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i These bankruptcy cases are jointly administered under case number 19-12226 (SCC) and entitled 
Stearns Holdings, LLC, et al. The docket is publicly accessible at https://cases primeclerk 
com/stearns/Home-DocketInfo 
ii All references to the Bankruptcy Code mean 11 U.S.C. § 101 et seq. 
iii See, e.g., Law v. Siegel, 571 U.S. 415, 417 (2014) (“It is hornbook law that section 105(a) ‘does not 
allow the bankruptcy court to override explicit mandates of other sections of the Bankruptcy Code.’”) 
(citing 2 Collier on Bankruptcy ¶ 105.01 [2], p. 105-06 (16th ed. 2013)); In re Women First Healthcare Inc., 
332 B.R. 115, 120 (Bankr. D. Del. 2005) (quoting United States v. Pepperman, 976 F.2d 123, 131 (3d Cir. 
1992)). 
iv In re Stearns Holdings LLC, et al., Case No. 19-12226 (SCC), Dkt. Nos. 317 and 350. 
v In re Stearns Holdings LLC, et al., 607 B.R. 781, 792 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2019) (emphasis added). 
vi See id. (“Even assuming, arguendo, that this Court had not previously authorized the Debtors’ entry into 
the RSA (and, accordingly, payment of the professional fees) in accordance with section 363(b)(1) of the 
Code, the Court finds that payment of such fees is also appropriate under Bankruptcy Rule 9019.”). 
vii In re Hercules Offshore Inc., Case No. 15-11685 (KJC) (Bankr. D. Del. 2015) (approving payment of 
professional fees for unsecured creditors as part of assumption of restructuring support agreement); In re 
Dendreon Corporation, Case No. 14- 12515 (PJW) (Bankr. D. Del. 2014) (same); In re ASARCO L.L.C., 
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650 F.3d 593 (5th Cir. 2011) (affirming the ruling of the district court and bankruptcy court to approve 
payment of bidders’ due diligence and work fees requested pursuant to § 363); U.S. Trustee v. 
Bethlehem Steel Corp., 2003 WL 21738964, at *10 (S.D.N.Y. July 28, 2003) (affirming bankruptcy court’s 
approval of reimbursement of creditors’ counsel’s costs and expenses pursuant to §§ 363(b) and 105(a)); 
In re Adelphi Commc’ns Corp. 441 B.R. 6 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2010) (finding that while § 503(b)(3)(D) 
expressly authorizes reimbursement of fees if certain requirements are met, it does not explicitly provide 
that it is the exclusive means by which fees of a certain character may be reimbursed by a debtor’s 
estate). 
viii See In re Bayou Grp. LLC, 431 B.R. 549, 560 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2010); see also In re Sedona Institute, 
220 B.R. 74, 79 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 1998) (describing substantial contribution provisions as “an 
accommodation between the twin objectives of encouraging ‘meaningful creditor participation in the 
reorganization process,’ and ‘keeping fees and administrative expenses at a minimum so as to preserve 
as much of the estate as possible for creditors.’”) (quoting Lebron v. Mechem Fin. Inc., 27 F.3d 937, 944 
(3d Cir. 1994)). 
ix In re Am. Preferred Prescription Inc., 194 B.R. 721, 727 (Bankr. E.D.N.Y. 1996) (citing In re Best 
Products Co. Inc., 173 B.R. 862, 865 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1994)). 
x 2003 WL 21738964 (S.D.N.Y. July 28, 2003). 


