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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 
Caption in Compliance with D.N.J. LBR 9004-1 

PORZIO, BROMBERG & NEWMAN, P.C. 
5 Sylvan Way, Suite 110 
P.O. Box 218 
Parsippany, New Jersey 07054 
Telephone: (973) 538-4006 
Warren J. Martin Jr., Esq. (wjmartin@pbnlaw.com) 
Rachel A. Parisi, Esq. (raparisi@pbnlaw.com) 
 
Counsel to Moshe Silber 

 

 
 
In re:  
 
 
CBRM REALTY INC., et al.,1 
 
 
    

Debtors. 

Case No.: 25-15343 (MBK) 
 
Chapter: 11 
 
Judge: Hon. Michael B. Kaplan 
 
Hearing Date and Time:  
October 22, 2026 at 10:00 a.m. (ET) 
 
Objection Deadline: October 15, 2026 

 
NOTICE OF MOSHE SILBER’S MOTION TO QUASH  

THIRD-PARTY SUBPOENA TO LEVON CAPITAL LLC  
 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 22, 2026 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter 

as counsel may be heard, the undersigned attorneys for Moshe Silber a/k/a Mark Silber shall move 

before the Honorable Michael B. Kaplan, United States Bankruptcy Judge, at the United States 

Bankruptcy Court, Clarkson S. Fisher Building & U.S. Courthouse, 402 East State Street, Trenton, 

NJ 08608, for entry of an Order pursuant to Rules 2004 and 9016 of the Federal Rules of 

Bankruptcy Procedure, Rule 45 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, D.N.J. LBR 2004-1(d), 

and section 105(a) of title 11 of the United States Code, quashing or, alternatively, modifying the 

 
1 The Debtors in these chapter 11 cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification 
number, are: CBRM Realty Inc. (2420), Crown Capital Holdings LLC (1411), Kelly Hamilton Apts LLC (1115), 
Kelly Hamilton Apts MM LLC (0765), RH Chenault Creek LLC (8987), RH Copper Creek LLC (0874), RH Lakewind 
East LLC (6963), RH Windrun LLC (0122), RH New Orleans Holdings LLC (7528), and RH New Orleans Holdings 
MM LLC (1951). The location of the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: In re CBRM Realty Inc., 
et al., c/o White & Case LLP, 1221 Avenue of the Americas, New York, New York 10020. 
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subpoena issued by the Creditor Recovery Trust through its Trustee, RLA Consulting LLC, to 

Levon Capital LLC, and granting related relief (the “Motion”). 

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that in support of the Motion, the undersigned 

shall rely on the accompanying Memorandum of Law in Support of the Motion, which sets forth 

the relevant factual and legal bases upon which the Motion should be granted, and the Certification 

of Nayuan Zouairabani, Esq.  A proposed Order granting the relief requested in the Motion is also 

submitted herewith. 

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that objections, if any, to the relief requested in 

the Motion shall: (i) be in writing; (ii) state with particularity the basis of the objection; and (iii) 

be filed with the Clerk of the United States Bankruptcy Court in accordance with D.N.J. LBR 

9013-2 so as to be received no later than seven (7) days before the hearing date set forth above.  

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that unless objections are timely filed and served, 

the Motion shall be decided on the papers in accordance with D.N.J. LBR 9013-3(d) and the relief 

requested may be granted without further notice or hearing.  

Dated: September 25, 2026   Respectfully submitted, 
 

PORZIO, BROMBERG & NEWMAN, P.C. 
By: /s/ Rachel A. Parisi    
 Rachel A. Parisi, Esq. 

Warren J. Martin Jr., Esq. 
 5 Sylvan Way, Suite 110 
 P.O. Box 218 
 Parsippany, New Jersey 07054 
 Telephone: (973) 538-4006 
 Email: raparisi@pbnlaw.com 

wjmartin@pbnlaw.com 
  
Counsel to Moshe Silber 
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In re:  
 
 
CBRM REALTY INC., et al., 1 
 
 
    

Debtors. 

Case No.: 25-15343 (MBK) 
 
Chapter: 11 
 
Judge: Hon. Michael B. Kaplan 
 
Hearing Date and Time:  
October 22, 2026 at 10:00 a.m. (ET) 
 

Objection Deadline: October 15, 2026 
 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF MOSHE SILBER’S MOTION  
TO QUASH THIRD-PARTY SUBPOENA TO LEVON CAPITAL LLC  

Moshe Silber a/k/a Mark Silber (“Mr. Silber” or the “Movant”), by and through his 

undersigned counsel, hereby submits this memorandum of law in support of the motion (the 

“Motion”) before the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of New Jersey (the “Court”) 

for entry of an order quashing or, alternatively, modifying the subpoena issued by the Creditor 

Recovery Trust (the “CBRM Trust”) through its Trustee, RLA Consulting LLC (the “CBRM 

Trustee” or “CBRM Creditor Recovery Trustee”), to Levon Capital LLC (“Levon”) on August 26, 

2026 (the “Subpoena”). In support of the Motion, the Movant respectfully represents as follows: 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

The CBRM Trustee is improperly using Rule 2004 to serve a third-party Subpoena upon 

an entity that has no known relationship with the instant chapter 11 cases. Indeed, the information 
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being sought has no apparent bearing on the assets of the CBRM Debtors or the administration of 

these bankruptcy estates. The Subpoena appears to rest on the premise that, because Mr. Silber (a 

debtor in his own chapter 7 case) was affiliated with CBRM, the CBRM Trustee has carte blanche 

to investigate any transaction involving Mr. Silber and/or his spouse. That premise is wrong. Rule 

2004 does not authorize a post-confirmation trustee to conduct a roving investigation into non-

debtor transactions merely because one party to those transactions had some affiliation with a 

debtor. The inquiry must still be adequately tethered to the Debtors and the CBRM Trustee’s role 

during the post-effective date period. 

Further, investigation of Mr. Silber’s personal transactions with his wife or third parties 

belongs, in the first instance, in Mr. Silber’s Chapter 7 case. There, Chapter 7 Trustee Karen 

Bezner has retained Messrs. Stolz and Abramowitz, and these transactions are expected to be 

addressed shortly in the Court-ordered mediation before Judge O’Hagan. See Docket No. 192, 

Case No. 25-21650 (MBK). 

In seeking information concerning Mr. Silber’s and Ms. Mizrachi’s personal assets and 

transactions with third parties, the CBRM Trustee disregards the structural separateness of the 

CBRM entities from Mr. Silber. To Mr. Silber’s knowledge, the CBRM Trustee has neither alleged 

nor established any basis—whether veil piercing or otherwise—for treating his personal assets as 

assets of CBRM. At most, the CBRM Trustee is an unsecured creditor of Mr. Silber’s Chapter 7 

estate, whose recourse is through the claims and distribution process in that case. The Court should 

therefore prevent a duplicative investigation that would subject Mr. Silber, Ms. Mizrachi, and other 

third parties to overlapping and potentially conflicting discovery demands, causing unnecessary 

burden, delay, and harassment. For these reasons, and those described below, the Subpoena should 

be quashed. 
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JURISDICTION 

1. The Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334. 

2. This matter is a core proceeding within the meaning of 28 U.S.C. § 157(b). 

3. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409(a). 

4. The statutory and rule-based authorities for the relief requested herein are Fed. R. 

Civ. P. 45(a) and (d), made applicable by Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9016; Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2004; D.N.J. 

LBR 2004-1(d); and, to the extent supplemental relief is necessary to implement those provisions, 

section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code. 

RELEVANT BACKGROUND 
 

A. The CBRM Estate and the CBRM Trustee 
 

5. On May 19, 2025, CBRM Realty Inc. (“CBRM”), Crown Capital Holdings LLC 

(“Crown Capital”), and their affiliated debtors (collectively, the “CBRM Debtors”) filed voluntary 

petitions for relief under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code.  

6. The Court confirmed the Chapter 11 Plan for CBRM (the “CBRM Plan”) on 

September 5, 2025 [Docket No. 525], and it confirmed the Chapter 11 Plan for Crown Capital on 

October 23, 2025 [Docket No. 653] (the “Crown Capital Plan”, and jointly with the CBRM Plan, 

the “Plans”).  

7. The CBRM Plan went effective on November 12, 2025 [Docket No. 673], and the 

Crown Capital Plan went effective on January 9, 2026 [Docket No. 725] (jointly, the “Effective 

Date”).  

8. The CBRM Trust was established as of the Effective Date pursuant to the confirmed 

CBRM Plan. According to the CBRM Plan, the CBRM Trust succeeded to “all rights, privileges, 

and powers of the Debtors and their Estates” with respect to the NOLA Debtor Contributed 

Case 25-15343-MBK    Doc 869-1    Filed 09/25/26    Entered 09/25/26 21:04:44    Desc
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Creditor Recovery Trust Assets, including preserved Causes of Action. See Docket No. 525, ¶ 86. 

The CBRM Trustee has “the exclusive right, authority, and discretion to determine and to initiate, 

file, prosecute, enforce, abandon, settle, compromise, release, withdraw, or litigate to judgment” 

such Causes of Action. Id. ¶ 87. 

9. The Creditor Recovery Trust Agreement similarly provides that the CBRM Trust 

was expressly created “for the purpose of (i) prosecuting all Trust Causes of Action, monetizing 

the Creditor Recovery Trust Assets (the “Creditor Recovery Trust Proceeds”), and distributing the 

Creditor Recovery Trust Proceeds, in each case, in accordance with the Plan, the Confirmation 

Order and this Agreement and (ii) liquidating and administering the Creditor Recovery Trust 

Assets ... .” See Docket No. 502. 

B. Mr. Silber’s Estate  
 
10. On September 19, 2025, Mr. Silber filed a voluntary petition for relief pursuant to 

chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Code [Docket No. 1, Case No. 25-21650 (MBK)], and, on November 

3, 2025, Karen E. Bezner was appointed as Chapter 7 Trustee [Docket No. 21, Case No. 25-21650 

(MBK)]. 

C. The Issuance of the Subpoena 
 
11. The CBRM Trustee issued the Subpoena to Levon on or about August 26, 2026. 

The Subpoena and the CBRM Trustee’s accompanying cover letter are attached to the Certification 

of Nayuan Zouairabani, Esq. (the “Zouairabani Cert.”) as Exhibit A. Moshe Silber and Miriam 

Mizrachi are referred to collectively as the “Silber Parties.” The Subpoena seeks documents and 

records regarding (i) the conveyance of certain real properties in which the Silber Parties held, or 

had held, an interest (the “Conveyances”); (ii) certain alleged loans that may have been made or 

offered to Levon for the benefit of the Silber Parties (the “Loans”); and (iii) any depository 
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transaction in which Levon may have been involved, including communications between Levon 

and the Silber Parties relating to that transaction (the “Depository Transaction,” and, together with 

the Loans and Conveyances, the “Transactions”). The cover letter expressly identifies the relevant 

Conveyances and properties, including premises at 1070 Haverstraw Road, 1092 Haverstraw 

Road, 41 Powder Horn Drive, and 32, 34, and 36 Powder Horn Road in Rockland County, New 

York (collectively, the “Properties”). See Exhibit A at pdf p. 2. 

LEGAL DISCUSSION 
 

I. The Subpoena Exceeds the Permissible Scope of Rule 2004 Discovery 
 

12. “A Rule 2004 examination is not a deposition; it serves a different purpose and is 

governed by different procedural rules.” In re Millennium Lab Holdings II, LLC, 562 B.R. 614, 

626 (Bankr. D. Del. 2016) (referencing Simon v. FIA Card Services, 732 F.3d 259, 268 (3d Cir. 

2013)). Rule 2004 is broad, but it is not unlimited. Rule 2004(b)(1) permits inquiry into the 

debtor’s acts, conduct, property, liabilities, and financial condition; matters affecting estate 

administration; and the debtor’s right to a discharge. In a chapter 11 case, Rule 2004(b)(2) also 

reaches matters concerning the operation of the debtor’s business, the source of money or property 

acquired or to be acquired for plan consummation, and matters relevant to the case or formulation 

of a plan. Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2004(b)(1)–(2). The party seeking the examination must therefore 

demonstrate good cause and a relationship between the proposed inquiry and a permissible Rule 

2004 purpose. See In re Countrywide Home Loans, Inc., 384 B.R. 373, 393 (Bankr. W.D. Pa. 

2008). 

13. Courts recognize that Rule 2004(b) establishes a ceiling on permissible inquiry. 

Although Rule 2004 allows some latitude, it may not be used to conduct a wholesale investigation 

of a non-debtor’s private affairs, stray beyond matters relevant to Rule 2004(b), or inflict abuse or 
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harassment. See Countrywide Home Loans, 384 B.R. at 393–94; Millennium Lab, 562 B.R. at 628; 

In re Orion Healthcorp, Inc., 596 B.R. 228, 235 (Bankr. E.D.N.Y. 2019) (quoting In re Bakalis, 

199 B.R. 443, 447 (Bankr. E.D.N.Y. 1996)). 

14. The Subpoena should be quashed or modified because its requests extend beyond 

the permissible scope of Rule 2004(b). As described above, the requests concern the Conveyances, 

Loans, Depository Transaction, and related dealings between Levon and the Silber Parties. Each 

category concerns transactions among persons and entities that are not debtors in these Chapter 11 

cases. See Exhibit A at pdf pp. 13–15. 

15. The CBRM Trustee has not demonstrated that these categories concern the CBRM 

Debtors, property of their estates, preserved Trust Causes of Action, implementation of either 

confirmed Plan, administration of the Trust Assets, or distribution of Creditor Recovery Trust 

Proceeds. The cover letter states only that the Trustee is vested “with full authority to administer 

the Trust Assets and pursue all associated rights and claims for the benefit of creditors.”  See 

Exhibit A at pdf p. 1. That general statement does not identify any Trust Asset or preserved cause 

of action to which the Transactions relate and does not establish good cause for the requested 

inquiry. See Countrywide Home Loans, 384 B.R. at 393. 

16. Mr. Silber’s relationship with CBRM does not make every transaction involving 

Mr. Silber, his spouse, or another non-debtor subject to examination by the CBRM Trustee. Nor 

may the CBRM Trustee simply assume that assets associated with Mr. Silber are also assets of 

CBRM. The CBRM entities are legally distinct from Mr. Silber in his individual capacity, and, to 

Mr. Silber’s knowledge, the CBRM Trustee has neither alleged nor proven veil piercing, alter ego 

liability, substantive consolidation, or any other basis for disregarding that separateness.  
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17. The Transactions identified in the Subpoena concern potential interests of Mr. 

Silber and therefore fall squarely within Ms. Bezner’s statutory duty to investigate the debtor’s 

financial affairs. See 11 U.S.C. § 704(a)(4). Ms. Bezner has retained Messrs. Stolz and 

Abramowitz, including as special counsel to address matters presenting potential conflicts with the 

CBRM estates, and Mr. Silber’s personal transactions are expected to be addressed in the Court-

ordered mediation before Judge O’Hagan. See Docket No. 192, Case No. 25-21650 (MBK). The 

CBRM Trustee, by contrast, is at most an unsecured creditor of Mr. Silber’s Chapter 7 estate, 

whose recourse is through that estate’s claims and distribution process. A parallel investigation 

would duplicate the Chapter 7 Trustee’s work and expose Mr. Silber, Ms. Mizrachi, and third 

parties to overlapping, potentially conflicting, and burdensome discovery demands. 

18. Accordingly, the Subpoena exceeds Rule 2004(b) because the CBRM Trustee has 

not demonstrated a sufficient nexus between the requested documents and the CBRM Debtors, 

their estates, or the CBRM Trust’s assets and responsibilities. The Subpoena should be quashed 

or, at minimum, modified to exclude requests that lack such a nexus or duplicate matters properly 

within the Chapter 7 Trustee’s statutory purview. 

II. The Subpoena Should Be Quashed or Modified Because Required Prior Notice Was 
Not Provided and the Requests Implicate Protected Personal and Estate Interests. 

 
19. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45(a)(4), made applicable to these proceedings by 

Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9016, provides: 

If the subpoena commands the production of documents, 
electronically stored information, or tangible things or the 
inspection of premises before trial, then before it is served on the 
person to whom it is directed, a notice and a copy of the subpoena 
must be served on each party. 
 

Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a)(4) (emphasis added). 
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20. Bankruptcy Rule 9016 makes Civil Rule 45 applicable to subpoenas issued in 

bankruptcy cases, not only in adversary proceedings or contested matters. See In re Symington, 

209 B.R. 678, 688–89 (Bankr. D. Md. 1997) (recognizing Rule 45’s application in bankruptcy 

proceedings in which testimony may be compelled) (citing 10 Collier on Bankruptcy ¶ 9016.01 

(15th ed. rev. 1996)); In re McClain Feed Yard, Inc., 661 B.R. 136, 139 (Bankr. N.D. Tex. 2024) 

(Rule 9016 “incorporates subpoena practice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 45 to 

bankruptcy cases.”). 

21. Matter of Vanbrocklin, 2017 WL 988812, at *1–2 (Bankr. N.D. Ga. Mar. 13, 2017), 

is instructive. There, a Chapter 7 debtor moved to quash a subpoena directed to his bank after the 

issuing parties failed to provide prior notice, and the court recognized the debtor’s ability to 

challenge the third-party subpoena. Consistent with that principle, D.N.J. LBR 2004-1(d) 

expressly permits an examinee or party in interest to move to quash or modify a Rule 2004 

subpoena and stays the subpoena when the motion is filed before the production date. Mr. Silber 

is a party in interest whose personal financial information is the direct subject of the Subpoena; he 

therefore may invoke the Local Rule and his personal rights in the requested records to challenge 

the Subpoena and the lack of prior notice. 

22. Here, the CBRM Trustee did not provide Mr. Silber with notice and a copy of the 

Subpoena before serving Levon, even though the Subpoena directly targets records concerning 

Mr. Silber’s property, loans, banking activity, and other personal financial information. Those 

direct personal and proprietary interests, together with his status as a party in interest, permit him 

to challenge the Subpoena under D.N.J. LBR 2004-1(d) and the authorities discussed above. The 

Chapter 7 Trustee likewise has an interest in protecting property or records belonging to Mr. 
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Silber’s bankruptcy estate, and Ms. Mizrachi has personal proprietary and privacy interests in 

records concerning her property and financial affairs. 

23. The failure to provide prior notice deprived Mr. Silber of Rule 45’s principal 

safeguard: “the ability to object to the release of the information prior to its disclosure.” Spencer 

v. Steinman, 179 F.R.D. 484, 489 (E.D. Pa. 1998) (emphasis in original). Moreover, a personal 

right or privilege in bank and financial records supports a challenge to a third-party subpoena. See 

Ace Hardware Corp. v. Celebration Ace Hardware, LLC, 2009 WL 2753197, at *1 (D. Del. Aug. 

28, 2009) (citing Schmulovich v. 1161 Rt. 9 LLC, 2008 WL 4572537, at *1 (D.N.J. Oct. 14, 2008)). 

In these circumstances, the Court should quash the Subpoena or, alternatively, modify it to protect 

personal, confidential, and Mr. Silber’s chapter 7 estate-related information and permit production 

only after appropriate notice and an opportunity to object. 

 

 

[remainder of page intentionally left blank] 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Mr. Silber respectfully requests that this Court enter an Order: 

(a) quashing the Subpoena because the CBRM Trustee has not demonstrated good cause or a 

sufficient nexus to a permissible purpose under Rule 2004(b); (b) quashing the Subpoena because 

Mr. Silber was not afforded the prior notice required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 45(a)(4); or, alternatively, 

(c) modifying the Subpoena to limit production to materials demonstrably connected to these 

Debtors, the CBRM Trust’s assets, and the CBRM Trustee’s responsibilities, without duplicating 

discovery concerning matters within the Chapter 7 Trustee’s statutory duties; and (d) granting such 

other and further relief as the Court deems just and appropriate. 

 

Dated: September 25, 2026   Respectfully submitted, 
 

PORZIO, BROMBERG & NEWMAN, P.C. 
 
By: /s/ Rachel A. Parisi     
 Rachel A. Parisi, Esq. 

Warren J. Martin Jr., Esq. 
 5 Sylvan Way, Suite 110 
 P.O. Box 218 
 Parsippany, New Jersey 07054 
 Telephone: (973) 538-4006 
 Email: raparisi@pbnlaw.com 

wjmartin@pbnlaw.com 
 

  Counsel to Moshe Silber 
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In Re:  
 
 
CBRM REALTY INC., et al., 
 
 
    

Debtors. 

Case No.: 25-15343 (MBK) 
 
Chapter: 11 
 
Judge: Hon. Michael B. Kaplan 
 
Hearing Date and Time:  
October 22, 2026 at 10:00 a.m. (ET) 
 
Objection Deadline: October 15, 2026 

 
CERTIFICATION OF NAYUAN ZOUAIRABANI, ESQ. IN SUPPORT  

OF MOSHE SILBER’S MOTION TO QUASH THIRD-PARTY SUBPOENA  
TO LEVON CAPITAL LLC  

Nayuan Zouairabani, of full age, hereby states and certifies as follows: 

1. I am an attorney and counsel with the law firm Porzio, Bromberg & Newman 

(PR), LLC, counsel to Moshe Silber a/k/a Mark Silber (the “Movant”). I am a member of the 

bar of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico and am admitted to practice before the United States 

Bankruptcy Court for the District of Puerto Rico.  I certify that I have knowledge of the facts 

contained herein. 

2. I submit this Certification in support of the Moshe Silber’s Motion to Quash 

Third-Party Subpoena to Levon Capital LLC (the “Motion”). 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the cover letter and 

Subpoena dated August 26, 2026 issued by counsel for the Creditor Recovery Trust through its 

Trustee, RLA Consulting LLC to Levon Capital LLC. 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware 

that if any of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to 

punishment. 

 

Dated: September 25, 2026 
 

By:  /s/Nayuan Zouairabani    
Nayuan Zouairabani, Esq. 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 
Caption in Compliance with D.N.J. LBR 9004-1 

PORZIO, BROMBERG & NEWMAN, P.C. 
5 Sylvan Way, Suite 110 
P.O. Box 218 
Parsippany, New Jersey 07054 
Telephone: (973) 538-4006 
Warren J. Martin Jr., Esq. (wjmartin@pbnlaw.com) 
Rachel A. Parisi, Esq. (raparisi@pbnlaw.com) 
 
Counsel to Moshe Silber 

 

 
In Re:  
 
CBRM REALTY INC., et al., 
 
 
   Debtors. 

 
Case No.: 25-15343 (MBK) 
 
Chapter: 11 
 
Judge: Hon. Michael B. Kaplan 
 

 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO QUASH THIRD-PARTY SUBPOENA 

ISSUED TO LEVON CAPITAL LLC  
 
 

The relief set forth on the following page, numbered two (2), is hereby ORDERED. 
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(Page 2) 
Debtor: IN RE CBRM REALTY INC., ET AL. 
Case No.: 25-15343 (MBK) 
Caption of Order:    ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO QUASH THIRD-PARTY SUBPOENA ISSUED TO 

LEVON CAPITAL LLC  

 

10490429 

THIS MATTER having been opened to the Court by Moshe Silber (the “Movant”), by and 

through his counsel, Porzio, Bromberg & Newman, P.C., upon a motion for entry of an Order 

quashing the third-party subpoena issued by the Creditor Recovery Trust through its Trustee, RLA 

Consulting LLC (the “CBRM Trustee”) to Levon Capital LLC (the “Motion”)1; and good and 

sufficient notice of the Motion having been provided; and the Court having considered the Motion, 

the objections thereto, if any, the arguments of counsel, if any, and all of the papers submitted in 

support of the Motion and in opposition thereto, if any; and the Court having jurisdiction to 

consider the Motion and the relief requested therein pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334; and 

consideration of the Motion and the relief requested therein being a core proceeding pursuant to 

28 U.S.C. § 157(b); and venue being proper before this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 

1409; and due and sufficient notice of the Motion having been given under the particular 

circumstances and it appearing that no other or further notice need be given; and the Court having 

considered all of the papers submitted in support of the Motion and in opposition thereto, if any; 

and after due deliberation thereon and good cause appearing for the entry of this Order, it is hereby  

ORDERED as follows: 

1. The Motion is hereby GRANTED. 

2. The third-party subpoena issued by the CBRM Trustee against Levon Capital LLC 

shall be and hereby is quashed. 

 
1 Capitalized terms not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the memorandum of law submitted 
in support of the Motion. 
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