b), requires that counsel secking reconsideration of a

court order file a memerandum “setting forth concisely the matiers or controlling-

decisions which counsel believes the Court overlooked in the initial decision er order.”

B. Reconsideration is not Appropriste Herc

At a hearing held before this Coun on Aﬁril 21-2003, this Court exteﬁded '
Glass, through his counsel, the opportunity to air whatever ohjt;étiuns (_}lass might hawf:.‘ .
to the sa_]e. Glass objected on the groumds fhat the sale did “not ﬁfr&sent the best

12
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recovery for the estate” and tht the salé was “Hat advertised fo be df’feréri misfmy. "
4122/Q3 Tr., at pp 8 11. Thc Cuurt consldcred these ohwctmns and ﬂatly re_lectecl

them. 4:22!93 Tr.. at p. 1.

In Glass motmn for raconmderatwn. and then m e:\rldentmry hearmgs conducted

R

in this matter on August 5 and 11, 20()3 Glass cites to no controlhng law or other

matiers allcgedly overlnokad hy the Court m fact Glass does nothmg mum than argue

the véry same objectluns be made at the Apnl 2‘2 2&[}3 hearmg See i e ; Movant's

‘ Motion to Recongider;, at Paras. 19—34; 8/5/03 Tr., at pp. 27-29 (A‘ity. Dambrov)', p.

32 (statemnents of Atty. Damhbrov and Court, with coficession that argiments being

made were previously rejected; 8/11/03 Tr., at pp. 90-91 (statérnent afAtty Dambrov

(incotrectly astribuited in transeript 1o Atty. Graham)). Putting aside che Faét that

m-i

Mavant was and is simply wrong with tespect to the substance of his objéctions,

reconsideration is unwarranted here because Movant has failed to estabiish the presence

of any controlling decisions or other data that the Conrt overlooked in meking its initial

= determination.

13
o ICGA23RIB36446+1
3 QRB/IRHRT




Case 3:04-cv-00097-AWT Document 23-2 Filed 07/02/04 Page 17 of -

11 THIS MOTION 18 MOOT BY APPLICATION OF SECTION 363(m) OF THE *
BANKRUPTCY CODE

With respect to any sale of éstaté'pmpérty authorized by a bankruptcy_ court, the
Bankruptcy Code provides that:

The reversal ;r m:ﬁi‘ication on appeal of an auhorization under
subsection (b) or (¢) of this section of a sale or lease of property does not
effect the validity of a sale or lease under such awthorization 10 an entity
that purchased or leased such properiy in good faith, whesher or nor such

entity knew of the pendency of the appeal, unless such authorization and
such sale or lease were stayed pending appeal.

4
L
K
£
|
11 U.S.C. Sec. 363(m). ' K
When an order confirming a sale to a good faith purchaser is entered and a stay
of sale is not obiained, the sale becomes final and cannot be reversed on appeal. See, !
2.g., Mater of Lloyd, 37 F3d 271, 273 (7" Cir. 1994); in re District 65, United Auto I
Aerospace and Agr._fmpfemen{ Workers of America, UAW, 184 B.R. 156 (§ D.N.Y. l
1995); In re Saco Local Devel, Corp.. 19 B.R. 119, 121 (1% Cir. B.A.P. 1982); In re l
Stein & Day, fm' 113 B.R. 157, 162 (1990). The “statutory mooctness” pmvxsmn of
11 U.5.C, § 363(m) applies with equal force to motions for reconsidetation. fn re Pine ﬂ
Coast Enterprises, 147 B.R. 30, 33 (Bkrtcy. N.D. 1N, 1992]; I
At the April 22, 2003 hearing, this Court found, at the express request of Nevets
and the Trusiee, and withuuf objectian from Glass, that Nevets had ﬁurchase'd the

Properly in good faith. 4/22/03 Tr., atp, 12, Beyond that, no stay was entered with

respect to the sale. The sale was duly consummated, the buyer changed its position in

" That finding is also reflected in the Court’s May 1, 2003 Ordet. It remains mlchallengcd
14
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Accordingly, there is and cafi be no effective relief available here for Mr. Glass, The
" instantrmbtiuﬁ is moot.
II. THE RIGHTS OF MOVANT, A NON-RECOURSE SECURED CREDITOR,
' ARE UNAFFECTED BY A SALE OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TO
MOVANT'S “EIEN.‘ -~ THEREFORE,  MOVANT HAS NO PECUNIARY
STAKE IN THE OUTCOME OF THIS DISPUTE AND LACKS STANDING
TQ CONTEST THE SALE - - SRR |
A party seeking relief from an order of 4 hmmruptcy'court'mlist'bc "di’i‘cctljr' and
adversely affected pecuniarily” by it. Kane v Johns-Manvitle Corp., 843 F. 2d 636,
641 (2d Cir. 1988), citing Cosmopolitan Aviation Corp .v. N.Y. State Depl. of

Transporiaiion, 763 F. 2 507, 513 (3d Cir.), cert. denied 474 11.S. 1032 (1985). This

standing limitation is more exacting than the ‘case or controversy’ requirement for

standing under Article III of the U.S. Constitution (i.«., constitutional ‘injury in fact’

alsa encompasses non-financial injuries *fairly traceable’ to conduct complained of).
Kane, 843 F. 2d at 642. 1t is that way precisely to avoid the unmanageable’
pmliferatioh of review that would result in bankrupicy cases — which by their nature
involve a myriad of parties -- should every party indireetly aﬂbcted by a bankrupicy
court order be permitted unfettered access to review. fd. In bankrupicy cases, review
is available only to a party whose pecuniary hifcrcs{s are directly and adversely
affected. Jd. Thatis simply not the case here.

Here, prior to the challenged transfer Glass held a junior lien on the Property --
spaqiﬁcaily a mortgage sécnlring a npte in the original prin¢ipa1 amount of $7‘115,000'.

- The sale to Nevets was made subject to all ‘[ii\?‘:t.ls and gnt:umhranées. including Jthat of

15
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(Mass. Accordingly, even afier the sale to Nevets, whatever rights Glass had against -~

.

the Property remained wholly intact and unaffected. ot i

Glass is undeniably. a creditor of GHAC. While a creditor ordinarily has

standing 1o challenge an order disposing of property of an estate, that is only 56 bécause

the order affects the creditor’s ability to receive payment from the esigie, and a direct

"

pecuniary interest is therefore implicated. Xane, at 642, citing Shaw & Levine v. Gulf

& Western Industries, Inc, 007 F. 2d 258, 262 (24. Cir. 1979, However, where the

order cannot possibly affect the complaining party’s ability ta receive payment from the

estate, there can be no pecuniary interest at stake. Sze, e.g., Cosmopolitan Aviation,
763 F. 24 at 513 (*hepelessly insolvent’ debter ot permitted to challenge orders
affecting estate because estate will go to creditors, and debtor has no interest in what
bappens to it); Kone, 843 F, 2d at 642, n. 3,

In this case, the underlying mortgage note from GHAC 10 Glass was made

expressly without recoutse to any of GHAC’s assets except for the Propetty.” Glass

therefore has no right to participate in any distribution from the estate that arises from
any source other than the Property. Thus even if his mortgage turned out to be

partiaily or entirely undersecured, Glass could not hold an unsecured claim in this

oW Omom oM

Chapter 7 case. -

™ There was no evidence w the contrary presented 8t any hearing 1o this mater. Mereover, Glass fileg

a proof of claim in this case (copy attached hereto as Exhibil B), sigued by Attoroey Alan Dambrov as
artorney in fact and dated Sepiember 15, 1900 [giv]. The proof of claim was docketed on Seplemiber 15,
2000 a1 Clatm No. 7 on the official claims repister maintaingd by the Clerk in this case; #t is a roizeer as
to which thiz Court may proptely take judicial notice pursnant to Rule 201(b), Fed. B, Evid. Neveis
hereby expressly requests that judicial notice be (akem of this coort record. Glass' claim is clearly
marked ag “seowced,” and attached to it is the wnderlying mortgage note froth GHAC dated September
16,1994, At page 2, the note states plaindy that it “shall be without recourse to the meker... .7
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Glass will not, and camnot, be affected pecuniarily by the outcome of the review

he seeks. . Az such, his motion must fail for lack of standing. -

ot

Conclusion

For ail the foregoing reasons, the otion of Mar‘cI Glass for reconsideration
- must be deniéd. In addmnn the Ml)\rant Marc I Glass should be directed to either
withdraw the “Afﬁdawt and Notice of Bankruptcy Proc&edmgs he recorded against the

property at 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford Cunnetucut on or about August 5,

2{]03 or to file an appruprmte currectwe natice negatmg th& effect of his Aupust 5

=

ret;ordmg.

i

o s ;-'jJamesC Gralam ct06064
& , 'Pepe&Hazard e
. /’ -7 Goodwin Square
b L Hartfocd, CT 061034302
(860) 522-5175 -
17
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' CERTIFICATIO_N OF SERVICE.
The undersigned hereby certifies that & copy of the fnmgoiné pnst-
hearing bricf was served by United States first class mail,:p'o.stage prepaid, this
gth day of December 2003, upon each of:

John ). O'Neil, Ir., Esq,

Chapter 7 Trustee

Francis, O'Neil & Del Piano LLC
255 Main Street

Hartford, CT 06106

Alan Dambrav, Esq.
Counsel to Marc I, Glass
P.0. Box 575

Charlton City, MA 01508

Myles H. Alderman, Jr., Esq.
Conneel to Steven Brigham
Alderman & Aldecman

100 Pearl Street, 14 Floor
Hartford, CT 06103-3290

- Stephen Mackey, Esq.
Office of the United States Trustee
One Cenmury Tower, Suite 1103
265 Church Street
" New Haven, CT 06510-7016

18
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. K8/n3e2000 11:12 FAX 5082431531 ATTORNEY ALAN'S DaMBROV , @0z .
HOES/ZEES - 1I:GY  ARAZSTITT - GLKE 11T - PASE  B1/H&
- b A
4—-*""'——"——'-.-
7 A - -5 A fr 2%
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT
[N RE: Ty ’
- GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITECTURE ) CASE NO, 00-21425
CONSERVANCY, INC, . )  CHAPTER 7
Dehtar. ) ' :
J
MARCT. GLASS, BSQ. )
Pia.mﬁff )
)
VE. } ADVERSARY PROCEEDING
b; NO. 92-02233
GREATER H’ARTZFORD ARCHITECTURE S B RN
CONSERVANCY, INC., )
JOEN J. O'NELL, JR, ESQ., TRUSTEZ, )
DR, STEVENC. BRIL':HAM and }
140 RETREAT AVENUE, LLC, )
Defandants. ),
. } <

'--\.

. AFFIDAVIT NOTICE QF B
CONCERNING IN PART REAL EST ATE AT 140- 124 RETREAT AVENUE, HARTFORD aud 2

marigage recorded in Volume 3517, Paga 120 v, seq. from Greater chfmd Architectirs
Cansenanoy, Tnid. re Mazce ). Glags'

NOW COMES Plaintiff in the shove descﬂbcd Advmzry Pranaedmg, MARC 1. GLASS, and
radkes this affidavit usdier the prains a.nd penalties nf pqguty of his own kncw]cdge excopt where

. stated to b= on Tuformation and belief which he haheves 1o be tue and further states:

v Afﬁam is an mclmdual over the age of 21 and I whderstand the

impertance of 2 vath,

"~

. 2. Ihe C-:mplsmt thaf: 1m!1atad tbns Adverary Pmceadmg wag ﬁfad with
the Bankvepicy Cotirf on June 24, 2002
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3. The allegations contained ir the Complaint, may affect titla to e real

estate Jocated at and knovwn as 140-144 Retreat Ave., Hurtford, Connecticut (tha 140

Retrear Avenue Premises™), ) T
4. th respect to the 140 Retreat Avetue Prcmiacs, thc legations
comisined in ths Cumplam., may affect ta¥ claims relaled to real aqtate preperty taxes

elafmed by tha City of ﬂartford, or others including the Defendant Dr. Stoven C.
Brigham. . .

5. TheDsbtor, GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITECTURE
CONSERVANCY, INC. is the record ewrier of the 140 Rotrest Aventie Premiscs.

6. T am the holder of & velid and éh,fbrceable Mortgage Deed seenring the
original principal sum of $115,000, which wes duly fewrded in,fiié. Haxtford Land
R.r.r.-o:ﬁs on Scptember 22, 19514,_ in volurne 3517, page 120,

: 7. : v‘i‘he balaéce: due on the Mortgags Deed, iﬁclu&ing accrued interest,
continuing intérésf, gosis, uttbmeys“'&gs; and the like, havae sdbstantially increased.

R. John J. O°Neill, Ir. E;qujre is the duly gppointed and actlyg Trustes in
the Sanhnptﬂy pm-;.ﬂg;,dings of GREATER HARTFORD .&RCHITEC‘TURE
CONSERVANCY, INC., |

9. OuTatuary31, 2003 the Trusies filed o MOTION TO SELL FREE
AND CLEAR OF 1IENS the 140 Refreat Aveque Premises.

10, \, The MOTION ‘_IfO SELI_)’ FREE AND CLEAR OF LIBNS gave notice
f"f terms and conditiorns, ncluding without lhiitatiun, that Ihé. sale wiould be for cash

and free and clear of ali fians.

PACE © B/

id.
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, "11.7 Or Apnil 22, 2{101 the hankmpt:-y court beld a. he i

'I'O LLFREE AN'D CLEAR OF LIENS E.nd thc rru':tee recgmm :

ic:;éptance of a bid it purchase the 148 Retreat Avenue Premjze; subj act to all liens

and encumbrances

12. Therez ﬁer 1 filed a MOTION FCR RECDN’SIDERATTON AND TO

REVOKE THE COURTSS APPROVAL OF TRUSTEE'S MOTION TO j.sELL THE
REAL ESTATE LOCATED AT 140 RETREAT AVENUE. That mation remains

pending before the hanlauptey court.

oo

13. For further Information, contact the Banknmptey Court Clerk to review

the documents 2nd dockét maintained at United States Bankruptey Court for the

District of Connecticut at the Federal Court Building, 450 Main Strect, Hartford.

This Affidavit is dated Atgust =3, 2003

|
ﬁ

MARCJ. GLASS

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

Hartford: ss.

Subscribed and gwomn to before ine this -(;- day of August, 2003. Then person=lly appeared
the above named MARC J. GLASS and acmowldf:*hc forezoing insirument fo be his free act and

deed before me.

ﬂ}:%%ﬂ&% gz' LBE,
MY mwmmm&tm
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‘United States Bankruptcy Court District of Connecticut -

.

" Fdame of Tebtar Crxe Numba
Greator Hariford Architecht Co:‘:ma.ng. 00-2142 51k
RV LT R TSI |Il|.l|--_ vir g
At ..-I|||l (B EL NEH ] EQEEPi'*T {”
Tame ol Creditar wmﬁmmdméﬂmmmwmm] ﬁmmdfmmmmmummﬂxbum ] <+ kil 35
wproaf of el dim relating 1o your elsim, Attach Hlpr s o .

M Fororne Gluss n!ﬁ"‘,‘f kg o “pt i NART 0. Ny
Name and addrese wheee notiess ikl bemnts |
Mare Jorome Olass . ﬂ Chec, Do i yo bave oover peosived sy notives
tlo Alan & Diatrey, Esquire from e bapkrpdey ¢oust in thin case,
Casley, Shicaly, P.C. €380 Myio Steeet l?{':hnck ok it sddresa dfiffers rom the addrem on
Bpringfickd, MA- DLID3 &uumdapumw)uubyﬂgcm

7 ) This §paez in for Gourl Use Cnly
Azconat or olber nnmbar by which creditor idemilics debrtors JChkhen it [implaces 2 proviously $iied clim, dalcd;

i thia clafm: Em .

L. Basix Foc Clate: ' Tlotes: '
[ Goods 2old -

.| Retiree benefits x defined in 31 ULR.C. § 11 E4(x)

Lt Sentoe puformed {7 Waiges, Balssies nod campomation (il ot Bctow)
m Morncy Ioaned
e Your 584:

= Petsonal injurywrenzful death

rv Taxss Unpeid compensation fir sorvicss parfarmed

1 Datodetd was jocurrod:  Sept. 18,1954 r;_ 1 count fdgracad, dafe Gbtained; - Wone

4. Yolal Amount OF Claimy 8 Tine Case Filsd: $16492007 )

T alt o part of'yosr clsim s socured or extitled 69 priceity, o campieta lest S o § helow,
(. Check tids boifcairm el fnterost o ether eharpes n aton s prifpel manet of the elaim, Aftch iz tutamees o all interst o2 36itiomal churges.

5, Socured Cluim, 6. Unsocyred Friovity Claim:
{3 Chusck this bax i'your cloit in actured by eoliomen] (achuding & right of [T Checls tin b i you harvean masccured peivrity chim
ncheff). Amoaut ettitled 10 priccity §
Erief DescripBon of Collateral: * Bpecify the priceity of the clabn: -
- 13 Wiges, wharis, or commimions {up to S4000), * exmme within S daye before filing
2 P;;JU?-TE& Rg::::; '";?::nue 0 Orber (Descine) ﬁ?WleMu afthe delbriuc’s businesy, ﬁh:hel:n‘uﬂdm
farcford, GT

{7} Contrilvaions vo an axiployes benehit plan- 11 U.8.C. § S0%ad)

o T3 Upta SI800¢ of deposits towand parchmse, less, ar remtal ef property o sepvives fie
. : parsanal, fravily, ar hauhold ey - 11 WA.C, § S07{EXS).

i" Allimoay, maintznence, onupquuwdtuupumq fetiner spouse, or child - 1
US.C § SUXT)

I Tamncpnuluﬁm?dtn smnmmalunﬂs -1 8. § S07(a)(8)
[73 Other« HUS.C. B8 307(%)__ - (Beacribe)

Vafue of Collweral: § 26000000

Ammupt of areorsge wnd db:rdurguamnu cast filed focluded in

seenired clwin, i zny: $ . -
- | ? Amiets ave subjact 0 agneziment oo 477798 e avery 3 yeory tharonftar with respect 1o
casas covvenced oo or affer the date gf aducsimend,
9, Cyedits: The 2meunt of 2ll pryvicals m thiz clairg bag Been credﬁndmddedmd'!"m the. ;mfpo: nfmuk:'nk {his, proof uf clain, Iy Bprcs fa For Crard Visc Cly

%, Bupparting Decuments ATTACH COPTES OF SLFPORTING DOCUMENTS, ruchas procitdory nates, pizrciuse drdlecs,
inwdczs, ffemized stafrments of ninning scoounts, mwlw moxigrges, 3elity ngreasnents, wnd evidenes of
pafection of o DD NOT SFHD QRIGINAL DOCIMENTS. Mih: t!mmmmmuwhble. weplein. Hithe kocuooeots are

9, Date-Stanped Copy: To receive an ackoowlodgeiient of the filing of wour :hlm, mdun mrq::d, utf-add'uwd envelage md
oy <f thes proef of chim.

Bals
Scptermber 14, 1900

Pangliy for preseeting fFrandulant elalms; Finvypta E300,008 or impriscwent for xp 10 S years, or batk. JRUSC. $§ 152 oeed 1571, .
CLATHANT BESERVES THE RICGHT TO MEWD TTS CLATH ANT
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- POWER OF ATTORNEY

To: :éudlcy., Shralr P.C. NI
1380 Main Streat _
Spmlgﬁeld Massachusoits 01103, (413] ?81 0750

The underslgnﬁd cImmant hmhy anthonzﬂs you, ar any one of you, as'attomey for the
undetsigtied, and with full power of substitution, to vote on amy quastion that may be lawfully
submitted to creditors of the debtor in the ebove-entitled case; to vole for a trustes of the estate of
the debtor, and for a committee of creditors; to receive dmdands and in gencral te act in this
case for any ntlmt purpnsc mclmmant’s interest, whatsoever.

B2 & M W o mE s

Dated this ~ dayof Septamber 2000

CLAIMANT: |
MARC JEROME GLASS

R

T

Penalty for presenting fraudulent claim:
Fine of up t¢ §5,000.60 urtmpnsonmmt forugto 5 yaars, of both. 18T, C §§152 and 3571,

Pay-GIf;

Pringipal: _$_IJS,G_00.0!} |
Interest: 1492007
Aty'sfees 15,&0@',@
Tonl| . $16492007

| Diume Koot 2307 ennupipi 6775000 |
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Jun-22-00 032339 .

.

HORFGAGR DETD
TO ALL PEOPLE TG WYOM TRESK PRESENTS SPALL COME, GREETINGS:

- KNOM YE, THAT GREATER HARTFORD Akcaxncmx'coxaah‘m, -INC.,
a fonnmcticyut nunstock corporatiom with itg priacipal office zx 274
Farmingtea Avanue, Hartford ©T 06105 gg *Granter~, In conglderarison .
of one doilar snd cther geod and valvable roneicerarion received of ‘ E
HARC IMRONE GLASS, of the Town of Rocky Rill, Cauity of Rartford
2nd 8tatea of Conneckieut, as “drantee®, doss give, grant, bargain
aell and comfirm unte the xafd Grantse, hie keire, SUCCOBEOrE aad
agsiqcs forever, all that ewrtain piece or parce) af land, with the
buildinge and fImprovemsnta therecn, gituated in the Town of
Hartford, .County of Hartford and Btate of Cotnecticut, kiéwy as
Hop, 140-144 Rerraac pvenus and being more particulayly boendad and
1;de::crél:m! asg showh on Schedule K attaghad hereto and made & part E

arenf, T -

Togathar with all iteos noxmally coraiderad fixtures, inaluding
kut not limited to acreaus, ecreen doore, atorm windows apd doosa, ]
awnings, plumbing, gas #nd electric Fixtures, ofl buynare ang E
vent{lating equipment nov or hareafrsr dlaced an, instsllad in ar -
attarhed ro said buildings, all of whick aye heveby declared ko be
a part of the realty and cavered by thie mortgags.

TO ERVE AND TO HOLD the abova grantad and bargained gremisas,
with the apourteninces theraof, unto the gaid Crantee, kis hatrs,
ahccewsore and zsoigny forever, ta hls and their own propar vse and
behoof, And also Ehe sald Grantor, does for itaslf, Lve sBuccegsorse
and assigns, ‘covanant with the gaid Gzantee, his helre, succeogaces
and aagigng, thab at and until khe enséuling of Lheas preaents it
is woll selzed af the premiess as a good indefeanible eetste in FEZ
SIMPLE: and has guod right to bBargain and pall the sawe in cannsr
and form ag above written; and that the same ip free Fiom alt
encurbranees whatwcever, sxcept ag abave wantioged,

AND FURTHERMORS, che galé Grantor doas by these prepents bind
itself, ity puccazsora and asaigns forsver ta NARRANT ARD DEFEND
the above granted and bargained premiszs ko Lhe eald Graotes, hins
beire, siccessoxs and aseigns, againse a1l elaims and damands
whatsoaver, except an ebove nenkicned, © " .

THE CONDITION OF THIS NEES 1S SUCH, that whereas the said
Grantor ig Justly indehted to the said Grantes in tha principzl sum
of ONE HDNDRED FIFTEEM THOUSAND {$115,005.40) DOLLARS ag evidenced
by Grantor’s Murtgage Note dutad Septemberid:, 1984 a copy of which ,
ig mttached hevetd as Schedyls B and mads a part hereot with the ) - i
balance ol the indebtednass if not sooner paid, due ard payahlz on ' | g
Seplanbexr 1, 3D06. .

AND it id hereby agreed betwean the gpaid Qyactar, for
themgelves, thelr heixs, suctesmors and assiyus, and the Grantee,
ber heirs, successore and aselgns: o

1. That the improvemants now existing or- herwafter erected ar
placed on tha said premiver wlll be $nsured against loge by Fira
and otherwise to wl amount and by such compatties 25 ghall be
satjofaceory to sald @rantee, and that satd ingwrance will be
malntalned for the benefi: of and payable in cass af lowa ts pal
Grantee am her f{rtetest may appear, that certificates of zugy
insurance ghall be furnished -to  tha ‘Qramtee  and that' no
cancallation or refiuy of any polley cr prénium shall be ¢laimed
except from and after the redamptipn ¢f chis martgage,

2. That all texes, assepoments, water rates aad other
coadordniuwn,  govermmental or munfcipal chayges for which Yen,
righte exist and the cost of emErgency repiire Héeded ko grotect
the property will be promptly paid by the Grarzer, and, in dafaylt .
thereaf, or in defaylt of payment of Lnwurance pramiymi reguired : .
hergunder, che Qrantee May pay the seme,  and add the anounts . so
. paid to the debt; and charge interegt an tha ‘sama until repaymsnc’ -
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SCREDULE &

s

A csxtain plece or puarzel of land, together with the

bulldings ane fsprovements therson, known aw Nom. 140-=14§ Retreax

Avenue in the Town of Hartford, County wf Hartferd and $tave of

?tﬁﬂﬂ.hﬂil and telhg more parcicularly bounded and described as
oligovwet . : ‘

£

HORTHWEST1 By Retrest Avenus, 91.97 faet

NONTNEASYS Ny land now or formerly of Dehato A.
rYalernlno and Lavrence L. Malincenico,

167,57 featy . - " F
SCUTHEAST: By land how oy forserly of tha Zesex Street
Cerporstlon 35.30 feet: and, E

EOUTHREST: By Emsex Stpest, 145 Keat,

Said premises are subject ¢o any and all provieiors of any ardinapce, municipal
regulation or public er privare law. Sald premiszes are further subject to the balance
of taxee on Ehe Graud List of October 1, 199}, and thercafter, and ra other encuzbrances
of racord, if any.

=
.

mm e
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Jun-22-00 03:_ .2 GLK&B LLC

- Usit5,000.06 + - September &, 1994
o o : - s Wethémfield.‘. Connectigut:

POR VALUED RECRIVED, tHe underszigned promises to pay te the
.. order. of MARC. JEROME - GLASS, at. 1310 ~8ilas. Dsane Highway,
' Wethersfield CT 06109-4352, orx at such other place as the holder
hareaf ghall dewignate-in writing. the principal sum of ONB HUNORED
FIETEEN THOUSAND. AND NO/100 ($115,000,00) DOLLARS, with interest
on'thé unpaid balance from and after September 1, 1956, at the rate
of Seven. {7.0%) percent per annum, heteon andtogether with all
costs of collection, including & reasonable attorney’'s fee, if this
note shall . ba referred afcer default tolan: attormey-at-law for
collaction or if an action of foreclosure shall be instituted after

default on this note or any mortgage securing this note.

} The undereigned promises to pay the eaid principal and interest

- as follows: Monthly principal and intersst payments in the amount

' of §1335.25 ghall be made on the first day of each month heginning

? . on October 1, 1996, with the entire unpaid principal and accxzued
) ‘ interest dJue and payable on September 1, 2006.

{i The undersigned veserve the right to pay at any time the entire
’ unpaid principal {plus interest acerued to the dzte of payment)
‘ with "no prepayment penalty, provided, however that any such.

prepayment shall be accompanied by a prxepayment fee equal to the

f amount of interest which would bave accrued had interest ran from
©  September 1, 1994. Wotwithstanding the foregoing, howaver, any

prepayment. fee payable afrer September 1, 1986 shall be reduced by
$114 for each wenth Erom September 2, 19496 to the date of such

pypayment,

As additional interest, the undersigned agrees to pay the holder
heraof an amount equal to one-third of the net profit, if any, from
any sale of the morrgaged ptaperty prior to September 1, 1954.
*Net. profit* shall wean the difference between (i) $%115,000 and
{ii) the gross sales price lass expenses of sale and lesm costs ro
the undersigned for taxes, inasurance and sequrity to the date af

sale, :

The undersigned agree to pay all taxes and assessments onm the
mortgaged property; to keep the same free from mechanic’s liens;
and to keap the same ineured against loss by fire or otherwise, in
such forms of insurance as afford at least as much coverage &s at
the time of transfer to the undersigned, namirng holder hervof as a -

nortgagee. ingured.

If any payment dus hersunder shall not have been paid within 3¢
daye after the same 1g due, or if ny aother agreement of the wakers
herein contained shall be in default and shall not have bamen fully
performed within 30 days after the written notice of dafault has
heen mailed ta any makers hereof (addressed to the last known place
of business of maker]; or if title to said property is transfarred,

A




Case 3:04-cv-00097-AWT Document 23-2 Filed 07/02/04 Page 31 of 41

i Jr—

\_':u._;_,_-._.‘zz-ao 03. sP GLK&E LLC 30 257 1777

k Schedule B

the option of the holder hereof, become due and payable forthwith.
Failure to exercise this option shall not constitute a waivar of
- the right to exercise the same in the event of any subsequent
gefault. : L

This note shall be without recourse fo maker or any of ice
directors or officers, and the holder hereof ehall lock solely to
the property mortgaged ko secure thls note for repayment hereof.
Motwitiistanding the foregoing, waker shall yemain liable to the
extent of an amount equal to - real property taxes, utility charges
and property maintepance relating to the property which becone due
and payable but fremain unpaid from the date hereof through
September 30, 19%6. -

whm\misc\hacrote
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G owill o
At and by
Jtemevsve g wu weaw aslallBe, and that sai P .
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then the entire unpald principal, with accrued interast, 'shéil, at .
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... UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT
IN RE:’ R R ; : CHAPTER 7 |
GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITEGTURE : CASE NO. 00-21425 -
CONSERVANCY, INC. :

Debtor

TRUSTEE'S NOTICE OF INTENT TO SELL

;Notice is hereby given that JohnJ. O’Neil, Jr, Tfustee in the above case has received

an offer from Hartfofd Hospital a specially chartered Connecticut corporation to purchase

for the sum of $275,000.00 a certain piece or parcel of la.nd commonly known as 140-144

Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT. Said property being more particularly described in Volume
:3517 at Page 118 of the Hartford Land Records. Further details concerning s_aid offer may

be obtained ﬁom the Office of the Trustee, John J. O’Ngil, Jr., 255 Main Street, I-Iartfor’d,

CT 06106.

| THIS NOTICE IS GIVEN to permit parties in interest to object to the intended sale.

Any person obj céting to said pfivate sale or alternatively, to make a higher and better offer -

for said property, should file with the Clerk of the United States Bankruptcy Court in writing
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GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITECTURE CONSERVANCY, INC. 00-21425

15
!
at 450 Main Strébtit ‘th'tford ‘Connecticut’06 103 ‘notilatef than 5:00 P.M. on the 'r
PUDTYATAO ) 40 121G

. 2003, an_objection or higher offer to such private sale. In

day of _ Maxrch

1. O'Néil, It 255 Main Street Hartford; Connecticut’ 06106 by the date set for the f hng of

AL A R VA

the objections with the Clerk of the Bankruptcy Court In the event that an Ob_] ection 1s filed,

a hearing will be held to COI]SIdCI‘ such objectmn on the _6th dayof _ March _ ,

2003at11:00 A M. ﬁHMX If hlgher offers are recelved an auction will be held at the same

T Pl
‘*_5}”*’- i ua..,;‘e‘g-u’m 59

date and time at the United States Bankruptcy Court 450 Mam Street, Hartford, Connectlcut
061035 WELUR W ke oo ekt D by e 1y IR WY TR “

[
il

by 5:00 M birttis 3TAe dayiofss MAZEN, 0 .. 2003; thié Trustée will proceed with the

private salé: Objectisns riot imely filed and served r‘?hay‘;be deemed waived.s .t

| ER R T N LA 5 Sy S 'J'..f‘:;.-fﬂ:‘ S T 'EBORAHS THUNT: Bukb CETRNTL] J

CLER_K, U. S BANKRUPTCY COURT

[ 2 N - o ' R e il
FERT AN . : PR O T o K . *l K EEEeT; L r'i 1y I H
SRV H M i

By: Beverly J. Ledble
Deputy Tlérk '
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addition, a copy o‘fﬁﬁt‘ﬂf‘o"ﬁjénﬁtion and/or higher offer should be served on the{l“;rus,_téé, John

1f 1o 'Gbjéctiotis are filed with thé Clerk of the Court, and served upoh the ';j‘;tustee,.
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e CER IFICATE OF SERVICE

11437 Sunset Hills Road

Reston, Virginia 20190-5234

Districtsoff: 0205-2 User: leible Page 1 of 7 Date Rcovd: b 0

Case: 00-21425 Form ID: #02 : Total Served: 443 vas Feb 03, 2003

Tha following entities were served by first class mail on Feb 0%, 2003.
db +0Greater Hartford Architecture, P.0O. Box 280264,  Wethersfield, CT 06129-0264

aty Alan M’ Ponanski, Qffice of the Attorne: eneral, i
X Rartfove or 06106 y G 1 55 Eln Street, Third Floor Annex,

aty +Alan S. Dambrov, Glass Lebovitz Kasheta & Bren, Q. B i !

Rocky HIl1 eT 060e3-5339 - Br LLC, P Q .Box 129, 2049 Silas Deane glghway,
aty Anthony §. Novak, Chorches & Novak, 1260 Silas Deane Highway, Wethersfield, CT 06109
aty Arnold K. Shimelman, Shipman & Geodwin LLP, One American Row. Hartford, CT 06103
aty David M.S. Shqiken, David M. S. Shaiken, P.C., 330 Main Street, Hartford, CT 06106
aty +David R, Purvis, 77 Buckingham Street, Hartford, CT 06106-~1703 o :
aty +David S. Hoopes, Mayo Gilligan & Zito, 100 Great Meadow Road, Wethersfield, CT 0€109-23¢8
aty " Hank D. Hoffman, Town Center, 29 South Main Street, Suite 215, West Hartford, CT 06107
aty Joan E. Pilver, Office of the Attorney General, 55 Elm Street, P.0. Box 120,

Hartford, &T 06141-0120 o
aty John J. O'Neil, Jr., Francis O'Neill Del pPiano, LLC, 255 Main Street, Hartford, CT 06106
aty John S. Haverstock, 340 Broad Street, Suite 303, Windsoxr, CT 06095 - .
aty Lowall L. Peterson, Community Law Practice, LLC,  2065-A Main Street, Rartford, CT 06120 -
tr John J. 0'Neil, Jr.. 255 Main Street, Hartford, CT 06106
smg Dept. of Revenue State of CT, Collections and Enforcement Div,, 25 Sigourney Street,

Hartford, CT 06106
g Labor Department, Employment Security Division, elinquent Ac r ¢

Wotharefield, CT Oglogm y Delinqgu Accounts, | 200 Folly Brook Boulevard,
ust U. 5, Trustee, One Century Tower, 265 Church Street. Suite 1103, New Haven, CT 06510
3303413 902 Main Street Inc., Attn Pan Pacific, 1631 B S. Melrose Drive, Vista CA 92083
2303415 A Copy, ©P.0O. Box 30069, Hartford CT 06150-~0069
2303414 A&A Office Systems Inc., 16 01d Forge Road, Rocky Hill CT 06067
2303672 +A. M, Miller & Assocs. Inc., P.0. Box 1092, 3033 Excelsior Blwvd., Minneapolis MN 55416-4688

2303420 ADT Security Systems Inc., 39 Lindeman Drive, Trumbull CT 06611
2303427 +AFCO, P.0. Box 286, 900 Lanidex Plaza, Parsippany NJ 07054-2707
3303428 AFCC, P.0. Box 18200, Newark NJ 07191-8200
1303453 ASDN Financial Acquisition Co., Attn Geoffrey Sager, Ten Executive Drive, Farmington CT 06032
303457 AT&T, Attn Consolidated Collection; 910 15th St. 400, Denver CO 80202
2303456 AT&T, P.0. Box 371302, Pittsburgh PA 15250-7302
2303455 AT&T, P.0O. Box 371430, Pittshurgh PA 15250 .
1303416 Abcon Exterminating Corp., 18 Knollwood Drive,  Vernon CT 06066
1303417 Acme Auto Supply Inc., P.0. Box 330298, West Hartford CT 06133
j303418 Actoris Software Corporation, 1100 Centennial Blvd. 248, Richardson TX 75681
1303419 Ad Hoc, 159 Burpham Road, Avon CT 06001 '

303421 +Aetna Casualty & Surety Co., P.C. Box 41523, Philadelphia PA 19101-1523
133422 Aetna Casualty & Surety Co., P.O. Box 1998, Elmira NY 14902-1998
1303423 +Aetna Life & Casualty, Attn Dun & Bradstreet, P.0O. Box 280410, East Hartford CT 06128-0410
E303424 +Aetna Life & Casualty, 151 Farmington Avenue, Hartford CT 06156-0002 '
1303425 Aetna Life Insurance Company. CityPlace, Hartford CT 06156
ﬁln3426 Retna Property Services Inc., One Civic Ceanter, Hartford CT 06156

13429 Airborne Express, P.0. Box 91001, Seattle WA 938111

m 3430 +Airboxrne Express, Attn Kaplan & Kaplan, P.0O. Box 3000, Crofton MD 21114

03431  +Alco Capital Resource Inc., P.O, Box 9115, Mdcon GA 31208-9115
303432 Ales Roofing & Caulking, 100 Pearl Street, Hartford CT 06103

1303433 All American Moving & Storage, €95 High Street, Middletown CT 06457 H
X03434 All Temp Heating & Cooling Inc, P.0. Box 1096, South Windser CT 06074 i
1303435 All Waste Inc. Trash Away, P.O. Box 310158, Newington CT 06131-0158 H
103436 +Amadon & Associates Inc., 100 Wells, Hartford CT 06103-2928 i
1303437 amber Construction & Design, 2 Becontrée Heath Road, North Granby CT 06060 7

303438 pmerica’s Magazine Distribut., 10700 Jersey Blvd. 520, . Cucamonga CA'91730
1303439 +American Bag Company, P.0O. Box 37080, Milwaukee WI 53237
X03440 American Building Systems, 200 Terryv;lle Avenue Rt. 6, ' Bristol CT 06010

¥03441 American Customs Service Inc., 167 43 Porter Road,  Jamaica NY 11434 ]
IDIL42 american Exprass, P.0. Box 114, Newark NJ 07101-0114 i
303443 American Linen Supply Co., 490 Wethersfield Avenue, Hartford CT 06114 i

!

AQ3444 American Media Distributors, 48 23 55th Avenue, Maspeth, New York NY 11378
303445 American Qulck Print, 500 B Farmlngton Avenue, Hartford CT 06105
303448 +American Savings Bank 178 Main Street, New Britain CT 06051- -2267
303447 Angie’s Printing & Mailing Inc, 247 -Silas Deane Highway, Wethersfield CT 06109
303449 Apple Commercial Credit, P.0. Box 7011, Troy MI 48007-7011 :
Ap3¢4as aApple Commercial Credit, Dept. 70501, P.Q. Box £7Q00, Detroit.-MI 48267-0705
3 Aramark, Attn Connecticut Mutual, 140 Garden Street M SG20, Hartford CT 06154
Arch St. Assoc., LP; The Metro Realty,  Group LTD and Geoffrey Sager, Hank D. Hoffman. Esq..
. 29 Scuth Main Street, Suite 215, West Hartford CT 06107 ’ ’
~Arch Street Assoc., LP, Metro Realty Group Ltd., The, 10 Executive Drive,
Argus Security Group Inc: 52 Oakland Avenue, Bast Hartford CT 06108
Aymelin & Natalia Vallnho, 115 S. Highland Street, West Hartfard CT 06119
Armelin S§. Valinhe, =~ ¢/o David M.S.~Shaiken, Esq.. 330 Main Street, Hartford CT 06106 -~

Farmington, CT 06032

Arrow Window Shade Mfg. Co., 1252 Berlin Turnpike, Wethersfield CT 06109 o : e ?

Associated Bag Company, 400 west Boden -Street, Milwaukee WI 53207 R ) b

+Atlantic Capital Corporatien, 44 School Street, Boston MA 02108-4201 - N i

Atlantic Capital Corperation, Attn Albert Delaney. 874 Bloomfield Avenue, . - E !
West Hartford CT 06117 e : - . _ T o

Atlantiec Glass Co., 28 Hoadley Place, ‘Hartford CT 06120

Atlantic Sales Co.; 1951 Park Street, Hartford CT 06106

Austin News Services, P.O. Box 270812, Nashville TN 37227 ‘ T . ¥
+BKM Total Office, 222 pitkin Street; - East Hartford CT 06108- 3220 . .
Balley Pottery Equipment Corp., CBO Box 1577, 62 68 Ten Broeck Avenue, Kingston NY 12401
+Bank of Boston, 31 Pratt Street, Hartford OT 06103-1602 ] . o
BarSafe Inc., 129 Weston Street, - Hartford CT 06120 : ' S .”’\{ij
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2303465
2303467
2303469
©.2303470
2303471
2303474
2303476
2303475
2303477
2303478
2303479
23034380
2303481
2303483
2303430
23034531
2303498
2303500

2303501
2303502
2303536
2303537
2303482
2448246
. 2303809
2303484
2303485
2303486
2303487
2303488
2303493
2303494
2303496

2303495
2303497
23034935
2303503
2303504
: 2303506

2303507
© 2303508
2303509
2303510
. 2303511
~ 2303512
- 2303513
: 2303512
© 2303516
- 2303515
2303517
2303518
2303519
2303520
2303521

.2303522
2303523
2303527
2303526
2303525
3303524
2303528
. 2303826
- 2303529
2303532
2303530
2303531
.-2303533
2303534
. 4303535
~2303538
2303539
~1303540
2303541
.. 2303543
. 3421561

. DB Fueling System Inc.,

Case 3:04-cv-00097-AWT Document 23

User: leible Page 2

Form ID: #02

225 Masarik Avenue,

+Barcarella Transportation Sves,
285 Bear Hill Road,

+Bay .State Florist Supply Inc.,
Bearden Bros., 3A200A Dug Gap Road,
Beckett Publications,  P.Q. Box 809052,
Bell Atlantic Metro Mobile, P.0O, Box 120250,
Bottom Liné Payroll Svc Inc.. 55 Town Line Reoad,
Brian Thomas Candy & Tobacco, 2% Talcott Road,
Brian Thomas Candy & Tobacco,
Brookwood Apts. Co. Ltd., Attn Richard Fogelman,
Brown & Williamson Tobacco Co., P.0. Box 35094,
Southington T 06489

YWes

Bulbs Only, 954 Queen Street,

Business for Downtown Hartford, 253 Asylum,

+C.M. Service Inc., 720 Barnum Avenue Cut off, Stra
CBIA Health Connections, P.0, Box 150495, Hartford

CBIA Health Connections, Attn Dun & Bradstreet,

CPC Management, P.O. Box 463,
CIGNA Real Estate, 900 Cottage Grove Road,
+CL&P Northeast Utilities,
Waterbury CT 06702-1914
CL&P Northeast Utilities, P.O. Box 2957,
+CM Alliance Companies, 140 Garden Street,
CT Pay LLC, 268 Qrchard Street, Rocky Hill CT 060
CT State Council of Carpenters,
Camera Bar Inc., 75 Asylum Street,
Carlos ¥, Valinho, c/o David M.S. Shaiken,
Carlos Valinho, Armelim Valinho,
Carlton Supply Company, P. Q.Box 6867,
Carpenter & Chapman Inc., 9 Belden Road,
+Case Enterprises, 987 Asylum Avenue,
Cash N’ Carry Wholesale Inc., 269 High Street,
Cathcart & Cassella, 597 Farmington Avenue,
Chap de Laine's, P.0. Box 176, -+ 136 College Street,
.Chappell Construction Develop-,
+Chevron U.5.A. Inc., Attn Chevron Land & Develop..
San Francisco CA 94105-2854
Chevron U,.5.A. Inc., Attn Sherburne Powers & Need.,
Chronicle Books, 275 Fifth Street,
Civic Center Mall, One Civic Center Plaza,
Coastal Tool & Supply, 248 Sisson Avenue,
+Coca Cola Bottling Co. of, New York Inc.,
+Commission on Community and,
New Britain CT 06051-4207
Computer Resources, 365 Silas Deane Highway,
Congress Rotisserie Inc., 49 Cherry Strest,
Congress Rotisserie Inc,. . Attn Allan Koerner Agent,
P.QO. Box 30726, Hartford CT 06150

Esq., 3
15 Lafayectt

ConnectiCare.

Connecticut Antiques Show, 3194 Main Street,
+Connecticut Courier, 53 Hurlbert,
Connecticut General. Life, Insurance Company,
Connecticut Historial Commiss.,

Connecticut Housing Finance, Authority, 40 Cold Spring Read,
Connecticut Housing Finance, Authority, 999 West Street,
Connecticut Housing Investment; Fund, 121 Tremont Street,
Connecticut Lighting Center,, Inc., 160 Brainard Road,
Connecticut Magazine, 789 Regervoir Avenue,

Connecticut Mutual Life Insur., 140 Garden Street,

Connecticut Natural Gas,
Farmingdale NY 11735-0757
Connecticut Natural Gas,
+Connecticut Natural Gas,
Connecticut State of,
Connecticut State of,
+Connecticut State of,
Connecticut Telephone,
ConnecticutCare Inc.,
Constance Williams,
Consulting &nvironmental,
+Copelco Capital Inc.,
Copelco Capital Inc.,
Copelco Capital Inc:,
Country Sportscards,
+Cranmore FitzGerald & Meaney, .
CreatiVe Building & Remodeling,
+Cutter Development Corp., 300 Broad,Street.
D&D Tile Company Inc,, 306 Tolland Street,
D&S Construction Corp.. 10 Executive Driwve,
D&S Distributors, P.0. Box 104, Westport CT (06881~
DAP Financial Services. Attn Michael Kopsick Esg.,
DAP Financial Services, John S, Haverstock, Esq..
Windsor, CT 06095 ’
DAP Financial Services,

P,0. Box 1500,
Dept. of Labor,
Dept. of Revenue Services,
Office of Atty, General,

1271 South Broad Street,
30 Batterson Park  -Road,
726 Prospect Avenue, Harcford

" Engineers Inc.
One International Blvd.,
P.0. Box 728, Park Ridge NJ
Actn Uscher. Quiat Uscher” &,
2806 sShortér Avenue,  Rome GA

55

. 654 Wolcott Road,

693 Bloomfield Avenue,
P.0. Box.4Q478,

DPCI Building Construct . 52 Holmes Reoad, -

+Daniel R. Shefte, 33\—/n5tead Drive,

Total Served:

Attn Richard Seidman Esq.,
5400 Poplar Avenue,
Louisville KY 40232

P.0O, Box 280431,
17 Talcott Notch Road,
Bloomfield CT 06002
Attn Accelerated Collection,

Hartford CT 06104
Hartford CT 0B1053- 1486

Attn Nancy Gould Esqg..
Hartford CT 06103

77 Buckingham Street,

ment Building & Maintenance,

N31ghborhood Development.

Wethersfield CT 06109
East Hartford CT 06108

59 Séuth Prospect Street,

Attn Consiglio Parisi & Allen,

Attn Executive Collection Svcs, !
Hartford CT 06144-1500

200 Folly Brook,
25 Sigourmey Street,

-°100 shield Street.; 5
Mahwah NJ 07495-0080

49 Wethersfield Avenue,

-2 Filed 07/02/04 Page 36 of 41

of 7 Date Rovd: Feb 03, 2003

443

Stratford CT 06615-7252
Waltham MA 02451-1016

Dalton Ga 30720

Dallas TX 75380-9052

Stamford CT 06912-Q250
Wethersfield CT 06109

t Hartford CT 06110 :
.50 Columbus Blvd., Hartford CT 06106
Memphis TN 38119

Hartford CT 06103

tford CT 06614-5006

CT 06115
East Hartford CT 06128-0431

Farmington CT Q6032

182 Grand Street,

&7
One Cormercial Plaza,

30 Main Street, Hartford, CT 06106
Hart ford, CT 06106-1703

e Street, Hartford CT 06106

Bloomfield CT 06002

Hartford CT 06105-2430
Hartford CT 06103

Hartford CT 06105

South Hadley MA 0107%
710 Windsor,
575 Market Street,

Hartford CT 06120

One Beacon SBtreet, - Boston Ma (2108

San Francisco CA 94103
Hartford CT 06103
Hartford CT 06105
451 Main Street,

East .Hartford CT 06118-1452
27 West Main Street,

214 Main Street, Hartford CT 05106

Hartford CT 06103
West Hartford CT 06110-1912
Hartford CT 06152

Hartford CT 06106

Rocky Hill CT 06067
Rocky Hill CT 06067
Hartford CT 06105
Hartford CT 06114

Brldgeport CT 06606

Hartford CT 06154
P.Q. Box 757,

453 Main Street,

Wethersfield CT 06109
Hartford CT 06106

Elm Street, Hartford CT 06106-1774

Walllngford CT 06492
Farmington CT 06032

CT 06105
West Hartford CT 06110

07656-0728

401 Hackensack Avenue,
"30165-8801 .
Hartford CT 06114-1164 . .
Wolcott CT 06710

Hackensack NJ 07601

Wolcott Plaza,

Stamford -CT 06901-2102
East Hartfqrd CT 06108
Farmingcon CT Q6032

0104 -
45 Hartford Turnplke,' Vernon CT 06066

340 Broad Street, Suite 303,

Bloomfield .CT 06002
Providence RI 02940-0478
Newington CT 0§11
Chapel Hill NC 27516-1i&

Hartford CT 06103

Farmingdale NY 11735
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Porm ID: #02 Total Served: 443

aRite Payroll Serwvices Inc, Attn Cornerstone Credit Corp.., P.0O. Box 3367,
Waterbury CT 06705-0367 '

aRite Payroll Services Inc, P.0. Box 312, 30 Brookfield Street,
<id F. Ransom, 33 Sunrise Hill Drive, West Bartford CT 06107

larco Miles & Murphy, 1 Talcott Street, Hartford CT 06103

.ta Air Lines, One Financial Plaza, Hartford CT 06103 . -
.ta Electric Inc., 614 Franklin Avenue, Hartford CT 056114 : Kl

iin Rite, P.O. Box 182, Rocky Hill CT 06067 :
» Fast Northeast, P.O.Box 280127, 22 Tolland Street, Rast Hartford CT 06108-3437
st Hartford Sand & Gravel, 1881 Main Street, East Hartford CT (06108

st Hartford Tax Collector, 740 Main Street, East Bartford CT 06108

stern News Distributors Inc, Attn Steven Sugarmann Esqg., P.O. Box 1996,

New Haven CT 06525-0996

stern News Distributors Inec, P.0. Box 65449, Charlotte NC 28265-0449

stern News Distributors Inc., 2020 Superior Street, Sandusky OH 44870 -
ent Resources Inc., 150 New Park Avenue, East Hartford CT 06106-2158

IC for Central Bank, P,O. Box 868, Meriden CT 06450

B Realty Advisors Inc., 20 East Fifth Street, Tulsa OK 74103

rmington Avenue Associates, Attn CDC Financial Corp., - 17 Talcott Neotch Road,

Farmington CT 06032
rmington Ready Mix Inc., P.0. Box 344, 164 Brickyard Road, Farmington CT 06032-1202
P.0O. Box 39046, Minneapolis MN 55439-0046

deral Express, Attn Capital Resource Credit,
Memphis TN 38101-1140

ideral Express, P.D. Box 1140,

ideral Home Loan Bank of, Boston, One Financial Center,

.nkeldey Inc., P.0. Box 462, Waestbrook CT 06498
Providence RI 02901-0366

leet Bank, P.0. Box 366, _
leet National Bank, P.0O, Box 5091, Hartford CT 06102 .
Metairie LA 70010

lowers Central Inc., Attn Milliken & Michaels, P.0. Box 7768,
lowers Central Inc., 130 South Charles Street, Daytona Beach FL 32114

rank A. Blesso Inc., P.0O. Box 260884, 281 Huyshope Avenue, Hartford CT 06106-2807
rank T. Capetta P.E., P.0O. Box 654, Simsbury CT 06070
riedman Kannenburg & Co. PC, 91 South Main Street, West Hartford CT 06107 .
E Capital; P.O. Box 94578, Cleveland OH 44101-4578 . ' . .
eneral Building Supply Co., 367 Ellington Road, East Hartford CT 06108-115% : 4
eneral Electric Company, GE RCA Consumer Service, P.0O. Box 34800, Louisville KY 40232-4800
eneral Electric Company, GE Appliances Contract, P.0O. Box 640025, Pittsburgh PA 15264-0025
ieneral Electric Company, Attn Dehaan & Associates, P. O Box 429321, Cincinnati OH 45242-9321 . P
iinsburg Feldman & Bress, 1250 Connecticut Avenue N.W., 80O, Washington DC 20038 : :
ilass Lebovitz & Dubois, 2049 Silas Deane Highway, Rocky Hill CT 06067

jlagtonbury Bank & Trust, 24861 Main Street. Glastonbury CT 06033
East Windsor CT 06088

South Windsor T 06074

Boston MA 02111

iraco Electrical Supplies Inc, 250 Main Street,
jreat American Insurance Cos., Attn R. €. Knox & Co. Inc., One Goodwin Square,
Hartford CT 06103
Dept. 1877, Cincinnati OH 45274-1B77 R
Hartford 'CT 06103 !

One Civic Center Plaza,

jreat American- Insurance Cos.,
Hartford CT 06112

jreater Hartford Convention &,
Management Coxporation, 343 Garden Street,

Jreatey Hartford Realty,

H. P. Kepplemann Inc., P.0O. Box 14S, Hartford CT 06141-0145

Harper & Whitfield P.C., 314 Farmington Avenue, Farmington CT 06032 )

Hartford City of, Attn John Shea Jr. Esg., 550 Main Street, Hartford CT 06103

Hartford Dept. of Licenses Ins, 550 Main Street, Hartford CT 06103

Hartford Dispatch & Warehouss, 225 Prospect Street, East Hartford CT 06108
Hartford CT 06103

Hartford Downtown Council, 250 Constitution Plaza,
Public Giving, 85 Gillette Street, Hartford CT 06119-2107

Hartford Foundation for,
‘Hartford Holiday Inn, 50 Morgan Street, Hartford CT 06120-2907 - : 3
Arnold K. Shimelman, Esq., Shipman & Goodwin, LLP, One American Row,

Hartford Hospital,
Hartford, CT 06103 .
Hartford Police Dept., 50 Jennings Road, Hartford CT 06120 Ll i
Hartford Publishing Group, 196 Trumbull Street, Hartford CT 06103 Dad e T
Hartford Tax Collector, 550 Hain Street, Hartford CT 06103 : SLELw A
600 Connecticut Blwvd., East Hartford CT 06108 ’
11 Loomis Street, North Granby CT 06060

Hoffman Ford Porsche Audi,
Hollister's Greenhouses,
39 B Willard Street, Hartford CT 06105
Marlborough CT 06447 : S

Howard W. Smith Associates,
Hybrid Comminicaion, 11 South Main Stret 93,
ITT Hartford, P.O. Box 620, MNew Hartford NY 13413
" Hartford CT 06115-0407
Hartford CT 0610%

ITT Hartford,- P.D.Box 150407,
Imagineers Inc., 635 Farmington Avenue, )
South Windsor CT 06074

Imperial” Plumbing Co. Inc., -* 981 Sullivan Avenue,
Imprint,. 20 Isham Road, West Hartford CT 06107 : e . P )
+Ingram Periodicals Inc., P.0O. Box 7000, 1226 Heil Quaker Blvd., La Vergne TN 37086+351S .
Ingram Periodicals Inc., P,0. Box 65273, Charlotte NC 28265-0273" . . N
Inside & Qut Commercial, Maintenance’ Corp.. 54 Elm Street,. Hartford CT 06106

Insurance Innovators, 1501 E. Main Street, Meriden CT 06450 : 7

Integraced Scolutions Inc., 136 Summit Avenue, Montvale NJ 07645

Internal Revenue Service, Andover MA 05501

J. E. Roberts Companies, 11 Canal Center Plaza,
J.A.HM.. Snacks, 163 South Street 96, Danbury CT 06810

J.D.C. Enterprises, 2 Phelps Street, Glastonbury CT 06033 ) e
J.D.C. Enterprises, Attn George Purtill Esq., 2534 Main Street, Glastonbury.CT 08033
JWP McPhee Inc., 503 Main Strest, Farmington CT 06032 i < ST
James K. Grant Associates, 2074 park Street, .- Hartford CT 06106 .
James Poole, Attn Irving Pinsky Esaq., P.0. Box 1469, New Haven CT 06506 - Lowl .
James Vance and Associates, Attn William Breetz Esqg., CityPlace I, Hartford CT. 06103, .

James Vance and Associates, 57 Gillett Street, Hartford CT 06105 Sy

Jensen Lock Co., 874 Park Street, Hartford CT 06106

Visitors Bureau,

Alexandria VA 22314
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2303630 Johnson & Grandahl Inc., 414 Hudson Street, Hartford CT 06106
2303573 +Joseph Gaudiana, 10 Marshall House,. Hartford CT 06105-3974
2303631 Joseph Merritt & Company, Attn William Reveley Esq.. 111 Hartford Turnpike, Tolland CT 06064
2303667 Joseph Merritt & Company, 650 Franklin Avenue, Hartford CT 06114 :
2303633 K&D Assocliates LP, Attn Marcne Messina & Seifel, 10 Stanford Drive, Farmifigton CT 06032
2303505 Katia Collins, = 15 Evergreen Street, Hartford CT 06105 . o
2303635 Kelly Fradet Ellington Inc., 99 West. Road, Ellingten CT 06029
2303634 +Kelly Trailer & Container Inc., P.O. Box 1132, - West Springfield MA 010%0-1132
2310679 Kessler Construction Co., The, 244 Prospect Avenue, Hartford, CT 06106
2303637 Killingworth Sanitation, P.0. Box 655, Killingworth CT 06419
2303639 Kinko's Inc., P.Q. Box B033, Ventura CA 93002-85033 .
2303638 Kinko's Inc., Customer Admin., Services, P.(Q. Box 105522, Atlanta GA 30348-5522
2303641 +Koll Corporate Services, for Fleet Bank N.A.. 20 Church Street 16th Fl.,
New Haven CT 06510-3304
2303643 Kula Professicnal Photo-, finishing Laboratories Inc., . 141 Meadow Street, = Hartford CT 06114
2303823 L, E. Whitford Co. Inc., 58 Connecticut Blvd,, East Hartford CT 06108 B
2303645 LaSalle Partners Asset Mge., Civie Center Mall, One Civic Center Plaza, Hartford CT 06103
2303646 LaSalle Partners Asset Mge., Attn Elliot Lane Esq., 360 Main Street, Hartford CT 06106
2303647 +Lawrence B. Eisner dba, Eisner Development Group, 88 Church Hill Road, Hamden CT 06517-1507
2303558 Lawrence B. Eisner dba, Eisner Development Group, 1261 Brooklawn Road, Atlanta GA 30319
2303648 Leonard & Associates, P,.0. Box 10, South Glastonbury CT 06073
2303649 Light Opera Gallery, 174 Grant Avenue, San Francisco CA 94108
2303650 Lisbon Building Maintenance, 76 Francis Avenue, Hartford CT 06106
2303652 Lorillard Tobacco company, One Park Avenue, New York NY 10016
2303661 MCI Telecommunications, Attn Nationwide Credit Inc,. P.0O., Box 740603, Atlanta GA 30374
2303659 MCI Telecommunications, 205 North Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL 60601
2303660 - MCTI Telecommunications, P.C. Box 85053, Louisville Ky 40285
2303653 Mac Gray Co. Inc., 22 Water Street, Cambridge MA 02141
2303654 Manaford Brothers Inc.. P,0., Box 99, Plainville CT 06062
2303655 Manchester Tobacco & Candy Co.. 78 Sanrico Drive, Manchester CT 06040
2303656 Manchester Tobacco & Candy Co., Attn 0’Connell Flaherty &, 10 Columbus Blvd,,
. Hartford CT 06106
2376246 Marc Jerome Glass, Alan S. Dambrov, Esd., Cooley, Shrair, PC, 1380 Main Street,
Springfield, MA 01103
2303657 Mayo Gilligan & Zito, 100 Great Meadow Road, Wethersfield CT 061085
2303658 McCauley Enterprises Inc.. P.0O. Box 2472, Hartford CT 06146-2472
2303665 +Mechanics Savings -Bank, P.Q. Box 2380, Kartford CT 06146-2380 7
2303664 Mechanics Savings Bank, Attn Jonathan Alter Esqg., 100 Pearl Street, Hartford CT 06103
2303663 Mechanics Savings Bank, 100 Pearl Stret, Hartford CT 06103
2303666 Media Masters,, 48 23 55th Avenue, Maspeth NY 11378
2303668 Metcalfe Glass Co. Inc., 287 Park Street, Hartford CT 06106
2303669 Metro Realty Construction Corp, Attn Geoffrey Sager, 10 Executive Drive, Farmington CT 06032
2303671 Millane Nurseries Inc.. 604 Main Street, Cromwell CT 06416
2303673 Milward Corporation, P.O. Box 449, - Hartford CT 06141
2303675 +MobileMedia, P.Q. Box 23568 0062, Newark NJ 07189-0001
23023676 MobileMedia, - 50 Soldiers Field Place, . Brighton MA 02135
2303674 +Mobilecomm, P.O. Box 23568 0062, Hewark NJ 07189-0001
2303678 Mystic Alr Quality Consultants, 1204 North Road, Groton CT 06340
2448245 Natalie F. Valinho, c/o David M.S. Shaiken, Esq., 330 Main Street, Hartford, CT 06106
2303681 National Equity Fund Inc., 547 West Jackson 601, Chicago IL 60661
2303679 +National Equity Fund Inc., Attn Gregory Whitehead Esq.., 1 South Wacker Drive,
Chicago IL 60606-4614 o : n o ‘
2303680 National Equity Fund Inc., ‘Attn Portfolio Management, 118 North Clinton Street 101,
Chitago TL ‘60661 e . : S
2303682 National Trust for Historic, Preservation, 1785 Massachusetts Avenue N,W., Washington DC 20036
2303683 Nationwide Mutual Insur. Co., P,0O. Box 15457, Worcester MA 01615-0457
2303684 New Britain Board of Water Co., 1000 Shuttle Meadow Avenue, New Britain CT 06052
2303685 New Britain Candy Co., P.0O.Box 7060, Kensington CT 06037
2303688 New Britain City of, 27 West Main Street, New Britain CT 06051
2303686 +New Britain Commission on, Community & Neighborhood Dev., .27 :West Main Street,
New Britain CT 06051-4207
2303687 New Britain Tax Collector, 27 West Main Street, New Brlta;n CT 06051
2303689 New Britan lity of, Attn Mark McGuire Esgq., = P.C. Box 55, ‘New Britain CT 06050
2303690 New England Publishing &, Consulting, . P. Q.Box 231116, Hartford CT 06123
2303691 Noreika Rosenfeld & Hupp LLC, 111 Founders Plaza, . East Hartford CT 06108
- 2303692 Northeast Accounting Svcs Inc., - P.Q.-Box 270726, West Hartford CT 06127
23036%3 Northeast Copy Inc., . 700 Corporate Row, Cromwell CT 06416 ;
. 2303694 Northwest Air Line, ~ Bradley International Afrport; Windsor Locks CT 06096 - e
2303695 Q’Connell Real Estate App., 800 Silver Lane 230, East Hartford CT 06118
2303696 O.K. Coop Electric Motor Rep., 147 Homestead Avenue, . Hartford CT 06113
..2303697 Qliner Combelic Inc. 355 Highland Avénué, Cheshire CT 06410 -
2303698 - Oliveri Corporatlon, 37 Airport Road, Hartford CT 06114 . o
2303699 Qtis Elevator Co., 242 Pitkin Street, . East:Hartford CT 06108
2303700 Overhead Door Co. of Htfd. Inc, 303 Locust Street, Hartford CT 06114
2303701 = Oxford Resources Corp., P.0.Box 699, Melville NY 11747
2303702 ° Pace Motor Lines Inc., P.0O. Box 87, Bridgeport CT 06601- 0087
2303703 Pace Motor Lines Inc., Attn Baker Govern & Baker, . 1776 Pine Island Road 376,
) Plantation FL 33322 L .
2303706 Park Hardware,: ~Attn H, Schiff (CN697521), P.O.- Box 280245 _East Hartford °T 06128
2303705 Park Hardware,. 415 Park Street, Hartford CT 06106 o S
¢ 2303707 Park Shop and Dine, The Hartford Downtown Council, 250 Constltutlon Plaza, Hartford CT 06103
2303708 Parker Media, 196 Trumbull Street, Hartford CT 06103

Paul LaChance Jr., B H ill road, Colchester CT 06415
Peachtree EBusiness Pr¢ :s, .P.O. Box 13290, Atlanta GA 3032‘_’

i

| = | e f = [

). = o |
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303710 Peoples Savings Bank of, New Britain, Main Street, New Britain CT
303711 Perlstein & Ayars P.C., 131 New London Turnpike, Glastonbury CT 06033
303713 Persconal Security Systems, P.O. Box 708, East Windsor CT 06088
303714 Phelan Chemical Co. Inc.., 46 Johnson.Street,. W. Springfield MA 01089
306371S Philip Morris U.S.A., 120 Park Avenue, °~ New York NY 10017-5592
303716 Phonecards Ete, Inc,, P,0. Box 11495, ~ Portland ME 04104

302719 Pitney Bowes, P.O. Box 12070, Albany NY 12212-2070
3023718 Pitney Bowes, P.C¢. Box 12070, .Colonie NY 12212-2070
303717 +Pitney Bowes,. P,0. Box 85390,  Louisville NY 40285
303721 +Postmaster, 114 Weston Street, ‘Hartford CT 06120-1512
303722 Premier Signs, 763 Pine Street, Bristol CT 06010
303723 Promotion Marketing Phone Card, 210 Broadway 105, Lynnfleld MA 01940
303724 Protix, 360 Bloomfield Avenue 204, Windsor CT 06095
303725 Protix, 4513 Vernon Blvd., Madison WI 53705 )
303726 R. C. Knox & Company, Attn I. C. Systems Inc., Box 64378, St.
303640 R. C. Knox & Company, One Goodwin Square, Hartford CT 06103
303740 RWL Marketing, .240 Sargent Drive, New Haven CT 06511
303729 Reznick Fedder & Silverman, 1900 Redwood Tower, 217 East Redwood Street,
Baltimore MD 21202-3316
303727 +Richard R, Rangoon, 15 Brookside Place, West Hartford CT 06107-1114
303731 Riverside Publications, P.O. Box 62, Hartford CT 06141-0062 -
103733 Robinson & Cole, Attn Theodore Tucci Esg., One Commercial Plaza, Hartford CT 06103
303735 Robinson Pest Control, P.0O. Box 320416, Hartford CT 06132
103734 Robinson Pest Control, Attn Credit Bureau of CT Inc., P.0, Box 26776, West Haven CT 06516 0966
$03736 +Rencari Industries Inc., P.Q. Box 1770, South Main Street, East Granby CT 06026
103737 Roth Lumber & Hardware Supply, 2113 Main Street, Hartford CT 06120
103821 Roy F. Weston Inc., P.0O. Box 8500 (S 6175}, - Phlladelphla PA 19178-6175

Paul MN 55164-0378:

103738 + Roy F. Weston Inc., P.0. Box 979, 525 Brook Street, Rocky Hill CT 06067
103739 Russo Brothers Inc., 321 West Service Road, Hartford CT 06120

103753 S. H. Smith & Co., 41 North Main Street, West Hartford CT 06107

103758 SNET, Attn C.C.S., P.O. Box 9120, . Newton MA 02166-9120

103759 SNET, Attn H. Schiff Bsqg CNS96412MD, 1205 Main Street, East Hartford CT 06108
103756 +SNET, Dept. 1040, 300 George Street, 'New Haven CT 06511-6624
J03761 - SNET, Attn Equifax, P.0., Box 5409, Albany NY 12265

103755 SNET, P.CQ. Box 1861, New Haven CT 06508-0901 o .
03762 SNET Linx, P.O. Box 9823, New Haven CT 06536
03762 SNET Linx, Attn Credit Bureau of CT Inc., P.0O. Box 26776 West Haven CT 06516-0966

03741 Safeguard Business Systems, P.O. Box 1749, Ft. Wash PA 19034
03742 Safenest Security Systems, 3440 Main Street, East Hartford CT 06120

03743 Sager Development Corporation, Attn Geoffrey W. Sager,’ Ten Executive Drive,
Farmington CT 06032
03744 +Schwartz Parking Inc., P.O. Box 4, Hartford CT 06141-0004

03745 Security Uniforms, 48 Broad Street, New Britain CT 06053-430S5

03746 Shared Technologies Cellular, 100 Great Meadow Road 102, wethersfield CT 06109
03748 Siamese Imports Co. Inc., 450 West John Street, Hicksville NY 11801 : ‘
03749 Sign Stop, 642 Silas Deane Highway, Wethersfield CT 06109

03750 Signs & Unique Designs, 18 Fairview Street, . West Hartford CT 06119~ 1808

03752 +8implex Time Recorder Co., Dept. CH 10320, Palatine IL 60055-0001

03764 +Snow Sound, 441 Baileyville Road, Mlddlefleld CT .06455-1083

03765 Sonitrol Communications Corp.., 100 Constltutlon Plaza, ‘Hartford CT-06103

03766 Sonitrol Security Systems of, Hartford Inc. 100 Constitution Plaza, Hartford CT 06103
03767 +Southside Media, The Hartford News, 191 Frankl;n Avenue, Hartford CT 06114 1386
03768 Spama Inc. 267 Fourth Avenue, Brooklyn NY 11215
03769 +Spec1allzed Business Sclutions, 215 Long ;Beach Blvd. 523 43, Long Beach CA 9080r—3136
03770 +Speedimpex USA Inc. 35 02 48th Avenue, Long Island City NY 11101-2445
07033 State of CT Dept. of Labor, Joan E. Pilver, Esqg., Qffice of the’ Attorney General
55 Elm Street, P.O. Box 120, Hartford, CT 06106
03114 State of CT Dept. of Labor, Unemploment Compensatlon Division, Dellnquent Accounts Unit,

200 Folly Brook Boulevard, Wethersfield, CT 06109 . .
70520 +State of CT Dept. of Revenue Services, C&E Division, Bankruptcy Section, = 25 Sigourney Street,
Hartford, CT 06106-5001 : : .
59626 +State of Connecticut, Connectigut Historical Commission, ' Alan N. Ponanski; Esq., Asst Atty Gen.,
P.0O. Box 120, 55 Elm Street, Third Fl., Hartford, CT 06141-0120
03771 Steinberg & Cathcart LLC, 43 Woodland Street 250, Hartford CT 06105
03772 Stone Insurance Agency, P,0. Box 903, Meriden CT 06450
03773 Storage USA, 171 Roberts. Street, East Hartford CT 06108 .
23775 Suburban Sanitatlon Service, P.0. Box ‘307, Canton CT -06019. - -
03774 Suburban Sanitation Service, Attn Roger Anstey Esq., '110 Hopmeadow Street
03776 Suburban  Services, 97.West Dudley Town Road, Bloomfleld CT 06002 .
03777 Syroco Inc., 83 Pine Street, Peabody MA 01960
93790 " +INT Red Star Express Tnc., - 24 Wright- Avenue, Auburn NY 13021-3100.‘

Simsbury CT 0608%

13778 TelePaul Promotions, 193 Northampton Street, Easthampton MA 01027 - : B PO

23779 Tents Unlimited Inc., 1695 Bast Main Street, Torrington CT 06730 - T R B
3780 Texaco Credit Card Service, Attn GC Service, 6330 Gulfton, Houston TX 77081 °

13782 Texaco Credit Card Services,. Box 31129, Tampa FL 33631-3129

13781 Texaco Credit Card Services,” P.0. Box 2000, Bellaire TX 77402

J3468 +The Beacon Light & Supply, P.0. Box 1934, 180 Walnut Street, Hartford CT 06120-2883

13492 The Central Baptist Church, 457 Main Street, Hartford CT 06103 - -

33782 The Gold Sheet, Attn C.M.S., P.O. ‘Box 11075, Cincinnati OH 45211

13582 The Gold Sheet, 9255 Sunset Blvd, 523, Los Angeles CA 90069

3605 The Hartford, 4401 Middle Settlement Road, New Hartford NY 13413

13592 The Hartford Courant, P.0. Box 40000, Hartford CT 06151

13784 The Hartford Courant, Att Commercial Corp. of Am., P.0. Box 280795, East Hartford CT 06128
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Attn Dunbar Office Refreshment, 96 0ld Poguonock Road,

2303596 The Hartford Food System,
Bloomfield CT 06002 )
2303599 +The Hartford Hospital, Attn Accounts Rec., 80 Seymour Street, Hartford CT 06115%-2700
2303600 The Hartford Lumber Co., 17 Albany Avenue, Hartford CT 06120
2303606 The Hearst Corporation, 959 Eight Avenue, New York MY 10019
2303785 The Hearst Corporation, Attn Mid Continent Adjustment. P.O. Box 705, Buffalo NY 14226-0705
2303609 The Howard & Bush Foundation, 85 Gillett Street, Hartford CT 06105 ’
2303¢610 +The Hudson Paper Company, 1341 West Broad Street,, Stratferd CT 06515-5761
2303621 +The International Live Enter-, tainment & Amusement Industry, 49 Music. Sguare West,
Nashville TN 3720323213 _ : '
2303624 The J. P. Morgan Horel, Goodwin Square, Hartford CT 06103
2303632 The Journal Inguirer, 3056 Progress Drive, Manchester CT 06040
23036356 The Kessler Construction Co., 244 Prospect Avenue, Hartford CT 06106 .
2303786 The Kessler Construction Co., Attn National Revenue Corporan, E.0Q. Box 13188,
Columbus OH 43213
2303651 The Litchfield County Times, 32 Main Street, New Milford CT 06776 .
23037388 The Metropeolitan District, Attn Steven Nassau Esg., 66 Cedar Street, Newington CT 06111
2303787 The Metropolitan District, Attn Mantak and Christensen, 73 Russ Street, Hartford CT 06106
2303670 The Metropolitan District, 555 Main Street, Hartford CT 06103
2303677 +*The Morizio Company, 27 Otis, Hartford CT 06114-2580
1 2303704 The Paper Chase Ltd.. 55 Pratt Street, Hartford CT 06103
. 2303730 The Richardson, 942 Main Street, Hartford CT 06103
i 2303789 Tilcon Connmecticut Inc., P.C. Box 67, North Branford CT 06471
2303791 +Trader Publishing Company, P.C. Box 17359, Clearwater FL 33762-0359
2303792 Trash Away Inc., 21 Christian Lane, New Britain CT 06051
. 2303793 Traverso Masonry Restoration, 131 Gridley Street, Bristol CT 06010
-2303794 Turley Publications Inc.. Attn S, S. Sampliner & Co., 505 BEight Avenue, New York NY 10018
© 2303795 .. Turley Publications Inc., 24 Water Street, Palmer MA 01069 .
. 2303796 U Design Inc., 270 Farmington Avenue, Hartford CT 06105
-0 2303805 usS air, 3 Concorde way, Concorde Professional Center, Windsor Locks CT 06096
. 12303804 USA Today New York, Accounting Dept., 99 Seaview Blvd, 312, Port Washington NY 11050
:, .2303807 USTravel Systems, 638 Asylum Avenue, Hartford CT 06105
= 2303797 Union Trust, 10 State House Sguare, Hartford CT 06103
5, 2303739 United Brotherhood of Carp., (Local Union 43), 885 Wethersfield Avenue, Hartford CT 06114
2303738 United Brotherhood ¢f Carp., Attn Barbara Collins Esq., 21 Dak Street, Hartford CT 06106
< 2303800 United Paint & Wallpaper, 669 Silas Deane Highway, Vethersfield CT 06109
x- 2303801 United Parcel Sexrvice, P.0. Box 850136, Louisville KY 40285-5036
2303412 United States Attorney, creditor agernicy, P.0. Box 1824, New Haven CT 06508 -~
2303802 United States Dept. of Inter., National Park Sexvice, 2nd & Chestnut Streets,
. Philadelphia PA 19106
©-2303803 United States Postal Service, Barry Square Station, 645 Maple Avenue, Hartford CT 06114
. F 2303804 +Universal Princing, 18 Elms,.  Harcford CT (6118-2609 '
- 2303811 Venora Electric Inc., 71 W. bDudleytown Road, Bloomfield CT 06002
1 2303812 Verna Perry, Attn Morton M. Webber Esq., 28 Grand Street, Hartford CT 08106
:.3303712 Verna Perry. 35 Warwick Street, Springfield MA
.2303813 Vizability Inc., 80 Production Court, New Britain CT 06051
:¥-.3303814 W. W. Grainger Inc., Attn Wholesale Collectors, P,0. Box 48146, Niles ' IL 60714
2303815 W. W. Grainger Inc., Dept. 344 831149489, Palatine IL 60038-0001
T 2303585 W. W. Grainger Inc., 75 Maxim Road, = Hartford CT 06114
* 2303584 +#W. W, Grainger Inc.,  Attn American Receivable Rec., 915 Harger Road 240,
o Oak Brook IL 60523-1476
. 2303751 Walter Simmons & Sons Inc., P.0. Box B, East Granby CT 06026
. 32303816 +Want Ad Publicatioms Inc., 128 Boston Post Road, Sudbury MA 01776-2453
+.%2303817 +Waterbury Repuklican American, P.O. Box 2090, 389 Meadow Street, Waterbury CT 06702-1898
2303818 Westar Security Systems Inc., Attn Valentine & Kebartas In., P.0. Box 325, '
. L Lawrence MA 01842-0625
2303818 Westford Asset Management Inc, 50 Founders Plaza, Bast Hartford CT 06108
4303820 Wegstinghouse Security Sys.. P.O. Box 78646, Dept. N, Phoenix AZ B85062-8646
Whalen‘s Chair Rental, Service Inc., 40 Hurlbert, Elmwood CT 06110

3303822
-n2303824
2303825

¥
" - ghe following entities were sexrved by electronic .transmission.

Hartford CT 06106-1940

24 Taylor Street,
Hartford CT 0§105

147 Charter Qak Avenue,

wWhitney's Frame Shop.
Whittlegey & Hadley P.C.,

TOTAL: 0O

-

BYPASSED RECIPIENTS (undeliverable, * duplicate) **¥%*

& d ok ok ¥
2303757*- SNET, :P,0. Box 1861, New Haven CT 06508-0901
2303760*  SNET, P.0. Box 1861, New Haven CT 06508-0901
. TOTALS: 0, * 2

AXMresses marked '+' were corrected by inserting the ZIP or replacing an incorrect 2IP,
USPS regulations

requirg that automation-compatible mail display the correct ZIP.
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t*%++ BYPASSED RECIDPIENTS {continued) **+#x«

» Joaeph Speetjens, declare under the penalty of perjury that I have served the attached document on the above listed entities in the manner
bewn, and prepared the Certificate of Service and that it is true angd correct to the best of my information and belief,

Ite:F‘eb 05,2003 Siguature: M .}44 o :
N T reTiena
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68 Proposed Notice of Intent by Trustee John J. O'Neil To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue,
. Hartford, CT (said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) Last Day for
_Objections: 9/30/02 (B. Leible) (Bntered: 09/03/2002)

Page8of17

09/30/2002 -

. 69 Objection By Creditor Marc J. Glass To [68-1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144

_ ] Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value)
| by John J; O'Nell Jr. . (B. Leible) (Entered: 09/30/2002)

10/01/2002 -

Reopen Document [68- 1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue,

1 Hartford CT (said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) by John J. .

"ONeil Jr. (B. Leible) (Entercd 10/01/2002)

Hoot2002

-, 70 NOtICC of Heanng Re: [68 1] Notice of Intent To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford

-CT (sa.ld premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr.
"scheduled For 10:00 10/29/02 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass
schcduled For 10:00 10/29/02 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 10/01/2 002)

Hearmg Re: [68-1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT

_ (said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr.
continued to 10:00 12/10/02 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued

to 10 OO 12/ 10/02 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) {(Entered: 10/29/2002)

ELL’! g

12/10/2002_ . .
R (sa1d premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr.
Sy contmued to 10:00 1/14/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued
h »‘_ to 10:00 1/14/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Lelble) (Entered: 12/10/2002)

Heanng Re: [68-1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT

12/26/2002 |

71 Notlce of Proposed Sale of Property: Copyrights in certain pubhcatlons (see Notice for listing)
by Trustee John J. O'Neil Last Day for Objections: 1/27/03 Hearing Scheduled for 10:00 1/30/03

“at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 12/30/2002)

11/06/2003

! 72 Coutts Certificate of Mailing by BNC Re: [71-1] Notice of Intent to Sell in certain Copyrights

by John J. O'Neil Jr. (B. Leible) (Entered: 01/06/2003)

11/14/2003

Hearing Re: [68-1] Notice to Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (said premises
being in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued to 10:00 2/13/03 at 7th
Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to 10:00 2/13/03 at 7th Floor

“Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 01/14/2003)

1/31/2003

73 Motion By Trustee John J. O'Neil To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Refreat Avenue,

Hartford, CT (B. Leible) (Entered: 02/03/2003)

1/31/2003

75 Notice of Proposéd Sale of Property: 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT by Trustee John

J. O'Neil Last Day for Objections: 3/3/03 Hearing Scheduled for 11:00 3/6/03 at 7th Floor

" Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 02/03/2003)

/03/2003

74 Notice of Hearing Re: [73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Retreat
Avenue, Hartford, CT by John J. O'Neil Jr. Scheduled For 10:00 2/18/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom
(C. Blanchard) (Entered: 02/03/2003)

://céfctb.uscourts.gov/cgi—binkatRpt.pl? 104057655659354-L,_82_0-1
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76 Courts Certificate of Mailing by BNC Re: [74-1] Hearing Notice of, [75-1] Notice of Intent to -
Sell by John J. O'Neil Jr. (B. Leible) (Entered: 02/07/2003)

b

02/07/2003

]

77 Notice of Hearing Re: {73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Retreat
Avenue, Hartford, CT by John J. O'Neil Jr. scheduled For 10:00 2/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom

| (B. Leible) (Bntered: 02/07/2003)

j 02/13/2003 Hearing Re: {68-1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144. Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT
(said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr.

l scheduled 10:00 2/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass scheduled

j 10:00 2/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 02/13/2003) .

ﬂ 02/14/2003 78 Certificate of Service filed by John J. O'Neil for Trustee John J. O'Neil in re: [77-1] Hearing

. Notice of, [73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT

by John J. O'Neil Jr. (C. Blanchard) (Entered: 02/18/2003)

s

2/25/2003

=

| = &

Hearing Re: [68-1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT
(said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr.
continued to 11:00 3/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued
to 11:00 3/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144
Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued to 11:00 3/25/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom (B. Leible) {Entered: 02/25/2003)

403/03/2003

79 Motion By Creditor 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC, Creditor Steven C. Brigham To Compel
Trustee to Abandon subject property as it is burdensom to the estate and of inconsequential value
and benefit to the estate Filing Fee $ none Receipt # none . (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/03/2003)

| 03/03/2003

[ &

80 Objection By Creditor 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC, Creditor Steven C. Brigham To [75-1]
Notice of Intent to Sell by John J. O'Neil Jr. Hearing Scheduled for 11:00 3/6/03 at 7th
Courtroom . (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/03/2003)

a03/03/2003

81 Contingent Counterbid filed by Lowell L. Peterson for Creditor 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC,
Creditor Steven C. Brigham re: Trustee s Notice of Intent to Sell. (B. Lelble) (Entered:
03/03/2003)

-03/03/2003

¥

£

Fee Paid RE: [79-1] Motion To Compel Trustee to Abandon subject property as it is burdensom
to the estate and of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate by Steven C. Brigham, 140

. Retreat Avenue, LLC ( Filing Fee $ 75.00 Receipt # 258425) (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/03/2003)

03/03/2003

-]

- 82 Amended Motion by Creditor 140 Retreat Avenue; LLC, Creditor Steven C. Brigham To
Compel abandonment re: [79-1] Motion To Compel Trustee to Abandon subject property as it is -

burdensom to the estate and of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate by Steven C.

Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/03/2003)

d 3/04/2003

83‘ Notice of Hearing Re: [82-1] Amended Motion To Compel abandonment by Steven C.

“Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC scheduled For 11 00 3/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B..
Leible) (Entered: 03/04/2003)

Reopen Document [75—1] Sale Notice of by John J. G'Neil Jr. (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/04/2003)

P 3/04/2003

th.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?104057655659354-L_82_0-1

4/2/2004
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03/04/2003

- 84 Notice of Hearing Re: [75-1] Notice of Intent to Sell by John J. O'Neil Jr. scheduled For 11:00
3/6/03 at 7th Floor (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/04/2003)

Page 10 of 17

03/06/2003 .}
. .| Courtroom, [80-1] Objection by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC continued to

Hearing Re: [75-1] Sale Notice of by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued to 11:00 3/25/03 at 7th Floor

11:00 3/25/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/06/2003)

03/07/2003

- 85 Certificate of Service filed by Lowell L. Peterson for Creditor 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC,

“Creditor Steven C. Brigham in re: [83-1] Hearing Notice of, {82-1] Amended Motion To Compel
abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Aveniue, LLC . (B. Rosebeiry) (Entered:
03/10/2003)

| 03/10/2003

86 Certificate of Service filed by Lowell L. Peterson for Creditor 140 Retreat Avénue, LLC,

Creditor Steven C. Brigham in re: [83-1] Hearing Notice of, [82-1] Amended Motion To Compel
abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LL.C . (P. Johnston) (Entered:
03/11/2003)

| 9‘3/1‘9/20:03

87 Motion By Alan S. Dambrov for Creditor Marc J. Glass To continue Hearing On:( [82-1]

‘Amended Motion To Compel abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC,
[80-1] Objection by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC, [75-1] Sale Notice of by John

-J. O'Neil Jr. ) . (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/19/2003)

03/19/2003 -+

88 Motion By Lowell L. Peterson To Withdraw Attorney , To continue Hearing On:([82-1]
- |- Amended Motion To Compel abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC,

-[80-1] Objection by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC, [75-1] Sale Notice of by John

-J. O'Neil Ir. ) (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/19/2003)

03/20/2003

- 89 Notice of Hearing Re: [88-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney by Lowell L. Peterson scheduled -

For 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 03/20/2003)'

03/25/2003 -

. continued 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [80-1] Objection by Steven C. Brigham, 140
| Retreat Avenue, LLC continued 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (P. Johnston) (Entered:
03/25/2003)

Heanng Re: [73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Refreat Avenue, Hartford
CT by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [68 -1] To Abandon
Notice of To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (said premises being encumbered
in excess of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor

| Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom,

[82-1] Amended Motion To Compel abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue,
LLC continued 10:00 4/4/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [75-1] Sale Notice of by John J. O'Neil Jr.

04/04/2003

. Heaxing Re: [88-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney continued to 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor

Courtroom [82-1] Amended Motion To Compel abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 140

~ Retreat Avenue, LLC continued to 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [80-1] Objection by

" Steven C. Brigham, 140 Retreat Avenue, LLC continued to 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor : _
“Courtroom, [75-1] Sale Notice of by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued to 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor
“Courtrooin, [73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford,

CT by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued to 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by .
" Miic J; Glass continued fo 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [68-1] To Abandon Notice of
To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (said premises bemg encumbered in exce,

- of any realizable value) by John J. O'Neil Jr. continuéd to 10:00 4/11/03 at 7th Floor Courtr

R
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j (B. Leible) (Entered: 04/04/2003)

b el

ﬁ 04/11/2003 90 Notice of Appearance And Request for Semce of Notice By Myles H. Alderman for Creditor
- Steven C. Brigham. (P. J ohnston) (Entered: 04/11/2003) '

ﬁ 04/11/2003 91 ORDER Granting [88-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney . Involvement of attorney Lowell L.
Peterson for 1140 Retreat Avenue, LLC, attorney Lowell L. Peterson for Steven C. Brigham
Terminated , with Cert1ﬁcate of Mailing thereon. (P. Johnston) (Entered: 04/11/2003)

_ L. 04/11/2003 Hearing Re: [73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford,
- CT by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued 2:00 4/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [68-1] To Abandon
Notice of To Abandon 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (said premises being encumbered
in excess of any realizable value) by John J, O'Neil Jr. continued 2:00 4/22/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued 2:00 4/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom,
[75-1] Sale Notice of by John J. O'Neil Jr. continued 2:00 4/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [80-1]
ﬁ - Objection by Steven C. Brigham, 1140 Retreat Avenue, LLC continued 2:00 4/22/03 at 7th Floor

Courtroom, [82-1] Amended Motion To Compel abandonment by Steven C. Brigham, 1140
Retreat Avenue, LLC continued 2:00 4/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (P. Johnston) (Entered:
04/11/2003)

wf 04/22/2003 92 Motion By Creditor Steven C. Brigham For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue,
Hartford, CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) Per Attorney Alderman, motion not to be
scheduled . (B. Leible) (Entered: 04/22/2003)

04/22/2003 Hearing Off RE: [82-1] Amended Motion To Compél abandonment by 1140 Retreat Avenue,
'LLC, Steven C. Brigham, [80-1] Objection by 1140 Retreat Avenue, LLC, Steven C. Brigham,
[73-1] Motion To Sell Free And Clear of Liens 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT by John J.
O'Neil Jr., [69-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass, [68-1] To Abandon Notice of To Abandon 140-144
Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (said premises being encumbered in excess of any realizable value)
by Jobn J. O'Neil Jr. . (B. Leible) (Entered: 04/22/2003)

g04/22/2003 " Hearing Held Re: [75-1] Sale Notice of by John J. O'Neil Jr.. (order to be submitted) (B. Leible)
(Entered: 04/22/2003)

05/01/2003 93 ORDER Granting [75-1] Sale Notice of property located at 140-144 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, A
CT by John J, O'Neil Jr, with Certificate of Mailing thereon. (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/01/2003)

1
& - - . - N

05/06/2003 94 Motion By Creditor Marc J. Glass To Reconsider and revoke Order {93-1] re: Approval of
g Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue . (B. Leible) (Entered:
= 1 05/06/2003)

%05/06/2003 ' 95 Support Affidavit Filed by Alan S. Dambfev for Creditor Marc J. Glass re: [94-1] Motion To
Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate
Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass. (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/06/ 2003)

_'_0'5106/2003 ' " 96 Emergency Motion ﬁled by Creditor Marc J. Glass To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by
- Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completmg a Sale of Real Estate
~ Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford (B. Lelble) (Entered 05/06/2003) '

‘:‘!.fz RN B Ll - I . .
li()S/Oﬁ/ZOO?) ' 97 Bmergency Motion By Creditor Marc J . Gla_}s_s; fo__r-_ expedited‘heg.ring ,@_Ild,zT o Limit Notice in, , |
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re: [96-1] Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to
Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140 Refreat Avenue in
Hartford by Marc J. Glass (no action taken) (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/06/2003)

15/06/2003 98 Request for a Hearing by Myles H. Alderman for Creditor Steven C. Brigham RE: [92-1]
Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (Filing Fee $75.00
Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/06/2003)

)5/07/2003 99 Notice of Hearing Re: [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of
Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass
scheduled For 10:00 5/16/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue
the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a
Sale of Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass scheduled For
10:00 5/16/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/07/2003)

5/08/2003 100 Notice of Hearing Re: [92-1] Motidn For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue,
Hartford, CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham scheduled For 10:00
5/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/08/2003)

5/12/2003 101 Certificate of Service filed by Alan S. Dambrov for Creditor Marc J. Glass in re: [99-1]
Hearing Notice of, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy
Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass, [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order
[93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by
Marc J. Glass . (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/12/2003)

1/12/2003 102 Certificate of Service filed by Myles H. Alderman for Creditor Steven C. Brigham in re:
[100-1] Hearing Notice of, [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue,
Hartford, CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham . (B. Leible) (Entered:
05/12/2003)

/14/2003 103 Objection By Creditor Marc J. Glass To [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140
Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham
Hearing Scheduled for 10:00 5/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom. (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/14/2003)

/16/2003 Hearing Re: [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's
' Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued to
10:00 5/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay
Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of
Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 10:00
5/22/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/16/2003)

22/2003 Hearing Re: [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT
(Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued to 10:00 6/3/03 at 7th

Floor Courtroom, [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to 10:00 6/3/03 at 7th Floor

_Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Tmposed by Bankruptcy Rule,
Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 10:00 6/3/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom,
[94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell
the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued to 10:00 6/3/03 at 7th | &
Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 05/22/2003) o 4 7

'fect.ctb.uscourts.gov/ogi-bin/DktRpt pl?2104057655659354-,_82_0-1 o 4/28/2004
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/03/2003 Hearing Re: [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 6/13/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule,
Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 6/13/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom,
[94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order {93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell
the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 6/13/03 at 7th
Floor Courtroom, {92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford,

- CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued to 11:00 6/13/03 at
7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 06/03/2003)

1/13/2003 Hearing Re: [103—1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 6/26/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule,
Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 6/26/03 at 7th Floot Courtroom,
[94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell
the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 6/26/03 at 7th
Floor Courtroom, {92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford,
CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued to 11:00 6/26/03 at
7th Floor Céurtroom (Reporting) (B. Leible) (Entered: 06/13/2003)

3/26/2003 Hearing Re: [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 7/17/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, {96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule,
Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 7/17/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom,
[94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell
the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00 7/17/03 at 7th
Floor Courtroom, [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford,
CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued to 11:00 7/17/03 at
7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 06/26/2003)

7/17/2003 Hearing Re: [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT
(Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued to 11:00 7/24/03 at 7th
|- Floor Courtroom, [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to'11:00 7/24/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's
Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued fo
11:00 7/24/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay
Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of
Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 11:00
7/24/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 07/17/2003) '

7/24/2003 104 Ex Parte (amended) Emergency for Stay and to Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy
Rules, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
Retreat Avenue in Hartford to EI‘l_]OlI‘l the Recording of the Trustee's Deed (B. Leible) (Entered:

07/24/2003)

7/24/2003 105 Support Brief filed by Alan S. Dambrov for Creditor Marc J. Glass In Re: [105-1] Support

* Brief by Alan S. Dambrov, [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order re: Approval of
Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass . (B.
Leible) (Entered: 07/24/2003) :

7/24/2003 106 ORDER Denying [104-1] Ex Parte (amended) Motion Emergency for Stay and to Continue
» the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rules, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a

)s://ect. ctb uscourts, gov/cgi-bin/DkRpt. p1‘7104057655659354~L 82_0-1 ' 45 4/28/2004
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Sale of Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford to Enjoin the Recording of the '

Trustee's Deed by Marc J. Glass, with Certificate of Maﬂmg (for reasons stated on the record) (B. -

Leible) (Entered: 07/24/2003)

Page 146817

07/24/2003

Hearing Re: [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued to 2:00 8/5/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT
(Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued to 2:00 8/5/03 at 7th Floor -
Courtroom, [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's
Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued to 2: :00
8/5/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by

Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate

Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued to 2:00 8/5/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom (1/2 day) (B. Leible) (Entered: 07/24/2003)

ﬁm it

07/28/2003

107 Trustee's Report of Sale of Stock in two Connecticut Corporations: Greater Hartford
Conservancy Housing, Inc. and Conservancy Building Preservation Holdmg Corp. (B. Leible)
(Entered: 07/28/2003)

08/05/2003

Hearing Re: [92-1] Motion For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hariford, CT
(Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt # 259007) by Steven C. Brigham continued 1:00 8/11/03 at 7th Floor
Courtroom, [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass continued 1:00 8/11/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom,;
[94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell
the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass continued 1:00 8/11/03 at 7th

-Floor Courtroom, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy
Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a Sale of Real Estate Located at 140
"Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass continued 1:00 8/11/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom
(One-half day set aside) (P. Johnston) (Entered: 08/06/2003)

};xﬂmﬁ\-‘;r R, ISR . | A

AT

08/11/2003

Hearing Off RE: [103-1] Objection by Marc J. Glass, [96-1] Stay Motion To Stay and Continue
the Stay Imposed by Bankruptcy Rule, Rule 6004(g) to Prevent the Trustee from Completing a
Sale of Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue in Hartford by Marc J. Glass, [92-1] Motion
For Relief From Stay regarding 140 Retreat Avenue, Hartford, CT (Filing Fee $75.00 Receipt #
259007) by Steven C. Brigham . (B. Leible) (Entered: 08/12/2003)

08/11/2003

- 08/ 12/2003)

Hearing Held Re: [94-1] Motion To Reconsider and revoke Order [93-1] re: Approval of
Trustee's Motion to Sell the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue by Marc J. Glass. (Briefs
due 30 days after receipt of transcript; Reply briefs due 2 weeks thereafter) (B: Leible) (Entered:

09/05/2003

Request for Transcripi by Alan S. Dambrov for Creditor Marc J. Glass in re: 04/22/03,
7/24/03/08/05/03 & 08/11/03,also for 02-22_33-. (D. Levine) (Entered: 09/08/2003)

09/22/2003

108 Motion By Myles H. Alderman for Creditor Steven C. Brigham To W1thdraw Attorney . (B
Leible) (Entered: 09/23/2003)

09/23/2003

109 Notice of Hearing Re: [108-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney by Myles H. Alderman Jr.
scheduled For 10:00 10/9/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 09/23/2003)

09/25/2003

110 Certificate of Serv1ce filed by Myles H. Alderman for Creditor Steven C. Bngham in re:
[109-1] Hearing Notice of, [108-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney by Myles H. Alderman Jr. (B.
Lelble) (Entered 09/25/2003)

AR

Lﬁps:[lecﬁQt_b.UScourts;gOV/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?104057655659354—L_82_0—1 6/6/ 4/28/2004
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)
1 10/09/2003 Hearing Re: [108-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney by Myles H. Alderman Jr. continued to
4 10:00 11/6/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 10/09/2003)
=
11/06/2003 Hearing Re: [108-1] Motion To Withdraw Attorney by Myles H. Alderman Jr. continued to 2:00
j 11/20/03 at 7th Floor Courtroom (B. Leible) (Entered: 11/06/2003)
g 11/06/2003 111 Transcript of Hearing held on April 22, 2003 (B. Leible) (Entered: 11/06/2003)
11/06/2003 112 Transcript of Hearing held on July 24, 2003 (B. Leible) (Entered: 11/06/2003)
? 11/06/2003 113 Transcript of Hearing held on August 5, 2003 (B. Leible) (Entered: 11/06/2003)
% 11/06/2003 114 Transcript of Hearing held on August 11, 2003 (B. Leible) (Entered: 11/06/2003)
| ' '
5 11/20/2003 115 Order Granting Motion by Myles H. Alderman To Withdraw As Attorney (RE: 108) Signed
on 11/20/2003. (Jacobs, Dorothy) (Entered: 11/22/2003)
# 11/20/2003 117 Order Granting Motion To Withdraw As Attorney (RE: 108) Signed on 11/20/2003.
(Humlicek, Nancy) Order originally docketed 11/20/03, but not served. (Entered: 12/11/2003)
3'12/08/2003 116 Opposition Brief Filed by James C. Graham on behalf of Nevets, Inc. Interested Party, (Re?)
94 Motion for Reconsideration and to Revoke the Court's Approval of Trustee's Motion to Sell
3 the Real Estate Located at 140 Retreat Avenue filed by Creditor Marc J. Glass). (Leible, Beverly).
(Entered: 12/08/2003) _
s 12/11/2003 118 BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document. Service Date 12/11/2003. (Related Doc # 115)
! (Admin.) (Entered: 12/12/2003)
w ' . . . -
12/11/2003 120 Motion to Compromise Claim with Whitman Close Association, Inc. Filed by John J. O'Neil,
Trustee, without a hearing. (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 12/15/2003)
12/13/2003 | 119 BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document. Service Date 12/13/2003. (Related Doc # 117)

(Admin.) (Entered: 12/14/2003)

: 12/15/2003

121 Order Approving Mot1on To Compromise C1a1m Against Witman Close Association, Inc. in
the amount of $100.00(RE: 120) Slgned on 12/15/2003. (Roseberry, Barbara) (Entered:
12/15/2003)

12/15/2003

122 Order Re: Notice Not Be Sent on Compromise Signéd on 12/15/2003 (RE: 120 Motion to

i_ Compromise filed by Trustee John J. O'Neil). (Roseberry, Barbara) (Entered: 12/15/2003)
12/16/2003 | 123 Letter by James C. Graham (RE 94 Motion to Reconsider filed by Creditor Marc J. Glass)

] (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 12/16/2003)

i 12/17/2003 124 BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document. Service Date 12/17/2003. (Related Doc # 121)
(Admin.) (Entered: 12/18/2003)

i12/17/2003 125 BNC Certificate of Ma111ng PDF Document. Service Date 12/17/2003. (Related Doc # 122)
(Admm) {(Entered: 12/18/2003)

[
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- 126 Order Denying Motion for Reconsideration Re: Signed on 12/18/2003 (RE: 2& Motion to
Reconsider filed by Creditor Marc J. Glass). (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 12/1 8/2003)

Page 16 of 17

ol e i,

12/18/2003, |

127 Judgment In Favor of Trustee Against Mark J. Glass By Judge Robert L. Krechevsky Signed
on 12/18/2003 (RE: 94 Motion to Reconsider and revoke approval of sale ﬁled by Creditor Marc
. J. Glass). (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 12/18/2003)

12/20/2003 .

- 128 BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document. Service Date 12/20/2003. (Related Doc # 126)
[ (Admin.) (Entered: 12/22/2003) ,

12/20/2003

129 BNC Certificate of Mailing - PDF Document. Service Date 12/20/2003. (Related Doc # 127)
(Admin.) (Entered: 12/22/2003)

01/08/2004

130 Notice of Appeal (RE:)127 Judgment In Favor of Trustee Against Mark J. Glass By Judge

i Robert L. Krechevsky Signed on 12/18/2003 (RE: 94 Motion to Reconsider and revoke approval
“of sale filed by Creditor Marc J. Glass). (Leible, Beverly), 126 Order Denying Motion for

Reconsideration Re: Signed on 12/18/2003 (RE: 94 Motion to Reconsider filed by Creditor Marc
J. Glass). (Leible, Beverly). Filed by Alan S. Danibrov on behalf of Marc J. Glass, Creditor
Appellant De51gnat10n due by 1/20/2004. (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 01/08/2004)

01/08/2004

131 Receipt of Appeal Filing Fee - $255.00 by LW. Receipt Number 00261991. (Entered:
01/09/2004):

o ol IO oo

01/21/2004

" 132 Transmittal of Notice on Appeal to U.S. District Court (RE:)130 Notice of Appeal (Leible,

Beverly) (Entered: 01/21/2004)

01/21/2004

133 Notice of Docketing Record on Appeal. Civil Action Number: 3:04CV97(GLG) (RE:)130

Notice of Appeal (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 01/21/2004)

01/22/2004

134 Appellant Designation of Contents For Inclusion in Record On Appeal (RE:)130 Notice of
Appeal. Filed by Alan S. Dambrov on behalf of Marc J. Glass, Creditor (notice of appeal in
District Court) (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 01/22/2004)

01/22/2004

135 Transmittal of Statement of Records and Issues on Appeal to U.S. District Court (RE:)130
Notice of Appeal, (Leible, Beverly) (Entered: 01/22/2004)

£ 01/22/2004

136 Acknowledgment of Transmittal (RE )134 Appellant Designation to District Court (Leible,
Beverly) (Entered: 01/22/2004)

.1ttps:/7ecﬂctb.uscourts. gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?104057655659354-L._82_0-1
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! |

APRIL 22, 2003 .

- | - !
3 » ’ THE CLERK: All rise, please. .

4 - ‘ THE COURT: Please be seated. :;

5 ‘ THE CLERK: In the matter of !

6 Greater Hartford Architecture. Notibe of é

7 | Intent to Abandon With Objection; Notice of .

8 Intent to Seil with Objection; Motion to i

9 Compel Abandonment; and a Motion to Sell E

10 Free and Clear of Liens. In the advisary g
11 proceeding of Maré Glass versus the Trustee g
12 . there are Motibns to Default and to Compel '
13 ‘ with objections. E
14 MR. O/NEIL: Gobd afternoon, ‘
i5 your Honor. Attorney John O'Neil, Trustee g
16 in this matter. Thére are, as the court has ;
17 indicated, a number of motions before the E
18 court this afternoon. I wouldrsuggest, as a : E
19 threshoid matter, yoﬁr'Honor, since many of ,E
20 | the motions are based.on_the amount ofrmoney f
21 that theyestate would be able to receiye in _ﬁ
22 ~ the event of a sale, that we take up the ﬁ
23 Trugtees notice of Intent to Sell first, or é

- 24 to be‘more'precise, the objecfions to.the ;
o 25 : Trﬁstéeé-Notice of Intent'tO‘Sell._ a
o _ | ﬁ

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES Z/ ? ﬁ
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APRIL 22,2003 :
1 : - - It is my position, your
2 Honor, that an adctién should first be held
3 ) “in order to ascertain if there would be any
4 advances from the: $275,000 dollar figure,
5 which I presently have as an offer pending.
6 At that point then objections to the sale --
7 objections to the Trustees Motibn to sell
8 free and clear, I think would bé best heard
o at that point giveﬁ=the fact that we have a

10 : dollar amount that we can be sure. If there-

11 are no bidders then, of course, the $275,000

12 : dollars would stand. I believe. Attorney
13 Alderman has a different view.
14 MR. ALDERMAN: That’s

15 : correct, your Honor, I have a different

16 view. Your Honor, on behalf of Dr. Brigham,
17 ‘wé object.to the sale and we wéuld urge the
18 court to take up first the matter of whether
19 y or not thé trustee may. sell the_?roperty

,20. : ' fteerand clear of liens'and the matters of

21 S abéndonment;-havé been disclosed; but it’s

22 m. , not on for today.

23 | I just filed a motion for Relief of

24 Stay,_én behélf'of Dr. Brigham. It wés just

o CUNNINGHAM SERVICES
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APRIL 22,2003~ _ ’ _

t o filed and it’s certainly not on for today, - 1
2 but what is going on involves the Motionvfor

3 S Abandonment and the Motion' to sell Free and ]
4 i " Clear, is we have inter-creditor disputes 1
5 RER with regard to priofity, but there appears i
6 ' to be no diépute.that the entirety of the )
7 liens and'thé way of security interest i
8 : éppear to be in the excess of the only 1

9 INAUDIBLE, by;aimost a-multiple of tﬁo.

10 : We're looking at, I understand the.bidding
11 i is going to begin, if there is aﬁy bidding,
12 : I'm only aware- of one offer at the moment,
13 $275,000 dollars, whi¢h is as I°understand
14 it net of comissions, nets less than

15 $250,000 dollars to the estate. From the
16 ‘ . record it éppears in excess of $450,000

17 1 dollars of claims against this property and

19 »  the court first to address the issue of

20 3 whether.or‘not it’sJappropriate torconduct

2] an'QUCtion_and*whether or not tﬁis propefty‘
22 can Bé sold free aﬁdﬂclear,:ahd thén,‘if the
23 : ‘court finds that:a sale"is éppropriaté, then
24 1 - o they‘conduct'thefauction; I think to

25 ‘ ' conduct the auction before the court has

Y

i

i

l

i

i

§

| |
18 so ‘from a procedural 'perspectiye, I do ask ﬂ
i

i

i

i

i

i

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES [7[?
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APRIL 22, 2003
1 ruled on 'whether or not it’s appropriate,

this really could be “the cart ahead of the

house” in this case.

"THE COURT: I’'m more impressed

with the trustee’s argument. Why bother

with whether there will be a hearing on a

motion a motion to sell free and clear if

the bidding doesn’t simply make that

appropriate? So, does anybody else want to

be heard?

MR. ALDERMAN: '~ INAUDIBLE,

‘you: Honor. I support the trustee. I think

that this is time for the sale to go

forward. I do want to make one adjustment

to what my‘brother'has said.-
THE COURT: Which brother?

MR. ALDERMAN: Mr. Alderman.

His client’s claim is 100 percent contested
by'us, S0 it’é hot aﬁ uncontested claim. I
am not aWa:e'of any céntest as to-the
validity and'perfection.and enfoféeméntrbf
my client’s mortgage. That INAUD‘Ié.LE.

THE COURT: Okay, but.——

'MR. ALDERMAN: We think the
séle is long overdue here.

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES
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: APRIL 22, 2003 > E

1 . o : - THE COURT: Okay, so the E

— 2 objection with Attorney Alderman INAUDIBLE
3 : his claim is overruled. | E

4 MR. ALDERMAN: Your Honor, I E

5 : didn’t mean to cut off Mr. O'Neil. I was ﬁ

6 going to ask if I could have a minute with _,

7 Mr. O'Neil. Your Honor,. if he would have a E

8 . minute with me because I am going to ask at E

9 thi.s point f_or a recess in order that I

10 , might conduct an auction and then report ‘.
11 back to the court the results of that E
12 auction, so in the interim I am sure I will E
13 “have .time to INAUDIBLE. | &
14 THE COURT: Okay. That sounds o
15 reasonable. All right. The court will take E
16 ~a recess and await the results of whatever i”
17 o ﬁappéns, rCourt is in recess.. | E
18 THE COURT: Please be seated. ﬁ
19 - o MR. O'NEIL: Your Honor,
20 Attorney John O’Neil, trustee in this matter ﬁ
21 -and 'éccordin.g ‘to the court INAUDIBLE, I have _
22 - conducting an auction of the property for rr
23 ' . the debtor and the original debt of $275,000 )
- 24 ~ dollars has beern advanced to $485,500 E
25 dollars basically by thé bidding whic_h g
CUNNINGHAM SERVICES D / g
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1

10

11

12

13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

APRIL 22,2003,
occurred here at the auction. An entity

known at Nevets, N-E-V-E-T-S, Inc. has bid
$20,000 dollars for the property, taking
this property subject to.all of the existing
liens on the said property in which the‘
trustee’s research indicates to be somewhere
near $475 to $500,000 dollars, giﬁing the
sale price of the property, for purposes of
accounting' if you will, in excess of"

$500, 000 doilars. That being the case, it
is not necessary for the trustee to resume
his motion to sell free and clear §f liens
as we are selling subject to liens which
resulting in only’ subject to liens and I
believe the objections to.the auction raised
by Dr. Brigham are being withdrawn?

THE COURT:.All right. Let me
see if I understand this? The price for the
properfy is the assumption of all liens plus
$20,000 dollars to the estate? Is that it?

| " MR. O’NEiL: That.is coffect,
your Honor.

iHE COURT: And, the face
amount of the liens is approximately $485.5,

is that what you said? 

- CUNNINGHAM SERVICES
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' : 7

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

APRIL 22,2003~ :
MR. O'NEIL: That is correct,

your Honor.

THE COURT: And some of them
are disputed apparently, but if there is a
diépute I don’t think plays elsewhere?

MR. O'NEIL: I would

understand to be correct, your Honor. So, I

believe for the creditors - the unsecured
creditors of'this estate, the -trustee’s
opinion is that it’s a good deal.

THE COURT: Okay. And you
said that there is no objection?

MR. O’NEIL: The objection -

THE COURT: Oh.

MR. O'NEIL: -- is on tﬁe
Brigham‘side — well, I'll lef -

MR. ALDERMAN: Dr. Brigham
had objected tolthe sale free and clear of

liens since the sale 18 not free and clear

of liens we move that the objection need not

' be. acted upon -

THE COURT: Okay.
MR. ALDERMAN: —- withdrawal

INAUDIBLE at this point.

" CUNNINGHAM SERVICES
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APRIL 22, 2003 )
1 MR. DAMBROV: Your Honor,
2 Alan Dambrov, on behalf of creditor Marc

Glass, who is the owner of the first
mortgage- of the property. We object to the
sale on two grouhds. First of all, we think
thatrit does not represent the best recovery
for the estate, and secondly, it was not
advertised to be offered this way. I think
there is some iésues here that othér persons
might have been intérested in showing up in
bidding had the known the terms and
conditions. More importantly, thére is
already an offer on the table to.purchasé
the property for $275,000 dollars cash. Now
that would be funds subject to further
prpceedings, but there has also been:a
subordination agreement between my client
and the trustee of my clients funds, if he

loses the claims against the other creditors

that — from his recovery, the trustee shall
receive no-less than $20,000 dollars. Now,

therefore, you have $20,000 dollars in one

pot, $20,000 dollars in the other pot, but
the pot for the cash sale carries with it
the peossibility  that

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES § ;
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APRIL 22,2003 ’

1 _ the estate could recover substantially more E

h 2 than $20,000, so we object to this sale

3 going forward on both those grounds. E

4 " THE COURT: Do you want to B

5 respond, Mr. O'Neil? E

6 S MR. O’NEIL: Your Ho_nor, K:_;

7 Attorney"~ Dambrov has, I think, characterized

8 fhis offer somewhét differently than I E

9 understood it but my position continues to E

10 be that trustee is going to sell the E

11 _ property free and clear or liens not subject g

12 ' to any kind of dispute and it makes more E

- 13 . sense for me to INAUDIBLE than $20,000 E

14 : dollars clear. I think when I originally E

15 brought my motion to sell free and clear

16 before this court, the court was aware of @

17 that opinion also and it was not INAUDIBLE. H‘

18 : At any rate, I would hold to my position E

. ]

19 : that I have a good faith offer here. There

20 is $72O,000‘dollars coming to the estate. _ @

 21 The éstate is free of any need to 'li.tigate | E

22 or be involved in any kind of dispute over E

23 the validity and extent of liens and again, |

. 24 “in my judgement this is a higher better E
25 o offer thah had b‘een'rece’ix_r_ed. The Hartford

B ~

CUNNINGHm SERVICES 5 f) g
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|  APRIL 22, 2003~ .
Hospital’s offer of $275,000 dollars — the

sale was to be to them free and clear so
that being the case, T find this offer again
to- be superior- and I’'ve accepted

it as such.
- THE COURT: As I recall, there
are so many proceedings in this matter that

I’'m not totally sure I recall correctly, the

‘proposal from Mr. Glass required sale free

and clear of liens and that was not going to
be possible because the State had a lien or
something came -- is that correct?‘

"MR. OfNEIL: Your Honor, I
was concerned about the 31,600 dollar iien
with the State of Connecticut for
unemployment taxes and indicated»that they
weren’ t gding to be affected and I could not
sell the property for an aggregate more than
the liens that were in existence,

THE COURT: All right.

MR.'O’NEIL:V - evén with-tﬁe
subordination. That was my recollection of

it.

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES
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: © APRIL 22,2003 ) '
1 ) , © THE COURT: I think that’s

h 2 mine too. Under the circumstances -- well,

3 - unless you hafe something further to add. E
4 | _MR. O’Neil: Well, again, I .
5 just want to add that I think that, at the i
6 very least, this ought to be readve;tised :
7 with other parties having.an\opportunity to @
8 "bid, to change the terms of the bid. This %

9 was advertised as a free and clear sale
10 subject to auction. | )
11 THE COURT: I think that “
12 that’s a distinction, but I don’t think it’s ' %
- 13 a particularly significantly one so I’'m ﬁ
14 going to accept to the trustee’s :
15 recommendation and approve the sale under A
16 o the circﬁmstances outlined on the record. i
17 : MR. GRAHAM: Your Honor, my g
18 name is James Graham, and I represent the ’
19 successful bidder, Nevets, Inc. and I would J
20 ask a represenfative of the court that this J
2 Coo sale we're talkiné abouﬁrwas conducﬁéd. | j
22 regularly at arms length and I would ask l
23 : that the Court find that this is done in ’
—. 24 ‘ good faith INAUDIELE. I believe the_trustee ﬂ
25 would support—that request. }

—

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES S + |
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APRIL 22, 2003,

1 : MR. ALDERMAN: I would

2. : support that request, your Honcr. I believe
= 3 —-— I can’t - out of the very many sales I've
ey 4 had, this much interest in as much, everyone
s 5 - had a chance here and if that’s the criteria
y 6 ~we're using, I have to concur with Mr.
. \ )
e 7 Graham that this sale was conducted:@and

considered to have been made in good faith.

TQE COURT: All right. -I
recognize a considérable amount of case law
recently on this issue as to when that
finding should be made. As I recall, just
rfrom those rulings, it should be made at the
time of the sale.

In light of my recollection
from the various hearings that we’ve had in
this matter,.the opportunity for vérious
people to change lawyers, to get
cohtihuances and so on, I will find that the
éuthorization of the sale here was.made -
réther, looking at fhé code section, ﬁhe
entity that purchased the property,
purchased it"in‘goodeaith.

MR. ALDERMAN: -Nothing

further in the housekeeping as I think we’ve

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES 5 , 8
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| APRIL 22, 2003 . |

I ‘i v taken care of all the mqtions except Mr. ,ﬁ

) 2. ~ Dambrov has a motion which he INAUDIBLE.

oo L2 o MR. DAMBROV: I have a motion , 4

R -~ today with the”adviSary proceeding. | ' 5

5. - o THE COURT: Well, if this is . ‘ s]

6 _ being sold free and clear. I’'m sorry, if ‘

7 ~ this is not being sold free'and.clear and ﬂ

8 . ~'the issues in the advisary relate to Wa

9 disputes petween‘the secured créditors and : a

10 it doesn’t affect the estate, I’m not going ﬁ

11 * to hear that matter, INAUDIBLE order of E

12 ‘ whatever —- proceed with that. It’s not ﬂ

- 13 - something that the bankruptcy pourt should a

14 spend its time on. So - !

15 - : MR. DAMBROV: I think there a

16 - are issues that reléﬁe to the estate also, ) g

17 your Honer, but I cgrtainly don’t object to ﬂ

18 a continuation or that those issues may be 2

19 .- : separated oUt."We are not prepared today to |

720_-' . simply say let's forget it. ‘ - : 1

21 : < o © THE COURT: You're not ﬁ

22 - prepaﬁed, or you are prepared? !
23 ‘ | © © MR. DAMBROV: I'm no£

. 24 .A:'prépared?today tO'Séy_that.all of our_claimé : J

25 arernﬁw moved and perhaps within a couple of | ii

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES 3 5 q I
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| APRIL 22, 2003 » _
1 weeks we can straighten those things out
) 2 : . without having to come back to theKCOurt,
3. but T would ask that these matters be
4 continued rather than taken off the
5 ) schedule.. :
6 THE COURT: Okay, but the
7 matter you’re talking about is a lawsuit
8 that your client erught against thé trustee
) 9 and -
~ 10 . MR. DAMBROV: Dr. Brigham and
Eﬁi I another-ihdividual.
12 : - THE COURT: Okay, V;Eind it
) 13 . relates to priority or validity of liens?
14 .A MR. DAMBROV: Some of that,

.- yes, your Honor.
THE COURT: Something eise
besides that?
MR. DAMBROV: Yes.
THE COURT: What?
MR. DAMBROV: I mean, I -
.that’s why:I'say,-as I stand here today,
was not prepared to answer that question
THE COURT: Oh, all right.

. MR. DAMBROV: =~ and that’s

‘why I would ask that -

- CUNNINGHAM SERVICES
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APRIL 22,2003 B
1 S T :ﬂ “THE: COURT: Is there any E
2 objection that'counsel has a short period of .
3 _° ' time to reconsider what his positions are? i
4 : _ . B .MRJ O’NEIL: Your Honor, to a
5 the INAUDBLE, no, there is no objection. If i E
6 - I may inguire procedurally, as to whether an )
7 advisary is pending, I know there are a E
8 couple of ‘issuées pending. I think there may E
9 be questions whether the jurisdiction how E
10 the court is.inclined to dismiss the B
11 advisary becausehthére is some guidance as E
12 to what should be done in the interim while ﬁ
13 Attorney Dambrov is investigating what he ﬁ
14 wants to do. I just don’t want to have ﬂ
iS accidentally a clock ticking INAUDIBLE |
16 , something to happen while he’s doing this. 52
17 | THE COURT: Okay. My ;ﬁ
18 recollection is, is that there is a pending ﬁ
19 motion by your client pursuing judgement, s
_ 20 correct. 'E
21 o o MR:‘bAMBROV? Thét is correct, iﬁ
22 o your'Hoﬁor; e - - ' ,E
23 o o THE COURT: And, I have not -
- 24 o cbncé&ed.that motion because some month ago
25 v or.so, in an.Open-court; T think I discussed
_ GUNNINGHAM SERVICES | /
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APRIL 22, 2003
1 it with whoever is here. .I know it included

2 - that trustee that that might be moved and I

%:: 3 E don’t like to spend time on things might be
=

4 moved so -- I think it also involved the
5 replacement of counsel. In any event, so, I
6 have not done anything on that motion and I

will not.
MR. DAMBROV: Your Honor; if
I may, two weeks from today is May 6™ -
THE COURT: Okay.
MR. DAMBROV: If we can

continue the Discovery of Motions until May

6th

; that will be more than enough time to

deal with this and to probably file a

preempted'request with the court.

THE COURT: What do you mean,

preempted request?

MR. DAMBROV: Dismissing, the

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. DAMBROV: -- or not, or

at least narroWing'thé focus..

THE COURT: Okay. Well,

you’ve heard my view about not normally

" conducting hearings on litigation between

CUNNINGHAM SERVICES. é
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_ APRIL 22, 2003 )
1 . creditors that doesn’t affect unsecured
B 2 creditors of the'egtate.
.3 : MR. DAMBROV: Right.
4 : THE COURT: So, two weeks, if
5 : no objection apparently to that?’
6 ‘ _ MR. O’NEIL: Your Honor, two
7 related mafters. Attorney Dambrov has
8. - X écheduled-a-deposition for later this week
9 in the adviéary and we have filed a motion
10 ' to INAUDIBLE, which was filed yesterday.
11 Assuming we;re not going fofward with any
12 discovery then INAUDIBLE.
" 13 THE COURT: 1Is that correct? : !
14 ' MR. DAMBROV: I’d have to
15 - take a look at it again. i
16 . THE COURT: Well, I i
17 | | understood your statement to mean nothing 3
18 should happen for two weeks while you
19 | reconsider? i
20 | MR. DAMBROV: All right. I o
21‘ _ will agree to,that if that what the court | ﬁj
22 | ‘rules. ﬁ
23 : _ ' THE COURT: All }cight. - Well, ‘
- 24 | I think so. : | j
‘ : : CUNNINGHAM SERVICES _ . - 'g
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MR, O'NEIL: Assuming we're

6™, your Honor, and

coming back on May
assuming the possibility we may not have any
INAUDIBLE to what we’re doing, would the

- court entertain a motion made <-3n the 6™ to

dismiss, to find out INAUDIBLE files in

advance INAUDIBLE.

) THEfCOURTT I thHirik not. You-
better follow the rules and if you need a

shortened time you can come in and ask me

for that, a reduced time, but otherwise you
do your own thing.

MR. O’NEIL: INAUDIBLE.

THE COURT: All right. That’s-
MR. O’NEIL: Thank you, your
MR. DAMBROV: Thank you, your

THE COURT: Well, that’s on
the advisary only. VEverythiﬁg else.hés been
-taken care of?

MR. O’NEiL: I believe so;

your Honor.
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1 . " THE COURT: You wrote — now is
2 this the motion - do you need an order or is
3 . this — this wasyon not a motion right, your
4 notice of intention to sell?

5 MR, O’NEIL: That’s correct,
6 your Honor. l

7 ' .. THE COURT: So; normally T

- - déh’ﬁ“mékémbfdéfé; it’s the record. o
9 ; . VOICE: Your Honor INAUDIBLE.
10 ) THE COURT: Well, I suppose,

1t based on the request for a finding of good

12 faith, you might as well submit an order.
h 13 All right, so Ifll make an order to be
14 submitted.
15 ' ' Evérything.under the advisary
16 | : are continued to —— all matters are
17 continued to May 6% at 10. Okay. Court is | ;
18 adjourned.
19 MR. O’/NEIL: Your Honor.-
20 | - THE COURT: Oh? i
21 | o "~ MR. O’NEIL:r One last L ‘]
22 hbusekeeping, your Honor. At 2 o’clock I ;
23 ' filed a motion for relief of stay and it is |
-~ 24 | ’ now méved; T wonder if there is a ‘
25 procedural w§y to intercept~the clerk’s — ]
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1 office from issuing the notice of the
2 ’ hearing so they don’t go through with the
3 process of it being put on’ the court’s

calendar and us needing to reépond?

THE COURT: So, take that up
with the clerk’s office here. All right.
Again, court is adjourned.

MR. O’NEIL: Thank you.
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APRIL 22, 2003

I hereby certify that-the foregoing 21
pages are a transcript of a combact disk
sound recording of the oral Argument in the
matter of: Greater Hartford Architecture,
which was held in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court,
Hartford, Connecticut on April 22, 2003.

I further certify that inaudible
portions of.the sound recording have been

indicated as “INAUDIBLE” in the transcript.

Kimberly Best

Transcriptionist
CUNNINGHAM SERVICES

111 Gillett Street
Hartford, Connecticut 06105

www.cunninghamservices,com
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 04 Jait-3 g 0 16
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT ' 10 1S

i "‘Iul 58 ._' l'i“J FUI\’

INRE: - T )
GREATER HARTFORD ARCHITECTURE ) CASE NO. 00-21425
CONSERVANCY, INC. ) CHAPTER 7 b
Debtor. ) Gﬁl;nj
)
3 i
NOTICE OF APPEAL o

CREDITOR, MARC I. GLASS, by his counsel, Alan 8. Dambrov Bsqun‘e
pursuant {0 the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, Rule 8002, appeals ﬁ'om the Order
of the Bankruptcy Court overruling his objections and authorizing the Trustee’s_sale of real
estate (140-144 R etreal Avenue, Hartford), entered on the D ocket, M ay 1.2 003, and the
Courl’s denial, dated December 18, 2003, of his Motion for Reconsideraﬁbn. \

The Paities to the Decisions appcaled from and the namcs of their resgecﬁVe
att'ome‘y§ are as follows:
Creditor/Appeltant, Marc J. Glass, by his Attorney:
 ALAN S. DAMBROV, ESQUIRE

CIU'FED # 11391

P.O. Box 575

64 Stevens Park Road

Charlton City, MA 01508-0575

Tet: (508) 248- 6400, fax (508) 248-1551
asdamblov(a)dambrovlaw com

Trustee;

John J. O’Neil, Jr., Esquirc =
Francis Q’Neil Del Plano, LLC
225 Maiii Sfrcet

H_artford CT 06106
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Attorney for Debtar; E
Anthony S, Novak, Esquire

Chorches & Novak ”
1260 Silas Deane Highway E
Wethersfield, CT 06109

Purchaser, Nevets, Inc.’s Attorney: .

| !

James C. Graham, Esquire !
Pepe & Hazard, LLP B

Goodwin Square : ' E
225 Asylum Street

Hartford, CT 06103-4302 i
Dr. Steven C. Brigharn .. l
American Medical Services, PC : o _

.One Alpha Avenue, Suite 27 )

Voorhees, NJ0O8043 , . ., . . 0 ' I

Dr. Steven C. Brigham T B
15 East Putnam Avenue, #1 _ g
Greenwich, CT 06830 ' _

Respeatﬁlll},'r'Submitted-by‘ _ | I
MARC J. GLASS .. '

BY
g ALAN-S"f)AMBROV ESQUIRE l
CT FED # 11351 _ :
P.O. Box 575
- 64 Stevens Park Road
Charlton City, MA 01 508-0575
Tel: (508)_,248 6400 .

Dated: January 7, 2004
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

L ALAN S DAMBROV, BSQUIRE, counsel for MARC J. GLASS, hereby affirm
that on the e“//day of January, 2004 I served a copy of the NOTICE OF APPEAL, and
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE via F:;st Class mail, postage prepaid, to the person(s) listed
below: '

John J. O’Neil, Jr., Esquire
Francis O'Neil Del Piano, LLC

225 Main Strect
Hartford, CT 06106

Authony S. Novak, Esquire o
Chorches & Novak T e
1260 Silas Deane Highway Z {52
Wethersfield, CT 06109 7

James C. Graham, Bsquire >
Pepe & Hazard, LLLP

Goodwin Square

225 Asylum Stteet

Hartford, CT 06103-4302

Dr, Steven C, Brigham
American Medical Services, PC
One Alpha Avenue, Suite 27
Voorhees, NJ 08043

Dr, Steven C, Brigham
15 East Putnam Avenue, #1
Greenwich, CT 06830

Stephen Mackey, Esquire - e 4
Office of the United States Trustec ' ye
One Century Tower, Suite 1103 ; T o
265 Church Street - _ d
New Haven, CT 06510- 7016

ALAN
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CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing Appendix was
served by United States first class mail, postage prepaid, this 2nd day of July 2004,

upon each of:

John J. O'Neil, Jr., Esq.

Chapter 7 Trustee

Francis, O'Neil & Del Piano LLC
255 Main Street

Hartford, CT 06106

Alan Dambrov, Esq.
Counsel to Marc J. Glass
P.O. Box 575

Charlton City, MA 01508

Stephen Mackey, Esq.

Office of the United States Trustee
One Century Tower, Suite 1103
265 Church Street '
New Haven, CT 06510-7016

Arnold Shimelman, Esq.
Shipman & Goodwin
One American Row
Hartford, CT 06103
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