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Docket #247 Date Filed: 3/29/2023

IN THE UNITED STATESBANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

In re: Chapter 11

STARRY GROUP HOLDINGS, INC., et af, Case No. 23-10219 (KBO)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION OF THE NOTICE OF SALE, BIDDING
PROCEDURES, AUCTION, AND SALE HEARING IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

The debtors in these cases, along with the lastdigits of each debtor’s federal tax identificatioumber, are: Starry
Group Holdings, Inc. (9355); Starry, Inc. (9616rBect Everyone LLC (5896); Starry Installation @qi7000);
Starry (MA), Inc. (2010); Starry Spectrum LLC (NfA)estco LLC (5226); Starry Spectrum Holdings LLS244);
Widmo Holdings LLC (9208); Vibrant Composites 11§8431); Starry Foreign Holdings Inc. (3025); andr8t PR
Inc. (1214). The debtors’ address is 38 ChaunayegtSuite 200, Boston, Massachusetts 02111.
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW JERSEY )

) ss:
CITY OF MONMOUTH JUNCTION, in the COUNTY OF MIDDLESEX )

I, Wayne Sidor, being duly sworn, depose and say that | am the Advertising Clerk of the
Publisher of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL, a daily national newspaper of general
circulation throughout the United States, and that the notice attached to this Affidavit

has been regularly published in THE WALL STREET JOURNAL for National

distribution for

1 insertion(s) on the following date(s): 3/27/23

ADVERTISER: STARRY GROUP HOLDINGS, INC.

and that the foregoing statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.
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Sworn to
before me this

27th day of
March 2023
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MARKETS

FDIC Veteran on

SVB and Signature
Bank evoke memories
of the 2008 collapse
of lender IndyMac

By CANDICE CHOI

John Bovenzi is part of the
small club of people who have
run a failed U.S. bank, a group
whose membership expanded
this month when regulators
swooped in to take over Silicon
Valley Bank and Signature
Bank.

In 2008, Mr. Bovenzi, a
longtime Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corp. staffer, took the
helm at the failed mortgage
lender IndyMac. What he dis-
covered, and what likely faces
executives running the latest
failed banks, is that deposits
flood out, but few come in. The
employees who haven’t left are
looking for other jobs. It is
possible some of the remaining
higher-ups are responsible for
what went wrong—and might
even be questioned by law-en-
forcement officials.

“So that’s a little twist—
you’re relying on people, but at
the same time, investigators
want to talk to everybody,” Mr.
Bovenzi said.

Until the failures of SVB and
Signature, IndyMac was the
second-biggest bank failure in
U.S. history, behind Washing-
ton Mutual. Now the two re-
cent collapses have bumped
IndyMac into fourth place.

Like IndyMac, SVB and Sig-
nature were taken over by the
FDIC. Unlike with IndyMac, the
FDIC was able to draw on a
roster of seasoned banking ex-
ecutives it had assembled in
recent years for such emergen-
cies. Tim Mayopoulos, former
chief executive at Fannie Mae
and a former top executive at

Bank of America Corp., jumped
in at SVB. Greg Carmichael, a
former Fifth Third Bancorp
chief, parachuted into Signa-
ture.

When IndyMac failed as its
home loans soured, the FDIC
didn’t have a reserve corps of
bank executives. It fell to Mr.
Bovenzi, the agency’s chief op-
erating officer, to take over.

Mr. Bovenzi and a team
from the FDIC flew to Indy-
Mac’s headquarters in Pasa-
dena, Calif., on a Thursday, fan-
ning out to different hotels and
avoiding use of government-is-
sued identification. “We didn’t
want the whole town to know
it was filled with people from
the FDIC the night before [the
bank] was going to close,” he
said.

When the FDIC team arrived
at IndyMac’s offices the next
day, Mr. Bovenzi said Indy-
Mac’s management didn’t seem
surprised—the CEO had al-
ready cleaned out his office.

The FDIC shut down the
bank’s branches soon after,
which was before the end of
the business day on the West
Coast. That caused a headache
when newspapers carried pho-
tos of customers banging on
the doors of bank branches,
desperate to get their money
out.

On the first weekend after
seizing the bank, the FDIC
team’s priority was to separate
insured and uninsured deposits
in advance of an expected in-
flux of customers on Monday
morning. Unlike with SVB and
Signature, regulators only
backed insured deposits, which
at the time were capped at
$100,000. (Later, the FDIC
raised the limit to $250,000.)

Mr. Bovenzi’s other pressing
goal was telegraphing to the
public through media inter-
views that insured deposits

IndyMac employees preparing to open a branch to waiting customers after the 2008 FDIC takeover.

were safe. It was a tough sell.

“The only story that drew
more attention that weekend
was the birth of twins to Ange-
lina Jolie and Brad Pitt,” Mr.
Bovenzi wrote in a book about
his experiences at the FDIC.

Another challenge was that
Mr. Bovenzi, who was then 55,
had never worked at an actual
bank, having started at the
FDIC after graduate school. He
said his deep knowledge of de-
posit insurance made him be-
lieve he could stabilize a cha-
otic situation.

“He just exuded so much
confidence,” said Arleas Upton
Kea, the FDIC’s head of internal
operations at the time and one
of the agency staffers who flew
out to IndyMac. “And having
people keep their money in fi-
nancial institutions is all about
maintaining confidence.”

Even so, Mr. Bovenzi’s reas-
surances didn’t initially work.

“When we opened Monday
morning, there was a bank

run,” Mr. Bovenzi said. “There
were lines at all the branches
of IndyMac.”

The bank eventually handed
out numbers to customers, giv-
ing them a time when they
could return to withdraw
money. That thinned the lines
but didn’t slow withdrawals.
Over the first few weeks, cus-
tomers drained about $3 billion
in deposits, Mr. Bovenzi said.

At the same time, regulators
were trying to keep employees
and put together retention
packages for those who stuck it
out. Not everyone was asked to
stay.

The loan-origination offices
were shut down as the lender’s
focus shifted to servicing exist-
ing mortgages.

“We weren’t interested in
making new loans,” Mr.
Bovenzi said. “That’s what got
the bank in trouble in the first
place—all the subprime mort-
gages.”

Mr. Bovenzi, now 70, recalls
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Risks Linger in the Financial System

By SHANE SHIFFLETT
AND DANNY DOUGHERTY

The collapse of Silicon Val-
ley Bank was driven in part by
assets that lost value when in-
terest rates rose. Higher rates
will continue to weigh on
banks’ balance sheets.

Banks lost money on securi-
ties sensitive to rates such as
Treasurys and mortgage-backed
securities. Those losses will
grow if rates keep going higher.
If, as the Federal Reserve hopes,
those rates slow the economy to
ease inflation, the banks could
face other losses. One risk is
commercial real estate, where
owners of half-empty office
buildings might struggle to pay
debts. That would hurt commer-
cial mortgage-backed securities,
which are declining in price.

& Deposits are increasingly
uninsured: Banks enjoyed an in-
flux in deposits during the pan-
demic as U.S. households accu-
mulated about $2.3 trillion in
excess savings in 2020 and 2021,
according to the Fed. Businesses
stashed cash at banks in part be-
cause it was impossible to earn
a safe, decent yield. But a grow-
ing share of the funds deposited
with banks exceeded the Federal

Deposit Insurance Corp.s in-
sured limit of $250,000. Nearly
$8 trillion of deposits at the end
of 2022 were uninsured, up
nearly 41% from the end of 2019,
according to reports filed with
the FDIC that were analyzed by
The Wall Street Journal. Nearly
200 banks would be at risk of
failure if half of uninsured de-
positors pulled their money
from the banking system, ac-
cording to a paper by econo-
mists from the University of
Southern California, Northwest-
ern University, Columbia Univer-
sity and Stanford University.

& Mortgages are rate-sensi-
tive: Banks took those deposits
and invested in mortgage-
backed securities valued at $2.8
trillion at the end of 2022, or
about 53% of securitized invest-
ments, helping to fuel a pan-
demic housing boom. Home-
owners gained a collective $1.5
trillion in equity in 2020 from a
year earlier as prices surged, ac-
cording to CoreLogic. Sales of
previously owned homes were
down 22.6% in February from a
year earlier, while the median
existing-home price dropped for
the first time in 11 years. Under
accounting rules, banks don’t
have to recognize losses on most

of their holdings unless they sell
them. Unrealized losses on
banks’ mortgage-backed securi-
ties were $368 billion at the end
of 2022, according to FDIC data.
Many fear rising rates will force
other regional banks to sell
holdings at a loss, potentially
pushing prices lower. To address
that risk, the Fed will offer loans
at 100 cents on the dollar to
banks that pledge assets such as
Treasurys that have lost value.

4 Commercial real-estate risks
are rising: Unrealized losses on
commerecial real-estate debt se-
curities reached $43 billion last
quarter, FDIC data show. Banks
held $444 billion of these secu-
rities at the end of 2022. But
landlords are under pressure as
businesses scale back on space
because employees are working
remotely. Office-space vacancy
rates are expected to keep rising
through 2024, according to the
commerecial real-estate services
and research firm CBRE EA.

@ Banks’ exposure could be
multifaceted: Landlords take
out loans to purchase proper-
ties, and small banks hold $2.3
trillion in commerecial real-estate
debt, according to Trepp Inc., or
roughly 80% of commercial

mortgages held by banks.

“The combination of lower
operating income generated by
office properties and a higher
cost of financing, if they per-
sist, would be expected to re-
duce valuations for these prop-
erties over time,” said FDIC
Chairman Martin Gruenberg.

At the end of last year, banks
held $17.5 trillion in loans and
securities, while equity in the
banking system was more than
$2 trillion, FDIC data show. Esti-
mated unrealized losses on total
bank credit reached $1.7 trillion,
according to a recent paper by
New York University Prof.
Philipp Schnabl and co-authors.

4 Shadow-banking issues are
hard to quantify: Risks could
lurk elsewhere in the financial
system. Private-equity firms
often raise funds or borrow
cash to buy assets such as
companies and real estate.
They can offer investors
higher returns often by mak-
ing risky bets that could get
more expensive. On the posi-
tive side, no one mistakes
these investments for insured
bank deposits. On the negative
side, private equity and pri-
vate debt are black holes in
the financial system.

that as the new chief he moved
into the ousted CEOQ’s corner
office, which was on the sixth
floor, with expensive art and
floor-to-ceiling windows look-
ing out to the San Gabriel
Mountains. The former CEO’s
company car, a Mercedes, was
still in the parking lot. Mr.
Bovenzi said he refrained from
driving it. The car became one
of the first IndyMac items the
government sold.

Down the hallway, Mr.
Bovenzi passed a man sitting
in an office. “At one point, I
went over and asked him, ‘Well
what do you do?” And he says,
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Running a Failed Bank

‘Well I've got a gun, I'm here to
guard the office and the CEO, ”
said Mr. Bovenzi, citing threats
the company had been getting.

Like the Mercedes, that em-
ployee was soon gone.

Over time, the situation sta-
bilized. Mr. Bovenzi was able to
fly home more to see his wife,
Erica, more often. At first, he
told her that IndyMac would be
a short-term assignment. “He
comes home and he says he’s
going to California for a couple
of weeks, and that wasn’t
true,” said Ms. Bovenzi, who
was a deputy general counsel
at the FDIC at the time.

It wasn’t until March 2009
that regulators sold IndyMac.
Mr. Bovenzi left the FDIC soon
after, joining Oliver Wyman, a
management-consulting firm.

Today, the Bovenzis run a fi-
nancial-services  consulting
firm in Alexandria, Va. Mr.
Bovenzi expects Silicon Valley
Bank’s eventual sale to be
much quicker than that of
IndyMac. Already, the FDIC an-
nounced that New York Com-
munity Bancorp’s Flagstar
Bank would take on most of
Signature’s deposits.

Still, Mr. Bovenzi warned of
unexpected twists. At IndyMac,
Lehman Brothers was hired to
advise on the sale of the
lender. Soon after, the invest-
ment bank itself collapsed in
dramatic fashion.

“It was one more thing that
can go wrong,” Mr. Bovenzi
said.
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NOTICE OF SALE

IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
Inre: Chapter 11
STARRY GROUP ) Case No.23-10219 (KBO)
HOLDINGS, INC., etal.,' ) (Jointly Administered)

_ Debtors. ) Re: Docket Nos.21 & 185
NOTICE OF SALE, BIDDING PROCEDURES,
AUCTION, AND SALE HEARING

PLEASETAKE NOTICE OF THE FOLLOWING:

1. OnFebruary 20,2023, the debtors and debtors in posses-
sion in the above-captioned chapter 11 cases (the “Debtors”),
filed a motion [Docket No. 21] (the “Bidding Procedures Mo
tion") seeking entry (a) of an order (the “Bidding Procedure
s Order”): (i) authorizing and approving bidding procedures
(the “Bidding Procedures”)? for the sale (the “Sale”) of sub-
stantially all of the Debtors’ assets (collectively, the “Assets”),
and/or equity of the reorganized Debtors (the “Reorganized
Equity”), (ii) scheduling an auction of the Assets (the
“Auction”) for April 24,2023, (iii) scheduling a hearing to con-
sider approval of any Sale (the “Sale Hearing") to be held on
May 3, 2023, (iv) approving the form and manner of notice in
connection with the foregoing, and (v) granting related relief;
and (b) one or more orders (each, a“Sale Order”),’ as appli-
cable: (i) authorizing and approving the sale of the Assets free
and clear of all liens, claims, encumbrances, and other interests
(collectively, and as more fully set forth below, the “Interests”)
to the winning bidder (the“Successful Bidder”) pursuant to a
purchase agreement to be executed by the Successful Bidder (an
“Asset Purchase Agreement”),and (ii) granting related relief.

2. On March 21, 2023, the Court entered the Bidding
Procedures Order [Docket No. 185]. Pursuant to the Bidding
Procedures Order,any person or entity interested in participating
in the Auction must submit a Qualified Bid for the Assets and/
or Reorganized Equity to the following parties: (a) the Debtors;
(b) counsel to the Debtors, (i) Latham & Watkins LLP, (1) 355
South Grand Avenue, Suite 100, Los Angeles, California 90071
(Attn: Jeffrey E. Bjork (jeff.bjork@lw.com), Ted A. Dillman (ted.
dillman@lw.com), Jeffrey T. Mispagel (jeffrey. m|spagel@
Iw.com), and Nicholas J. Messana (nichola .com

Time) on April 28, 2023 (the “Subsequent Sale Objection
Deadline”); provided that, in the event that a Qualified Credit
Bid submitted by the DIP Agent and/or Prepetition Agent
becomes the Successful Bid at the Auction, then (x) the Sale
Hearing shall automatically be adjourned to after the Challenge
Period Termination Date (as defined in the DIP Order), and (y)
the Subsequent Sale Objection Deadline shall automatically be
extended solely for the Creditors’ Committee to five days before
such adjourned Sale Hearing date. Any party failing to timely
file a Sale Objection or Subsequent Sale Objection, as applicable,
will be forever barred from objecting and will be deemed to have
consented to the Sale,including the transfer of the Debtors right,
title and interestin, to,and under the Assets free and clear of any
and all liens, claims, interests, and encumbrances in accordance
with the definitive agreement forthe Sale.

5. Copies of the Bidding Procedures Motion, the Bidding
Procedures, the Bidding Procedures Order, this notice, and cer-
tain other documents relevant to the Sale, may be obtained at
the website maintained by KCC, at http://www.kcdllc.net/Starry.
Copies of these documents also are available for inspection dur-
ing regular business hours at the Office of the Clerk of the Court,
located at 824 N.Market Street, 3rd Floor, Wilmington, Delaware
19801,and may be viewed for a fee on the internet at the Court’s
website (http://www.deb.uscourts.gov/) by following the direc-
tions foraccessing the ECF system on such website.

Dated: March 23, 2023, Wilmington, Delaware, YOUNG
CONAWAY STARGATT & TAYLOR, LLP, /s/Joseph M. Mulvihill

Michael R. Nestor (No. 3526), Kara Hammond Coyle (No. 4410),
Joseph M. Mulvihill (No. 6061), Timothy R. Powell (No. 6894),
Rodney Square, 1000 North King Street, Wilmington, Delaware
19801, Telephone: (302) 571-6600, Facsimile: (302) 571-1253,
Email: mnestor@ycst.com, kcoyle@ycst.com, jmulvihill@ycst.
com, tpowell@ycst.com -and- LATHAM & WATKINS LLP, Jeffrey
E. Bjork (admitted pro hac vice), Ted A. Dillman (admitted pro
hac vice), Jeffrey T. Mispagel (admitted pro hac vice), Nicholas
J. Messana (admitted pro hac vice), 355 South Grand Avenue,
Suite 100, Los Angeles, California 90071, Telephone: (213) 485-
1234, Facsimile: (213) 891-8763, Email: jeff.bjork@lw.com,
ted.dillman@lw.com, ~ jeffrey.mispagel@lw.com, nicholas.

and (2) 330 North Wabash Avenue, Suite 2800, Chicago, lllinois
60611 (Attn: Jason B. Gott (jason.gott@lw.com)), and (ii) Young
Conaway Stargatt & Taylor, LLP, Rodney Square, 1000 North King
Street,Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (Attn: Kara Hammond Coyle
(kcoyle@ycst.com), Joseph M. Mulvihill (jmulvihill@ycst.com),
and Timothy R.Powell (tpowell@ycst.com)); and (c) PJT Partners
LP, 280 Park Avenue, New York, New York 10017 (Attn: Wei Wen
(wei.wen@pijtpartners.com)), (collectively, the “Bid Notice
Parties”) on or before April 20, 2023, at 4:00 p.m. (prevailing
EasternTime) (the”Bid Deadline”).

3. If the Debtors receives one or more timely Qualified
Bid with an acceptable purchase price by the Bid Deadline, the
Debtors will conduct the Auction. All creditors that request
permission in advance in writing, and each of their respective
advisors, may attend the Auction. The Auction, if necessary, will
take place on April 24,2023 at 10:00 a.m. (prevailing Eastern
Time) by videoconference or such other remote communication
asdetermined by the Debtors.

4. Anyand all objections, if any, to the Sale and entry of the
Sale Order with respect thereto (a “Sale Objection”), other
than as noted below, were required to have been filed with the
Court (824 N. Market Street, 3rd Floor, Wilmington, Delaware
19801) and served on the Transaction Notice Parties* by 4:00 p.m.
(prevailing Eastern Time) by March 7,2023 (the"“Sale Objection
Deadline”). Any and all objections to (a) specific terms of the
Sale or specific provisions of the Asset Purchase Agreement
or the Sale Order that could not have been raised based on the
Motion alone, (b) the conduct of the Auction, or (c) the identity
of the Successful Bidder(s) (other than with respect to executory
contracts and unexpired leases) (each, a “Subsequent Sale
Objection”) must be must be filed with the Court and served
onthe Transaction Notice Parties by 4:00 p.m. (prevailing Eastern

PUBLIC NOTICES

Publication Notice

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Court-appointed
Receiver for Stanford International Bank, Ltd. (“SIBL")
and related entities (“Stanford Entities” ), and certain
Plaintiffs, have reached an agreement to settle all
claims asserted or that could have been asserted
against The Toronto-Dominion Bank relating to or in any
way concerning SIBL (the “Settlement Agreement”). As
part of the Settlement Agreement, the Receiver and
Plaintiffs have requested an order that permanently
enjoins, among others, all Interested Parties, including
Stanford Investors (i.e., customers of SIBL, who, as of
February 16, 2009, had funds on deposit at SIBL and/or
were holdlng certificates of deposit issued by SIBL), and
all other Persons from bringing any legal proceeding or
cause of action arising from or relating to the Stanford
Entities against The Toronto-Dominion Bank or the TD
Bank Released Parties.

Complete copies of the Settlement Agreement,
proposed Bar Order, and settlement documents are
available on the Receiver’s website http://www.
stanfordfinancialreceivership.com. Al capitalized terms
not defined in this Notice are defined in the Settlement
Agreement.

Interested Parties may file written objections with the
United States District Court for the Northern District of
Texas on or before July 18, 2023.

.com -and- Jason B. Gott (admitted pro hac vice),
330 North Wabash Avenue, Suite 2800, Chicago, lllinois 60611,
Telephone: (312) 876-7700, Facsimile: (312) 993-9767, Email:
jason.gott@lw.com, Counsel for Debtors and Debtors in Possession
' The debtors in these cases, along with the last four digits of
eachdebtor’s federal taxidentification number,are: Starry Group
Holdings, Inc. (9355); Starry, Inc. (9616); Connect Everyone LLC
(5896); Starry Installation Corp. (7000); Starry (MA), Inc. (2010);
Starry Spectrum LLC (N/A); Testco LLC (5226); Starry Spectrum
Holdings LLC (9444); Widmo Holdings LLC (9208); Vibrant
Composites Inc. (8431); Starry Foreign Holdings Inc.(3025); and
Starry PR Inc.(1214). The debtors’ address is 38 Chauncy Street,
Suite 200,Boston, Massachusetts 02111.

2 (apitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein
shall have the meanings ascribed to such terms in the Bidding
Proceduresor the Bidding Procedures Motion, as applicable.

A form of Sale Order will be filed with the Court by April 25,
2023, 0rassoon asreasonably practicable thereafter.

* The following parties are the “Transaction Notice
Parties”: (a) all entities known to have expressed an interest
in a transaction with respect to some or all of the Assets during
the past 12 months; (b) all entities known to have asserted any
interest in or upon any Assets; (c) all federal, state, and local
regulatory or taxing authorities or recording offices that have a
reasonably known interestin the reliefrequested by this Motion;
(d) the Internal Revenue Service; (e) counsel to the Creditors’
Committee; (f) counsel to the Prepetition Agent; (g) those
parties who have made the appropriate filings requesting notice
of all pleadings filed in the Chapter 11 Cases; () the U.S.Trustee;
(i) the Securities and Exchange Commission; (j) the Office of the
United States Attorney for the District of Delaware; and (k) the
offices of the attorneys general for the states in which the
Debtors operate.

PUBLIC NOTICES

Publication Notice

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Court-appointed
Receiver for Stanford International Bank, Ltd. (“SIBL")
and related entities (“Stanford Entities”), and certain
Plaintiffs, have reached an agreement to settle all
claims asserted or that could have been asserted
against Independent Bank formerly known as Bank of
Houston relating to or in any way concerning SIBL (the
“Settlement Agreement”). As part of the Settlement
Agreement, the Receiver and Plaintiffs have requested
an order that permanently enjoins, among others,
all Interested Parties, including Stanford Investors
(i.e., customers of SIBL, who, as of February 16, 2009,
had funds on deposit at SIBL and/or were holdlng
certificates of deposit issued by SIBL), and all other
Persons from bringing any legal proceeding or cause of
action arising from or relating to the Stanford F.ntltles
against Independent Bank formerly known as Bank of
Houston, or the Independent Released Parties.

Complete copies of the Settlement Agreement,
proposed Bar Order, and settlement documents are
available on the Receiver’s website http://www.
stanfordfinancialreceivership.com. Al capitalized terms
not defined in this Notice are defined in the Settlement
Agreement.

Interested Parties may file written objections with the
United States District Court for the Northern District of
Texas on or before July 18, 2023.
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Publication Notice

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Court-appointed
Receiver for Stanford International Bank, Ltd. (“SIBL")
and related entities (“Stanford Entltles”), and certain
Plaintiffs, have reached an agreement to settle all
claims asserted or that could have been asserted
against HSBC Bank plc relating to or in any way
concerning SIBL (the “Settlement Agreement”). As
part of the Settlement Agreement, the Receiver and
Plaintiffs have requested an order that permanently
enjoins, among others, all Interested Parties, including
Stanford Investors (i.e., customers of SIBL, who, as of
February 16, 2009, had funds on deposit at SIBL and/or
were holding certificates of deposit issued by SIBL), and
all other Persons from bringing any legal proceeding or
cause of action arising from or relating to the Stanford
Entities against HSBC Bank plc, or the HSBC Released
arties.

Complete copies of the Settlement Agreement,
proposed Bar Order, and settlement documents are
available on the Receiver’s website http://www.
stanfordfinancialreceivership.com. All capitalized terms
not defined in this Notice are defined in the Settlement
Agreement.

Interested Parties may file written objections with the
United States District Court for the Northern District of
Texas on or before July 18, 2023.






