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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

In re: 
 
iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, et al.,1 
 

Debtors. 

 
Chapter 11 
 
Case No. 19-11739 (___) 
 
(Joint Administration Requested) 

DEBTORS’ MOTION FOR INTERIM AND FINAL ORDERS 
(A) APPROVING THE DEBTORS’ PROPOSED ADEQUATE ASSURANCE OF 
PAYMENT FOR FUTURE UTILITY SERVICES, (B) PROHIBITING UTILITY 

COMPANIES FROM ALTERING, REFUSING, OR DISCONTINUING SERVICES, 
(C) APPROVING THE DEBTORS’ PROPOSED PROCEDURES FOR RESOLVING 
ADEQUATE ASSURANCE REQUESTS, AND (D) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF 

The above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the 

“Debtors” or “Company”) for entry of interim and final orders, substantially in the forms 

attached hereto as Exhibit A and Exhibit B, respectively, (a) approving the Debtors’ Proposed 

Adequate Assurance (as defined herein) of payment for future utility services, (b) prohibiting 

Utility Companies (as defined herein) from altering, refusing, or discontinuing services, 

(c) approving the Debtors’ proposed procedures for resolving Adequate Assurance Requests (as 

defined herein), and (d) granting related relief.  In support of this Motion, the Debtors 

respectfully state as follows. 

Jurisdiction and Venue 

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

and 1334 and the Amended Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court 

                                                 
1  The Debtors in these chapter 11 cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification 
number, as applicable, are: iPic Entertainment Inc. (9582); iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC (4684); iPic Gold 
Class Holdings LLC (6315); iPic Media, LLC (0150); iPic Texas, LLC (N/A); and Delray Beach Holdings, LLC 
(1035).  The Debtors’ principal place of business is 433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca Raton, FL 33432. 
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for the District of Delaware, dated February 29, 2012.  This matter is a core proceeding within 

the meaning of 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2), and the Debtors confirm their consent pursuant to Local 

Rule 9013-l(f) to the entry of a final order by the Court in connection with this Motion to the 

extent that it is later determined that the Court, absent consent of the parties, cannot enter final 

orders or judgments in connection herewith consistent with Article III of the United States 

Constitution. 

2. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409. 

3. The statutory bases for the relief requested herein are sections 105(a), 

363(b), 507(a)(4), 507(a)(5), 541, 1107(a), and 1108 of Title 11 of the United States Code (the 

“Bankruptcy Code”), Rules 6003 and 6004 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the 

“Bankruptcy Rules”), and Rule 9013-1(m) of the Local Rules of Bankruptcy Practice and 

Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware (the “Local 

Rules”). 

Background 

4. On the date hereof (the “Petition Date”), the Debtors commenced these 

cases by filing voluntary petitions for relief under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code.  The 

Debtors have continued in the possession of their property and have continued to operate and 

manage their business as debtors in possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the 

Bankruptcy Code.  No trustee, examiner, or committee has been appointed in these chapter 11 

cases. 
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5. A more detailed description of the business and operations of the Debtors, 

and the events leading to the commencement of these chapter 11 cases, is provided in the 

Declaration of David M. Baker in Support of First Day Motions (the “First Day Declaration”), 

filed concurrently herewith and incorporated herein by reference.2 

Relief Requested 

6. By this Motion, the Debtors seek entry of interim and final orders, 

substantially in the forms attached hereto as Exhibit A and Exhibit B, respectively:  

(a) approving the Debtors’ Proposed Adequate Assurance (as defined herein) of payment for 

future utility services; (b) prohibiting Utility Companies (as defined herein) from altering, 

refusing, or discontinuing services; (c) approving the Debtors’ proposed procedures for resolving 

Adequate Assurance Requests (as defined herein); and (e) granting related relief.   

 Utility Services and Proposed Adequate Assurance  

A. The Utility Services and Utility Companies 

7. In connection with the operation of their businesses and management of 

their properties, the Debtors obtain electricity, natural gas, telecommunications (including 

telephone and internet/data), water, waste disposal, and other similar services (collectively, the 

“Utility Services”) from a number of utility companies or brokers (collectively, the “Utility 

Companies”).  A nonexclusive list of the Utility Companies and their affiliates that provide 

Utility Services to the Debtors as of the Petition Date (the “Utility Services List”) is attached 

                                                 
2  Capitalized term used but not otherwise defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the First Day 
Declaration. 
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hereto as Exhibit C.3  The relief requested herein is requested with respect to all Utility 

Companies providing Utility Services to the Debtors. 

8. Uninterrupted Utility Services are essential to the Debtors’ ongoing 

business operations.  The Debtors’ operations require electricity and gas for lighting, heating, 

trash, sewer services, air conditioning, and telecommunications (including telephone and 

internet/data).  Should any Utility Provider refuse or discontinue service, even for a brief period, 

the Debtors’ business operations could be severely disrupted, and such disruption would 

jeopardize the Debtors’ ability to operate their business.  Accordingly, it is essential that the 

Utility Services continue uninterrupted during the chapter 11 cases. 

9. To the best of the Debtors’ knowledge, there are no defaults or arrearages 

with respect to the Debtors’ undisputed invoices for prepetition Utility Services.  On average, the 

Debtors pay approximately $450,000.00 each month for Utility Services.   

 Proposed Adequate Assurance of Payment 

10. The Debtors intend to pay postpetition obligations owed to the Utility 

Companies in a timely manner.  Cash held by the Debtors, cash generated in the ordinary course 

of business, and cash available to the Debtors through their proposed debtor in possession 

financing facility, will provide sufficient liquidity to pay the Debtors’ Utility Service obligations 

in accordance with prepetition practice. 

                                                 
3  The inclusion of any entity on, or the omission of any entity from, the Utility Services List is not an admission by 
the Debtors that such entity is, or is not, a utility within the meaning of section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code, and the 
Debtors reserve all rights with respect to any such determination. 
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11. To provide additional assurance of payment, the Debtors propose to 

deposit into a segregated account $225,000.00 (the “Adequate Assurance Deposit”), which 

represents an amount equal to approximately one half of the Debtors’ average monthly cost of 

Utility Services.  The Adequate Assurance Deposit will be held in the segregated account for the 

duration of these chapter 11 cases.  The Debtors submit that the Adequate Assurance Deposit, in 

conjunction with the Debtors’ ability to pay for future utility services in accordance with 

prepetition practice (collectively, the “Proposed Adequate Assurance”), constitutes sufficient 

adequate assurance to the Utility Companies in full satisfaction of section 366 of the Bankruptcy 

Code. 

 The Adequate Assurance Procedures 

12. Any Utility Company that is not satisfied with the Proposed Adequate 

Assurance may make a request for additional or different adequate assurance of future payment 

(each an “Adequate Assurance Request”) pursuant to the adequate assurance procedures set forth 

below (the “Adequate Assurance Procedures”): 

a. Any Utility Company that objects to the Debtors’ Proposed Adequate 
Assurance must serve an Adequate Assurance Request on:  (i) the Debtors, 
iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, 433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca 
Raton, FL 33432-3945, Attn: Hamid Hashemi and Paul Safran, Esq.; (ii) 
proposed counsel for the Debtors, Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP, 
919 N. Market Street, 17th Floor, Wilmington, DE 19899, Attn:  Peter J. 
Keane, Esq. (pkeane@pszjlaw.com) and Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones 
LLP, 10100 Santa Monica Blvd., 13th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90067, 
Attn: Jeffrey N. Pomerantz, Esq. (jpomerantz@pszjlaw.com); (iii) counsel 
to committee of unsecured creditors (if any); (iv) counsel for the Debtors’ 
prepetition and postpetition secured lenders, Burr & Forman LLP, 420 
North 20th Street, Suite 3400, Birmingham, Alabama 35203, Attn:  Derek 
F. Meek, Esq.; and (v) the Office of The United States Trustee, 844 King 
Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35, Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (Attn: 
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Benjamin A. Hackman, Esq. (benjamin.a.hackman@usdoj.gov) 
(collectively, the “Notice Parties”). 

b. Any Adequate Assurance Request must:  (i) be made in writing; 
(ii) identify the location for which Utility Services are provided; 
(iii) include a summary of the Debtors’ payment history relevant to the 
affected account(s), including any security deposits; and (iv) explain why 
the Utility Company believes the Proposed Adequate Assurance is not 
sufficient adequate assurance of future payment. 

c. The Debtors are authorized to resolve, in their sole discretion, any 
Adequate Assurance Request by mutual agreement with a Utility 
Company and without further order of the Court and, in connection with 
any such agreement, in their sole discretion, provide a Utility Company 
with alternative adequate assurance of payment, including cash deposits, 
payments of prepetition balances, prepayments, or other forms of security, 
without further order of the Court, if the Debtors believe such alternative 
assurance is reasonable. 

d. If the Debtors are unable to consensually resolve an Adequate Assurance 
Request by mutual agreement within 14 days of receipt of the Adequate 
Assurance Request, the Debtors will seek a hearing with the Court (the 
“Determination Hearing”) to determine the appropriate amount of 
adequate assurance required with respect to such Adequate Assurance 
Request. Pending resolution of such Adequate Assurance Request at the 
Determination Hearing, the Utility Company shall be prohibited from 
altering, refusing, or discontinuing services to the Debtors on account of 
unpaid charges for prepetition services or on account of any objections to 
the Proposed Adequate Assurance. 

e. The Utility Companies are prohibited from requiring additional adequate 
assurance of payment other than pursuant to the Adequate Assurance 
Procedures. 

f. All Utility Companies who do not file an objection or serve an Adequate 
Assurance Request shall be:  (a) deemed to have received adequate 
assurance of payment “satisfactory” to such Utility Company in 
compliance with section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code; and (b) forbidden to 
discontinue, alter, or refuse services to, or discriminate against, the 
Debtors on account of any unpaid prepetition charges, or require 
additional assurance of payment other than the Proposed Adequate 
Assurance. 

g. The Debtors may add or remove any Utility Company from the Utility 
Services List, and the Debtors shall add to or subtract from the Adequate 
Assurance Deposit an amount equal to one half of the Debtors’ average 
monthly cost for each subsequently-added or removed Utility Company as 
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soon as practicable.  For Utility Companies that are added to the Utility 
Services List, the Debtors will cause a copy of the order granting this 
Motion, including the Adequate Assurance Procedures, to be served on 
such subsequently added Utility Company.  Any Utility Company 
subsequently added to the Utility Services List shall be bound by the 
Adequate Assurance Procedures. 

13. The Debtors submit that the Adequate Assurance Procedures set forth a 

streamlined process for Utility Companies to address potential concerns with respect to the 

Proposed Adequate Assurance, while at the same time allowing the Debtors to continue their 

business operations uninterrupted.  More specifically, the Adequate Assurance Procedures permit 

a Utility Company to object to the Proposed Adequate Assurance by filing and serving an 

Adequate Assurance Request upon certain notice parties.  The Debtors may then resolve any 

Adequate Assurance Request by mutual agreement with the Utility Company and without further 

order of the Court.  If the Adequate Assurance Request cannot be resolved by mutual agreement, 

the Debtors may seek Court resolution of the Adequate Assurance Request. 

 Basis For Relief 

14. As discussed above, section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code protects a debtor 

against the immediate termination or alteration of utility services after the Petition Date.  

See 11 U.S.C. § 366.  Section 366(c) of the Bankruptcy Code requires the debtor to provide 

“adequate assurance” of payment for postpetition services in a form “satisfactory” to the utility 

company within thirty days of the petition, or the utility company may alter, refuse, or 

discontinue service.  11 U.S.C. § 366(c)(2).  Section 366(c)(1) of the Bankruptcy Code provides 

a non-exhaustive list of examples for what constitutes “assurance of payment.”  11 U.S.C. § 366 

(c)(1).  Although assurance of payment must be “adequate,” it need not constitute an absolute 
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guarantee of the debtors’ ability to pay.  See, e.g., In re Great Atl. & Pac. Tea Co., No. 11-CV-

1338, 2011 WL 5546954, at *5 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. Nov. 14, 2011) (finding that “[c]ourts will 

approve an amount that is adequate enough to insure against unreasonable risk of nonpayment, 

but are not required to give the equivalent of a guaranty of payment in full”); In re Caldor, Inc., 

199 B.R. 1, 3 (S.D.N.Y. 1996) (“Section 366(b) requires . . . ‘adequate assurance’ of payment.  

The statute does not require an absolute guarantee of payment.” (citation omitted)), aff’d sub 

nom. Va. Elec. & Power Co. v. Caldor, Inc., 117 F.3d 646 (2d Cir. 1997). 

15. When considering whether a given assurance of payment is “adequate,” 

the Court should examine the totality of the circumstances to make an informed decision as to 

whether the Utility Company will be subject to an unreasonable risk of nonpayment.  See In re 

Keydata Corp., 12 B.R. 156, 158 (B.A.P. 1st Cir. 1981) (citing In re Cunha, 1 B.R. 330 (Bankr. 

E.D. Va. 1979)); In re Adelphia Bus. Solutions, Inc., 280 B.R. 63, 82–83 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 

2002).  In determining the level of adequate assurance, however, “a bankruptcy court must focus 

upon the need of the utility for assurance, and . . . require that the debtor supply no more than 

that, since the debtor almost perforce has a conflicting need to conserve scarce financial 

resources.”  Va. Elec. & Power Co., 117 F.3d at 650 (internal quotations omitted) (citing In re 

Penn Jersey Corp., 72 B.R. 981, 985 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1987)). 

16. Here, the Utility Companies are adequately assured against any risk of 

nonpayment for future services.  The Adequate Assurance Deposit, the Debtors’ proposed debtor 

in possession financing, and the Debtors’ ongoing ability to meet obligations as they come due in 

the ordinary course, provides assurance of the Debtors’ payment of their future obligations.  
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Moreover, termination of the Utility Services could result in the Debtors’ inability to operate its 

business to the detriment of all stakeholders.  Cf. In re Monroe Well Serv., Inc., 83 B.R. 317, 

321–22 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1988) (noting that without utility service the debtors “would have to 

cease operations” and that section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code “was intended to limit the 

leverage held by utility companies, not increase it”). 

17. Courts are permitted to fashion reasonable procedures, such as the 

Adequate Assurance Procedures proposed herein, to implement the protections afforded under 

section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code.  See, e.g., In re Circuit City Stores Inc., No. 08-35653, 2009 

WL 484553, at *5 (Bankr. E.D. Va. Jan. 14, 2009) (stating that “[t]he plain language of §366 of 

the Bankruptcy Code allows the court to adopt the Procedures set forth in the Utility Order”).  

Such procedures are important because, without them, the Debtors “could be forced to address 

numerous requests by utility companies in an unorganized manner at a critical period in their 

efforts to reorganize.”  Id.  Here, notwithstanding a determination that the Debtors’ Proposed 

Adequate Assurance constitutes sufficient adequate assurance, any rights the Utility Companies 

believe they have under sections 366(b) and (c)(2) of the Bankruptcy Code are wholly preserved 

under the Adequate Assurance Procedures.  See id. at *5–6.  The Utility Companies still may 

choose, in accordance with the Adequate Assurance Procedures, to request modification of the 

Proposed Adequate Assurance.  See id. at *6.  The Adequate Assurance Procedures, however, 

avoid a haphazard and chaotic process whereby each Utility Company could make an 

extortionate, last-minute demand for adequate assurance that would force the Debtors to pay 

under the threat of losing critical Utility Services.  See id. at *5. 
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18. Because the Adequate Assurance Procedures are reasonable and in accord 

with the purposes of section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code, the Court should grant the relief 

requested herein.  Indeed, similar procedures have been approved by courts in this district.  See, 

e.g., In re Fuse, LLC, 19-10872 (KG) (Bankr. D. Del. June 5, 2019); In re J & M Sales Inc., 18-

11801 (JTD) (Bankr. D. Del. Sept. 20, 2018); In re Tintri, Inc., Case No. 18-11625 (KJC) 

(Bankr. D. Del. July 11, 2018); In re the Walking Company Holdings, Inc. Case No. 18-10474 

(LSS) (Bankr. D. Del. Apr. 4, 2018); In re Central Grocers, Inc., Case No. 17-10993 (LSS) 

(Bankr. D. Del. May 4, 2017) (approving adequate assurance deposit equal to one half of 

debtor’s monthly utility expenses); In re APP Winddown, LLC, et al. (f/k/a/ American Apparel, 

LLC, et al.) Case No. 16-12551 (BLS) (Bankr. Dist. Del. Nov. 15, 2016) (same); In re Garden 

Fresh Restaurant Intermediate Holding, LLC, Case No. 16-12174 (CSS) (Bankr. Dist. Del. Oct. 

3, 2016) (same); In re Deb Stores Holding LLC, Case No. 14-12676 (KG) (Bankr. D. Del. Dec. 

4, 2014) (same); In re Sorenson Commc’ns, Inc., No. 14-10454 (BLS) (Bankr. D. Del. Mar. 26, 

2014) (same); In re Dolan Co., No. 14-10614 (BLS) (Bankr. D. Del. Mar. 25, 2014) (same). 

19. Further, the Court possesses the power, under section 105(a) of the 

Bankruptcy Code, to “issue any order, process, or judgment that is necessary or appropriate to 

carry out the provisions of this title.”  11 U.S.C. § 105(a).  The Adequate Assurance Procedures 

and the Proposed Adequate Assurance are necessary and appropriate to carry out the provisions 

on the Bankruptcy Code, particularly section 366 thereof.  Accordingly, the Court should 

exercise its powers under sections 366 and 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code and approve both the 

Adequate Assurance Procedures and the Proposed Adequate Assurance. 
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 Waiver of Bankruptcy Rules 6003 and 6004 

20. Pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 6003(b), “a motion to pay all or part of a 

claim that arose before the filing of the petition” shall not be granted by the Court within 21 days 

of the Petition Date “[e]xcept to the extent that relief is necessary to avoid immediate and 

irreparable harm . . . .”  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 6003(b).  For the reasons described more fully above, 

and as supported by the First Day Declaration, and to the extent that the relief requested herein 

implicates Bankruptcy Rule 6003(b), the Debtors submit that the requirements of Bankruptcy 

Rule 6003 have been met and that the relief requested in this Motion is necessary to avoid 

immediate and irreparable harm. 

21. Finally, to implement the foregoing successfully, the Debtors seek a 

waiver of the notice requirements under Bankruptcy Rule 6004(a) and the fourteen-day stay of 

an order authorizing the use, sale, or lease of property under Bankruptcy Rule 6004(h), to the 

extent these rules are applicable. 

 Reservation of Rights 

22. Nothing contained herein is intended or should be construed as an 

admission as to the validity of any claim against the Debtors, a waiver of the Debtors’ rights to 

dispute any claim, or an approval or assumption of any agreement, contract, or lease under 

section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code.  The Debtors expressly reserve their right to contest any 

claim related to the relief sought herein.  Likewise, if the Court grants the relief sought herein, 

any payment made pursuant to an order of the Court is not intended to be nor should it be 

Case 19-11739    Doc 7    Filed 08/05/19    Page 11 of 13



12 
DOCS_SF:101462.4 39566/001 

construed as an admission as to the validity of any claim or a waiver of the Debtors’ rights to 

subsequently dispute such claim. 

Notice 

23. Notice of this Motion shall be given to the following parties or, in lieu 

thereof, to their counsel, if known: (a) the Office of the United States Trustee; (b) counsel for 

Debtors’ pre-petition and postpetition lenders; (c) the Debtors’ thirty largest unsecured creditors 

on a consolidated basis; and (d) the Utility Companies.  As the Motion is seeking “first day” 

relief, within two business days after the hearing on the Motion, the Debtors will serve copies of 

the Motion and any order entered respecting the Motion as required by Del. Bankr. LR 9013-

1(m).  The Debtors submit that, in light of the nature of the relief requested, no other or further 

notice need be given. 

 No Prior Request 

24. No prior request for the relief sought in this Motion has been made to this 

or any other court. 
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WHEREFORE, the Debtors respectfully request entry of interim and final orders, 

substantially in the forms attached hereto as Exhibit A and Exhibit B, respectively, (a) granting 

the relief requested herein, and (b) granting such other relief as is just and proper. 

Dated: August 5, 2019 PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP 
 
 
/s/ Peter J. Keane 
Jeffrey N. Pomerantz (CA Bar No. 143717) 
Debra I. Grassgreen (CA Bar No. 169978) 
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503) 
919 N. Market Street, 17th Floor 

 P.O. Box 8705 
Wilmington, DE 19899 (Courier 19801) 
Telephone: (302) 652-4100 
Facsimile:  (302) 652-4400 
E-mail: jpomerantz@pszjlaw.com 

dgrassgreen@pszjlaw.com 
pkeane@pszjlaw.com 
 

Proposed Attorneys for Debtors and Debtors in 
Possession 
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EXHIBIT A 

Proposed Interim Order
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

In re: 
 
iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, et al.,1 
 

Debtors. 

 
Chapter 11 
 
Case No. 19-11739 (___) 
 
(Joint Administration Requested) 

INTERIM ORDER (A) APPROVING THE DEBTORS’ 
PROPOSED ADEQUATE ASSURANCE OF PAYMENT FOR 

FUTURE UTILITY SERVICES, (B) PROHIBITING UTILITY COMPANIES 
FROM ALTERING, REFUSING, OR DISCONTINUING SERVICES, 

(C) APPROVING THE DEBTORS’ PROPOSED PROCEDURES FOR RESOLVING 
ADEQUATE ASSURANCE REQUESTS, AND (D) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF 

Upon the motion (the “Motion”)2 of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in 

possession (collectively, the “Debtors”) for entry of an interim order (this “Interim Order”), 

(a) approving the Debtors’ Proposed Adequate Assurance of payment for future utility services, 

(b) prohibiting Utility Companies from altering, refusing, or discontinuing services, 

(c) approving the Debtors’ proposed procedures for resolving Adequate Assurance Requests, 

(d) granting related relief, and (e) scheduling a final hearing to consider approval of the Motion 

on a final basis; all as more fully set forth in the Motion; and upon the First Day Declaration; and 

this Court having jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334 and the 

Amended Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of 

Delaware, dated February 29, 2012; and this Court having found that this is a core proceeding 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2); and this Court having found that venue of this proceeding and 

                                                 
1  The Debtors in these chapter 11 cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification 
number, as applicable, are: iPic Entertainment Inc. (9582); iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC (4684); iPic Gold 
Class Holdings LLC (6315); iPic Media LLC (0150); iPic Texas, LLC (N/A); and Delray Beach Holdings, LLC 
(1035).  The Debtors’ principal place of business is 433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca Raton, FL 33432. 
2   Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion. 
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the Motion in this district is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409; and this Court 

having found that the relief requested in the Motion is in the best interests of the Debtors’ estates, 

their creditors, and other parties in interest; and this Court having found that the Debtors’ notice 

of the Motion and opportunity for a hearing on the Motion were appropriate under the 

circumstances and no other notice need be provided; and this Court having reviewed the Motion 

and having heard the statements in support of the relief requested therein at a hearing before this 

Court (the “Hearing”); and this Court having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth 

in the Motion and at the Hearing establish just cause for the relief granted herein; and upon all of 

the proceedings had before this Court; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause appearing 

therefor, it is HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. Subject to the Adequate Assurance Procedures, the Motion is granted on 

an interim basis as set forth herein. 

2. The final hearing (the “Final Hearing”) on the Motion shall be held on 

_________, 2019, at__:__ _.m., prevailing Eastern Time.  Any objections or responses to entry 

of a final order on the Motion shall be filed on or before 4:00 p.m., prevailing Eastern Time, on 

_________, 2019, and shall be served on  (i) the Debtors, iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, 

433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca Raton, FL 33432-3945, Attn: Hamid Hashemi and Paul Safran, 

Esq.; (ii) proposed counsel for the Debtors, Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP, 919 N. Market 

Street, 17th Floor, Wilmington, DE 19899, Attn:  Peter J. Keane, Esq. (pkeane@pszjlaw.com) 

and Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP, 10100 Santa Monica Blvd., 13th Floor, Los Angeles, 

CA 90067, Attn: Jeffrey N. Pomerantz, Esq. (jpomerantz@pszjlaw.com); (iii) counsel to the 
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committee of unsecured creditors (if any); (iv) counsel for the Debtors’ prepetition and 

postpetition secured lenders, Burr & Forman LLP, 420 North 20th Street, Suite 3400, 

Birmingham, Alabama 35203, Attn:  Derek F. Meek, Esq.; and (v) the Office of The United 

States Trustee, 844 King Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35, Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (Attn: 

Benjamin A. Hackman, Esq. (benjamin.a.hackman@usdoj.gov). 

3.  In the event no objections to entry of a final order on the Motion are 

timely received, this Court may enter such final order without need for the Final Hearing. 

4. The Debtors shall serve a copy of the Motion and this Interim Order on 

each Utility Company listed on the Utility Services List no later than two business days after the 

date this Interim Order is entered. 

5. No later than fourteen days after the date this Interim Order is entered, the 

Debtors shall cause the Adequate Assurance Deposit to be deposited into a segregated account 

and held during the pendency of these chapter 11 cases. 

6. The Adequate Assurance Deposit, together with the Debtors’ ability to pay 

for future utility services in the ordinary course of business subject to the Adequate Assurance 

Procedures, shall constitute adequate assurance of future payment as required by section 366 of 

the Bankruptcy Code. 

7. Until such time as the Court enters a final order on the Motion, all Utility 

Companies are prohibited from altering, refusing, or discontinuing services on account of any 

unpaid prepetition charges, the commencement of these chapter 11 cases, or any perceived 

inadequacy of the Proposed Adequate Assurance. 

Case 19-11739    Doc 7-1    Filed 08/05/19    Page 4 of 8



4 
DOCS_SF:101462.4 39566/001 

8. The following Adequate Assurance Procedures are hereby approved on an 

interim basis: 

a. Any Utility Company that objects to the Debtors’ Proposed Adequate 
Assurance must serve an Adequate Assurance Request on:  (i) the Debtors, 
iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, 433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca 
Raton, FL 33432-3945, Attn: Hamid Hashemi and Paul Safran, Esq.; (ii) 
proposed counsel for the Debtors, Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP, 
919 N. Market Street, 17th Floor, Wilmington, DE 19899, Attn:  Peter J. 
Keane, Esq. (pkeane@pszjlaw.com) and Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones 
LLP, 10100 Santa Monica Blvd., 13th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90067, 
Attn: Jeffrey N. Pomerantz, Esq. (jpomerantz@pszjlaw.com); (iii) counsel 
to committee of unsecured creditors (if any); (iv) counsel for the Debtors’ 
prepetition and postpetition secured lenders, Burr & Forman LLP, 420 
North 20th Street, Suite 3400, Birmingham, Alabama 35203, Attn:  Derek 
F. Meek, Esq.; and (v) the Office of The United States Trustee, 844 King 
Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35, Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (Attn: 
Benjamin A. Hackman, Esq. (benjamin.a.hackman@usdoj.gov) 
(collectively, the “Notice Parties”). 

b. Any Adequate Assurance Request must:  (i) be made in writing; 
(ii) identify the location for which Utility Services are provided; 
(iii) include a summary of the Debtors’ payment history relevant to the 
affected account(s), including any security deposits; and (iv) explain why 
the Utility Company believes the Proposed Adequate Assurance is not 
sufficient adequate assurance of future payment. 

c. The Debtors are authorized to resolve, in their sole discretion, any 
Adequate Assurance Request by mutual agreement with a Utility 
Company and without further order of the Court and, in connection with 
any such agreement, in their sole discretion, provide a Utility Company 
with alternative adequate assurance of payment, including cash deposits, 
payments of prepetition balances, prepayments, or other forms of security, 
without further order of the Court, if the Debtors believe such alternative 
assurance is reasonable. 

d. If the Debtors are unable to consensually resolve an Adequate Assurance 
Request by mutual agreement within 14 days of receipt of the Adequate 
Assurance Request, the Debtors will seek a hearing with the Court (the 
“Determination Hearing”) to determine the appropriate amount of 
adequate assurance required with respect to such Adequate Assurance 
Request. Pending resolution of such Adequate Assurance Request at the 
Determination Hearing, the Utility Company shall be prohibited from 
altering, refusing, or discontinuing services to the Debtors on account of 
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unpaid charges for prepetition services or on account of any objections to 
the Proposed Adequate Assurance. 

e. The Utility Companies are prohibited from requiring additional adequate 
assurance of payment other than pursuant to the Adequate Assurance 
Procedures. 

f. All Utility Companies who do not file an objection or serve an Adequate 
Assurance Request shall be:  (a) deemed to have received adequate 
assurance of payment “satisfactory” to such Utility Company in 
compliance with section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code; and (b) forbidden to 
discontinue, alter, or refuse services to, or discriminate against, the 
Debtors on account of any unpaid prepetition charges, or require 
additional assurance of payment other than the Proposed Adequate 
Assurance. 

g. The Debtors may add or remove any Utility Company from the Utility 
Services List, and the Debtors shall add to or subtract from the Adequate 
Assurance Deposit an amount equal to one half of the Debtors’ average 
monthly cost for each subsequently-added or removed Utility Company as 
soon as practicable.  For Utility Companies that are added to the Utility 
Services List, the Debtors will cause a copy of the order granting this 
Motion, including the Adequate Assurance Procedures, to be served on 
such subsequently added Utility Company.  Any Utility Company 
subsequently added to the Utility Services List shall be bound by the 
Adequate Assurance Procedures. 

9. The relief granted herein is for all Utility Companies providing Utility 

Services to the Debtors and is not limited to those parties or entities listed on the Utility Services 

List. 

10. The Debtors’ service of the Motion upon the Utility Services List shall not 

constitute an admission or concession that each such entity is a “utility” within the meaning of 

section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code, and the Debtors reserve all rights and defenses with respect 

thereto. 

11. The banks and financial institutions on which checks were drawn or 

electronic payment requests made in payment of the prepetition obligations approved herein are 
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authorized to receive, process, honor, and pay all such checks and electronic payment requests 

when presented for payment, and all such banks and financial institutions are authorized to rely 

on the Debtors’ designation of any particular check or electronic payment request as approved by 

this Interim Order. 

12. Notwithstanding the relief granted herein and any actions taken hereunder, 

nothing contained in the Motion or this Interim Order or any payment made pursuant to this 

Interim Order shall constitute, nor is it intended to constitute, an admission as to the validity or 

priority of any claim or lien against the Debtors, a waiver of the Debtors’ rights to subsequently 

dispute such claim or lien, or the assumption or adoption of any agreement, contract, or lease 

under section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code. 

13. The Debtors are authorized to issue postpetition checks, or to effect 

postpetition fund transfer requests, in replacement of any checks or fund transfer requests that 

are dishonored as a consequence of these chapter 11 cases with respect to prepetition amounts 

owed in connection with any Utility Services. 

14. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained herein, any payment 

made or to be made under this Order, any authorization contained in this Order, or any claim for 

which payment is authorized hereunder, shall be subject to any orders of this Court approving 

any debtor in possession financing for, or any use of cash collateral by, the Debtors, and any 

documents providing for such debtor in possession financing and any budget governing such 

debtor in possession financing and use of cash collateral. 
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15. The contents of the Motion satisfy the requirements of Bankruptcy Rule 

6003(b). 

16. Notice of the Motion satisfies the requirements of Bankruptcy Rule 

6004(a). 

17. Notwithstanding Bankruptcy Rule 6004(h), the terms and conditions of 

this Interim Order are immediately effective and enforceable upon its entry. 

18. The Debtors are authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate the 

relief granted in this Interim Order in accordance with the Motion. 

19. The Court retains exclusive jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising 

from or related to the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Interim Order.   

Dated:  _______________, 2019 

 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE
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EXHIBIT B 

 
Proposed Final Order 
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

In re: 
 
iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, et al.,1 
 

Debtors. 

 
Chapter 11 
 
Case No. 19-11739 (___) 
 
(Joint Administration Requested) 

FINAL ORDER (A) APPROVING THE DEBTORS’ PROPOSED  
ADEQUATE ASSURANCE OF PAYMENT FOR FUTURE UTILITY  

SERVICES,(B) PROHIBITING UTILITY COMPANIES FROM ALTERING, 
REFUSING, OR DISCONTINUING SERVICES, (C) APPROVING THE  

DEBTORS’ PROPOSED PROCEDURES FOR RESOLVING ADEQUATE  
ASSURANCE REQUESTS, AND (D) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF 

Upon the motion (the “Motion”)2 of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in 

possession (collectively, the “Debtors”) for entry of a final order (this “Final Order”),  

(a) approving the Debtors’ Proposed Adequate Assurance of payment for future utility services, 

(b) prohibiting Utility Companies from altering, refusing, or discontinuing services, 

(c) approving the Debtors’ proposed procedures for resolving Adequate Assurance Requests, and 

(d) granting related relief; all as more fully set forth in the Motion; and upon the First Day 

Declaration; and this Court having jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157 and 

1334 and the Amended Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the 

District of Delaware, dated February 29, 2012; and this Court having found that this is a core 

proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2), and that this Court may enter a final order 

consistent with Article III of the United States Constitution; and this Court having found that 

                                                 
1  The Debtors in these chapter 11 cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification 
number, as applicable, are: iPic Entertainment Inc. (9582); iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC (4684); iPic Gold 
Class Holdings LLC (6315); iPic Media LLC (0150); iPic Texas, LLC (N/A); and Delray Beach Holdings, LLC 
(1035).  The Debtors’ principal place of business is 433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca Raton, FL 33432. 
2   Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion. 
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venue of this proceeding and the Motion in this district is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 

and 1409; and this Court may enter a final order consistent with Article III of the United States 

Constitution; and this Court having found that the relief requested in the Motion is in the best 

interests of the Debtors’ estates, their creditors, and other parties in interest; and this Court 

having found that the Debtors’ notice of the Motion and opportunity for a hearing on the Motion 

were appropriate and no other notice need be provided; and this Court having reviewed the 

Motion and having heard the statements in support of the relief requested therein at hearings 

before this Court (the “Hearings”); and this Court having determined that the legal and factual 

bases set forth in the Motion and at the Hearings establish just cause for the relief granted herein; 

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

cause appearing therefor, it is HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. Subject to the Adequate Assurance Procedures, the Motion is granted on a 

final basis as set forth herein. 

2. The Debtors shall cause a copy of the Motion and this Final Order to be 

served on each Utility Company listed on the Utility Services List no later than two business 

days after the date this Final Order is entered. 

3. The Debtors are authorized to cause the Adequate Assurance Deposit to be 

held in a segregated account during the pendency of these chapter 11 cases. 

4. The Adequate Assurance Deposit, together with the Debtors’ ability to pay 

for future utility services in the ordinary course of business subject to the Adequate Assurance 

Case 19-11739    Doc 7-2    Filed 08/05/19    Page 3 of 7



 

3 
DOCS_SF:101462.4 39566/001 

Procedures, shall constitute adequate assurance of future payment as required by section 366 of 

the Bankruptcy Code. 

5. All Utility Companies are prohibited from altering, refusing, or 

discontinuing services on account of any unpaid prepetition charges, the commencement of these 

chapter 11 cases, or any perceived inadequacy of the Proposed Adequate Assurance. 

6. The following adequate assurance procedures (the “Adequate Assurance 

Procedures”) are hereby approved: 

a. Any Utility Company that objects to the Debtors’ Proposed Adequate 
Assurance must serve an Adequate Assurance Request on:  (i) the Debtors, 
iPic-Gold Class Entertainment, LLC, 433 Plaza Real, Suite 335, Boca 
Raton, FL 33432-3945, Attn: Hamid Hashemi and Paul Safran, Esq.; (ii) 
proposed counsel for the Debtors, Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP, 
919 N. Market Street, 17th Floor, Wilmington, DE 19899, Attn:  Peter J. 
Keane, Esq. (pkeane@pszjlaw.com) and Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones 
LLP, 10100 Santa Monica Blvd., 13th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90067, 
Attn: Jeffrey N. Pomerantz, Esq. (jpomerantz@pszjlaw.com); (iii) counsel 
to committee of unsecured creditors (if any); (iv) counsel for the Debtors’ 
prepetition and postpetition secured lenders, Burr & Forman LLP, 420 
North 20th Street, Suite 3400, Birmingham, Alabama 35203, Attn:  Derek 
F. Meek, Esq.; and (v) the Office of The United States Trustee, 844 King 
Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35, Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (Attn: 
Benjamin A. Hackman, Esq. (benjamin.a.hackman@usdoj.gov) 
(collectively, the “Notice Parties”). 

b. Any Adequate Assurance Request must:  (i) be made in writing; 
(ii) identify the location for which Utility Services are provided; 
(iii) include a summary of the Debtors’ payment history relevant to the 
affected account(s), including any security deposits; and (iv) explain why 
the Utility Company believes the Proposed Adequate Assurance is not 
sufficient adequate assurance of future payment. 

c. The Debtors are authorized to resolve, in their sole discretion, any 
Adequate Assurance Request by mutual agreement with a Utility 
Company and without further order of the Court and, in connection with 
any such agreement, in their sole discretion, provide a Utility Company 
with alternative adequate assurance of payment, including cash deposits, 
payments of prepetition balances, prepayments, or other forms of security, 

Case 19-11739    Doc 7-2    Filed 08/05/19    Page 4 of 7



 

4 
DOCS_SF:101462.4 39566/001 

without further order of the Court, if the Debtors believe such alternative 
assurance is reasonable. 

d. If the Debtors are unable to consensually resolve an Adequate Assurance 
Request by mutual agreement within 14 days of receipt of the Adequate 
Assurance Request, the Debtors will seek a hearing with the Court (the 
“Determination Hearing”) to determine the appropriate amount of 
adequate assurance required with respect to such Adequate Assurance 
Request. Pending resolution of such Adequate Assurance Request at the 
Determination Hearing, the Utility Company shall be prohibited from 
altering, refusing, or discontinuing services to the Debtors on account of 
unpaid charges for prepetition services or on account of any objections to 
the Proposed Adequate Assurance. 

e. The Utility Companies are prohibited from requiring additional adequate 
assurance of payment other than pursuant to the Adequate Assurance 
Procedures. 

f. All Utility Companies who do not file an objection or serve an Adequate 
Assurance Request shall be:  (a) deemed to have received adequate 
assurance of payment “satisfactory” to such Utility Company in 
compliance with section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code; and (b) forbidden to 
discontinue, alter, or refuse services to, or discriminate against, the 
Debtors on account of any unpaid prepetition charges, or require 
additional assurance of payment other than the Proposed Adequate 
Assurance. 

g. The Debtors may add or remove any Utility Company from the Utility 
Services List, and the Debtors shall add to or subtract from the Adequate 
Assurance Deposit an amount equal to one half of the Debtors’ average 
monthly cost for each subsequently-added or removed Utility Company as 
soon as practicable.  For Utility Companies that are added to the Utility 
Services List, the Debtors will cause a copy of the order granting this 
Motion, including the Adequate Assurance Procedures, to be served on 
such subsequently added Utility Company.  Any Utility Company 
subsequently added to the Utility Services List shall be bound by the 
Adequate Assurance Procedures. 

7. The relief granted herein is for all Utility Companies providing Utility 

Services to the Debtors and is not limited to those parties or entities listed on the Utility Services 

List. 
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8. The Debtors’ service of the Motion upon the Utility Services List shall not 

constitute an admission or concession that each such entity is a “utility” within the meaning of 

section 366 of the Bankruptcy Code, and the Debtors reserve all rights and defenses with respect 

thereto. 

9. The banks and financial institutions on which checks were drawn or 

electronic payment requests made in payment of the prepetition obligations approved herein are 

authorized to receive, process, honor, and pay all such checks and electronic payment requests 

when presented for payment, and all such banks and financial institutions are authorized to rely 

on the Debtors’ designation of any particular check or electronic payment request as approved by 

this Final Order. 

10. Notwithstanding the relief granted herein and any actions taken hereunder, 

nothing contained in the Motion or this Final Order or any payment made pursuant to this Final 

Order shall constitute, nor is it intended to constitute, an admission as to the validity or priority 

of any claim or lien against the Debtors, a waiver of the Debtors’ rights to subsequently dispute 

such claim or lien, or the assumption or adoption of any agreement, contract, or lease under 

section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code. 

11. The Debtors are authorized to issue postpetition checks, or to effect 

postpetition fund transfer requests, in replacement of any checks or fund transfer requests that 

are dishonored as a consequence of these chapter 11 cases with respect to prepetition amounts 

owed in connection with any Utility Services.  
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12. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained herein, any payment 

made or to be made under this Order, any authorization contained in this Order, or any claim for 

which payment is authorized hereunder, shall be subject to any orders of this Court approving 

any debtor in possession financing for, or any use of cash collateral by, the Debtors, and any 

documents providing for such debtor in possession financing and any budget governing such 

debtor in possession financing and use of cash collateral. 

13. Notice of the Motion satisfies the requirements of Bankruptcy Rule 

6004(a). 

14. Notwithstanding Bankruptcy Rule 6004(h), the terms and conditions of 

this Final Order are immediately effective and enforceable upon its entry. 

15. The Debtors are authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate the 

relief granted in this Final Order in accordance with the Motion. 

16. The Court retains exclusive jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising 

from or related to the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Final Order. 

 

Dated:  _______________, 2019 

 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE 
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Exhibit C 

Utility Services List
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Utility Provider Services Provided Acct# 
Average Monthly 
Amount 

Airespring Phone 1330609 L/D $3,299.00  

APS/Scottsdale Electric 2299620000 $9,745.00  

AT&T - 105262 Phone 

305 957-5011 319 
00448 
561 367-8173 001 
0459 

$714.00  

AT&T - 105414  Phone/ Data 512 339 0038 456 6  $664.00  

AT&T - 5019 Phone/ Data 

8003-115-1295  
831-000-7267-772 
831-000-8121 800 
831-000-8019 133 

$29,332.00  

AT&T - 5080  Phone/ Data 
847 836 8177 3674  
630 783 1346 783 7 

$1,624.00  

AT&T 105251-30348  Internet 289921067 $92.00  

AT&T 5025  Phone 626 356 3145 919 3 $1,638.00  

AT&T Mobile 6463 Phone/ Data  $1,520.00  

AT&T Mobile 536216 Phone/ Data  $312.00  

AT&T UVERSE  Data/ Internet 
124365856 
139719624 

$180.00  

AWS Inc. Amazon Wed Services Inc. Web Service  $11,200.00  

Central Texas Refuse Waste Management  $9,652.00  

CenturyLink 52187 Phone/ Data  $53,618.00  

CenturyLink 91155 Phone/ Data  $410.00  

CIT Technology (AVAYA) 
Phone System 
Lease 

2000341595 $362.00  

City of Austin Electric/ Water 
64392 70000 
34392 70000 

$10,506.00  

City of Boca Raton  Water 161567-108256 $1,684.00  

City of Delray Beach  Water 872405-319320 $353.00  

City of N Miami Water 04-26-00442-7 $3,318.00  

City of Pasadena Electric 441871-1 $11,316.00  

City of Scottsdale Water 
2011675101 
2011669001 

$1,596.00  

City Waste LP dba Coastal 
Compaction 

Waste Management  $616.00  

Comcast Data/ Phone  $552.00  
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Utility Provider Services Provided Acct# 
Average Monthly 
Amount 

Comcast 3001 Data/ Phone  $420.00  

Comcast 660618 Data/ Phone  $392.00  

Con Edison  Electric 49-4024709400009 $45,822.00  

CoServ Fairview Gas 
CUST #2000191202 
/ ACCT 
#0000410345 

$1,608.00  

Dezer Intracoastal  Waste Management  $3,658.00  

Direct Energy Electric 
1406315 
1406316 

$13,656.00  

DIRECT TV TV 68016784 $7,402.00  

Federal Realty Water LIPITH//002 $6,766.00  

Florida Public Utilities Gas 
0368647-4 
0474340-7 

$9,174.00  

FPL  Electric 

94144-18567 
89479-25577 
15478-64189 
65440-90217 
63626-64374 
39000-64373 

$32,418.00  

Frontier  Phone/ Data 

425-497-9451-
120210-5  
310-446-7978-
031414-5 

$828.00  

G&I VII Redmond Water  $866.00  

Gexa Energy  Electric 
2505035-3 
2511388-3 

$14,440.00  

Grande Communications Phone 
123575 (Data)  
8401-0803664-01 

$2,700.00  

Keter Environmental Services, Inc. Waste Management  $9,914.00  

Los Angeles Dept. Water & Power Water/ Electric 8879251000 $25,622.00  

Mitel Connect Cloud 13995 $3,704.00  

Nicor Gas Gas 
88-18-23-8903 6 
68-97-52-3233 8 

$4,468.00  

Pepco  Electric 5501 5658 085 $21,458.00  

Pesco Gas 501832 $809.00  

PSE&G  Electric/ Gas 
7275601907 
4242352700 

$20,998.00  

Puget Sound Energy Electric 
200015498187 
220009907506 

$9,690.00  
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Utility Provider Services Provided Acct# 
Average Monthly 
Amount 

Ring2/Loopup Conference Calling A0A001073323-3 $263.00  

River Oaks District LP Gas/ Electric  $2,588.00  

SDQ Fee, LLC Waste Management  $1,102.00  

SoCalGas  Gas 
117 083 4102 6 
177 001 8189 8 

$3,812.00  

SOF-IX PB Owner, LP Water  $1,490.00  

Southern California Edison Electric 
2-41-294-1833 
3048959838,45 

$640.00  

Southwest Gas Corporation Gas 421-7686950-002 $1,942.00  

TDC Fort Lee LLC Water  $778.00  

TECO Gas 211008925375 $639.00  

Texas Gas Service Gas 
912325748 
23554444 82 

$1,116.00  

Time Warner Cable (Spectrum) Data 8260161581825100 $360.00  

Town of Fairview Water 
34-0410-00 
34-0400-01 

$800.00  

Verizon Phone/ Data 

000954711180 83Y 
654-645-101-0001-
99 
454-642-295-0001-
78 
212 433 5503 143 
21 3 
2019445367589 

$2,144.00  

VFS Fire & Security Services Fire System  $46.00  

Village of S. Barrington Water 0003000140-00 $788.00  

Washington Gas Gas 210001922678 $5,850.00  

Waste Management of S. Barrington Waste Management  $745.00  

Waste Management Carol Stream Waste Management  $736.00  

Waste Management New York Waste Management  $54.00  

WE Energies Electric/ Gas 5485-790-757 $6,180.00  

Wholesale Carrier Services Phone/ Data 132632 $6,394.00  

Windstream/PAETEC  Phone 4642015 $1,800.00  
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Utility Provider Services Provided Acct# 
Average Monthly 
Amount 

Winter Bros. Hauling of CT, LLC Waste Management  $626.00  

XO Communications Data 4000000364458 $676.00  
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