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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT  
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

 
 
In re: 
 
MULTI-COLOR CORPORATION, et al., 
 

Debtors.1 
 

 
Chapter 11 
 
Case No.: 26-10910 (MBK) 
 
Judge: Michael B. Kaplan 

     
 

REPLY OF THE CROSS-HOLDER AD HOC GROUP IN 
FURTHER SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO DISMISS OR, IN 

THE ALTERNATIVE, TRANSFER THE CHAPTER 11 CASES 

The Cross-Holder Ad Hoc Group (“Movant” or “Group”), respectfully submits this Reply 

 
1 The last four digits of Debtor Multi-Color Corporation’s tax identification number are 5853.  A complete list of each 
of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’ proposed claims and noticing 
agent at https://veritaglobal.net/MCC.  The location of the Debtors’ service address for purposes of these chapter 11 
cases is: 3284 Northside Parkway NW, Suite 400, Atlanta, Georgia 30327. 
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in further support of its Motion to Dismiss or, in the Alternative, Transfer the Chapter 11 Cases 

[Docket No. 71] (the “Motion”), and in response to the Debtors’ Omnibus Objection to Motions 

Seeking Dismissal or Transfer Venue [Docket No. 302] (the “Objection”); CD&R’s Joinder and 

Objection to Motions of Cross-Holder Group and United States Trustee to Dismiss Case and 

Transfer Venue [Docket No. 295] (the “CD&R Objection”); and The Secured Ad Hoc Group’s 

Joinder to Debtors’ and CD&R’s Objections to Motions Seeking Dismissal or Transfer of Venue 

[Docket No. 314]. 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

1. Venue in these Chapter 11 cases is improper under 28 U.S.C. § 1408.  For that 

reason, this case should either be dismissed or transferred to an appropriate district.  A bankruptcy 

case may be commenced only in the district where the debtor maintained its domicile, principal 

place of business, or principal assets for the 180 days immediately preceding the filing—or for 

more of those days than in any other district.  Of the fifty-six Debtors in these cases, only one—

MCC-Norwood LLC (“Norwood”)—purports to establish venue in the District of New Jersey.  All 

other Debtors rely exclusively on Norwood’s venue allegations under § 1408(2).  But Norwood’s 

own sworn petition facially defeats any claim that venue is proper here, and Norwood cannot 

simply amend its petition three weeks after it filed for chapter 11 relief to “cure” this defect. 

2. Shortly before filing, the Debtors opened two bank accounts for purposes of certain 

first day relief, then submitted a petition that identified Norwood’s principal place of business as 

Atlanta, Georgia.  The filing left entirely blank the field for principal assets and thereby represented 

under penalty of perjury that Norwood’s principal assets were also located in Georgia.  Only after 

the U.S. Trustee, the Excluded First Lien Lenders, and the Group challenged venue at the first-day 

hearing did the Debtors claim before this Court that their “principal assets” were actually these 
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bank accounts and that these accounts were located in New Jersey.   

3. The Debtors’ belated claims of proper venue fail.  First, the sworn representations 

in Norwood’s original petition are judicial admissions that bind the Debtors in this case.  These 

admissions cannot be erased by claiming inadvertence, particularly where the Debtors deliberately 

sought, albeit unsuccessfully, to engineer a venue hook by opening bank accounts a matter of days 

before filing.  Second, even if these bank accounts are located in New Jersey, the accounts were 

only funded on January 13, 2026—a mere 16 days before the bankruptcy filing.  Under the 180-

day lookback period of § 1408(1), these accounts cannot establish venue because Norwood held 

substantial assets outside of New Jersey for far longer during that period.  

4. Throughout the relevant period, Norwood owned assets with no connection to New 

Jersey:  five U.S. patents and seven foreign reciprocal patents that the Debtors pledged as collateral 

for their prepetition funded indebtedness; intercompany receivables exceeding ; 

potential causes of action; and contract rights, including coverage under insurance policies and 

rights under debt documents.  Each of these assets was held by Norwood for longer than the period 

that the bank accounts existed before the bankruptcy filing; none of these assets are located in New 

Jersey, and any one of these many assets constitutes a principal asset that existed for a greater 

portion of the 180-day period preceding the petition date than the newly funded bank accounts. 

5. CD&R’s arguments, and the arguments raised in a footnote in the Debtors’ brief, 

regarding waiver are a red herring.  The Group has timely, repeatedly and vigorously objected to 

the venue of these Chapter 11 cases at every turn.  The Group expressly reserved venue in the 

adversary complaint filed, and the commitment letter cited in the Objection was never accepted by 

the Debtors, never became effective and therefore cannot constitute a binding waiver of any rights.  

As the Debtors acknowledge, not all Group members were even party to the commitment letter, 
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nor were the other movants.  Thus, the parties in interest have not consented to venue in this court 

(or anywhere other than a proper venue). 

6. The Debtors’ position that a couple of nominally-funded, fully online bank 

accounts opened by Norwood in the days preceding a chapter 11 bankruptcy filing count as 

“assets,” while longstanding assets—including over a  dollars in receivables listed 

as “Long Term Assets” on Norwood’s balance sheet, intellectual property rights used in the 

Debtors’ business, insurance rights and other contract rights—somehow do not is neither credible 

nor supported by the facts or law. 

7. The Debtors’ cynical manipulation of venue represents precisely the conduct that 

courts have repeatedly condemned.  The Debtors have no nexus to New Jersey, let alone the 

Trenton vicinage.  The Court should dismiss these Chapter 11 cases or, in the alternative, transfer 

them to a district with proper venue. 

ARGUMENT 

I. The Original Petition was Unambiguous and Cannot be Cured by Amendment.  

8. The Debtors attempt to dismiss the venue deficiencies in Norwood’s petition (the 

“Petition”) as an immaterial omission that can simply be resolved by the filing of an amended 

petition.  The Petition was not merely deficient—it affirmatively represented, under penalty of 

perjury, facts that contradict the Debtors’ current venue theory.  Once venue has been objected to 

as it has been here, the Debtors cannot simply amend the original petition in an attempt (and a 

futile one at that) to cure the deficiency.  See In re EDP Med. Computer Sys., Inc., 178 B.R. 57, 

63 (M.D. Pa. 1995) (bankruptcy courts faced with improperly venued proceedings must either 

dismiss or transfer the case—they cannot retain it). 
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A. The Original Petition Contains Affirmative Representations, Not Mere 
Omissions. 

 
9. The Debtors suggest that Norwood’s original Petition contained only a “blank” that 

has since been remedied.  Obj. at ¶ 2.  This characterization ignores the sworn statements actually 

contained in the petition.  Norwood’s petition unequivocally stated that Norwood was formed in 

Ohio, that its principal place of business is in Atlanta, Georgia, and—critically—it left entirely 

blank the field asking for the “[l]ocation of principal assets, if different from the principal place of 

business.”  By leaving this field blank, Norwood affirmatively represented under penalty of perjury 

that the location of its principal assets was not different from its principal place of business—that 

those principals assets, indeed, were located in Georgia. 

10. The Debtors’ petition clearly stated the opposite of what they now contend.  Obj. 

at ¶ 2.  It was only after the U.S. Trustee, the Excluded First Lien Lenders and the Movant 

questioned venue at the first-day hearing that the Debtors “pivoted to an unsworn statement by its 

counsel as the sole support for venue here.” Motion of the United States Trustee to (I) Dismiss 

Case of Debtor MCC-Norwood, LLC Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 1112(b) and (II) Transfer Venue or 

Dismiss Cases of All Debtors Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1406, 1408, and 1412 and Fed. R. Bankr. 

P. 1014(a), [Docket No. 266], ¶ 15.  This statement does not merely go beyond the facts of the 

Petition; it contradicts them. 

B. The Statements in the Original Petition Constitute Judicial Admissions. 

11. Under Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 1008, bankruptcy petitions “must be 

verified or must contain an unsworn declaration under 28 U.S.C. § 1746.”  Fed. R. Bankr. P. 1008.  

Such declarations made under penalty of perjury carry “like force and effect” as sworn testimony.  

28 U.S.C. § 1746; see also In re Mazzei, 2023 WL 6471079, at *1 n.1 (Bankr. W.D. Pa. Oct. 4, 

2023) (“[S]tatements in bankruptcy schedules are executed under penalty of perjury and when 
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offered against a debtor are eligible for treatment as judicial admissions.”) (citing Larson v. Groos 

Bank, N.A., 204 B.R. 500, 502 (W.D. Tex. 1996)); In re Kennedy, 566 B.R. 690, 703, 720 (Bankr. 

D.N.J. 2017) (signing bankruptcy petitions under penalty of perjury constitutes an oath). 

12. These sworn representations are judicial admissions that are binding on the 

Debtors.  The Third Circuit has held that “[j]udicial admissions are restricted in scope to matters 

of fact which otherwise would require evidentiary proof,” while “[a] legal conclusion . . . does not 

qualify [as] a judicial admission.”  In re Pittsburgh Sports Assocs. Holding Co., 239 B.R. 75, 81 

(Bankr. W.D. Pa. 1999) (citing Glick v. White Motor Co., 458 F.2d 1287, 1291 (3d Cir. 1972); 

Giannone v. United States Steel Corp., 238 F.2d 544, 547 (3d Cir. 1956)).  Norwood’s 

representation that its principal place of business was located in Atlanta, Georgia—and its 

representation that its principal assets were also located there—are factual assertions, not legal 

conclusions.  Such admissions are “binding upon the party making the admission for purposes of 

the case in which made.”  In re Pittsburgh Sports, 238 B.R. at 81.  The Debtors cannot escape 

these admissions by claiming inadvertence.  The Third Circuit applies judicial estoppel where 

“intentional self-contradiction is . . . used as a means of obtaining unfair advantage.”  Ryan 

Operations G.P. v. Santiam-Midwest Lumber Co., 81 F.3d 355, 362 (3d Cir. 1996) (quoting 

Scarano v. Central R. Co. of N.J., 203 F.2d 510, 513 (3d Cir. 1953)).  While the Ryan Operations 

court declined to infer bad faith “from the mere fact of nondisclosure,” id. at 364, that is not this 

case.  Here, the Debtors affirmatively represented under oath that Norwood’s principal place of 

business and principal assets were in Georgia, then pivoted to an entirely inconsistent position only 

after the U.S. Trustee, the Excluded First Lien Lenders and the Movant challenged venue.  This is 

not inadvertent nondisclosure—it is precisely the act of “playing ‘fast and loose with the courts’” 

that Ryan Operations sought to avoid.  Id. at 358 (quoting Scarano, 203 F.2d at 513).   
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13. The Debtors deliberately engineered a “venue hook” by opening bank accounts 

shortly before filing that they now allege are located in New Jersey, then filed a petition that failed 

to disclose any New Jersey assets, and only after being challenged claimed that their “principal 

assets” were in New Jersey all along.  The Debtors should not be permitted to engage in such 

“gamesmanship.” See Obj. at ¶ 2; see ECF Filing Receipt - Norwood Petition stating the file name 

for Norwood Petition is “01. VENUE HOOK - MCC - Voluntary Petition - MCC-Norwood, LLC 

[PFV_Fully Compiled].pdf” (bolding supplied). 

C. Once Venue is Challenged, a Petition Cannot Be Amended to Cure the Defect. 

14. The Debtors contend that Bankruptcy Rule 1009(a) permits them to amend the 

petition “at any time” to address their venue deficiency.  Obj. at ¶ 16.  While it is true that petitions 

are generally amendable, see FED. R. BANKR. P. 1009(a), the Debtors ignore the critical distinction 

between routine amendments and amendments designed to manufacture venue after a timely venue 

objection has been filed.  Upon the filing of such an objection, the court must address the venue 

defect through mandatory transfer or dismissal procedures rather than allowing cure through a 

petition amendment.  See FED. R. BANKR. P. 1014.  Thus, the Debtors cannot simply cure any 

deficiency in their petition absent the express authorization of the Court.  But even if the 

amendment is somehow permissible, it is still ineffective to establish venue based on the 

uncontroverted facts. 

II. The Debtors had Principal Assets Located Outside of This District for the Greater 
Portion of the 180 Days Preceding the Petition Date. 

15. The Debtors’ singular focus on the ConnectOne Bank accounts (the “Accounts”), 

assumes that these Accounts are located in New Jersey and, more importantly, ignores the 

considerable assets that Norwood held for the vast majority of the 180-day lookback period.  While 
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the Debtors argue a “context-specific” analysis for the location of a bank account,2 they then ignore 

that standard entirely by mechanically pointing to the address on account paperwork rather than 

examining the actual circumstances of the account’s creation and operation.  The Accounts were 

opened online, through an electronic transaction, which included emails with a Norwood 

representative located in Ohio, an Alix Partners employee in New York, and ConnectOne Bank 

representatives in both New Jersey and New York.3  The Debtors have not presented evidence that 

any Norwood representative involved in opening the account set foot in New Jersey or conducted 

business at the Sylvan Avenue Branch.4  The mere administrative designation of a branch location 

on account paperwork does not establish the Accounts were actually opened or sitused there for 

purposes of venue. 

16. Even accepting the Accounts as located in New Jersey, they were only opened on 

December 19, 2025, and funded on January 13, 2026—a mere 16 days before the Petition Date.  

See Obj. at ¶¶ 7–9.  Under 28 U.S.C. § 1408(1), venue is proper only where the debtor’s principal 

assets “have been located for the one hundred and eighty days immediately preceding such 

commencement, or for a longer portion of such one-hundred-and-eighty-day period than . . . 

principal assets . . . were located in any other district.”  (emphasis added).  Courts apply a 

straightforward calendar-day counting method to the 180-day lookback period.  See In re 

 
2 But see In re Healy, 1989 Bankr. LEXIS 2109, at *2 (Bankr. D. Md. Nov. 17, 1989) (holding for venue 

purposes bank accounts are located at the domicile of the owner, not the bank). 
3 See Declaration of Benjamin Rosenblum in Support of Reply of the Cross-Holder Ad Hoc Group in 

Further Support of its Motion to Dismiss or, in the Alternative, Transfer the Chapter 11 Cases (the “Rosenblum 
Decl.”) Ex. 1 (MCC_000227); Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 2 (Rough Draft Transcript of Feb. 23, 2026, Deposition of Eric 
Koza (“Koza Tr.”) 40:14-21; 60:2-8).   

4 Koza Tr. 59:13-22  
; 

Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 3 (Rough Draft Transcript of Feb. 23, 2026, Deposition of Garrett Gabel (“Gabel Tr.”) 60:15-
18  
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Industrial Pollution Control, Inc., 137 B.R. 176, 179 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1992) (finding venue proper 

in Pennsylvania where debtor had principal assets there for 67 days—longer than in any other 

single district during the 180-day period).   

17. Any assets that were held by Norwood for longer than 16 days during the period of 

August 2, 2026, to January 29, 2026—the 180 days preceding the Petition Date—are venue 

determinative.  As the Debtors concede, Norwood is an entity that was formed over a decade ago.  

Obj. at ¶ 4, 29 (“MCC-Norwood is a twelve-year-old entity).  It had numerous longstanding assets. 

18. The Debtors admit that Norwood owned multiple categories of assets throughout 

the 180-day period.  Indeed, the Objection admits and discusses various assets existing throughout 

the 180-day period outside of this District, but goes through pains to minimize the purpose and 

value of those assets.  Their efforts are futile—any assets owned by Norwood for longer than the 

Accounts are the only assets that matter for venue purposes, and none of those assets have any 

connection to New Jersey.  See In re Canavos, 108 B.R. 55, 58 n.4 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1989) (stock 

having a value of zero dollars nonetheless constituted “principal assets”). 

A. Norwood’s Patents Are Assets Located Outside New Jersey. 

19. The Debtors admit that Norwood owned five U.S. patents and seven foreign 

reciprocal patents (the “Patents”) throughout the entire 180-day lookback period.  Obj. at ¶ 31.5  

The Debtors’ case fails on this admission alone.  While the Debtors argue about the value of these 

patents, id. at 15, such arguments are not responsive to the point that each of these Patents are 

assets and assets that reside outside of this District.  Moreover, the Debtors’ assertion that the 

Patents are valueless is factually unsupported and, indeed, contradicted by the Debtors themselves. 

 
5 See also Rosenblum Decl., Ex. 5 (MCC_000199); Ex. 6 (MCC_000208); Ex. 7 (MCC_000169); Ex. 8 

(MCC_000182); Ex. 9 (Patent No. 7,807,262, which the Debtors did not disclose in discovery); Ex. 10 
(MCC_093249); Ex. 11 (MCC_093278); Ex. 12 (MCC_093335); Ex. 13 (MCC_093363); Ex. 14 (MCC_093390); 
Koza Tr. 118:23-25.   
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20. First, the Debtors’ own conduct contradicts their claim.  The Debtors paid 

consideration to obtain the patents.  They then paid fees to maintain the patents.6  The patents were 

pledged to secure the Debtors’ prepetition funded indebtedness—a step also requiring the 

expenditure of funds. 7  The Debtors even admit that to this day they continue to utilize the 

technology described in at least one of the patents in their manufacturing processes.  Obj. at ¶ 33; 

Koza Tr. 120:4-18.  The Debtors’ statements regarding the fact that they do not license the Patents 

and questioning the Patents’ qualitative benefit are without evidentiary support and irrelevant.  The 

Debtors’ expenditure of funds to acquire, maintain and pledge the Patents as collateral, as well as 

their continued use in operation, defeat the Debtors’ claims that the Patents are valueless, let alone 

not “assets” at all.   

21. It is also undisputed that these Patents are not located in New Jersey.  The Patents 

were assigned to Norwood in connection with the acquisition of an Ohio manufacturing facility, 

Obj. at ¶ 4, 31, and all inventors listed on the patents are located in Ohio.  See supra note 5.  

Norwood is an Ohio legal entity, with its principal place of business in Georgia.  The Group does 

not dispute that the Patents are an intangible asset, but the Debtors’ conclusion that the patents 

may “have not a legal situs” is incorrect.  Obj. at 16 n.13.  The Debtors’ argument that intangible 

property in the form of bank accounts matter for venue purposes, but intangible property in the 

form of intellectual property do not is without merit and contrary to the Debtors’ argument of a 

contextual test for intangible property.  “The general rule is that intangible personal property is 

‘located’ in its owner’s domicile.”  See GP Credit Co., LLC v. Orlando Residence, Ltd., 349 F.3d 

 
6 See Rosenblum Decl., Exs. 15-19 (U.S. Patent and Trademark Office records showing that MCC-

Norwood paid fees to maintain their patents as recently as October 29, 2025). 
7 Rosenblum Decl., Ex. 20 (ABL Security Agreement Patent Assignment); Ex. 21 (Cash Flow Security 

Agreement Patent Assignment); Ex. 22 (Notes Security Agreement Patent Assignment).   
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976, 979-80 (7th Cir. 2003) (citing In re Lambert, 179 F.3d 281, 285 (5th Cir.1999); Robertson v. 

Robertson, 803 F.2d 136, 137 (5th Cir.1986); Gordon v. Holly Woods Acres, Inc., 328 F.2d 253, 

255 (6th Cir. 1964)); see also Horne v. Adloph Coors Co., 684 F.2d 255, 259 (3d Cir. 1982) 

(“[B]oth a state trade secret and a patent should be deemed to have their fictional situs at the 

residence of the owner.”).  Regardless, under no reasonable interpretation are the Patents located 

in New Jersey. 

B. Norwood’s Intercompany Receivables Are Assets Located Outside New Jersey. 
 
22. The Debtors dismiss Norwood’s intercompany balances as mere “Journal Entry 

Allocations” that could not possibly constitute an asset of Norwood.  See, e.g., Obj. at ¶ 42.  But 

the Debtors’ own books and records show  

 

 

, see Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 23 at p.2 (MCC 091749); Ex. 24 at 

p.10 (MCC_000165), which the Debtors, for unstated reasons, “determined” to “eliminate[]” on 

or around November 12, 2025.  Obj. at ¶ 41; Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 25 (MCC_000166, Rows 

34372-79). 

23.  

.  See Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 26 (Expert Report 

of Matthew S. Jacques, (the “Jacques Report”)8 at ¶¶ 22, 30); Ex. 4 (Transcript of February 23, 

2026 Deposition of Matthew Jacques (the “Jacques Tr.”) at 79:12–14).9  Included in these accounts 

 
8 While the Cross Holder Ad Hoc Group does not challenge Mr. Jacques’ qualifications to testify as a CPA 

on accounting principles, it will move, inter alia, under Rule 702 to preclude his opinions on the economic value, 
substance or benefit of the intercompany receivables, which exceed his qualifications and lack methodological 
foundation. 

9  
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are (1) deposits of nearly $5 million in cash received from the sale of Norwood’s owned real 

property, see Obj. at ¶ 6, Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 25 (Rows 31004, 31026, 31027), and  

  See Jacques Report at ¶ 22.  

Thus the accounts (up until November 2025) evidenced actual claims resulting from actual 

transactions between Debtors that the Debtors themselves contend (by filing separate petitions in 

bankruptcy) are separate entities.   

24. Courts have repeatedly recognized that intercompany receivables constitute assets 

for venue purposes.  See In re Energy Future Holdings Corp., 561 B.R. 630, 635 (Bankr. D. Del. 

2016) (recognizing “intercompany receivables” as assets); In re Sunac China Holdings Ltd., 656 

B.R. 715, 728 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2024) (debtor’s “main assets are intangibles—principally, 

amounts due from subsidiaries”); see also In re J & L Plumbing & Heating, Inc., 186 B.R. 388, 

391 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1995) (“accounts receivable are ‘assets,’ the proper ‘location’ of which can 

be determinative of a § 1408 question”).  Such accounts receivable remain enforceable whether or 

not they’ve been written off.   See Ibson v. United Healthcare Servs., Inc., 877 F.3d 384, 388 n.7 

(8th Cir. 2017) (“A ‘charge off’ (or ‘write off’) does not extinguish a debt or a legal obligation to 

pay.”); In re Zilka, 407 B.R. 684, 687 (Bankr. W.D. Pa. 2009) (same). 

25. Some courts hold the situs of accounts receivable is the location of the account 

debtor—the entity that owes the money—while others hold the situs is the location of the debtor.   

Compare id. at 392 (“[I]f accounts receivable are indeed the debtor’s principal asset, such accounts 

would seem to generally be more properly pursued in the locus of the accounts debtor.”); and In 

re Mainline Contracting, Inc., 2009 WL 3785568, at *3 (Bankr. E.D.N.C. Nov. 10, 2009) (“[T]he 

proper location of accounts receivable is the situs of the account debtors.”) (citation omitted) with 

In re Washington, Perito & Dubuc, 154 B.R. 853, 861 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1993) (situs of account 
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receivable is location of the debtor).   

26. Here, neither Norwood nor any of the affiliate account debtors are located in New 

Jersey.  Under any approach, the accounts receivable are not located in this District. 

C. The Elimination of the Norwood’s Intercompany Receivables Gives Rise to Claims 
that are Assets of Norwood. 
 
27. The Debtors have provided no plausible explanation for why the “Post-Closure 

Review” that eliminated a $  

  

Obj. at ¶ 41; Jacques Report at ¶ 23; Jacques Tr. at 170:5-17;10 see, e.g., Koza Tr. at 29:24-25 

.   

 see 

Jacques Report at ¶ 22,  

 

  Jacques Tr. at 192:9-20.11   

 

 

  

Jacques Tr. 174:13-177:18 ; 178:8-181:25 ; Gabel Tr. 79:23-

25 ; 80:7-24 ; see Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 23 (MCC 091749). 

 
10  

 

11  
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28. Without even an alleged rationale, these actions purportedly deprived Norwood of 

over  for no consideration, at the time when the Debtors concede Norwood was 

insolvent, see Obj. at 49 (“MCC-Norwood has assets far below its liabilities and no cash flows 

(i.e., insolvent).  MCC-Norwood is clearly in financial distress,12 and therefore, these accounting 

entries give rise to potential avoidance actions under state law and the Bankruptcy Code.  They 

may also give rise to claims of breach of fiduciary duty or other commercial tort claims.13  It is 

well established that such state law claims and causes of action are assets that become property of 

the bankruptcy estate.  See 11 U.S.C. § 541(a); Integrated Sols., Inc. v. Serv. Support Specialties, 

Inc., 124 F.3d 487, 490 (3d Cir. 1997) (section 541 extends “to encompass all kinds of property, 

including intangibles and causes of action”).   

29. Commercial tort claims and state law avoidance action claims—arising from 

transactions and accounting changes that occurred outside of New Jersey—were assets of 

Norwood for a greater portion of the 180-day period than the Accounts.  If these claims were the 

only surviving assets of Norwood, one or more of them would qualify as principal assets not 

located in New Jersey.   

C. Norwood’s Insurance Rights are Assets Located Outside New Jersey. 
 
30. Norwood also held insurance rights for the 180 days preceding the chapter 11 

filings, including rights under the Debtors’ directors’ and officers’ liability insurance coverage (the 

“D&O Policy”) and other policies.  See Docket Nos. 6 & 13.14  These insurance rights constitute 

 
12 Norwood is a guarantor on the Debtors’ over $5 billion of funded debt.  See, e.g., Gabel Tr. 101:3-10; 

103:5-14; Rosenblum Decl. Ex 34 (MCC_010008, pg. 35); Ex. 35 (MCC_011048, pg. 21); Ex. 36 (MCC_007075, 
pg. 9); Ex. 37 (MCC_006374, pg. 120); Ex. 38 (MCC_006527, pg. 185).   

13  
 

14 See also Rosenblum Decl., Ex. 27 (MCC_007453); Ex. 28 (MCC_007649); Ex. 29 (MCC_007513); Ex. 
30 (MCC_007524); Ex. 31 (MCC_7543); Ex. 32 (MCC_007496).   
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assets that are not located in New Jersey.   

31. While there are situations where proceeds of an insurance policy that are not 

payable to the debtor may not constitute an asset of the debtor, the case law is uniform that a 

debtor’s insurance policies are assets that are property of the debtor and its estate.  See, e.g., 

ACandS, Inc. v. Travelers Cas. & Sur. Co., 435 F.3d 252, 260 (3d Cir. 2006) (“It has long been 

the rule in this Circuit that insurance policies are considered part of the property of a bankruptcy 

estate.”); First Fid. Bank v. McAteer, 985 F.2d 114, 116 (3d Cir. 1993) (“insurance policies are 

property of the estate ‘even though the policy has not matured, has no cash surrender value and is 

otherwise contingent.’”) (citing Estate of Lellock v. Prudential Ins. Co., 811 F.2d 186, 189 (3d Cir. 

1987)); In re GB Holdings, Inc., No. 05-42736/JHW, 2006 Bankr. LEXIS 4131, at *5 (Bankr. 

D.N.J. Sep. 21, 2006) (debtor is owner of D&O policy). 

32. The Debtors principally15 rely on In re Zenith Labs., Inc., 104 B.R. 659 (D.N.J. 

1989) to argue that a D&O insurance policy is not an “asset,” but Zenith actually supports the 

opposite conclusion.  In Zenith, the court addressed whether the automatic stay barred lawsuits 

against certain directors and officers of the debtor.  The policy included both direct coverage for 

the directors (“Side A Coverage”) and reimbursement coverage for the debtor corporation’s 

indemnification of the directors (“Side B Coverage”).  Id. at 666.  The court held that Side A 

Coverage did not implicate the automatic stay as the proceeds belonged to the directors and 

officers.  See id. at 665-66.  As for Side B Coverage, the court found it also did not implicate the 

estate because—unusually—the debtor had no indemnification obligation to its officers and 

directors. Id. at 665. The debtor argued it could voluntarily indemnify the directors, but the court 

 
15 The Debtors also cite Excelsior Ins. Co. v. Pennsbury Pain Center, 975 F. Supp. 342 (D.N.J. 1996) in 

passing as quoting Zenith.  Excelsior is inapposite as it addressed a situation where the debtor had parted with the 
insurance policy prepetition and the court found that the debtor’s rights were extinguished pre-bankruptcy. 
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deemed that scenario “purely theoretical.”  Id. at 666.  The Debtors misleadingly cherry-pick this 

and other phrases from Zenith and use them out of context.  But Zenith expressly distinguished 

itself from other decisions—which it viewed as consistent—because in those cases “the directors 

had a clear right of indemnity against the debtor.” Id. Here, unlike in Zenith,  

 Obj. at ¶ 35; 

Rosenblum Decl. Ex. 33 (MCC_053507, § 10.02).  Thus, under Zenith and numerous other 

authorities, the Side B Coverage is an “asset.”  Moreover, as the Debtors concede, the policy 

includes “side C coverage,” id., which directly benefits Norwood in a straightforward manner.  

33. The Third Circuit has stated clearly and repeatedly that an insurance policy is 

property of the debtor, regardless of whether it can be characterized as contingent.16  E.g., First 

Fid., 985 at 116.  The Debtors’ argument that the D&O policies that directly benefit Norwood are 

not assets is contradicted by numerous decisions of the Third Circuit Court of Appeals and without 

any merit.  See ACandS, 435 F.3d at 260 ; First Fid. Bank, 985 F.2d at 116; Lellock, 811 F.2d at 

189. 

34. As with all of Norwood’s other long-standing assets, the insurance policies have no 

nexus to this District whatsoever.   Neither Norwood nor any of the other named insureds under 

the policy are located in New Jersey.  None of the various insurers are located in New Jersey.    

D. Norwood’s Other Contract Rights are Assets Located Outside New Jersey. 
 
35. The Debtors also acknowledge that Norwood is party to the various funded debt 

instruments and has been for the entirety of the 180-day period.  Obj., at n.21.  These documents 

 
16 The attempted stripping of Norwood’s assets in November 2025 and the acts of Norwood’s 

representatives in connection with the case makes the D&O insurance coverage all the more significant.  While the 
Debtors argue this insurance is not an “asset,” Obj. at ¶ 36, the potential for coverage—particularly in light of the 
questionable accounting changes that eliminated over  in intercompany receivables—represents a 
contingent right that may have substantial value. 
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are governed by New York law with New York forum selection clauses.17  Several cases have held 

that, for venue purposes, these sorts of contractual rights are assets located in New York.  See, e.g., 

In re Ocean Rig UDW Inc., 570 B.R. 687, 700 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2017) (“The Foreign Debtors’ 

debt instruments governed by New York law also satisfy the venue requirements for these 

proceedings in the Southern District of New York.”); In re Berau Cap. Res. Pte Ltd, 540 B.R. 80, 

84 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2015) (same).  

36. These contract rights existed for the entirety of the 180-days before the bankruptcy 

filing and were located outside of New Jersey. 

III. Arguments That The Group Has Waived or is Estopped from Pursuing Its Venue 
Motion are a Red Herring. 

37. CD&R (and in a footnote, the Debtors) argue that the Group has waived or is 

estopped from pursuing its motion to transfer venue —which motion was timely filed on the 

second day of the case—due to the Group’s commencement of an adversary case in this Court and 

an unexecuted commitment letter from certain members of the Group relating to a rejected 

alternative DIP facility. Obj. at ¶ 14 n.10; CD&R Obj. at ¶¶ 3 n.3, 6-9.  These arguments fail for 

multiple reasons. 

38. From the start, the Group has consistently prosecuted and preserved its venue 

objection, and the Court has also recognized and preserved these objections.  See Jan. 30, 2026 

Hr’g Tr. at 29:20-30:15.  The Group filed the Motion on January 30, 2026—the day after the 

Petition Date—and has reiterated its venue objection at every turn in these proceedings.  There has 

been no waiver. 

39. With respect to the adversary case commenced to seek declaratory relief, the 

 
17 See Rosenblum Decl. Ex 34 (MCC_010008, § 11.12); Ex. 35 (MCC_011048, § 11.12); Ex. 36 

(MCC_007075, § 115); Ex. 37 (MCC_006374, § 13.06); Ex. 38 (MCC_006527, § 115).   
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Complaint provides an extensive objection and reservation of rights with respect to the venue of 

these Chapter 11 cases.  The Complaint asserts, “Venue is not proper in this district.”  Complaint, 

¶ 15.  “By their own admission,” it continues, “none of the Debtors is domiciled in this district, 

none of the Debtors has had its principal place of business in this district at any time during the 

180 days preceding the commencement of these Chapter 11 Cases, and none of the Debtors has 

had its principal assets in this district for at most more than a few days during the 180 days prior 

to the commencement of these Chapter 11 Cases.”  Id.  The Complaint also requests that “[t]he 

Court should dismiss the Chapter 11 Cases or transfer them to a proper district.”  Id.; see also id. 

at ¶ 16.  This is not a waiver of venue. 

40. With respect to the commitment letter, which is governed by New York law, the 

letter is not “valid, binding, and enforceable,” no matter how many times CD&R repeats that 

phrase. Under New York law, while commitment letters can constitute enforceable contracts when 

accepted, they become binding only upon satisfaction of conditions precedent and acceptance by 

the counterparty.  See Transit Mgmt., LLC v. Watson Indus., Inc., 23 A.D.3d 1152, 1154 (4th Dep’t 

2005) (where a commitment letter contains conditions precedent that are not met, “the commitment 

letter is [not] enforceable” because “the obligation under the commitment letter never arose”); 

Parkway Inn, Inc. v. First Fed. Sav. & Loan Ass’n of Rochester, 50 Misc. 2d 211, 213 (Sup. Ct. 

Monroe Cnty. 1966) (no contract was formed absent the borrower’s signature).  Here, the 

commitment letter, which was prepared in advance of the filing, was proffered by the Group as a 

potential DIP facility, but the Debtors never accepted it.  Docket No. 78, at ECF 8 (stating letter 

will be binding only upon full execution).  The Debtors cannot now claim the benefit of a waiver 

provision in an agreement, which letter provided that it would only become a binding agreement 

between the parties upon their execution.  See Scheck v. Francis, 26 N.Y.2d 466, 469-70 (1970) 
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(“[I]f the parties to an agreement do not intend it to be binding upon them until it is reduced to 

writing and signed by both of them, they are not bound and may not be held liable until it has been 

written out and signed”); see also Astellas Pharma Inc. v. MSN Pharmaceuticals Inc., 2025 WL 

254577, at *3 (D. Del. Jan. 21, 2025) (“[I]f the parties ‘agree[ ] that the contract is not to be 

effective or binding until certain conditions are performed or occur, no binding contract will arise 

until the conditions specified have occurred or been performed’”) (quoting 13 Williston on 

Contracts § 38:7 (4th ed.)). 

41. Even if the commitment letter were enforceable (it is not), it would not bind all 

members of the Group.  For example, Owl Creek Asset Management L.P., a member of the Group, 

did not sign the commitment letter.  The Debtors cannot, as they acknowledge, Obj. at ¶ 14 n.10, 

use a document signed by some members of a group to waive the rights of members who did not 

sign.   

42. CD&R’s and the Debtors’ reliance on theories of waiver or judicial estoppel are 

thus unavailing.   

IV. The Debtors Do Not Allege Any Nexus to Trenton. 

43. Even assuming venue were proper in this District, the Debtors filed in the Trenton 

Vicinage despite their own (improper) Amended Petition identifying the location of Norwood’s 

principal assets as Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey—which is in the Newark Vicinage.  Under New 

Jersey Local Bankruptcy Rule 1002-1, “a petition commencing a case must be filed in the vicinage 

in which the debtor is domiciled or in which the debtor maintains its residence, principal place of 

business, or principal assets.”  The Debtors’ manipulation of the venue statute to file in a district 

(and vicinage) with no genuine connection to Norwood or the Debtors’ operations undermines the 

integrity of the bankruptcy system.  
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the Group respectfully requests that the Court (i) dismiss the 

Chapter 11 cases or, in the alternative (ii) transfer the Chapter 11 cases to the District of Delaware 

or another district with proper venue.

Case 26-10910-MBK    Doc 336    Filed 02/24/26    Entered 02/24/26 15:40:40    Desc Main
Document      Page 20 of 21



21 NAI-5010533018v14 

 

 

Dated:  February 24, 2026 WOLLMUTH MAHER & DEUTSCH LLP 
 
/s/    Paul R. DeFilippo_________________ 
Paul R. DeFilippo 
James N. Lawlor 
Joseph F. Pacelli (admitted pro hac vice) 
500 Fifth Avenue 
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Telephone: (212) 382-3300 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT  
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

 
In re: 
 
MULTI-COLOR CORPORATION, et al., 
 
   Debtors.1 
 

 
Chapter 11 
 
Case No.: 26-10910 (MBK) 
 
Judge: Michael B. Kaplan 

     
 

DECLARATION OF BENJAMIN ROSENBLUM IN SUPPORT OF REPLY OF  
THE CROSS-HOLDER AD HOC GROUP IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION 
 TO DISMISS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TRANSFER THE CHAPTER 11 CASES 

 
 I, Benjamin Rosenblum, declare as follows, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746: 

 
1 The last four digits of Debtor Multi-Color Corporation’s tax identification number are 5853.  A complete list of each 
of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’ proposed claims and noticing 
agent at https://veritaglobal.net/MCC.  The location of the Debtors’ service address for purposes of these chapter 11 
cases is: 3284 Northside Parkway NW, Suite 400, Atlanta, Georgia 30327. 
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1. I am a partner in the law firm Jones Day, counsel to The Cross-Holder Ad Hoc 

Group (the “Movant”) in this proceeding.  I am personally familiar with the pleadings and 

proceedings in this case and with the matters set forth below. 

2. I submit this declaration in support of the Reply of the Cross-Holder Ad Hoc Group 

in Further Support of its Motion to Dismiss or, in the Alternative, Transfer the Chapter 11 Cases 

(the “Reply”).2 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of a document produced by 

the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000227. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the rough transcript of 

the February 23, 2026 deposition of Eric Koza.  

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of the rough transcript of 

the February 23, 2026 deposition of Garrett Gabel. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of the final transcript of the 

February 23, 2026 deposition of Matthew Jacques.  

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of a document produced by 

the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000199.  

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of a document produced by 

the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000208. 

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of a document produced by 

the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000169. 

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of a document produced by 

the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000182. 

 
2 Capitalized terms not otherwise defined herein shall have meanings ascribed to such terms in the Reply.  
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11. Attached hereto as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of a patent numbered 

7,807,262.   

12. Attached hereto as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_093249. 

13. Attached hereto as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_093278.  

14. Attached hereto as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_093335.  

15. Attached hereto as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_093363. 

16. Attached hereto as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_093390. 

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit 15 is a true and correct copy of a webpage on the U.S. 

Patent and Trademark Office’s website relating to Patent No. 8,709,556. 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit 16 is a true and correct copy of a webpage on the U.S. 

Patent and Trademark Office’s website relating to Patent No. 8,986,475. 

19. Attached hereto as Exhibit 17 is a true and correct copy of a webpage on the U.S. 

Patent and Trademark Office’s website relating to Patent No. 10,160,258. 

20. Attached hereto as Exhibit 18 is a true and correct copy of a webpage on the U.S. 

Patent and Trademark Office’s website relating to Patent No. 10,328,668. 

21. Attached hereto as Exhibit 19 is a true and correct copy of a webpage on the U.S. 

Patent and Trademark Office’s website relating to Patent No. 7,807,262. 
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22. Attached hereto as Exhibit 20 is a true and correct copy of the ABL Security 

Agreement Patent Assignment. 

23. Attached hereto as Exhibit 21 is a true and correct copy of the Cash Flow Security 

Agreement Patent Assignment. 

24. Attached hereto as Exhibit 22 is a true and correct copy of the Notes Security 

Agreement Patent Assignment. 

25. Attached hereto as Exhibit 23 is a true and correct pdf copy of three spreadsheets 

contained in a native Excel document produced by the Debtors in this case with Bates number 

MCC_091749. 

26. Attached hereto as Exhibit 24 is a true and correct pdf copy of a native Excel 

document produced by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000165. 

27. Attached hereto as Exhibit 25 is a true and correct pdf copy of a portion of a native 

Excel document produced by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_000166. 

28. Attached hereto as Exhibit 26 is a true and correct copy of the Expert Report of 

Matthew S. Jacques.   

29. Attached hereto as Exhibit 27 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007453. 

30. Attached hereto as Exhibit 28 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007649. 

31. Attached hereto as Exhibit 29 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007513. 

32. Attached hereto as Exhibit 30 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007524. 
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33. Attached hereto as Exhibit 31 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007543. 

34. Attached hereto as Exhibit 32 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007496. 

35. Attached hereto as Exhibit 33 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_053507. 

36. Attached hereto as Exhibit 34 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_010008. 

37. Attached hereto as Exhibit 35 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_011048. 

38. Attached hereto as Exhibit 36 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_007075. 

39. Attached hereto as Exhibit 37 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_006374. 

40. Attached hereto as Exhibit 38 is a true and correct copy of a document produced 

by the Debtors in this case with Bates number MCC_006527. 

 

I declare on this 24th day of February, 2026, under the penalties of perjury that the foregoing is 

true and correct, and I understand that this document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a 

court of law. 

 

Executed in New York, New York, on February 24, 2026.  /s/ Benjamin Rosenblum   
Benjamin Rosenblum 
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PUBLIC VIEW

13/276,413 4657 MUCC-152 8,709,556open_in_new
Download

PDF download Textdownload
Issued -
04/29/2014

10/19/2011 Patented Case
04/09/2014

menu

Documents Transactions

Showing 1 to 56 of 56 entries

10/29/2025 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 12th Year, Large Entity

09/09/2021 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 8th Year, Large Entity

09/14/2017 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 4th Year, Large Entity

07/15/2014 Post Issue Communication - Certificate of Correction
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04/29/2014 Recordation of Patent Grant Mailed

04/29/2014 Patent Issue Date Used in PTA Calculation

04/10/2014 Email Notification

04/09/2014 Issue Notification Mailed

04/03/2014 Dispatch to FDC

04/02/2014 Application Is Considered Ready for Issue

03/17/2014 Email Notification

03/17/2014 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

03/14/2014 Issue Fee Payment Verified

03/14/2014 Issue Fee Payment Received

03/14/2014 Correspondence Address Change

12/16/2013 Electronic Review

12/16/2013 Email Notification

12/16/2013 Mail Notice of Allowance

12/09/2013 Notice of Allowance Data Verification Completed

12/09/2013 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

10/22/2013 Date Forwarded to Examiner

10/15/2013 Response after Non-Final Action

07/17/2013 Electronic Review

07/17/2013 Email Notification

07/17/2013 Mail Non-Final Rejection

07/14/2013 Non-Final Rejection
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06/26/2013 Date Forwarded to Examiner

06/24/2013 Response to Election / Restriction Filed

05/24/2013 Electronic Review

05/24/2013 Email Notification

05/24/2013 Mail Restriction Requirement

05/18/2013 Restriction/Election Requirement

01/30/2013 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

06/07/2012 Information Disclosure Statement considered

06/07/2012 Reference capture on IDS

06/07/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

06/07/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

05/23/2012 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

04/27/2012 Email Notification

04/26/2012 PG-Pub Issue Notification

12/28/2011 Application Dispatched from OIPE

12/05/2011 Application Is Now Complete

12/05/2011 Email Notification

12/05/2011 Email Notification

12/05/2011 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

12/05/2011 Filing Receipt - Updated

12/02/2011 Sent to Classification Contractor

11/18/2011 Additional Application Filing Fees
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11/18/2011 A statement by one or more inventors satisfying the requirement under 35
USC 115, Oath of the Applic

11/02/2011 Filing Receipt

11/02/2011 Notice Mailed--Application Incomplete--Filing Date Assigned

10/19/2011 Information Disclosure Statement considered

10/19/2011 Reference capture on IDS

10/19/2011 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

10/19/2011 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

10/19/2011 Initial Exam Team nn
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13/161,608 | MUCC-153:
Heat Transfer Labeling Machine With Hot Air Treatment
Stations

PUBLIC VIEW

Application #

13/161,608

Confirmation #

5796

Attorney Docket #

MUCC-153

Patent #

8,986,475open_in_new
Download

PDF download Textdownload
Issued -
03/24/2015

Filing or 371 (c) date

06/16/2011

Status

Patented Case
03/04/2015

menu  Show/hide menu

Documents & transaction history

Documents Transactions

Showing 1 to 59 of 59 entries

08/10/2022 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 8th Year, Large Entity

06/27/2018 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 4th Year, Large Entity

06/22/2015 Post Issue Communication - Certificate of Correction

03/24/2015 Recordation of Patent Grant Mailed

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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03/24/2015 Patent Issue Date Used in PTA Calculation

03/05/2015 Email Notification

03/04/2015 Issue Notification Mailed

02/19/2015 Dispatch to FDC

02/17/2015 Application Is Considered Ready for Issue

02/12/2015 Issue Fee Payment Verified

02/12/2015 Issue Fee Payment Received

11/13/2014 Electronic Review

11/13/2014 Email Notification

11/13/2014 Mail Notice of Allowance

11/06/2014 Notice of Allowance Data Verification Completed

06/19/2014 Date Forwarded to Examiner

06/09/2014 Appeal Brief Review Complete

06/06/2014 track 1 OFF

06/06/2014 Appeal Brief Filed

06/06/2014 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

04/02/2014 Email Notification

04/02/2014 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

03/28/2014 Correspondence Address Change

01/22/2014 Email Notification

01/22/2014 Mail Advisory Action (PTOL - 303)

01/15/2014 Advisory Action (PTOL-303)

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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01/09/2014 Date Forwarded to Examiner

01/06/2014 Notice of Appeal Filed

01/06/2014 Response after Final Action

10/07/2013 Electronic Review

10/07/2013 Email Notification

10/07/2013 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

10/01/2013 Final Rejection

07/22/2013 Date Forwarded to Examiner

07/17/2013 Response after Non-Final Action

05/15/2013 Electronic Review

05/15/2013 Email Notification

05/15/2013 Mail Non-Final Rejection

05/10/2013 Non-Final Rejection

04/23/2013 Interview Summary - Examiner Initiated

03/29/2012 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

03/14/2012 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

12/23/2011 Email Notification

12/22/2011 PG-Pub Issue Notification

08/25/2011 Application Dispatched from OIPE

08/01/2011 Application Is Now Complete

08/01/2011 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

08/01/2011 Sent to Classification Contractor

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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08/01/2011 Filing Receipt - Updated

07/25/2011 Additional Application Filing Fees

07/25/2011 A statement by one or more inventors satisfying the requirement under 35
USC 115, Oath of the Applic

07/25/2011 Applicant has submitted new drawings to correct Corrected Papers
problems

06/28/2011 Notice Mailed--Application Incomplete--Filing Date Assigned

06/28/2011 Filing Receipt

06/16/2011 Information Disclosure Statement considered

06/16/2011 Reference capture on IDS

06/16/2011 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

06/16/2011 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

06/16/2011 Initial Exam Team nn
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12/685,131 | MUCC-156:
Digitally Printed Heat Transfer Label and Method of Making a
Decorated Article

PUBLIC VIEW

Application #

12/685,131

Confirmation #

6744

Attorney Docket #

MUCC-156

Patent #

10,160,258open_in_new
Download

PDF download Textdownload
Issued -
12/25/2018

Filing or 371 (c) date

01/11/2010

Status

Patented Case
12/05/2018

menu  Show/hide menu

Documents & transaction history

Documents Transactions

Showing 1 to 127 of 127 entries

05/11/2022 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 4th Year, Large Entity

12/25/2018 Recordation of Patent Grant Mailed

12/25/2018 Patent Issue Date Used in PTA Calculation

12/06/2018 Email Notification

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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12/05/2018 Issue Notification Mailed

11/20/2018 Dispatch to FDC

11/16/2018 Application Is Considered Ready for Issue

11/15/2018 Response to Reasons for Allowance

11/15/2018 Issue Fee Payment Verified

11/15/2018 Issue Fee Payment Received

09/11/2018 Electronic Review

09/10/2018 Email Notification

09/10/2018 Mail Notice of Allowance

09/06/2018 Notice of Allowance Data Verification Completed

01/12/2018 Date Forwarded to Examiner

01/12/2018 Disposal for a RCE / CPA / R129

12/19/2017 Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

12/19/2017 Workflow - Request for RCE - Begin

06/20/2017 Electronic Review

06/20/2017 Email Notification

06/20/2017 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

06/14/2017 Final Rejection

05/18/2017 Date Forwarded to Examiner

05/11/2017 Response after Non-Final Action

05/11/2017 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

11/14/2016 Electronic Review

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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11/14/2016 Email Notification

11/14/2016 Mail Non-Final Rejection

11/08/2016 Non-Final Rejection

10/05/2016 Date Forwarded to Examiner

10/05/2016 Disposal for a RCE / CPA / R129

09/28/2016 Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

09/28/2016 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

09/28/2016 Workflow - Request for RCE - Begin

05/31/2016 Electronic Review

05/31/2016 Email Notification

05/31/2016 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

05/25/2016 Final Rejection

03/01/2016 Date Forwarded to Examiner

02/19/2016 Response after Non-Final Action

02/19/2016 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

02/19/2016 Affidavit(s) (Rule 131 or 132) or Exhibit(s) Received

08/20/2015 Electronic Review

08/20/2015 Email Notification

08/20/2015 Mail Non-Final Rejection

08/17/2015 Non-Final Rejection

06/03/2015 Date Forwarded to Examiner

06/03/2015 Disposal for a RCE / CPA / R129

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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06/02/2015 Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

06/02/2015 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

06/02/2015 Workflow - Request for RCE - Begin

12/03/2014 Electronic Review

12/03/2014 Email Notification

12/03/2014 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

11/29/2014 Final Rejection

11/18/2014 Information Disclosure Statement considered

11/18/2014 Information Disclosure Statement considered

09/15/2014 Date Forwarded to Examiner

09/12/2014 Response after Non-Final Action

09/12/2014 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

04/02/2014 Email Notification

04/02/2014 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

03/28/2014 Correspondence Address Change

03/14/2014 Electronic Review

03/14/2014 Email Notification

03/14/2014 Mail Non-Final Rejection

02/21/2014 Non-Final Rejection

07/26/2013 Information Disclosure Statement considered

07/26/2013 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

07/26/2013 Reference capture on IDS

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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07/26/2013 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

05/08/2013 Information Disclosure Statement considered

05/08/2013 Reference capture on IDS

05/08/2013 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

05/08/2013 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

04/19/2013 Mail Interview Summary - Applicant Initiated - Telephonic

04/18/2013 Date Forwarded to Examiner

04/18/2013 Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

04/18/2013 Disposal for a RCE / CPA / R129

04/18/2013 Workflow - Request for RCE - Begin

04/11/2013 Interview Summary- Applicant Initiated

04/11/2013 Interview Summary - Applicant Initiated - Telephonic

01/18/2013 Electronic Review

01/18/2013 Email Notification

01/18/2013 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

01/02/2013 Final Rejection

12/20/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

12/20/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

10/16/2012 Date Forwarded to Examiner

10/01/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

10/01/2012 Response after Non-Final Action

10/01/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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07/02/2012 Electronic Review

07/02/2012 Email Notification

07/02/2012 Mail Non-Final Rejection

06/15/2012 Non-Final Rejection

04/29/2012 Date Forwarded to Examiner

04/26/2012 Response to Election / Restriction Filed

04/12/2012 Electronic Review

04/12/2012 Email Notification

04/12/2012 Mail Restriction Requirement

04/08/2012 Restriction/Election Requirement

02/03/2012 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

11/29/2011 Preliminary Amendment

02/16/2011 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

12/13/2010 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

10/27/2010 Information Disclosure Statement considered

10/27/2010 Reference capture on IDS

10/27/2010 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

10/27/2010 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

07/08/2010 PG-Pub Issue Notification

06/17/2010 Information Disclosure Statement considered

06/17/2010 Reference capture on IDS

06/17/2010 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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06/17/2010 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

04/21/2010 Application Dispatched from OIPE

03/26/2010 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

03/26/2010 Sent to Classification Contractor

03/26/2010 Filing Receipt - Updated

03/16/2010 Preliminary Amendment

03/16/2010 Preliminary Amendment

03/16/2010 Additional Application Filing Fees

03/16/2010 A statement by one or more inventors satisfying the requirement under 35
USC 115, Oath of the Applic

01/27/2010 Notice Mailed--Application Incomplete--Filing Date Assigned

01/27/2010 Filing Receipt

01/11/2010 Claim Preliminary Amendment

01/11/2010 Initial Exam Team nn

Show 1,000  entries

Date ▲
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▼
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12/968,623 | MUCC-154: Heat Transfer Label Assembly
PUBLIC VIEW

Application #

12/968,623

Confirmation #

2719

Attorney Docket #

MUCC-154

Patent #

10,328,668open_in_new
Download

PDF download Textdownload
Issued -
06/25/2019

Filing or 371 (c) date

12/15/2010

Status

Patented Case
06/05/2019

menu  Show/hide menu

Documents & transaction history

Documents Transactions

Showing 1 to 104 of 104 entries

11/09/2022 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 4th Year, Large Entity

10/04/2019 Mail Certificate of Correction Memo

10/03/2019 Post Issue Communication - Certificate of Correction

10/02/2019 Certificate of Correction Memo

06/25/2019 Recordation of Patent Grant Mailed

06/25/2019 Patent Issue Date Used in PTA Calculation

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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06/06/2019 Email Notification

06/05/2019 Issue Notification Mailed

05/13/2019 Dispatch to FDC

05/06/2019 Application Is Considered Ready for Issue

05/03/2019 Issue Fee Payment Verified

05/03/2019 Issue Fee Payment Received

02/26/2019 Electronic Review

02/26/2019 Email Notification

02/26/2019 Mail Notice of Allowance

02/22/2019 Notice of Allowance Data Verification Completed

02/14/2019 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

02/11/2019 Electronic Review

02/11/2019 Email Notification

02/11/2019 Mail PTAB Decision on Appeal - Reversed

02/08/2019 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

02/07/2019 PTAB Decision - Examiner Reversed

02/28/2018 Email Notification

02/28/2018 Docketing Notice Mailed to Appellant

02/26/2018 Assignment of Appeal Number

02/23/2018 Appeal Awaiting PTAB Docketing

02/20/2018 Appeal ready for PAC review

01/12/2018 Fee Payment Recorded or other requirement (fees separately or other
requirement)

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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11/18/2017 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

11/15/2017 Electronic Review

11/15/2017 Email Notification

11/15/2017 Mail Examiner's Answer

11/14/2017 Exam. Ans. Review Complete

11/09/2017 Examiner's Answer to Appeal Brief

09/13/2017 Appeal Brief Review Complete

09/13/2017 Date Forwarded to Examiner

08/18/2017 track 1 OFF

08/18/2017 Appeal Brief Filed

06/21/2017 Notice of Appeal Filed

06/21/2017 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

12/21/2016 Electronic Review

12/21/2016 Email Notification

12/21/2016 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

12/15/2016 Final Rejection

12/09/2016 Date Forwarded to Examiner

12/09/2016 Disposal for a RCE / CPA / R129

12/02/2016 Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

12/02/2016 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

12/02/2016 Workflow - Request for RCE - Begin

06/02/2016 Electronic Review

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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06/02/2016 Email Notification

06/02/2016 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

05/30/2016 Final Rejection

02/26/2016 Date Forwarded to Examiner

02/22/2016 Response after Non-Final Action

02/22/2016 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

10/20/2015 Electronic Review

10/20/2015 Email Notification

10/20/2015 Mail Non-Final Rejection

10/15/2015 Non-Final Rejection

04/25/2014 Date Forwarded to Examiner

04/25/2014 Disposal for a RCE / CPA / R129

04/24/2014 Request for Continued Examination (RCE)

04/24/2014 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

04/24/2014 Workflow - Request for RCE - Begin

04/02/2014 Email Notification

04/02/2014 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

03/28/2014 Correspondence Address Change

10/24/2013 Electronic Review

10/24/2013 Email Notification

10/24/2013 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

10/19/2013 Final Rejection

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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07/25/2013 Date Forwarded to Examiner

07/22/2013 Information Disclosure Statement considered

07/22/2013 Reference capture on IDS

07/22/2013 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

07/22/2013 Response after Non-Final Action

07/22/2013 Request for Extension of Time - Granted

07/22/2013 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

03/22/2013 Electronic Review

03/22/2013 Email Notification

03/22/2013 Mail Non-Final Rejection

02/26/2013 Non-Final Rejection

12/28/2012 Date Forwarded to Examiner

12/21/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

12/20/2012 Information Disclosure Statement considered

12/20/2012 Response to Election / Restriction Filed

12/20/2012 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

12/05/2012 Electronic Review

12/05/2012 Email Notification

12/05/2012 Mail Restriction Requirement

12/01/2012 Restriction/Election Requirement

03/16/2011 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

03/08/2011 Application Dispatched from OIPE

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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02/09/2011 Application Is Now Complete

02/09/2011 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

02/09/2011 Sent to Classification Contractor

02/09/2011 Filing Receipt - Updated

01/31/2011 Additional Application Filing Fees

01/31/2011 A statement by one or more inventors satisfying the requirement under 35
USC 115, Oath of the Applic

12/29/2010 Filing Receipt

12/29/2010 Notice Mailed--Application Incomplete--Filing Date Assigned

12/15/2010 PGPubs nonPub Request

12/15/2010 Initial Exam Team nn

Show 1,000  entries

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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An official website of the United States government
Here’s how you know keyboard_arrow_down

11/536,262 | MUCC-158: THERMAL INSULATIVE LABEL
PUBLIC VIEW

Application #

11/536,262

Confirmation #

8771

Attorney Docket #

MUCC-158

Patent #

7,807,262open_in_new
Download

PDF download Textdownload
Issued -
10/05/2010

Filing or 371 (c) date

09/28/2006

Status

Patented Case
09/15/2010

menu  Show/hide menu

Documents & transaction history

Documents Transactions

Showing 1 to 53 of 53 entries

03/09/2022 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 12th Year, Large Entity

06/27/2018 7.5 yr surcharge - late pmt w/in 6 mo, Large Entity

06/27/2018 Payment of Maintenance Fee, 8th Year, Large Entity

05/21/2018 Maintenance Fee Reminder Mailed

04/11/2014 Email Notification

04/11/2014 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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04/10/2014 Correspondence Address Change

10/05/2010 Recordation of Patent Grant Mailed

10/05/2010 Patent Issue Date Used in PTA Calculation

09/15/2010 Issue Notification Mailed

08/31/2010 Dispatch to FDC

08/31/2010 Dispatch to FDC

08/31/2010 Application Is Considered Ready for Issue

08/30/2010 Issue Fee Payment Verified

08/30/2010 Issue Fee Payment Received

06/11/2010 Mail Notice of Allowance

06/07/2010 Notice of Allowance Data Verification Completed

05/27/2010 Date Forwarded to Examiner

05/25/2010 Response after Final Action

03/30/2010 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

03/25/2010 Mail Final Rejection (PTOL - 326)

03/24/2010 Final Rejection

02/18/2010 Date Forwarded to Examiner

01/07/2010 Response after Non-Final Action

11/13/2009 Mail Non-Final Rejection

11/09/2009 Non-Final Rejection

08/30/2009 Date Forwarded to Examiner

06/19/2009 Information Disclosure Statement considered

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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06/19/2009 Reference capture on IDS

06/19/2009 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

06/19/2009 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

06/15/2009 Response to Election / Restriction Filed

05/14/2009 Mail Restriction Requirement

05/13/2009 Restriction/Election Requirement

01/21/2009 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

10/17/2008 Change in Power of Attorney (May Include Associate POA)

10/03/2008 Correspondence Address Change

04/03/2008 PG-Pub Issue Notification

03/17/2008 Miscellaneous Incoming Letter

10/17/2007 Withdraw Flagged for 5/25

10/16/2007 Flagged for 5/25

11/03/2006 Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

11/01/2006 Transfer Inquiry to GAU

10/25/2006 IFW TSS Processing by Tech Center Complete

10/18/2006 Application Return from OIPE

10/18/2006 Application Return TO OIPE

10/18/2006 Application Dispatched from OIPE

10/18/2006 Application Is Now Complete

09/28/2006 Information Disclosure Statement considered

09/28/2006 Reference capture on IDS

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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09/28/2006 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

09/28/2006 Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed

09/28/2006 Initial Exam Team nn

Show 1,000  entries

Date ▲
▼ Transaction Description ▲

▼
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