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NOTICE OF MOTION
Motion for Sixth Supplemental Order
(Returnable June 19, 2024)

Yellow Corporation (the “Applicant” or the “Yellow Parent”), in its capacity as the
foreign representative (the “Foreign Representative”) in respect of the proceedings commenced
by the Yellow Parent and certain of its affiliates, including by YRC Freight Canada Company,
YRC Logistics Inc., USF Holland International Sales Corporation and 1105481 Ontario Inc.
(collectively, the “Canadian Debtors” and each a “Canadian Debtor”), under chapter 11 of the
United States Code (the “Chapter 11 Cases”), will make a motion before Chief Justice Morawetz
of the Ontario Superior Court of Justice (Commercial List) (the “Court”) on June 19, 2024, at

9:00 a.m. or as soon thereafter as the motion can be heard.

PROPOSED METHOD OF HEARING: The motion is to be heard:

[] In writing under subrule 37.12.1 (1);
[ ] In writing as an opposed motion under subrule 37.12.1(4);
|:| In person;



-2
[ ] By telephone conference;
By video conference;
at a link to be provided by the Court.
THE MOTION IS FOR:
1. An Order (the “Sixth Supplemental Order”) substantially in the form contained in the

Motion Record of the Applicant, among other things:

(a) recognizing and enforcing in Canada the following orders entered by the United
States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware (the “U.S. Bankruptcy
Court”) pursuant to section 49 of the Companies’ Creditors Arrangement Act,

R.S.C. 1985, c. C-36, as amended (“CCAA”):

(1) Order (I) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors
and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (Il) Granting Related Relief (the

“Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order”); and

(11) Order Authorizing the Abandonment and Destruction of Certain Digital
Records (the “Mailbox Destruction Order” together, with the Lienholder

Rolling Stock Settlement Order, the “U.S. Orders”);

(b) notwithstanding paragraph 5 of the Initial Recognition Order (as defined below),

authorizing the Canadian Debtors to:

(1) transfer title of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets (as defined in the
Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order) referenced on Exhibit A to the

Davidson Protruck Settlement Agreement (as defined below) to Davidson
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Protruck Inc. (“Davidson Protruck”), nunc pro tunc, in accordance with

the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order; and

(1))  to destroy (or cause to be destroyed) the Mailboxes (as defined in the
Mailbox Destruction Order) in accordance with the Mailbox Destruction

Order; and

2. Such further and other relief as counsel may request and this Court may permit.

THE GROUNDS FOR THE MOTION are as follows:

3. Capitalized terms used herein but not otherwise defined have the meaning given to such
terms in the affidavit of Matthew A. Doheny sworn June 12, 2024 (the “Doheny Affidavit”),

including terms therein defined by way of cross reference.

Chapter 11 Cases and the Canadian Proceedings

4. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), the Yellow Parent and certain of its affiliates,
including the Canadian Debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”), commenced the Chapter 11 Cases

by filing voluntary petitions with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court.

5. On August 8, 2023, this Court granted an interim stay order which, among other things,
granted a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, and their

respective directors and officers, in Canada.

6. Following a hearing on August 9, 2023 in respect of the first day motions filed by the
Debtors, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granted certain orders, including an order authorizing the

Yellow Parent to act as the Foreign Representative in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases.
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7. On August 29, 2023, this Court granted: (a) the Initial Recognition Order (Foreign Main
Proceeding), among other things, recognizing the Yellow Parent as the “foreign representative” in
respect of the Chapter 11 Cases and the Chapter 11 Cases as a “foreign main proceeding” pursuant
to section 45 of the CCAA (the “Initial Recognition Order”); and (b) the Supplemental Order
(Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things, appointing Alvarez & Marsal Canada Inc. as
information officer (in such capacity, the “Information Officer”), recognizing certain orders

issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, and granting certain charges.

8. The Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings
to facilitate an orderly wind-down of the Debtors’ operations and conduct an orderly and value-

maximizing sale process for their portfolio of real estate and trucking assets.

9. The Debtors have to date monetized 128 Owned Properties for approximately $1.88 billion
of proceeds, and 35 Leased Properties for approximately $85 million of proceeds. The Debtors
have remaining approximately 47 Owned Properties (including two Canadian Owned Properties)
and approximately 50 Leased Properties (including 10 Canadian Leased Properties), with an
additional 29 Leased Properties being subject to extensions of the deadline under section 365(d)(4)

of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code for the Debtors to assume or reject such Leased Properties.

10. The Debtors also continue to advance efforts to market and sell the their Rolling Stock
Assets with the assistance of the Rolling Stock Agent to capitalize on the value of their assets for

the benefit of all stakeholders.



Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order

11.  In the ordinary course of business, the Debtors routinely relied on the services of third
parties (the “Possessory Lienholders”), including providers of mechanic, towing, storage yard,

and other similar services, for the operation and maintenance of their Rolling Stock Assets.

12. When the Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition
proceedings, certain Rolling Stock Assets were in the possession of numerous Possessory
Lienholders who held a variety of statutory, common law, or possessory liens on such Rolling
Stock Assets for prepetition amounts due and owing for services provided on such Rolling Stock

Assets.

13. The Debtors, with the assistance of their advisors, identified 55 Rolling Stock Assets
(collectively, the “Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets”) that have been in the possession of

Possessory Lienholders since before the Petition Date.

14. The Debtors, with the assistance of their financial advisor, undertook a comprehensive
analysis of the Lienholder Rolling Stock assets to determine that, among other things, (i) the costs
to release such assets and bring such assets to working order and prepare for sale, significantly
exceeded the value of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets, (ii) the Lienholder Rolling Stock
Assets provided no value to the administration of the Debtors’ estates, and (ii1) it would be value-
destructive for the Debtors to expend any further estate resources to retrieve the Lienholder Rolling

Stock Assets.
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15. The Debtors engaged in good faith, arms’ length negotiations with the Possessory
Lienholders regarding the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets, and ultimately entered into settlement

agreements with seven Possessory Lienholders (the “Settlement Agreements”).

16. The Settlement Agreement result in a waiver or reduction of the known claims held by the
Possessory Lienholders against the Debtors’ estates in the aggregate amount of $679,320 in
exchange for surrendering title of the applicable Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets to such

Possessory Lienholders.

17. The Settlement Agreements include a settlement agreement entered into between Yellow
and Davidson Protruck on April 1, 2024 (the “Davidson Protruck Settlement Agreement”), in
respect of the transfer of title to eight semi-tractor units owned by and registered to YRC Freight

Canada held by Davidson Protruck.

18. On May 30, 2024, the Debtors filed the proposed Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement
Order with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on certification counsel. On May 31, 2024, the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court granted the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order without the need for a

hearing.

19. The settlement with Davidson Protruck has been implemented.

20.  Pursuant to the proposed Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative is seeking
recognition of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order and approval of the title transfers to

Davidson Protruck on a nunc pro tunc basis.



Mailbox Destruction Order

21. YRC Enterprise Services, Inc., a Debtor in the Chapter 11 Cases, and Microsoft
Corporation (“Microsoft”) are parties to certain enrollment agreements (collectively, the
“Enrollment”) through which the Debtors obtained licenses to use certain Microsoft software and

products.

22. On January 19, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered an order authorizing the Debtors

to assume the Enrollment.

23. Pursuant to terms of the Enrollment, given the shut-down of the Debtors’ businesses, the
Debtors and Microsoft agreed to reduce, or “true down,” the number of subscription licenses that
the Debtors maintain related to each product accessible under the Enrollment in return for a
reduced annual fee commensurate with the reduction in services and licenses, which if

implemented, will reduce the annual cost under the Enrollment from $3.9 million to $300,000.

24. The Debtors have identified approximately 6,100 mailboxes (the “Mailboxes”) associated

with Microsoft user accounts (“Accounts”) that were disabled in 2023 after the Petition Date.

25. If the Mailboxes associated with the Accounts are not deleted, the Debtors will be liable
for the $2.9 million annual fee for the associated licenses billed by Microsoft pursuant to the
original Enrollment. Accordingly, the Debtors filed the Mailbox Destruction Motion seeking

authorization of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy, or cause to be destroyed, the Mailboxes.

26. The Debtors have no reason to believe that the Mailboxes, or the digital data contained
therein, are needed any longer. The digital data is not necessary for the Debtors to complete the

sales and wind down the Debtors are currently pursuing through the Chapter 11 Cases, and the
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Debtors have no reason to believe that the digital data is germane to any pending litigation and/or

to any of the proofs of claim that have been filed with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court.

27.  With respect to any Mailboxes of Canadian employees or which relate to Canadian
vendors, the Debtors have no reason to believe that these Mailboxes have any information
pertaining to Canadian tax or employee records that are not otherwise available to the Canadian

Debtors and stored elsewhere.

28.  The costs of maintaining the Mailboxes and the associated licenses exceed their value, and
the Debtors thus are seeking the authority of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy, or cause to be

destroyed, the Mailboxes.

Recognition of the U.S. Orders is Appropriate

29. Section 49 of the CCAA provides that, if an order recognizing a foreign proceeding is
made, the Court may make any order that it considers appropriate if it is satisfied that it is necessary

for the protection of the debtor company’s property or the interests of a creditor or creditors.

30.  Recognition of the U.S. Orders by this Court pursuant to the Sixth Supplemental Order is
appropriate to preserve the value of the Canadian Debtors and ensure judicial coordination and
comity while the Debtors advance their wind-down and sale efforts pursuant to the Chapter 11

Cases.

31. The requested relief will assist with and facilitate the efforts of the Yellow group, including
the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, to pursue an orderly wind-down of their business
and operations in the Chapter 11 Cases with a view to maximizing value for the benefit of the

Company’s creditors, including the Company’s Canadian creditors.
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General

32.  The provisions of the CCAA, including Part IV and section 49 thereof.

33. Such further and other grounds as counsel may advise and this Court may permit.

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE will be used at the hearing of the motion:

34.  The Doheny Affidavit;

35. The Sixth Report of the Information Officer, to be filed; and

36. Such further and other evidence as counsel may advise and this Court may permit.

Date: June 12, 2024 GOODMANS LLP
Barristers & Solicitors
333 Bay Street, Suite 3400
Toronto, ON M5H 2S7

Robert J. Chadwick LSO#: 35165K
rchadwick@goodmans.ca

Caroline Descours LSO#: 58251A
cdescours@goodmans.ca

Andrew Harmes LSO#: 73221A
aharmes@goodmans.ca

Erik Axell LSO#: 853450
eaxell@goodmans.ca

Tel: 416.979.2211
Fax: 416.979.1234

Lawyers for the Applicant
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AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
(Sworn June 12, 2024)

I, Matthew A. Doheny, of the Village of Alexandria Bay, in the State of New York,
United States of America, MAKE OATH AND SAY:

l. INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

1. I am the Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow Corporation (the “Yellow Parent”). | was
appointed as the Chief Restructuring Officer by the Board of Directors of the Yellow Parent
(the “Board”) on July 19, 2023. As Chief Restructuring Officer, | am familiar with the day-to-
day operations, business and financial affairs, and books and records of YRC Freight Canada
Company (“YRC Freight Canada”), YRC Logistics Inc. (“YRC Logistics”), USF Holland
International Sales Corporation (“USF”) and 1105481 Ontario Inc. (*1105481”, and collectively
with YRC Freight Canada, YRC Logistics and USF, the “Canadian Debtors”), and the other

Debtors (as defined below). Prior to becoming the Chief Restructuring Officer, | was a member
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of the Board beginning in 2011 and served as Chairman of the Board from 2019 until July 31,
2023, when | resigned from the Board. As such, | have knowledge of the matters deposed to
herein, save where | have obtained information from others, including the Debtors’ advisors, or
public sources. Where | have obtained information from others or public sources | have stated the
source of that information and believe it to be true. The Debtors do not waive or intend to waive

any applicable privilege by any statement herein.

2. Capitalized terms used and not otherwise defined herein, unless otherwise indicated, have
the meanings given to them in my affidavit sworn February 21, 2024 (the “February Doheny
Affidavit”), including by way of cross-reference therein. A copy of the February Doheny
Affidavit (without exhibits) is attached as Exhibit “A” hereto. Unless otherwise indicated, dollar

amounts referenced in this affidavit are references to U.S. Dollars.

3. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), the Yellow Parent and certain of its affiliates,
including the Canadian Debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”), commenced cases (the “Chapter
11 Cases”) in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware (the “U.S.
Bankruptcy Court”) by filing voluntary petitions for relief under chapter 11 of title 11 of the
United States Code (the “U.S. Bankruptcy Code”). The Chapter 11 Cases are being overseen by

the Honourable Judge Craig T. Goldblatt.

4. On August 8, 2023, the Yellow Parent, in its capacity as the proposed foreign representative
in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases, brought an application before the Ontario Superior Court of
Justice (Commercial List) (the “Court”) pursuant to Part IV of the Companies’ Creditors
Arrangement Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. C-36, as amended (the “CCAA”) and section 106 of the Courts

of Justice Act, RSO 1990, ¢ C.43, and obtained an interim stay order, among other things, granting
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a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, and their

respective directors and officers, in Canada.

5. Following a hearing on August 9, 2023, in respect of the first day motions filed by the
Debtors in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granted certain first day orders
(“First Day Orders”), including an order appointing the Yellow Parent as the foreign

representative in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases (the “Foreign Representative”).

6. On August 29, 2023, the Yellow Parent, as the Foreign Representative, returned to this

Court for recognition of the Chapter 11 Cases under Part IV of the CCAA and obtained:

(@  an Initial Recognition Order (Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things,
recognizing the Chapter 11 Cases as a “foreign main proceeding” pursuant to

section 45 of the CCAA; and

(b) a Supplemental Order (Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things, (i) ordering
a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent,
and their respective directors and officers, in Canada, (ii) appointing Alvarez &
Marsal Canada Inc. as the Information Officer, (iii) recognizing certain of the First
Day Orders and certain other orders issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, and

(iv) granting the Administration Charge, the D&O Charge and the DIP Charge.
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7. This affidavit is filed in support of a motion made by the Foreign Representative for an
Order (the “Sixth Supplemental Order”), among other things, recognizing and enforcing in

Canada:

@) the Order (1) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors and
Certain Possessory Lienholders and (1) Granting Related Relief (the “Lienholder
Rolling Stock Settlement Order”), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “B”

hereto; and

(b) subject to its entry by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the Order Authorizing the
Abandonment and Destruction of Certain Digital Records (the “Mailbox
Destruction Order” together, with the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order,
the “U.S. Orders”), a draft form of which is attached as Exhibit “A” to the Mailbox
Destruction Motion (as defined below), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “C”

hereto.

8. Each of the U.S. Orders is described further below in this affidavit. As discussed further
below, the Debtors have recently adjourned the U.S. Bankruptcy Court hearing in respect of the
Mailbox Destruction Order to June 28, 2024 to allow the Debtors time to work to address a limited
objection and certain reservation of rights that have been filed. If the Mailbox Destruction Order
is not granted in advance of the hearing of the Foreign Representative’s motion for the Sixth
Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative will adjourn its request for recognition of the
Mailbox Destruction Order to a later date. To the extent the Mailbox Destruction Order is granted
by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court in advance of the hearing of the Foreign Representative’s motion

for the Sixth Supplemental Order, I understand that Goodmans LLP, Canadian counsel to the



19
-5-

Canadian Debtors, intends to file a copy of the entered Mailbox Destruction Order with the Court

in advance of such hearing.

1. UPDATE ON CERTAIN MATTERS

A. General Overview
(1) Sale Matters

0. The Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings
to facilitate an orderly wind-down of their operations and conduct an orderly and value-

maximizing sale process for their portfolio of real estate and trucking assets.

10. In furtherance of the foregoing, the Debtors developed the bidding procedures (the
“Bidding Procedures”) pursuant to which the Debtors would seek bids for the sale or sales of
substantially all of their assets. The Bidding Procedures, which provide for separate processes for
the sale of the Debtors’ Real Property Assets and Rolling Stock Assets, were approved by the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court pursuant to the Bidding Procedures Order.! The Bidding Procedures Order was
recognized by this Court pursuant to the Second Supplemental Order granted on September 29,

2023.

11.  As described in the February Doheny Affidavit, the Debtors’ sale efforts have been

overwhelmingly successful. With respect to the marketing and sale of the Debtors’ Real Property

1 The Bidding Procedures Order is the Order (1)(A) Approving Bidding Procedures for the Sale or Sales of the Debtors’
Assets; (B) Scheduling Auctions and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice Thereof; (C) Approving Assumption
and Assignment Procedures, (D) Scheduling Sale Hearings and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice Thereof;
(IN(A) Approving the Sale of the Debtors’ Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests and Encumbrances and
(B) Approving the Assumption and Assignments of Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases; and (l11) Granting
Related Relief [Docket No. 575].
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Assets, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered orders on December 12, 2023, January 12, 2024 and
February 22, 2024 (collectively, the “U.S. Sale Orders”) authorizing the Debtors to enter into
certain asset purchase agreements in respect of their Real Property Assets (including Owned
Properties and Leased Properties) and to consummate the transactions contemplated thereby.?
Pursuant to the U.S. Sale Orders, the Debtors have to date monetized 128 Owned Properties for
approximately $1.88 billion of proceeds, and 35 Leased Properties for approximately $85 million
of proceeds. The Debtors have used certain of the proceeds generated by these sales to pay off all

prepetition secured debt and all postpetition debtor-in-possession financing.

12.  The Debtors have also spent significant time determining which remaining Leased
Properties would bring value to the estates through assumption for later sale and assignment or
other use. On February 26, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granted the Lease Assumption Order,
among other things, authorizing the Debtors to assume 29 unexpired leases (including 10 leases in
respect of Canadian properties).®> The Lease Assumption Order was recognized by this Court

pursuant to the Fifth Supplemental Order granted on February 28, 2024.

2 See the (a) Order (1) Approving Certain Asset Purchase Agreements; (11) Authorizing and Approving Sales of Certain
Real Property Assets of the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each Case
Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; (111) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain
Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant to the
Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 1354] (the “December 12 Sale
Order”), (b) Order (I) Approving Certain Asset Purchase Agreements; (1) Authorizing and Approving Sales of
Certain Real Property Assets of the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each
Case Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; (I11) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of
Certain Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant
to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 1735], and (c) Order (1)
Approving the Asset Purchase Agreement; (I1) Authorizing and Approving the Sale of Certain Leased Properties of
the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances Pursuant to the Asset Purchase Agreement;
(111) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith Pursuant to
the Asset Purchase Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2346].

3 The Lease Assumption Order is the Order (A) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (B)
Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2385].
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13.  On April 19, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered a further order authorizing the

Debtors to assume an additional 14 non-Canadian unexpired leases.*

14.  The Debtors and their advisors continue to evaluate strategies and alternatives for their
remaining owned and leased real properties. As of the date of this affidavit, the Debtors have
remaining approximately 47 Owned Properties (including two Canadian Owned Properties, as
discussed further below) and approximately 50 Leased Properties (including 10 Canadian Leased
Properties, as discussed further below), with an additional 29 Leased Properties being subject to
extensions of the deadline under section 365(d)(4) of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code for the Debtors to

assume or reject such Leased Properties.

15. Regarding the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Assets, as previously described in materials filed
with the Court, the Debtors entered into an agreement (the “Rolling Stock Agency Agreement”)
with Nations Capital, LLC, Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (America) Inc., lronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie
Bros. (Canada) Ltd., and IronPlanet Canada Ltd. (collectively, the “Rolling Stock Agent”)
providing for the Rolling Stock Agent to act as the Debtors’ exclusive marketer, broker, and
auctioneer of the Rolling Stock Assets, and to provide certain other critical and related services.
The U.S. Bankruptcy Court approved the Rolling Stock Agency Agreement pursuant to the Rolling
Stock Sale Order, which was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Third Supplemental Order

granted on November 8, 2023.°

4 See the Order (A) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (B) Granting Related Relief
[Docket No. 3086].

> The Rolling Stock Sale Order is the Order (1) Approving Agency Agreement with Nations Capital, LLC, Ritchie Bros.
Auctioneers (America) Inc., IronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (Canada) Ltd. and IronPlanet Canada Ltd.
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16.  The Debtors’ efforts to market and sell the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Assets pursuant to the
Rolling Stock Sale Order are ongoing. The Rolling Stock Agent has held over 25 auctions to date,

the majority of which relate to sales of U.S. Rolling Stock Assets.

(i)  Claims Process

17. On September 13, 2023, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered the Bar Date Order.® The Bar
Date Order, among other things, approved the procedures and deadlines for the submission of
claims against the Debtors (including the Canadian Debtors, who are also debtors in the Chapter
11 Cases) and the procedures for providing notice of the claims procedure to known and unknown
creditors of the Debtors. The Bar Date Order was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Second

Supplemental Order.

18. In total, approximately 13,540 proof of claims asserting over $10 billion in claims against
the Debtors were filed. The Debtors continue to review and reconcile proofs of claim filed in

accordance with the Bar Date Order.

19.  Among the claims filed, there have been approximately 1,300 proofs of claim filed that
relate to claims under the Workers’ Adjustment Notification Act or its state level equivalents
(collectively, “WARN Act”), as well as various claims filed by multiemployer pension plans (the

“MEPPs”) alleging withdrawal liability. The Debtors have objected to the claims of certain of the

Effective as of October 16, 2023; (1) Authorizing the Sale of Rolling Stock Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims,
Interests and Encumbrances; and (I11) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 981].

& The Bar Date Order is the Order (1) Setting Bar Dates for Filing Proofs of Claim, Including Requests for Payment
Under Section 503(B)(9), (I1) Establishing Amended Schedules Bar Date and Rejection Damages Bar Date, (l11)
Approving the Form of and Manner for Filing Proofs of Claim, Including Section 503(B)(9) Requests, and (I1V)
Approving Form and Manner of Notice Thereof [Docket No. 521].
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MEPPs and WARN Act claimants (the “MEPP and WARN Litigation”). If the Debtors prevail
in the MEPP and WARN Litigation, the general unsecured claims pool will be reduced by up to
approximately $8.0 billion in disallowed claims. The U.S. Bankruptcy Court has granted certain
scheduling orders regarding the MEPP and WARN Litigation (the “Scheduling Orders”), which

generally provide for the MEPP and WARN Litigation to continue through late 2024."

20. In addition, the Debtors have also continued to review and reconcile the remainder of
claims, which review will also inform potential recoveries in the Chapter 11 Cases. As of the date
of this affidavit, the Debtors have filed fourteen omnibus objections to claims, which includes
claims asserted against the Canadian Debtors, on the basis that certain claims are duplicative,
asserted against the incorrect Debtor entity, or incorrectly asserted administrative priority, amongst
other objectionable grounds. It is anticipated that additional objections to claims will be filed in

the coming weeks and months.

(iii)  Extension of Exclusivity Periods

21. Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have filed certain motions seeking to extend the
exclusive periods during which only the Debtors may file a chapter 11 plan and solicit acceptances
thereof. A copy of the Debtors most recently filed exclusivity motion (the “Third Exclusivity
Motion”) is attached as Exhibit “D” to this affidavit. The Third Exclusivity Motion requested an
extension of the period during which the Debtors have the exclusive right to file a chapter 11 plan

(the “Filing Exclusivity Period”) through and including September 2, 2024, and the exclusive

" The Scheduling Orders consist of the (a) Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the
Debtors’ Objections to Proofs of Claim Filed by the Pension Funds that Received Special Financial Assistance
[Docket No. 2195], (b) Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Seventh
Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 2961], and (c) Scheduling
Order [Docket No. 3186].
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period during which the Debtors have the exclusive right to solicit votes on any such chapter 11
plan (the “Solicitation Exclusivity Period” and, together with the Filing Exclusivity Period, the
“Exclusivity Periods”) through and including October 29, 2024, in each case without prejudice to

the Debtors’ right to seek further extensions to such Exclusivity Periods.

22.  On May 28, 2024, the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors (the “UCC”) filed under
seal an objection to the Third Exclusivity Motion (the “UCC Objection”), along with two
declarations in support thereof (the “UCC Declarations”). On May 31, 2024, the UCC filed
redacted versions of the UCC Objection and the UCC Declarations, copies of which are attached

as Exhibit “E” hereto.

23.  The Debtors filed the following in response to the UCC Obijection:

@) Debtors” Motion for Leave to File a Late Reply in Further Support of Motion of
Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors Exclusivity Periods to File
a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the
Bankruptcy Code and (1) Granting Related Relief, which is attached as Exhibit “F”
hereto and which at Exhibit “B” thereto includes the Debtors’ reply in support of

the Third Exclusivity Motion;® and

(b) Declaration of Matthew A. Doheny, Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow

Corporation, in Support of Entry of Order (I) Extending the Debtors Exclusive

8 The Debtors’ motion was granted by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court pursuant to the Order Granting Debtors’ Motion
for Leave to File Late Reply in Further Support of Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors’
Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the
Bankruptcy Code and (1) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3577].
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Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to
Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (I1) Granting Related Relief, a copy of

which is attached as Exhibit “G” hereto.

24, In addition, an ad hoc group of equity holders of the Yellow Parent filed a statement in
support of the Debtors” Third Exclusivity Motion, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “H”

hereto.

25.  The U.S. Bankruptcy Court heard the Debtors’ Third Exclusivity Motion on June 3, 2024.
At the hearing, the UCC Objection was overruled by Judge Goldblatt, and the U.S. Bankruptcy
Court granted the Third Exclusivity Motion and entered an order granting the requested extensions
of the Plan Exclusivity Period through and including September 2, 2024, and the Solicitation
Exclusivity Period through and including October 29, 2024, in each case without prejudice to the

Debtors’ right to seek further extensions.®

B. Canadian Sale Matters
(1) Canadian Owned Properties

26.  The December 12 Sale Order, which was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Sale
Recognition and Vesting Order granted on December 19, 2023, included two Canadian Owned
Properties. As described in the February Doheny Affidavit, the RGH Transaction in respect of an
Ontario property owned by YRC Freight Canada, was completed on January 23, 2024 for proceeds

of approximately $2.97 million. Pursuant to the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order, the proceeds

% See the Order (1) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances
Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code, and (11) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3590].
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from the RGH Transaction form part of the Real Property Holdback Amount (as defined in the
Sale Recognition and Vesting Order) and are currently held by the Information Officer in trust on

behalf of the Debtors pending further Order of this Court.

27.  The second Canadian transaction approved by the December 12 Sale Order and recognized
by the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order is the Allstar Transaction in respect of a Quebec
property also owned by YRC Freight Canada (the “Quebec Property”). As described in the
February Doheny Affidavit, the Allstar Purchaser failed to honour its obligations to close the
Allstar Transaction and on February 14, 2024, the Debtors sought and obtained the Order to
Compel from the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 14, 2024, among other things, ordering the

Allstar Purchaser to close the Allstar Transaction by no later than March 7, 2024.%°

28.  The Allstar Purchaser failed to complete the transaction despite the granting of the Order
to Compel. Accordingly, the Debtors sought and obtained from the U.S. Bankruptcy Court the
Order Granting Motion (1) To Enforce Sale Order and Order to Compel; (Il) to Sanction Allstar
Investments Inc. for Contempt for Violating the Same; and (1) for Entry of an Order Requiring
All Star to Close Transaction and to Pay All of the Costs and Expenses Incurred by the Debtors in
Addressing this Matter (the “Contempt Order”), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “I”” to this
affidavit.!* The Contempt Order, among other things, ordered the Allstar Purchaser to close the

transaction immediately.

10 The Order to Compel is the Order Enforcing Sale Order and Compelling Specific Performance by All Star
Investments Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2194].

11 For further background regarding the circumstances that led to the Debtors obtaining the Contempt Order from the
U.S. Bankruptcy Court, see the Motion (I) To Enforce Sale Order and Order to Compel; (1) To Sanction Allstar
Investments Inc. for Contempt for Violating the Same; and (1) For Entry of an Order Requiring All Star to Close
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29.  The Allstar Purchaser has continued to fail to close the transaction despite the extensive

efforts of the Debtors and their advisors.

30.  There was no back-up bidder for the Quebec Property, and the Debtors are evaluating next

steps regarding the Quebec Property.

31. In addition to the Quebec Property, there is one additional remaining Canadian Owned
Property, located at 285 Blair Street, Oshawa, Ontario, which the Debtors, with the assistance of

their investment banker, Ducera Partners LLC, are continuing to market.

(i)  Canadian Leased Properties

32.  Asreferenced above, pursuant to the Lease Assumption Order, the Debtors have assumed
10 unexpired leases in respect of Canadian Leased Properties. The Debtors continue to explore
alternatives for such Leased Properties as part of overall efforts to maximize the value of the

Debtors’ lease portfolio for the benefit of all stakeholders.

33. Since the February Doheny Affidavit, the Debtors have rejected one of YRC Freight
Canada’s Leased Properties. The Debtors and Acheron Land Holdings, ULC and Crown
Enterprises, LLC (collectively “Crown Enterprises”) entered into certain joint stipulations in
respect of the lease relating to the Leased Property at 6130 Netherhart Road, Mississauga, ON,
Canada L5T 1B7 (the “Mississauga Lease”) pursuant to which the Debtors and Crown
Enterprises, among other things, agreed to extend the deadline under section 365(d)(4) of the U.S.

Bankruptcy Code for the Debtors to assume or reject the Mississauga Lease. On April 18, 2024,

Transaction and Pay All of the Costs and Expenses Incurred by the Debtors in Addressing This Matter [Docket No.
2627], a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “J” to this affidavit.
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the Debtors filed their ninth rejection notice pursuant to the Omnibus Rejection Order, which

provided for the rejection of the Mississauga Lease.'?

34, Prior to the rejection of the Mississauga Lease, the Debtors had rejected three of YRC
Freight Canada’s Leased Properties pursuant to the Omnibus Rejection Order. Accordingly, four

of YRC Freight Canada’s Leased Properties have been rejected as of the date hereof.*3

35.  The Debtors’ also filed on May 1, 2024, a tenth rejection notice pursuant to the Omnibus
Rejection Order, in which the Debtors seek to reject a sublease agreement (the “Mississauga
Sublease Agreement”) between YRC Freight Canada and Transport Morneau Inc. (“TMI”) under
which TMI subleases from YRC Freight Canada certain property that YRC Freight Canada leases
pursuant to the Mississauga Lease. TMI has filed responses to the ninth and tenth rejection notices

objecting to the rejection of the Mississauga Sublease Agreement.

(ili))  Canadian Rolling Stock Assets

36. The Debtors, with the assistance of the Rolling Stock Agent, have continued to advance
efforts to remove Rolling Stock Assets from the Canadian Owned Properties and Leased
Properties, and to prepare such assets for sale. The removal of Rolling Stock Assets from Canadian
Owned Properties and Leased Properties is currently expected to be completed in the second half

of 2024.

2 The Omnibus Rejection Order is the Order (1) Authorizing (A) Rejection of Certain Executory Contracts and
Unexpired Leases Effective as of Dates Specified Herein and (B) Abandonment of Certain Personal Property, if any,
and (I1) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 548]. The Omnibus Rejection Order was recognized by this Court
pursuant to the Second Supplemental Order.

13 1n addition, one of the U.S. Debtors, YRC Inc., has exited one of its leased locations located in Ontario.
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37.  To date, the Rolling Stock Agent has completed sales of certain of the Canadian Rolling
Stock Assets for approximately CA$364,000 of proceeds. Pursuant to the Third Supplemental
Order, such proceeds form part of the Holdback Amount (as defined in the Third Supplemental
Order) and have been retained by the Canadian Debtors in a Canadian bank account, pending

further order of the Court in respect of such funds.

38.  The Debtors have also made other efforts to dispose of certain Rolling Stock Assets by
other means where the sale of such assets may not maximize value, and have worked to progress
the wind-down their portfolio of Rolling Stock Assets. As described further below, the Debtors
have obtained the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order providing for the transfer of title to
the seven Possessory Lienholders of certain Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets determined by the
Debtors to have no value to the Debtors pursuant to settlement agreements with such Possessory
Lienholders, including the Davidson Protruck Settlement Agreement (as defined below) in respect
of certain Canadian Rolling Stock Assets. The Debtors have also filed certain notices of
abandonment pursuant to the De Minimis Assets Order,* which was recognized by this Court
pursuant to the Second Supplemental Order. These notices relate to, among other assets, certain
obsolete Canadian Rolling Stock Assets and certain Canadian Rolling Stock Assets being held at
vendor locations. The Debtors conducted a comprehensive analysis and determined that the pre-
and post-petition amounts owed to the vendors, plus additional costs needed to bring the subject
assets into working condition and back to the Debtors’ or the Rolling Stock Agent’s premises,

would significantly outweigh the estimated recovery at auction.

14 The De Minimis Assets Order is the Order Approving Procedures for De Minimis Asset Transactions and
Abandonment of De Minimis Assets [Docket No. 551].
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C. Wind-Down of the Canadian Business
39.  The Canadian Debtors have continued to work, along with their advisors, to wind-down
their business operations. As referenced above, YRC Freight Canada has continued to work
towards exiting its owned and leased real property premises, and will continue to work with the
Company’s advisors to maximize the value of its remaining Owned Properties and Leased

Properties.

40.  As discussed in prior affidavits filed in these proceedings, all of YRC Freight Canada’s
unionized employees were placed on lay-off prior to the Petition Date and all but approximately
65 non-unionized employees were terminated. Over the course of these proceedings, the
employment of additional employees has been terminated as the Canadian Debtors have continued
to wind-down their operations in Canada. At this time, approximately five employees continue to

be employed to assist with further remaining wind-down efforts of the Canadian Debtors.

I11. RECOGNITION OF THE U.S. ORDERS

41. Pursuant to the proposed Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative seeks
recognition by this Court of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order and, if granted by the

U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the Mailbox Destruction Order.

A. Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order

42. In the ordinary course of business, the Debtors routinely relied on the services of third
parties (the “Possessory Lienholders”), including providers of mechanic, towing, storage yard,
and other similar services, for the operation and maintenance of their Rolling Stock Assets. When

the Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings, certain
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Rolling Stock Assets were in the possession of numerous Possessory Lienholders who held a
variety of statutory, common law, or possessory liens (collectively, “Possessory Liens”) on such
Rolling Stock Assets for prepetition amounts due and owing for services provided on such Rolling

Stock Assets.

43.  The Debtors have used the relief granted to them by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to pay
certain prepetition claims related to the Possessory Liens where the Debtors believed, in an
exercise of their business judgment, that the benefit to their estates from making such payments
during their ongoing wind-down would exceed the costs to the estates.'® As described in the
Declaration of Brian Whittman in Support of Entry of Order (I) Approving the Settlement
Agreements by and Among the Debtors and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (I1) Granting
Related Relief (the “Whittman Declaration”), a copy of which is enclosed within the Lienholder
Rolling Stock Settlement Motion (as defined below) and attached as Exhibit “K” hereto, the
Debtors, with the assistance of their advisors, identified 55 Rolling Stock Assets (each, a
“Lienholder Rolling Stock Asset” and collectively, the “Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets”) that

have been in the possession of Possessory Lienholders since before the Petition Date.

44.  As explained in the Whittman Declaration, Alvarez & Marsal North America, LLC, as the
Debtors’ financial and restructuring advisor (the “Debtors’ Financial Advisor”), conducted a
comprehensive analysis of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets, which included, without

limitation, (a) identifying, in consultation with the Rolling Stock Agent, the likely value of these

15 See the Final Order (1) Authorizing Debtors to Pay Prepetition Claims of Certain Critical Vendors, 503(b)(9)
Claimants, Lien Claimants, and Foreign Vendors (I1) Confirming Administrative Expense Priority of Outstanding
Orders, and (111) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 517].
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assets based on an analysis of the results of the Rolling Stock Asset sales to date, and (b) estimating
the value of the claims that each of the Possessory Lienholders against the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets, including all known prepetition and postpetition amounts owing to the Possessory
Lienholders, including estimated unliquidated, unbilled amounts, that the Debtors would need to

satisfy to release such assets for sale.

45, Based on this analysis, the Debtors determined that the costs to release such assets and
bring such assets to working order and prepare for sale significantly exceeded the value of the
Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets. The Debtors are of the view that the estimated aggregate claims
related to both the prepetition repairs and storage costs and postpetition storage and towing costs
of approximately $794,000, as illustrated by the summary chart attached as Exhibit “A” to the
Whittman Declaration, materially exceeded the recovery threshold value of Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets, not including the costs to recover each Lienholder Rolling Stock Asset from its

Possessory Lienholder location.

46. Further, these assets have not been used in the Debtors’ operations nor have these assets
been included in marketing materials prepared by the Rolling Stock Agent or the Debtors since
the commencement of the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings given that

they have been held at the Possessory Lienholder locations since prior to the Petition Date.

47.  The Debtors determined that the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets provided no value to the
administration of the Debtors’ estates, and that it would be value-destructive for the Debtors to

expend any further estate resources to retrieve the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets.
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48. Based on the foregoing, the Debtors engaged in good faith, arms’ length negotiations with
the Possessory Lienholders. On May 13, 2024, the Debtors filed the Motion to Approve
Compromise under Rule 9019 / Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Approving the
Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (I1)
Granting Related Relief (the “Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Approval Motion”), a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “K”, seeking U.S. Bankruptcy Court approval of settlement

agreements entered into with seven Possessory Lienholders (the “Settlement Agreements”).

49.  The Settlement Agreements are described in further detail in the Lienholder Rolling Stock
Settlement Approval Motion. In summary, the Settlement Agreements result in a waiver or
reduction of the known claims held by the Possessory Lienholders against the Debtors’ estates in
the aggregate amount of $679,320 in exchange for surrendering title of the applicable Lienholder

Rolling Stock Assets to such Possessory Lienholders.

50.  The Settlement Agreements include a settlement agreement entered into between Yellow
and Davidson Protruck Inc. (“Davidson Protruck”) on April 1, 2024 (the “Davidson Protruck
Settlement Agreement”), in respect of the transfer of title to eight semi-tractor units owned by
and registered to YRC Freight Canada held by Davidson Protruck (the “Semi-Tractor Units”).
Under the Davidson Protruck Settlement Agreement, Davidson Protruck agreed to release Yellow
and its subsidiaries, among others, from any and all claims, actions and causes of action it has or
may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees,
successors or assigns, employees, arising from or out of unpaid towing, repair and/or storage fees
for the Semi-Tractor Units and withdraw its proof of claim filed in the Chapter 11 Cases, as

consideration for Yellow transferring ownership of the Semi-Tractor Units to Davidson Protruck.
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51.  On May 30, 2024, the Debtors filed the proposed Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement
Order with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on certification counsel. On May 31, 2024, the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court granted the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order without the need for a

hearing.

52. I am advised by the Debtors’ Financial Advisor that the settlement with Davidson Protruck
has now been implemented. It was expected that the transfer of titles in respect of the Semi-Tractor
Units to Davidson Protruck would take additional time to complete; however, | am advised by the
Debtors’ Financial Advisor that the titles (i.e., the Semi-Tractor Units’ registration documentation)
were contained within the units themselves (which units were being held by Davidson Protruck at
its location), and thus the transfer of such titles has been completed. Accordingly, pursuant to the
proposed Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative is seeking the Court’s approval

of such title transfers on a nunc pro tunc basis.

B. Mailbox Destruction Order

53.  YRC Enterprise Services, Inc., a Debtor in the Chapter 11 Cases, and Microsoft
Corporation (“Microsoft”) are parties to certain enrollment agreements (collectively, the
“Enrollment”) through which the Debtors obtained licenses to use certain Microsoft software and
products. On January 19, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered an order authorizing the
Debtors to assume the Enrollment.'® Under the Enrollment, the Debtors may annually reduce, or

“true down,” the number of subscription licenses that the Debtors maintain related to each product

16 See the Order (1) Authorizing Assumption of the Microsoft Enrollments and (I1) Granting Related Relief [Docket
No. 2144].
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accessible under the Enrollment in return for a reduced annual fee commensurate with the

reduction in services and licenses (a “True-Down”).

54, Pursuant to terms of the Enrollment, given the shut-down of the Debtors’ businesses, the
Debtors and Microsoft agreed to True-Down the Debtors’ license enrollment and use, and in turn,

reduce the annual cost under the Enrollment from $3.9 million to $300,000.

55.  As described in the Debtors’ Motion for Entry of an Order Authorizing the Abandonment
and Destruction of Certain Digital Records (the “Mailbox Destruction Motion”), a copy of which
is attached as Exhibit “C” to this affidavit, the Debtors identified approximately 6,100 electronic
mailboxes (the “Mailboxes”) associated with Microsoft user accounts (“Accounts”) that were
disabled in 2023 after the Petition Date. These Mailboxes are Mailboxes that are: (i) not on legal
hold; (ii) of previous employees below the status of Vice President; (iii) in which the active
directory account is disabled; (iv) that were not used in the year 2024; and (v) that are not shared

with any current employee.

56. If the Mailboxes associated with the Accounts are not deleted, the Debtors will be liable
for the $2.9 million annual fee for the associated licenses billed by Microsoft pursuant to the
original Enrollment. Accordingly, the Debtors filed the Mailbox Destruction Motion seeking

authorization of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy, or cause to be destroyed, the Mailboxes.

57.  The Mailboxes contain digital data, including confidential business information and
employee records that may contain Personally Identifiable Information and other personal
information of employees. The Debtors have no reason to believe that the Mailboxes, or the digital

data contained therein, are needed any longer. The digital data is not necessary for the Debtors to
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complete the sales and wind down the Debtors are currently pursuing through the Chapter 11
Cases, and the Debtors have no reason to believe that the digital data is germane to any pending

litigation and/or to any of the proofs of claim that have been filed with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court.

58.  With respect to any Mailboxes of Canadian employees or which relate to Canadian
vendors, it is my understanding that the Debtors have no reason to believe that these Mailboxes
have any information pertaining to Canadian tax or employee records that are not otherwise

available to the Canadian Debtors and stored elsewhere.

59. In sum, the costs of maintaining the Mailboxes and the associated licenses exceed their
value, and the Debtors thus are seeking the authority of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy, or

cause to be destroyed, the Mailboxes.

60. The Mailbox Destruction Motion was originally scheduled to be heard by the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court on June 3, 2024. The Debtors have adjourned the hearing of the Mailbox
Destruction Motion — initially to June 12, 2024 and most recently to June 28, 2024 — to allow the
Debtors time to work to address a limited objection and certain reservation of rights that have been
filed. If the Mailbox Destruction Order is not granted in advance of the hearing of the Foreign
Representative’s motion for the Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative will
adjourn its request for recognition of the Mailbox Destruction Order to a later date. If the Mailbox
Destruction Order is granted in advance of the hearing in respect of the Sixth Supplemental Order,

the Debtors will cause a copy of the entered Mailbox Destruction Order to be filed with the Court.

61.  The Foreign Representative believes it is appropriate to seek recognition of the Mailbox

Destruction Order, if granted, as part of these proceedings.
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IV. CONCLUSION

62.  Ibelieve that the recognition of the U.S. Orders and the other relief sought in the proposed
Sixth Supplemental Order is necessary to protect the Canadian Debtors and preserve the value of

the Canadian Business for the benefit of a broad range of stakeholders.

63.  The requested relief will assist with and facilitate the efforts of the Yellow group, including
the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, to pursue an orderly wind-down of their business
and operations in the Chapter 11 Cases with a view to maximizing value for the benefit of the

Company’s creditors, including the Company’s Canadian creditors.

SWORN before me by videoconference on \
this 12" day of June, 2024 in accordance
with O. Reg. 431/20, Administering Oath or
Declaration Remotely. The affiant was
located in the City of Watertown, in the State >
of New York, United States of America and
I was located in the City of Toronto in the
Province of Ontario.

/ / / DocuSigned by:
H&M&U\ — Mokl

2ED458963249407—

A Commissioner for taking affidavits Matthew A. Doheny
Name: Andrew Harmes
LSO# 73221A
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AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
(Sworn February 21, 2024)

I, Matthew A. Doheny, of the Village of Alexandria Bay, in the State of New York,
United States of America, MAKE OATH AND SAY:

l. INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

1. I am the Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow Corporation (the “Yellow Parent”). | was
appointed as the Chief Restructuring Officer by the Board of Directors of the Yellow Parent
(the “Board”) on July 19, 2023. As Chief Restructuring Officer, | am familiar with the day-to-
day operations, business and financial affairs, and books and records of YRC Freight Canada
Company (“YRC Freight Canada”), YRC Logistics Inc. (“YRC Logistics”), USF Holland
International Sales Corporation (“USF”) and 1105481 Ontario Inc. (*1105481”, and collectively
with YRC Freight Canada, YRC Logistics and USF, the “Canadian Debtors”), and the other

Debtors (as defined below). Prior to becoming the Chief Restructuring Officer, | was a member
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of the Board beginning in 2011 and served as Chairman of the Board from 2019 until July 31,
2023, when | resigned from the Board. As such, | have knowledge of the matters deposed to
herein, save where | have obtained information from others, including the Debtors’ advisors, or
public sources. Where | have obtained information from others or public sources | have stated the
source of that information and believe it to be true. The Debtors do not waive or intend to waive

any applicable privilege by any statement herein.

2. Capitalized terms used and not otherwise defined herein, unless otherwise indicated, have
the meanings given to them in my affidavit sworn December 13, 2023 (the “December Doheny
Affidavit”). Unless otherwise indicated, dollar amounts referenced in this affidavit are references

to U.S. Dollars.

3. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), the Yellow Parent and certain of its affiliates,
including the Canadian Debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”), commenced cases (the “Chapter
11 Cases”) in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware (the “U.S.
Bankruptcy Court”) by filing voluntary petitions for relief under chapter 11 of title 11 of the

United States Code (the “U.S. Bankruptcy Code”).

4. On August 8, 2023, the Yellow Parent, in its capacity as the proposed foreign representative
in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases, brought an application before the Ontario Superior Court of
Justice (Commercial List) (the “Court”) pursuant to Part IV of the Companies’ Creditors
Arrangement Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. C-36, as amended (the “CCAA”) and Section 106 of the Courts
of Justice Act, RSO 1990, ¢ C.43, and obtained an interim stay order, among other things, granting
a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, and their

respective directors and officers, in Canada.
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5. Following a hearing on August 9, 2023, in respect of the first day motions filed by the
Debtors in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granted certain first day orders
(“First Day Orders”), including an order appointing the Yellow Parent as the foreign

representative in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases (the “Foreign Representative”).

6. On August 29, 2023, the Yellow Parent, as the Foreign Representative, returned to this

Court for recognition of the Chapter 11 Cases under Part IV of the CCAA and obtained:

(@  an Initial Recognition Order (Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things,
recognizing the Chapter 11 Cases as a “foreign main proceeding” pursuant to

section 45 of the CCAA; and

(b) a Supplemental Order (Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things, (i) ordering
a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent,
and their respective directors and officers, in Canada, (ii) appointing Alvarez &
Marsal Canada Inc. as the Information Officer, (iii) recognizing certain of the First
Day Orders and certain other orders issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, and

(iv) granting the Administration Charge, the D&O Charge and the DIP Charge.

7. The Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings
to facilitate an orderly wind-down of the Debtors’ operations and conduct an orderly and value-

maximizing sale process for their portfolio of real estate and trucking assets.

8. This affidavit is filed in support of a motion made by the Foreign Representative for an
Order (the “Fifth Supplemental Order”), among other things, recognizing and enforcing in

Canada the following orders (collectively, the “U.S. Orders”, and with respect to the Lease
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Assumption Order (as defined below), subject to its entry by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court), each of

which is described further below in this affidavit:

@ Order Authorizing the Abandonment and Destruction of Documents and Records

(the “Documents Order™), a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”; and

(b) Order Enforcing Sale Order and Compelling Specific Performance by All Star
Investments Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement (the “Order to

Compel”), a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “B”; and

(©) Order (A) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and
(B) Granting Related Relief (the “Lease Assumption Order”), a proposed form of

which is attached hereto as Exhibit “C”.

1. UPDATE ON CERTAIN MATTERS IN THE CHAPTER 11 CASES

A Sale Process Efforts
(1) Real Property Assets

9. Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have advanced their robust marketing and sale efforts

to capitalize on the value of their assets for the benefit of all stakeholders.

10. The Debtors’ efforts with respect to the marketing and sale of their 174 owned real
properties (the “Owned Properties”) and 149 leased properties (the “Leased Properties”, and
together with the Owned Properties, the “Real Property Assets”) in the period up to December
2023 are described in the December Doheny Affidavit, which was filed in support of an Order of
this Court (the “Sale Recognition and Vesting Order”) to, among other things, recognize the

Sale Order granted by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court in respect of the sale of 128 Owned Properties
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and two Leased Properties (collectively, the “Initial Properties”), including two Canadian Owned
Properties (the “Canadian Initial Properties”). The Sale Recognition and Vesting Order was

granted by this Court on December 19, 2023.

11.  To date, the Debtors’ efforts have been overwhelmingly successful. As of the date hereof,
the Debtors have consummated 18 sale transactions, comprised of 119 Owned Properties and 25
Leased Properties, totaling nearly $1.9 billion.> An additional five sale transactions are expected
to close in coming weeks, comprised of nine Owned Properties and one Leased Property, totaling
$63.1 million. From the proceeds generated by these sales, the Debtors were able to pay off all
prepetition secured debt and all postpetition debtor-in-possession financing, and have

approximately $300 million of cash on hand.

12.  Of the transactions in respect of the two Canadian Initial Properties approved pursuant to
the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order (together the “Canadian Transactions”), the RGH
Transaction was completed on January 23, 2024. Pursuant to the terms of the Sale Recognition
and Vesting Order, the proceeds from the RGH Transaction (approximately $2.97 million) form
part of the Real Property Holdback Amount (as defined in the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order)
and were delivered, in trust, to the Information Officer to hold on behalf of the Debtors pending

further Order of this Court.

13.  To date, the second Canadian Transaction, being the Allstar Transaction, has not yet been

completed. As discussed in further detail in the Declaration of Jon Cremeans in Support of Entry

! An additional 10 Leased Properties are subject to a proposed sale in respect of which the Debtors expect to seek
approval by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 26, 2024.
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of Order Enforcing Sale Order and Compelling Specific Performance by All Star Investments Inc.
Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement dated February 12, 2024 (the “Cremeans
Declaration”), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “D” hereto, the Allstar Purchaser, located
in California, United States, had refused and failed to honor its obligations to close the Allstar
Transaction concerning the Quebec Property (as defined in the Cremeans Declaration) for a

$550,000 purchase price.

14.  On February 9, 2024, the Debtors filed the Debtors’ Motion to Enforce the Sale Order and
Compel Performance by All Star Investments, Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement
(the “Motion to Compel”) with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court seeking entry of the Order to Compel.
I understand from counsel to the Debtors, Kirkland & Ellis LLP, that the Motion to Compel was
served on the Allstar Purchaser, and that the Allstar Purchaser did not object to the Motion to
Compel or attend the hearing in respect thereof. Shortly before such hearing, the Allstar Purchaser
did contact Kirkland & Ellis LLP by email indicating their intention to close the transaction. Out
of an abundance of caution and in an interest to close the transaction, the Debtors proceeded with
the Motion to Compel. The U.S. Bankruptcy Court heard the Motion to Compel on February 14,

2024, and entered the Order to Compel the same day.

15.  The Debtors are continuing their efforts to advance all necessary matters to complete the
Allstar Transaction as soon as practicable and by no later than the extended “Outside Date” of

March 6, 2024, as per the Order to Compel.

16.  The Debtors are also continuing to advance their marketing and sale efforts with regards

to certain remaining Owned Properties and Leased Properties.
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17.  On February 12, 2024, the Debtors filed the Debtors' Omnibus Motion for Entry of an
Order (1) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (I1) Granting Related
Relief (the “Lease Assumption Motion”) seeking to assume, under section 365 of the U.S.
Bankruptcy Code, several Leased Properties for further marketing and sale efforts (discussed
further below). The U.S. Bankruptcy Court is scheduled to hear the Lease Assumption Motion on

February 26, 2024 at 10:30 a.m. (E.T.).

18.  On February 19, 2024, the Debtors filed the Sixth Notice of Rejection of Certain Unexpired
Leases, seeking to reject 17 unexpired real property leases under section 365 of the U.S.
Bankruptcy Code (none of which relate to the Remaining Canadian Leased Properties (as defined

below)).

(i) Rolling Stock Assets

19. On October 27, 2023, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered the Rolling Stock Sale Order,
which was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Third Supplemental Order granted on
November 8, 2023. The Debtor’s efforts to market and sell the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Assets (as

defined in the Rolling Stock Sale Order) pursuant to the Rolling Stock Sale Order are ongoing.

B. Wind-Down of the Canadian Business

20.  The Canadian Debtors, with the assistance of their advisors, are continuing to work in good

faith and with due diligence to advance an orderly wind-down of their business operations.

21.  Asdiscussed in prior affidavits filed in these proceedings, YRC Freight Canada has been
working towards exiting its 13 Leased Properties and to wind-down operations at its three Owned

Properties. As discussed above, the two owned Canadian Initial Properties have been sold (subject
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to the Allstar Transaction being completed), and the Debtors, with the assistance of Ducera
Partners LLC (“Ducera”), are continuing to market the one remaining Owned Property in Canada
located at 285 Blair Street, Oshawa, Ontario. In addition, to date, three of YRC Freight Canada’s
Leased Properties have been exited as part of the Canadian Debtors’” wind-down efforts.? Each of
the leases for these locations were rejected pursuant to the Omnibus Rejection Order. The Debtors,
with the assistance of Ducera, are continuing to market the 11 remaining Leased Properties in
Canada (as also discussed below). These 11 Canadian Leased Properties are sought to be assumed

pursuant to the Lease Assumption Motion (as discussed further below).

22.  As discussed in prior affidavits filed in these proceedings, all of YRC Freight Canada’s
unionized employees were placed on lay-off prior to the Petition Date and all but approximately
65 non-unionized employees were terminated. The approximately 65 non-unionized employees

remained in order to assist with wind-down matters.

23. At this time, approximately 11 employees continue to be employed to assist with further

remaining wind-down efforts of the Canadian Debtors.

I11.  RECOGNITION OF THE U.S. ORDERS

24, Pursuant to the proposed Fifth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative seeks
recognition by this Court of the Documents Order, the Order to Compel and the Lease Assumption

Order.

2 In addition, one of the U.S. Debtors, YRC Inc., has exited one of its leased locations located in Ontario.
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A. Documents Order?

25.  Approximately 31,000 boxes of the Debtors’ documents and records are currently being
held by Iron Mountain, Inc. (“Iron Mountain”), a third-party records and information
management company, for storage, shredding, or transport. In addition, at least 12,000 boxes of
the Debtors’ documents and records are physically present on the properties that have been sold
or continue to be part of the Debtors’ sale process, including on leased properties for which the
leases may be abandoned (collectively, the “Documents and Records”). Approximately 438

(5.7%) of the boxes are located in Canada.

26. Given the Debtors are selling their assets, they are without, or are expected to soon be
without, storage space for the Documents and Records held on those properties. The Debtors have
moved the records from the closed sales to their remaining properties, but that option will no longer
exist once additional sales of the remaining properties close and/or the Debtors vacate those
premises. To continue storing them, the Debtors would be required to move those Documents and

Records to Iron Mountain or another third-party storage facility.

27.  The Documents and Records cover a wide range of materials related to the Debtors’ prior
trucking business, including employee records going back decades, and operational documents
such as licensing, tax, and other corporate records. The vast majority of the Documents and
Records are believed to be original copies or physical duplicates of documents held electronically

by the Debtors.

3 Capitalized terms used in this section and not otherwise defined in this affidavit, unless otherwise indicated, have
the meanings given to them in the Debtors’ Motion for Entry of an Order Authorizing the Abandonment and
Destruction of Certain Documents and Records, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “E”. Descriptions of
the Documents Order are provided for summary purposes only and are qualified in their entirety to the terms and
provisions of the Documents Order attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.
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28.  While maintenance of the Documents and Records was necessary for the Debtors to operate
as a going-concern trucking enterprise, the Debtors have no reason to believe that any are needed
any longer. Either none or almost none of the Documents and Records are necessary for the
Debtors to complete the sales and wind down that the Debtors are currently pursuing through the
Chapter 11 Cases. And the Debtors have no reason to believe that the Documents and Records are
germane to any pending litigation and/or to any of the proofs of claim that have been filed with

the U.S. Bankruptcy Court.

29.  With respect to Documents and Records in Canada, it is my understanding that the
Canadian Debtors have and will continue to maintain at least seven years’ worth of Canadian
income tax and sales tax (GST / PST) returns and supporting data, as well as employee records

from the past 7 years.

30.  Given that the Debtors are no longer operating, they do not have the manpower to review
and catalogue the contents of the boxes of Documents and Records, and it would be exceedingly
costly to the Debtors’ estates to have an advisor spend the time and money to further review each

of the boxes in further detail.

31. In sum, the costs of maintaining these records exceed their value, the Debtors are
increasingly without manpower and storage space to continue storing the Documents and Records,
and the Debtors thus sought and obtained the authority of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy,
or cause to be destroyed, or abandon the Documents and Records pursuant to the Documents

Order.
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32.  The Debtors had received certain comments from the Office of the United States Trustee,
and the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation and certain pension funds had filed certain limited
objections in respect of the Documents Order, which comments were addressed and objections
were resolved prior to the hearing held on February 14, 2024. Accordingly, the Documents Order
ultimately proceeded on certification of counsel and was granted by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on

February 15, 2024.

33.  The Debtors believe it is appropriate to seek recognition of the Documents Order as part

of these proceedings.

B. Order to Compel

34.  Asdiscussed above, the Allstar Purchaser had refused and failed to honour its obligations
to close the Allstar Transaction. Accordingly the Debtor sought and obtained the Order to Compel
from the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 14, 2024, in order to seek to have the Allstar

Transaction completed as soon as practicable.

35.  As discussed in the Cremeans Declaration, there is no back-up bidder for the Quebec
Property and failure to close the Allstar Transaction with the Allstar Purchaser will require the
Debtors to re-market the Quebec Property. Failure to close the Allstar Transaction will be

destructive to creditor recoveries.

36.  The Debtors believe it is appropriate to seek recognition of the Order to Compel as part of
these proceedings as the Quebec Property is located in Canada (despite the Allstar Purchaser being

located in California, United States).
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C. Lease Assumption Order*

37.  Asdiscussed above and further described in the Declaration of Cody Leung Kaldenberg in
Support of the Debtors’ Omnibus Motion for Entry of an Order (1) Authorizing the Debtors to
Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (1) Granting Related Relief dated February 14, 2024, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “F”, the Debtors have to date sold 35 Leased Properties
for aggregate cash proceeds of over $90 million, and approximately 106 Leased Properties remain
to be sold, of which 11 are in Canada (the “Remaining Canadian Leased Properties”).®> The
Debtors, with guidance from Ducera and subject to the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granting the Lease
Assumption Order, intend to continue marketing these Leased Properties pursuant to a
comprehensive and value-maximizing strategy. This strategy entails the Debtors assuming certain
“high-value” leases and continuing to thoroughly market them. The current deadline under Section
365(d)(4) of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code for the Debtors to assume or reject the Leased Properties

(subject to any further extensions) is March 4, 2024.

38.  Given the Debtors’ extensive portfolio of unexpired leases, the decision whether to assume
or reject any particular unexpired lease takes time to determine. The Debtors’ decision to assume
or reject any particular unexpired lease depends on a number of different factors, including an
assessment as to whether the terms of such unexpired lease are commensurate with the local market

and are consistent with their overall sale objectives. Further, once the Debtors make the

4 Capitalized terms used in this section and not otherwise defined in this affidavit, unless otherwise indicated, have
the meanings given to them in the Lease Assumption Order. Descriptions of the Lease Assumption Order are
provided for summary purposes only and are qualified in their entirety to the terms and provisions of the Lease
Assumption Order attached hereto as Exhibit “C”.

> The Debtors have filed several Notice of Occurrence of Closing of Certain Real Property Sales (collectively, the
“Closing Notices™). To the extent of any inconsistency between this paragraph (provided for summary purposes only)
and the contents of the Debtors’ Closing Notices, the Closing Notices shall govern.
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determination that any such unexpired lease will bring more value to their estates to assume, and
subsequently assign through the marketing process, than to reject such unexpired lease, the Debtors
must conduct a time-intensive marketing process to sell, sublease, or otherwise generate value

from the unexpired lease.

39.  The Debtors and their advisors spent significant time determining which unexpired leases
will bring value to their estates through assumption, and subsequent assignment, of such unexpired
lease. As a result of this analysis, the Debtors seek to assume approximately 75 unexpired Leases
(including 11 Leases in respect of Canadian properties) pursuant to the proposed Lease
Assumption Order. Following assumption of the Leases, the Debtors will continue to strategically
market the Leases, some of which are already subject to pending bids, in order to maximize the

value of the Leases for the benefit of all stakeholders.

40.  Assumption of the Leases pursuant to the proposed Lease Assumption Order is critical in
the Debtors’ ongoing efforts to maximize value to their estates through a sale of substantially all
of the Debtors’ assets. Assumption of the Leases preserves the Debtors’ ability to market and sell
valuable assets of the Debtors’ estates. In addition, and as noted above, the Debtors and their
advisors analyzed the Debtors’ unexpired lease portfolio and determined assumption of the Leases
is likely to drive value to the Debtors’ estates. Conversely, the rejection of the Leases now would
result in approximately hundreds of millions of dollars in value lost relative to the alternative of

assuming and ultimately assigning the Leases.

41.  As noted above, the motion in respect of the Lease Assumption Order is currently
scheduled to be heard by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 26, 2024. If granted, the Lease

Assumption Order will, among other things, authorize the Debtors to assume the proposed 75
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Leases, including the 11 Leases in respect of the Remaining Canadian Leased Properties, and
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require the Debtors to promptly pay the Cure Amounts.

42.

The Remaining Canadian Leased Properties, together with the proposed Cure Amounts in

respect of the applicable Leases, are set out in the table below:®

Landlord Address Site Cure
Amount
9551930 Canada Inc. | 888 Belfast Road, Suite 210, Ottawa, | Y249 | $17,442
ON K1G 076
Acheron Land 6130 Netherhart Road, Mississauga, | Y268 | $225,750
Holdings ULC ON L5T 1B7
Reimer World 1725 Chemin Saint Francois, Dorval, | Y160 | $68,028
Properties Corp PQ H9P 2S1
Reimer World 75 Dufferin Place SE, Calgary, AB Y626 | $107,560
Properties Corp T2C 4M2
Reimer World 16060 128 Avenue, Edmonton, AB Y627 | $64,644
Properties Corp T5V 1B6
Reimer World 920 Mackay Street, Regina, SK S4N [ Y565 | $22,683
Properties Corp 4X7
Reimer World 717 Cynthia Street, Saskatoon, SK Y566 | $25,539
Properties Corp S7L 6B7
Reimer World 3985 Still Creek Avenue, Burnaby, Y899 | $132,889
Properties Corp BC V5C 4E2
RWP Manitoba Ltd. 1400 Inkster Boulevard, Winnipeg, Y479 | $87,224
MB R2X 2X3
TFI International Inc. | 5945 Chemin Saint-Elie, Sherbrooke, | Y182 | $10,595
QCJIROL1
Wolverine Freight 281 Queenston Road, Niagara-On- 258 | $3,418
System The-Lake, ON LOS 1J0

43.  As described in the Declaration of Brian Whittman in Support of the Debtors’ Omnibus

Motion for Entry of an Order (1) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases

& The form of Lease Assumption Order filed with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court inadvertently included the lease in respect
of the Leased Property at 4055 Walker Road, Windsor, ON N8W 3T6, which had been previously rejected. The
Debtors will be removing this lease from the Lease Assumption Order in a revised version of the Lease Assumption
Order to be filed in advance of the hearing of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to consider the Lease Assumption Motion
on February 26, 2024.
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and (I1) Granting Related Relief dated February 14, 2024, a copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit “G”, the Debtors are able to provide adequate assurance of performance of their obligations
under the Leases through a combination of (1) cash on hand and (2) cash proceeds to be generated

from pending or future sales of Real Property Assets, Rolling Stock Assets and other assets.

44.  Asdiscussed above, the Debtors’ marketing process has been tremendously successful and
produced significant liquidity. The proceeds to date have generated sufficient cash to pay off all
the Debtors’ prepetition secured funded debt and postpetition debtor-in-possession financing, and
approximately $300 million of cash remains on the Debtors’ balance sheet. In addition, the
Debtors expect to generate significant additional value through their continued sale and marketing
efforts of the Debtors’ remaining assets, including Real Property Assets and Rolling Stock Assets,

to supplement the existing cash on hand.

45.  The Debtors believe that the Lease Assumption Order, and the recognition thereof in these
proceedings, will assist the Debtors in maximizing value with regards to the Leased Properties

(including the Remaining Canadian Leased Properties) for the benefit of the Debtors’ stakeholders.

46. If granted, the Foreign Representative will cause a copy of the Lease Assumption Order to

be filed with the Court in advance of the hearing in respect of the Fifth Supplemental Order.
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CONCLUSION
47. I believe that the recognition of the U.S. Orders and the other relief sought in the proposed

Fifth Supplemental Order is necessary to protect the Canadian Debtors and preserve the value of

the Canadian Business for the benefit of a broad range of stakeholders.

48. The requested relief will assist with and facilitate the efforts of the Yellow group, including
the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, to pursue an orderly wind-down of their business
and operations in the Chapter 11 Cases and also advance efforts for the sale or sales of substantially
all of their remaining assets located in Canada, all with a view to maximizing value for the benefit

of the Company’s creditors, including the Company’s Canadian creditors.

SWORN before me by videoconference on
this 21 day of February, 2024 in accordance
with O. Reg. 431/20, Administering Oath or
Declaration Remotely. The affiant was
located in the City of Watertown, in the State >
of New York, United States of America and
I was located in the City of Toronto in the
Province of Ontario.

j DocuSigned by:
W g ol
2ED4589632494A7...
A Commissioner for taking affidavits Matthew A. Doheny

Name: Brennan Caldwell
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “B”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

%m&% S

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N N

Re: Docket No. 3358

ORDER (I) APPROVING THE SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENTS BY AND AMONG THE DEBTORS AND
CERTAIN POSSESSORY LIENHOLDERS AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

Upon the motion (the “Motion’’)? of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession
(collectively, the “Debtors™) for entry of an final order (this “Order”), (a) authorizing the Debtors
to enter into the Settlement Agreements attached hereto as Exhibit 1 though Exhibit 7, and
(b) granting related relief, all as more fully set forth in the Motion; and upon the Whittman
Declaration; and upon the Burke Declaration; and the district court having jurisdiction under
28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended
Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012; and this Court having found that this is a core proceeding pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2); and this Court having found that this Court may enter a final order
consistent with Article III of the United States Constitution; and this Court having found that venue
of this proceeding and the Motion in this district is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409;

and this Court having found that the relief requested in the Motion is in the best interests of the

I A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

2 (Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.
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Debtors’ estates, their creditors, and other parties in interest; and this Court having found that the
Debtors’ notice of the Motion and opportunity for a hearing on the Motion were appropriate and
no other notice need be provided; and this Court having reviewed the Motion and having heard the
statements in support of the relief requested therein at a hearing before this Court (the “Hearing”);
and this Court having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion and at the
Hearing establish just cause for the relief granted herein; and upon all of the proceedings had

before this Court; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause appearing therefor, it is HEREBY

ORDERED THAT:
1. The Motion is granted as set forth herein.
2. The Settlement Agreements, including all terms and conditions therein, are

approved in all respects.

3. The Debtors and each respective Possessory Lienholder are authorized to perform
all obligations under the respective Settlement Agreements.

4. Pursuant to sections 105(a), 363(b), and 363(f) of the Bankruptcy Code, the Debtors
are authorized to transfer the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets to the respective Possessory
Lienholders in accordance with the Settlement Agreements, and such transfer shall constitute a
legal, valid, binding and effective transfer of the Lienholder Rolling Stock and shall vest the
Possessory Lienholders with title in and to the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets and the Possessory
Lienholders shall take title to and possession of their respective Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets
free and clear of all liens, claims, encumbrances, and other interests of any kind or nature
whatsoever.

5. The lack of any specific description or inclusion of any particular provision of the

Settlement Agreements in this Order shall not diminish or impair the effectiveness of such
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provision, it being the intent of this Court that the Settlement Agreements be approved in their
entirety.

6. In the event of any discrepancy between the Settlement Agreements and this Order,
the terms of this Order shall govern.

7. An objection to each of the Settlement Agreement addressed in the Motion
constitutes a separate contested matter as contemplated by Bankruptcy Rule 9014. This Order
shall be deemed a separate order with respect to each Settlement Agreement. Any stay of this
Order pending appeal by any interested party subject to this Order shall only apply to the contested
matter that involves such interested party and shall not act to stay the applicability or finality of
this Order with respect to the other contested matters covered hereby.

8. Notwithstanding any provision in the Bankruptcy Rules to the contrary,
(a) the Settlement Agreements are not subject to any stay in the implementation, enforcement, or
realization of the relief granted in this Order, unless otherwise provided herein or in such
Settlement Agreement, and (b) the Debtors and the Possessory Lienholders, in their discretion, and
without further delay, may take any action and perform any act authorized under this Order with
respect to the applicable Settlement Agreement.

0. Nothing contained in the Motion or this Order, and no action taken pursuant to the
relief requested or granted (including any payment made in accordance with this Order), is
intended as or shall be construed or deemed to be: (a) an admission as to the amount, validity or
priority of, or basis for any claim against the Debtors under the Bankruptcy Code or other
applicable nonbankruptcy law; (b) a waiver of the Debtors’ or any other party in interest’s right to
dispute any claim on any grounds; (c) a promise or requirement to pay any particular claim; (d) an

implication, admission or finding that any particular claim is an administrative expense claim,
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other priority claim or otherwise of a type specified or defined in the Motion or this Order; (e) a
request or authorization to assume, adopt, or reject any agreement, contract, or lease pursuant to
section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code; (f) an admission as to the validity, priority, enforceability or
perfection of any lien on, security interest in, or other encumbrance on property of the Debtors’
estates; or (g) a waiver or limitation of any claims, causes of action or other rights of the Debtors
or any other party in interest against any person or entity under the Bankruptcy Code or any other
applicable law.

10. Notice of the Motion as provided therein shall be deemed good and sufficient notice
of such Motion and the requirements of Bankruptcy Rule 6004(a) and the Local Rules are satisfied
by such notice.

11. Notwithstanding Bankruptcy Rule 6004(h), the terms and conditions of this Order
are immediately effective and enforceable upon its entry.

12. The Debtors are authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate the relief
granted in this Order in accordance with the Motion.

13. This Court retains jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from or related to

the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Order.

7 i
v

Dated: May 31st, 2024 CRAIG T. GOLDBLATT

Wilmington, Delaware UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE
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Exhibit 1

The ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 24, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between ACCU Trailer & Truck
Repair, Inc. having its principal place of business at Franksville, WI 53126 ("ACCU Trailer”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware corporation, having
its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow"), which may each individually be referred
to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1. Parties

1.1. Thereleasing parties to this Agreement include each of ACCU Trailer, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective successors, heirs,
assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

1.2. The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

2. Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair and/or storage fees
for Yellow’s equipment currently held by ACCU Trailer (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow equipment consists of
15 units, see exhibit A.

3. Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement (excepting however, the pre-petition amounts of the Releasing Party’s proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled
under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023) which shall not be released by the Releasing Parties under this Agreement)

4. Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. ACCU Trailer shall release all claims against Yellow per
Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to ACCU Trailer. Yellow
shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to ACCU Trailer within thirty (30) days of receiving payment
from ACCU Trailer, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

5. No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

6.  Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.
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Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies atlaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written,

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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ACCU Tralliﬁuck Repair, Inc.
Signature: (" W Wz

Printed Name: <DUQI7€ Me:je¢
Title: Owlq e‘/

Date: l//‘ a0/ g 20'9'[6/

Yellow Corp.
Signature: M /@@Z
PnntedNamél/éS)Q /0/ //ﬁ

nee L Je e £ GQM,D Liance
Date: d7/ "’é b Q‘ L [
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Exhibit A
Cnt | vendor UNIT TYPE | YEAR | MAKE | VIN Inv InvAmt
! | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES507448 | RTL | 2008 | GRIDN | 1GRAA962XBB702556 | 49807 | $2,325
> | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES515310 | RTL | 2015 | STGHT | 1DW1A5329F8577810 | 4903 $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES532344 | RTL | 2022 | VANGU | 5vBvAs325NM211205 | 49302 | $2,325
% | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES533191 | RTL | 2014 | STGHT | 1DW1A5320EB487346 | 49304 | $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES535320 | RTL | 2005 | GRTDN | 1GRAAOG285/610620 | 49311 | $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES536466 | RTL | 2006 | GRTDN | 1GRAAOG286/612627 | 49305 | $2,325
7| ACCUTRAILER 8 TRUCKREPAIR | HMES536697 | RTL | 2006 | GRTDN | 1GRAAO62X6J610247 | 49310 | $2,325
8 | ACCUTRAILER&TRUGKREPAIR | HMES537075 | RTL | 2007 | GRTDN | 1GRAA06237D424002 | 49300 | $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES546634 | RTL | 2006 | GRTDN | 1GRAAO6256T521822 | 49309 | $2,325
10 ] ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES535124 | RTL | 2005 | GRTDN | 16RAAOG285/610424 | 49801 | $2,325
1 | ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES453381 | RTL | 2008 | WABSH | 1vs32wisL111734 | 49306 | $2,325
'2 | ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES453694 | CTL | 2003 | WABSH | 1vagowosLgdo7eo | 49308 | $2,325
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Exhibit 2

The Transport Repair Service, Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Fwd: TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE - 15 Units - SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

From: Molly Nevseta (molly.trs1212@gmail.com)
To:  transportrepairser@sbcglobal.net

Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 at 01:23 PM EDT

--------- Forwarded message --~emer—

From: Butaviciute, Sandra <Sandra Butaviciule@myyellow.com>

Date: Wed, Apr 24, 2024 at 11:34 AM

Subject: TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE - 15 Units - SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
To: molly.trs1212@gmail.com <molly.trs1212@gmail.com>

Hi Molty,

Here is a summary of the Settlement Agreement:

+ Ron and | agreed that Transport Repair Service will settle up to $18,000 of debt in exchange for free and clear titles for the 15 units listed below.
Per our discussion there were only $10,535.59 in outstanding invoices in your system pertaining to the units below. The intent of the settlement is

to settle all debt pertaining to the 15 units including but not limited to the invoices listed in the agreement.

Transport Repair Service will update their claim to remove liability pertaining to these 15 units if such claim has been filed.

Yellow will mail 11 titles to the address provided below (Forklifts and Yard Tractor do not have titles). The titles are ready to be mailed though we

added more time just in case of emergencies

Transport Repair Service will need to proceed with the regular bankruptcy court regarding outstanding liability that does not relate to the units
below.

| attached signed settlement agreement. If your legal department needs to update the agreement, feel free to update the word version that is attached,
but please outline the changes in the email so our legal department can easily locate them and provide feedback.

Cnt | Vendori Cust/ Tow / Other Name LSE/ OWN TYPE 2 EUNIT TYPE1 EYEAR EMAKE EFSERIAL

1 TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own FKL RDWY4692 FKL 2002 | KMTSU 559217A

2 TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own YIR RDWY525 YTR 2004 | OTTWA 3
3 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | owN CTR-SA RDWY65069 CTR 2007 | VOLVO 4V4M19GF67N406797
4 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own FKL RDWY5383 EKL 2003 [ TOYOT 7FGCU20-81747

5 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own FKL RDWY6992 KL 2007 | TOYOT 8FGCU25-14173

6 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA RDWY79037 CTR 2008 | VOLVO 4VAMCYGF87N449676
7 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA ROWY79137 CTR 2008 | VOLVO 4VAMCOEG48N263517
8 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA ROWY79527 CTR 2006 | INTL 2HSCNAPR46C 189978
9 TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA RDWY79525 CTR 2007 | VOLVO 4V4MCOGF37N449391
10 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA RDWY79530 CTR 2007 | VOLVO 4VAMCIGFX7N451820
11_| TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE OWN CTR-SA RDWY21665 CTR 2001 | INTL 1HSCAAHNS1J007774
12_| TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own RTL-TA RDWY560435 RTL 2008 | WABSH 1JJVE32WO08L 111708
13 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE OWN RTL-TA HMESS534348 RTL 2005 | GRTDN 1GRAAQ06235D409884
14 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own RTL-TA RDWY§58846 RTL 2007 | WABSH 1JJVE32W17L043224
15 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE OWN RTL-SA RDWY132717 RTL 2015 | STGHT 1DW1A2811FS620325

From: Brooke & Molly <accounting@transportrepairgr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 9:47 AM

To: Butaviciute, Sandra <Sandra.Butaviciute @myyellow.com>
Subject: YRC invoices

CAUTION EXTERNAL EMAIL SENDER: NEVER enter passwords or click finks unless the SENDER IS KNOWN. Report
suspicious emails via Outiock REPORT PHISH

Sandra,

Here is what I have for you.

about:blank 12
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Release and Settlement Agreement

. This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 23, 2024 (the “Effective
Date™), between Transport Repair Service, Inc. having its principal place of business at 541 Burton St SW,
Grand Rapids, M1 49507 (“I'RS") and Yellow Corp, a Delaware corporation, having its principal place of
business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may cach
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Partics”.

. WIHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage
fees; and

. WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

. NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings,

relcascs and agreements contained hercin, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt,
adcquacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as follows:

Parties

The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of TRS, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective
successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its
behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with
their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, dircctors, shareholders, agents,
attorneys, employces, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being releascd is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entitics,
their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future
predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, dircctors, sharcholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their
respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair
and/or storage fees for Yellow’s equipment currently held by TRS (hercinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”).
Such Yellow equipment consists of 15 units, sec exhibit A.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any
and all claims, actions and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective
affiliates, agents, servants, employces, successors or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even
if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement(including, but not limited to,
the altached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled
under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing
Party agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five {5) business days of
remitting the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. TES shall relecase all claims against
Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment {as described in Scction 2 and in as-is
condition) to TRS. Yellow shall usc its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to TRS within
thirty (30) days of receiving payment from TRS, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

No Admission of Liability
Yellow and its subsidiarics, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employccs, successors or assigns deny all liability
and it is understood and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the

payments made are not to be construed as an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as
to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by Releasing Partics.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity
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Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or
interest in the proceeds of this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner
against Yellow for any cause arising from or related to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer,
cmployer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In any cvent, Releasing Parties agree to
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and licns against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or
derivative claims arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including
but not limited to, any customer, cmployer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further
understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective
affiliales, agents, servants, employecs, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of
action that may hereafter be made or brought on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the
current or former title holders of the commodities in question and relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns,
agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Partics
hereto or their assets, and as to business entitics, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together
with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, sharcholders,
agents, attorneys, employces, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full
bar to the enforcement of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent
they conflict with any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Partics represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not hercin expressed have been made or
offered and that this Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as

specifically sct out herein. It is understood and agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not
mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Kach person signing this Agrecment warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of
himself or herself and of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly
authorized and constitutes a legally binding and enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the
cxistence thereof (the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party secks to compel the Releasing Party’s
disclosure of any or all of the Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party
intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow
with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seck an injunction, protective order or any other available remedy to
prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the Releasing Party shall furnish only
such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the cntire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters sct forth herein and
supersedes all prior agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any
respect in the future except in a writing signed by the Parties.

Severability
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It is cxpressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement arc
severable and if, at any time in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agrcement is declared

uncnforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid, the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and
enforceable as written.

. Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully
cxecuted all on one copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Partics hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS
RELEASE AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE
OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF
OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.

Transport Repair Service

Signature: _
Printed Namc:/RaD Ziun MeJ’-MM@ab
Title: ﬁu@y_&é
Date: }7("5" L/'o?—%

Yellow Corp.

Signature: ; o i {Q'\’Q‘!EQ

Printed Naml;}\e‘"es“\ Q'l lﬁf
Title: ﬁ [CQP{' O/() N\Pl\l anc
Date: J\%/J« q '(QJ’/

Exhibit A:
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*and any and all other invoices related to the units listed above

Cnt | UNIT Inv# | InvDate | Inv Amnt | Type | Year VIN

I | RDWY4692 N FKL 2001 | 559217A )
2] rRDWYs25 A - YTR 2004 308666
3| RDWY65069 374799 | 120270023 | $ 95.00 | CTR 2007 | 4VAMI9GEGTNADS797
| 3 | RDWY63069 370064 7292023 | § 219933 | CTR 2007 | AVAMIOGEGTNA06797
3 | RDWY65069 369733 7212023 | $ 13600 | CTR 2007 { AVAMIIGE6TNAO6T9T
4| RDWY5383 FKL 2003 | 7FGCU20-81747
5| RDWY6992 369866 7272023 | $ 13600 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU23-14173 ]
5 | RDWY6992 369634 7192023 | $ 101648 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU2S-14173

5 | RDWYG6992 369432 7112023 | $ 5100 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU25-14173

5 | RDWY6992 369290 7712023 | $ 68.00_ | FKL 2007 | 8FGCL25-14173
3| RDWY6992 369192 7/3/2023 | $ 318.00 | FKL 2007 | BFGCU25-14)73

5 | RDWY6992 369055 61272023 | § 68.00 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU25-14173

5 | RDWY6992 368954 6/232023 | $ 29047 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU25-14173

6_| RDWY79037 369836 72402023 | $ 96027 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFBTNA49676

6 | RDWY79037 369737 7212023 | § 3897 | CIR 2008 | 4VAMCIGF87N449676

6 | RDWY79037 369619 7/19/2023 | $ 10200 | CTR 2008 | 4V4AMCOGF87N449676
6 | RDWY79037 369392 7/10/2023 | $ 32181 | CTR 2008 | 4V4MCOGF8TN449676 |

6 | RDWY79037 369300 77/2023 1§ 13600 | CIR 2008 | AVAMCOGI8TN449676
6 | RDWY79037 369326 7772023 | § 5685 | CTR 2008 | AVAMCOGFS7N449676

6 | ROWY79037 369241 752023 | § 10607 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFS8TNA49676

6 | RDWY79037 369061 72712023 | § 9098 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFSTN449676

6 | RDWY79037 363898 7222023 | § 28787 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFSTN49676

7 | RDWY79137 | 369610 7192023 | § 65242 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIEG48N263517

7 | RDWY79137 369455 722023 | § 66628 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCOEGASN263517

7 | RDWY79137 369409 7102023 | 5 129037 | CTR 2008 | 4V4MCOEGASN263517

7 | RDWY79137 369610 7192023 | § 65242 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCOEG48N263517

8 | RDOWY79527 374847 2102024 | § 95.00 | CTR 2006 | 2HSCNAPR46C189978

9 | RDWY79525 363700 1142023 | s 85.00 | CIR 2007 | 4VAMCOGF37N449391

9 | RDWY79525 374848 2102024 | § 95.00 | CTR 2007 | 4V4MCOGF37N449391

10 | RDWY79530 374845 2102024 | $ 23500 | CTR 2007 | 4V4MCOGIX7N451820

11 | RDWY21665 374846 2102024 | § 9500 | €TR 2001 | THSCAAHNOLJ007774

12 | RDWY560435 374851 2/10/2024 | $ 9500 | RTL 2008 | 1IIV532W08L111708

13 | HMESS34348 RTI, 2005 | 1GRAA06235D4098%4

14 | RDWYS58846 | 374850 2102024 | $ 9500 | RTL 2007 | LIV532W17L.043224 _

is | ROWY132717 RTL 2015 | IDWIA2811FS620325

$ 10,535.59
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Exhibit 3

The McCool's Roadside Services LLC Settlement Agreement
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_Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 24, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between McCool's Roadside
Services LLC having its principal place of business at 303 S Walnut St, Westville, IL 61883 (“McCool’s”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware
corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may each
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1. Parties

1.1. The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of McCool's Roadside Services LLC, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective
successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all
related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and
future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective
heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

1.2. The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

2.  Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair and/or storage fees
for Yellow’s equipment currently held by McCool's Roadside Services LLC (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow
equipment consists of 11 units, see exhibit A.

3. Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow’s chapter
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party
agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days.

4. Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. McCool's Roadside Services LLC shall release all claims
against Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to ACCU
Trailer. Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to McCool's Roadside Services LLC within
thirty (30) days of receiving payment from McCool's Roadside Services LLC, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

5. No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

6. Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

Allremedies atlaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law
This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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Yellow Corp.
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Exhibit A:
Cnt | Vendor LSE/ UNIT TYPE YEAR MAKE VIN
OWN

1 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES17017 | RTR 2017 | FRGHT | 1FUGGEDVXHLHS3776
2 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES25297 | CTR 2005 | INTL 2HSCNAPR05C046377
3 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES25570 | CTR 2005 | INTL 2HSCNAPRX5C 178921
4 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES26217 | CTR 2006 | INTL 2HSCNAPR86C190096
5 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES535084 | RTL 2005 | GRTDN | 1GRAA06235D414714
6 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES15261 | RTR 2015 | FRGHT | 3AKGGEDV2FSGK3558
7 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES15153 | RTR 2015 | FRGHT | 3AKGGEDV4FSGK3450
8 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES26144 | CTR 2006 | INTL 2HSCNAPR36C190023
9 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES393047 | CTL 2003 | GRTDN | 1GRAA80233K247867

10 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES515279 | RTL 2015 | STGHT | 1DW1A5328FB577779

11 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES28241 | CTR 2009 | VOLVO | 4V4MC9EG69N263620
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The Davidson Protruck Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 1, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Davidson Protruck Inc.

having its principal place of business at 409 Beards Lane, Woodstock, Ontario N4S 7W3, Canada (“Davidson Protruck”) and Yellow Corp, a
Delaware corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which
may each individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid towing, repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as

follows:
1. Parties
1.1. The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Davidson Protruck for itself, its parent corporation, their respective successors,

1.2,

heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being released is Yellow Corp., its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary,
affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers,
directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid towing, repair and/or
storage fees for Yellow’s equipment currently held by Davidson Protruck (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow
equipment consists of eight (8) semi tractor units with vin #: see exhibit A.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices: T 17316). To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in
Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement,
Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five (5) business days of remitting
the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the semi tractor units
in Davidson Protruck custody (see Exhibit A). Yellow shall transfer the title, lien free, to such units to Davidson Protruck within thirty
(30) days of Davidson Protruck filing a Withdrawal Claim Form.

No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as

an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,

~ servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims

arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect .

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,

successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this

Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and

of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior

agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

It is expressly understoad to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, atany time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.

2
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Davidson

Prqguck Inc
Signature: W —

Printed Name:\‘\(é%dj\ 9 ) Bv QEJ\QC}J\ »

Title: Q\e%\\&,\ws(

Date: o%! \1 /2024

Yellow Corp.

Signature: %
U/

Printed Name: Femes 5. wiior

Title: S&  frredtig—~ AfpySi
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VEAR [MAKE  [VIN
! REIM67203 2016 | VOLVO 4VAM19EGXGN962767

E REIM66100 2016 | MACK IM1AW32X3GMO008725
3 REIM67247 2016 | VOLVO 4VAMI9EGXGN962834
4 REIM66105 2016 | VOLVO 4VAMI19EG1GN944822
5 ‘ REIM66101 2016 | MACK IM1AW32XXGM008723
6 REIM66107 2016 | VOLVO 4VAMI9EGIGN944812
; REIM67246 2016 | VOLVO 4V4AMI19EG3GN962786
8 REIM65115 2007 | VOLVO 4V4AM19GF47N451589
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The Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Settlement Agreement
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_Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 23, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Spartan On-Site Fleet

Maintenance, Inc. having its principal place of business at 1619 N Plaza Dr, Visalia, CA 93291 (“Spartan On-Site”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware
corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may each
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1.

1.1

1.2.

Parties

The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc, for itself, its parent corporation, their
respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf,
and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present
and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their
respective heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair and/or storage fees
for Yellow’s equipment currently held by Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such
Yellow equipment consists of two (2) semi-tractors with the following VINs: 4V4M19EG5HN962905, 3HSDGAPN7GN214609.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow’s chapter
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party
agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days of remitting the Agreed Payment
Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc shall release all
claims against Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition)
to Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Spartan
On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc within thirty (30) days of agreement execution date, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

Allremedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
ITWITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc

Signature:

Printed Name:

Title:

Date:

Yellow Corp.

Signature: jw C; kU/@("
Printed Nan—le:,_j_gﬁ,resp[ CD: \« [‘D\t—
Title: F l’C Q_;" CDYY\P\ canNe L

Date: Y \’lq \l\{
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Exhibit A:
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Exhibit 6

The Gary’s Garage & Transport LL.C Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release:and Settlement Agreement {(“Agreement”} is made April 23,2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Gary's Garage & Transport

LLC having its principal place of business at 8A Apollo: Drive, Albany, NY 12205 {("Gary’s Garage”) and Yellow Corp; a Delaware corperation,
having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlgsk Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may-each individually be

referred to-as "Party” or together the "Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party: {definied below] allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and /ot storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as

follows:
1.  Parties
1.1. The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Gary's Garage & Transport LLC, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective

1.2,

successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all
related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and
future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective
heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party"),

The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries; and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past; present and future predecessors, successors; assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives,

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaidrepair and/or storage fees
for Yellow's equipment currently held by Gary’s Garage & Transport LLC (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow
equipment consists of four (4) semi-trailers with the following VINs: 1GRAA96277 D424122, 3H3V532C5GT673009,
1J]V281W66L965350, 1GRAPO6239T553686.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release anddischarge any and all claims; actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
orassigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrénce even if not reasonably discoverable atthe time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including; but notlimited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow’s.
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (€TG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Gary's Garage & Transport LLC shall release all claims
against Yellow perSection 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 andinas-is condition) to Gary's
Garage & Transport LLC. Yellow shall ise'its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Gary’s Garage & Transport

LLC within thirty (30) days of agreementexecution date, butin no instance longer than 60 days.
Ne Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreementis a compromise of doubtful' and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability-on the part of the Yellow or asany admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained hy
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no ather person or entity who has any lien-against orinterest in the proceeds of
this Agreement.or who may claimthrough:Releasing Parties in a derivative manneragainst Yellow for any cause arising from-or related
to the Dccurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants;employees, successors or assignsfrom any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims

1
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arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to,~any customer,
employer, insurer; attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for

attorneys’ liens'are included herein,

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors-or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter. t?e n}ade or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or-arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be hinding on and inure to the benefit-of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as tobusiness
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remediesatiaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any clalms:arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be anaid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not meré recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or:she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he-or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the-existence thereof
(the "Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party's disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any orall of the Confidential
Information, thé Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,

protective order or any other-available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish.only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements orunderstandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

It is expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for ariy reason, any termor provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, 6r otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and-shall be valid and hinding oneach Party as if fully executed:all on one
copy: Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.
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BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE 1S COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTAN DS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.

Gary’s Garage & Tr LLC
Signature:

J
Printed Name: M )CK H'&/ZW)TZ
Titer_ ¥ € e T
Date: y } 71) 9*4/

Yellow Corp.
Printed Name: __| nex @S CB\‘ \ \ﬁ
Tige: Fleed me{)\\- ance,
4|30l
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Exhibit A:

HMES507031

Invoice #

invoice Amount

176138 12150 | RTL 2007 GRTDN TGRAADB277D424122
2 NPME516309 176138 12150 | RTL 2016 | HYUND 3H3VE32C5GT873009
RDWY261143 176138 12150 | RTL 2008 | WABSH | 11JV281W66L965350
4 RDWY390159 176138 12150 | RTL 2008 | GRTDN | 1GRAP06239T553686
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The Temple Towing Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made May 7, 2024 (the “Effective Date"), between Temple Towing Inc having

its principal place of business at 3815 SHALLOW FORD WEST ROAS, TEMPLE, TX 76502 (“Temple Towing”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware
corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may each
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid towing, repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as

follows:
1. Parties
1.1. The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Temple Towing, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective successors,

1.2,

heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid towing, repair and/or
storage fees for Yellow’s equipment currently held by Temple Towing (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow

equipment consists of two (2) semi-trailers and one (1) dolly with the following VINs: 5V8VC2816PM309512, 1JJD061X7NL305377,
1DW1A2811HB719620.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party
agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days from receiving titles.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Temple Towing shall release all claims against Yellow per
Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to Temple Towing Yellow
shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Temple Towing within thirty (30) days of agreement
execution date, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as

an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,

successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this

Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and

of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.
Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior

agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “C”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,’ Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

Hearing Date:

June 3, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (ET)
Response Deadline:

May 28, 2024 at 4:00 p.m. (ET)

N N N N N N N N N N N’

DEBTORS’ MOTION FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER AUTHORIZING THE
ABANDONMENT AND DESTRUCTION OF CERTAIN DIGITAL RECORDS

The Debtors state as follows in support of this motion:?

Relief Requested

1. The Debtors seek entry of an order, substantially in the form attached hereto as
Exhibit A, authorizing, but not requiring, the Debtors to destroy, cause to be destroyed,
approximately 6,100 Microsoft Corporation (“Microsoft”) electronic mailboxes (the “Mailboxes’)
previously assigned to employees no longer employed by the Debtors pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §§
105(a) and 554(a) and Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 6007(a). To the best of the Debtors’
knowledge, the Debtors have no use for such Mailboxes, and further retaining them would cause

the Debtors to incur significant expenses that cannot be justified, reducing distributions to

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

A detailed description of the Debtors and their businesses, including the facts and circumstances giving rise to
the Debtors’ chapter 11 cases, is set forth in the Declaration of Matthew A. Doheny, Chief Restructuring Officer
of Yellow Corporation, in Support of the Debtors’ Chapter 11 Petitions and First Day Motions [Docket No. 14]
(the “First Day Declaration™). Capitalized terms used but not immediately defined in this motion have the
meanings ascribed to them later in this motion or in the First Day Declaration, as applicable.
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creditors. To ensure they have authority and advise all potentially interested parties, the Debtors
are filing this Motion and seeking entry of the Order.

Jurisdiction and Venue

2. The United States District Court for the District of Delaware has jurisdiction over
this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to the United States Bankruptcy
Court for the District of Delaware (the “Court”) under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended
Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012. The Debtors confirm their consent, pursuant to rule 9013-1(f) of the
Local Rules of Bankruptcy Practice and Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
District of Delaware (the “Local Rules”), to the entry of a final order by the Court in connection
with this motion to the extent that it is later determined that the Court, absent consent of the parties,
cannot enter final orders or judgments in connection herewith consistent with Article III of the
United States Constitution.

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

4. The statutory basis for the relief requested herein are sections 105(a) and 554(a) of
the Bankruptcy Code and rule 6007(a) of the Bankruptcy Rules.

Background

5. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date™), each of the Debtors filed a voluntary
petition for relief under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. These chapter 11 cases have been
consolidated for procedural purposes only and are being jointly administered pursuant to 1015(b)

of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”) [Docket No. 169]. The

Debtors are managing their businesses and their properties as debtors in possession pursuant to

sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code. On August 16,2023, the United States Trustee
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for the District of Delaware appointed an official committee of unsecured creditors [Docket No.

269] (the “Committee”). No trustee or examiner has been appointed in these chapter 11 cases.

6. On January 19, 2024, the Court entered the Order (1) Authorizing Assumption of
the Microsoft Enrollments and (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2144] (the “Microsoft

Assumption Order”) authorizing the Debtors to assume the Enrollment® entered into by and among

Debtor YRC Enterprise Services, Inc. and Microsoft for volume licensing of certain Microsoft
software product licenses. Under the terms of the Enrollment, the Debtors may annually reduce,
or “true down,” the number of subscription licenses that the Debtors maintain related to each
product accessible under the Enrollment in return for a reduced annual fee commensurate with the
reduction in services and licenses (the “True-Down”). Pursuant to terms of the Enrollment, given
the shut-down of the Debtors’ businesses, Microsoft agreed to effectuate a True-Down to reduce
and right size the number of licenses that Microsoft provides to the Debtors to more cost-

effectively allow the Debtors to administer their estates for the benefit of all stakeholders.

The Debtors’ Digital Records

7. Approximately 6,100 Microsoft user accounts (“Accounts”) were disabled in the
year 2023 after the Petition Date. The Mailboxes associated with each of these accounts were used
by former employees of the Company to conduct company business and contain digital data
(“Digital Data”), including confidential business information and employee records that may
contain Personally Identifiable Information (“PII”’) and other personal information of employees.

8. In accordance with the Microsoft Assumption Order and the terms of the
Enrollment, the Debtors and Microsoft have agreed to True-Down the Debtors’ Microsoft license

enrollment and use and, in turn, reduce annual cost under the Enrollment from $2,900,000 to

3 Capitalized terms used but not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Microsoft

Assumption Motion, as applicable.
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$300,000. Ifthe Mailboxes associated with the Accounts are not deleted, the Debtors will be liable
for $2,900,000 annual fee for the associated licenses billed by Microsoft pursuant to the original
Enrollment.

0. In order to reduce costs to the estate, Debtors seek to destroy Mailboxes (i) not on
legal hold; (i1) of previous employees below the status of Vice President; (iii) in which the active
directory account is disabled; (iv) that were not used in the year 2024; and (v) that are not shared
with any current employee. The Debtors have identified approximately 6,100 Mailboxes that meet
these criteria for destruction. If necessary, Mailboxes can be restored within a thirty-day period
after destruction.

10. The Debtors have no reason to believe that the Mailboxes, or the Digital Data
contained therein, are needed any longer. The Digital Data is not necessary for the Debtors to
complete the sales and wind down the Debtors are currently pursuing through these chapter 11
cases. And the Debtors have no reason to believe that the Digital Data is germane to any pending
litigation and/or to any of the proofs of claim that have been filed with the Court.

11. In sum, the costs of maintaining the Mailboxes and the associated licenses exceed
their value, and the Debtors thus seek authority to destroy, or cause to be destroyed, the Mailboxes.
With this Court’s authorization, the Debtors internal IT department will coordinate the destruction
of the Mailboxes. But the Debtors see no need to retain the Mailboxes and thus seek authority to

destroy them.*

4 To avoid any confusion, a list of the users whose data will be destroyed pursuant to this Motion, if approved by

the Court, is attached as Schedule 1 to the Proposed Order.
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Basis for Relief

12. Courts routinely find that there is just cause to destroy property of the estate
pursuant to the standards for abandonment under section 554 of the Bankruptcy Code. See, e.g.,
In re Motors Liquidation Co., 625 B.R. 605, 613 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2021) (authorizing a post-
confirmation trustee to destroy a debtor’s books and records under Bankruptcy Code section
554(a)); In re Great Atl. & Pac. Tea Co., Inc., No. 15-23007 (RDD), 2021 WL 5863393, at *13
(Bankr. S.D.N.Y. May 13, 2021) (authorizing the abandonment or destruction of debtors’ books
and records pursuant to sections 105(a) and 554 of the Bankruptcy Code); In re Syntax-Brillian
Corp., No. 08-11407 (KJC), 2018 WL 3491758, at *15 (Bankr. D. Del. July 18, 2018) (authorizing
a trustee to destroy books and records following an analysis under section 554).

13. 11 U.S.C. § 554(a) allows a trustee to abandon property of the estate if (i)
“burdensome to the estate” or (ii) “of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate.” 11 U.S.C.
§ 554(a). A trustee is given broad discretion when determining the propriety of abandonment. In
re Wilton Armetale, Inc., 618 B.R. 424, 433 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 2020); see Midlantic Nat’l Bank v.
N.J. Dep’t of Env’t Prot., 474 U.S. 494, 507 n.9 (1986) (noting that a trustee’s power to abandon
property is broad); First Nat’l Bank v. Lasater, 196 U.S. 115, 118-19 (1905) (“[T]rustees in
bankruptcy are not bound to accept property of an onerous or unprofitable character . . . .”).

14. A trustee’s business judgment is given deference unless an objecting party meets
its burden to show that the potentially-abandoned property provides a benefit to the debtor’s estate.
In re Slack, 290 B.R. 282, 284 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2003) (“The trustee’s power to abandon property is
discretionary. Courts defer to the trustee’s judgement and place the burden on the party opposing
the abandonment to prove a benefit to the estate and an abuse of the trustee’s discretion.”) (citations

omitted), aff’d, 112 F. App’x 868 (3d Cir. 2004); In re Cult Awareness Network, Inc., 205 B.R.
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575, 579 (Bankr. N.D. I1l. 1997) (The trustee has “substantial discretion” when determining “that
assets of the state should be abandoned . . . . The [t]rustee [ ] need only demonstrate that he has
exercised sound business judgment in making the determination to abandon.”); In re Interpictures,
Inc., 168 B.R. 526, 535 (Bankr. E.D.N.Y. 1994) (“From the beginning of modern bankruptcy law,
the courts have uniformly held that a trustee’s power to abandon property is discretionary. By
adopting a policy of adherence to a trustee’s decision, the courts have placed the burden of proving
an abuse of discretion of the trustee’s action or inaction on abandonment on the party seeking to
make the trustee act.”) (citations omitted). Any party disputing the propriety of abandonment must
“show some likely benefit to the estate; mere speculation about possible scenarios in which there
might be a benefit is not sufficient.” In re Apex Long Term Acute Care - Katy, L.P., 599 B.R. 314,
323 (Bankr. S.D. Tex. 2019); see also In re Wilton Armetale, Inc., 618 B.R. at 433 (same).

15. Section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code also provides that the Court may issue any
necessary or appropriate order to carry out the provisions of the Bankruptcy Code. 11 U.S.C.
§ 105(a). The purpose of section 105(a) is “to assure the bankruptcy courts power to take whatever
action is appropriate or necessary in aid of the exercise of their jurisdiction.” 2 Collier on
Bankruptcy 9 105.01 (Richard Levin & Henry J. Sommer eds., 16" ed.).

16. The Debtors’ proposed destruction of the Mailboxes is warranted under sections
105(a) and 554(a) of the Bankruptcy Code. The Debtors have determined in their reasonable
business judgment that the Mailboxes they seek authority to destroy are not necessary and are not
valuable to the Debtors’ estates. Absent the authority to destroy the Mailboxes, the Debtors will
be forced to incur additional and unnecessary expenses paying Microsoft for licenses needed to
maintain and store the Mailboxes, reducing the value of the Debtors’ estates and the resulting

distribution to creditors.
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17.  As noted above, certain of the Mailboxes may contain confidential business
information and/or PII of the Debtors’ former employees as well as other confidential commercial
or personal information. The Debtors intend to use commercially reasonable efforts to destroy the
Mailboxes containing such confidential information by appropriate means.

18.  For the foregoing reasons, the Debtors submit that their decision to destroy the
Mailboxes is the product of their sound business judgment and should be approved.

Reservation of Rights

19.  Nothing contained in this motion or any order granting the relief requested in this
motion, and no action taken by the Debtors pursuant to the relief requested or granted (including
any payment made in accordance with any such order), is intended as or shall be construed or
deemed to be: (a) an admission as to the amount of, basis for, priority, or validity of any claim
against the Debtors under the Bankruptcy Code or other applicable nonbankruptcy law; (b) a
waiver of the Debtors’ or any other party in interest’s rights to dispute any claim on any grounds;
(c) a promise or requirement to pay any particular claim; (d) an implication, admission or finding
that any particular claim is an administrative expense claim, other priority claim or otherwise of a
type specified or defined in this motion or any order granting the relief requested by this motion;
(e) arequest or authorization to assume, adopt, or reject any agreement, contract, or lease pursuant
to section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code; (f) an admission as to the validity, priority, enforceability
or perfection of any lien on, security interest in, or other encumbrance on property of the Debtors’
estates; or (g) a waiver or limitation of any claims, causes of action or other rights of the Debtors
or any other party in interest against any person or entity under the Bankruptcy Code or any other

applicable law.



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432 Filed 05/20/24 Page 8 of 9
105

Limitation of Notice

20.  Bankruptcy Rule 6007(a) provides that a trustee, unless otherwise directed by the
court, “shall give notice of a proposed abandonment or disposition of property to the United States
trustee, all creditors, indenture trustees, and committees elected pursuant to § 705 or appointed
pursuant to § 1102 of the Code.” Fed. R. Bankr. P. 6007(a). Parties in interest that object to such
abandonment are entitled to a hearing on their objection. /d.

21. The Debtors will provide notice of this motion to: (a) the U.S. Trustee; (b) the
Committee and Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP as counsel to the Committee; (c) the office
of the attorney general for each of the states in which the Debtors operate; (d) United States
Attorney’s Office for the District of Delaware; (e) the Internal Revenue Service; (f) the United
States Securities and Exchange Commission; (g) and any party that has requested notice pursuant
to Bankruptcy Rule 2002 (collectively, the “Notice Parties”). The Debtors submit that, in light of
the nature of the relief requested, no other or further notice need be given.

No Prior Request

22. No prior request for the relief sought herein has been made to this or any other
court.

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank]
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WHEREFORE, the Debtors respectfully request entry of the Order, substantially
in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A, (a) granting the relief requested herein and (b) granting

such other relief as the Court deems appropriate under the circumstances.

Dated: May 20, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436) Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228) David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503) KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718) KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP 333 West Wolf Point Plaza
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor Chicago, Illinois 60654
P.O. Box 8705 Telephone: (312) 862-2000
Wilmington, Delaware 19801 Facsimile: (312) 862-2200
Telephone: (302) 652-4100 Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400 david.seligman@kirkland.com
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com

tcairns@pszjlaw.com -and-

pkeane@pszjlaw.com

ecorma@pszjlaw.com Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,’ Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N’

Objection Deadline: May 28, 2024, at 4:00 p.m. (ET)
Hearing Date: June 3, 2024, at 10:00 a.m. (ET)

NOTICE OF DEBTORS’ MOTION FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER AUTHORIZING THE
ABANDONMENT AND DESTRUCTION OF CERTAIN DIGITAL RECORDS

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on May 20, 2024, the above-captioned debtors

and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™) filed the Debtors’ Motion for Entry of an
Order an Order Authorizing the Abandonment and Destruction of Certain Digital Records (the
“Motion”) with the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware, 824 Market

Street, 3rd Floor, Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (the “Bankruptcy Court”). A copy of the Motion

is attached hereto.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that any response or objection to the
Motion must be filed with the Bankruptcy Court on or before May 28, 2024, at 4:00 p.m.
prevailing Eastern Time.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that at the same time, you must also
serve a copy of the response or objection upon: (i) the Debtors, Yellow Corporation, 11500
Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, Kansas 66211, Attn.: General Counsel; (ii) counsel to

the Debtors, (A) Kirkland & Ellis LLP, 601 Lexington Avenue, New York, New York 10022,

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

DE:4869-7110-0096.1 96859.001
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Attn.: Allyson B. Smith (allyson.smith@kirkland.com) and (B) Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones
LLP, 919 North Market Street, 17th Floor, PO Box 8705, Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Attn.:
Laura Davis Jones (ljones@pszjlaw.com), Timothy P. Cairns (tcairns@pszjlaw.com), Peter J.
Keane (pkeane@pszjlaw.com), and Edward Corma (ecorma@pszjlaw.com); (iii) the Office of
United States Trustee for the District of Delaware, 844 King Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35,
Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Attn.: Jane Leamy (jane.m.leamy@usdoj.gov) and Richard
Shepacarter (richard.shepacarter@usdoj.gov); and (iv) counsel to the Committee, (A) Akin
Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP, One Bryant Park, Bank of America Tower, New York, NY
10036-6745 US, Attn.: Philip C. Dublin (pdublin@akingump.com), Meredith A. Lahaie
(mlahaie@akingump.com), and Kevin Zuzolo (kzuzolo@akingump.com) and (B) co-counsel to
the Committee, Benesch Friedlander Coplan & Aronoff LLP, 1313 North Market Street, Suite
1201, Wilmington, DE, 19801, Attn.: Jennifer R. Hoover (jhoover@beneschlaw.com) and Kevin
M. Capuzzi (kcapuzzi@beneschlaw.com).

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT IF YOU FAIL TO RESPOND IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THIS NOTICE, THE COURT MAY GRANT THE RELIEF
REQUESTED BY THE MOTION WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE OR HEARING.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT A HEARING TO CONSIDER
THE RELIEF SOUGHT IN THE MOTION WILL BE HELD ON JUNE 3, 2024, AT
10:00 A.M. PREVAILING EASTERN TIME BEFORE THE HONORABLE CRAIG T.
GOLDBLATT, UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT JUDGE, AT THE UNITED
STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE, 824 MARKET

STREET, 3RD FLOOR, COURTROOM NO. 7, WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801.

DE:4869-7110-0096.1 96859.001 2
DOCS_DE:245597.1 96859/001
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Dated: May 20, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503)
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718)
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor
P.O. Box 8705
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
Telephone: (302) 652-4100
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com
tcairns@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com

DE:4869-7110-0096.1 96859.001 3

DOCS_DE:245597.1 96859/001

Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP

333 West Wolf Point Plaza

Chicago, Illinois 60654

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
david.seligman@kirkland.com

-and-

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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Exhibit A
Proposed Order
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,’ Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N N

Re: Docket No.

ORDER AUTHORIZING
THE ABANDONMENT AND DESTRUCTION OF DIGITAL RECORDS

Upon the motion (the “Motion”)? of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession
(collectively, the “Debtors”) for entry of an order (this “Order”) authorizing the Debtors to
Abandon and Destroy Digital Records, all as more fully set forth in the Motion; and upon the First
Day Declaration; and the district court having jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was
referred to this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended Standing Order of Reference
from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware, dated February 29, 2012; and
this Court having found that this is a core proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2); and this
Court having found that this Court may enter a final order consistent with Article III of the United
States Constitution; and this Court having found that venue of this proceeding and the Motion in
this district is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409; and this Court having found that
the relief requested in the Motion is in the best interests of the Debtors’ estates, their creditors, and

other parties in interest; and this Court having found that the Debtors’ notice of the Motion and

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql 1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.
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opportunity for a hearing on the Motion were appropriate and no other notice need be provided;
and this Court having reviewed the Motion and having heard the statements in support of the relief
requested therein at a hearing, if any, before this Court (the “Hearing”); and this Court having
determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion establish just cause for the relief
granted herein; and upon all of the proceedings had before this Court; and after due deliberation
and sufficient cause appearing therefor, it is HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. The Motion is granted as set forth herein.

2. The Debtors are hereby authorized, but not directed, to destroy, or cause to be
destroyed, the Mailboxes as provided in the Motion.

3. The Debtors are authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate the relief
granted herein, including, without limitation, to satisfy any obligations arising from or related to
the destruction of the Mailboxes.

4. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in the Bankruptcy Code, Bankruptcy
Rules or Local Rules, this Order shall be immediately effective and enforceable upon entry.

5. This Court retains exclusive jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from or
related to the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Order.

6. The requirements of Rule 6007(a) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure
that the Motion be served upon “all creditors” is hereby waived, and service upon the parties
described in the Motion is found to be sufficient for the purposes of the relief requested in the
Motion.

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

granted in this Order in accordance with the Motion.
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8. This Court retains jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from or related to

the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Order.
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Schedule 1

List of Mailboxes to be Destroyed



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 6 of 152
115

112 Appts@yellowcorp.com
2015PCrollout@YRCFreight.com
318Essendant@yrcfreight.com
3PL POD Staff@yrcfreight.com
411essendant@yrcfreight.com
683appts@yrcfreight.com
783essendant@yrcfreight.com
830ConferenceRoom(@YRCFreight.com
830TrainingRoom@YRCFreight.com
accountmaint@newpenn.com
aes@newpenn.com
as400reports@newpenn.com
branding.support@yrcw.com
carotrans@newpenn.com
Carter.Bauman@myyellow.com
casesupport@newpenn.com
Chuck.Augustine@myyellow.com
Chuck.Beattie@myyellow.com
Claimspics@newpenn.com
CollectorAppreciation@yellowcorp.com
Conyers.Joel@myyellow.com
CSAT@yrcfreight.com
customerservice@newpenn.com
D10@yrcfreight.com
D13@yrcfreight.com
D14@yrcfreight.com
D3@yrcfreight.com
D4@yrctreight.com
D5@yrcfreight.com
D6@yrcfreight.com
D7@yrcfreight.com
D9@yrctreight.com
Dan.Britt@myyellow.com
DispoRegNP@newpenn.com
draudit@newpenn.com
dsg@newpenn.com
easternmarketing@newpenn.com
EbizMktglnv(@yrcfreight.com
EDIRejects@newpenn.com
Engineered.Solutions@yrcfreight.com
exhibitwins@yrcfreight.com
Fl@yrcfreight.com
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F4@yrcfreight.com
F5@yrcfreight.com
fawn.resconnet.support@Y RCFreight.com
Garn3@yellowcorp.com
Halogensfeedbackmodule@YRCFreight.com
Hampton.Rogers@myyellow.com
handbill@newpenn.com
Hill-Rom@yrcfreight.com
hmesexceptions@newpenn.com
hmesrefusals@newpenn.com
hollandexceptionsmail@newpenn.com
HRIS.Request2@YRCFreight.com
HRISReport.Request2(@YRCFreight.com
Ideas@YRCFreight.com
ILRecRed@newpenn.com
Insight@yrcw.com
IntEmpMktgInv@yrcfreight.com
itinvoices@newpenn.com
ITROSSupport@yrcfreight.com
JoyGlobal@yellowcorp.com
Justin.Freeman@myyellow.com
KCCC@yrcefreight.com
KeurigCanada@YRCFreight.com
Kyler.Jackson@myyellow.com
LearningAndOD@yrcw.com
Lora.Wise@myyellow.com
LREast@yellowcorp.com
LRInside@yellowcorp.com
LRWest@yellowcorp.com
MarketinglS@yrcfreight.com
Maurika.Hobson@myyellow.com
MichelleTest5@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Johnson@myyellow.com
Min.Zhang@myyellow.com
Mktglnv(@yrcfreight.com
nearmiss@newpenn.com
NewPennMail@yrcw.com
nordstrom@newpenn.com
NPAccountsPayable@newpenn.com
NPAPPDEV @newpenn.com
NPCredit@newpenn.com
NPRequests@newpenn.com
OrganizationalDevelopment@yrcw.com
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OSApproval@yrcfreight.com
OSEscalation@yrcfreight.com
overstock.resconnect.support@YRCFreight.com
Paperless.Response@yrcfreight.com
parts@newpenn.com
PC_Refresh@yrcfreight.com
prauth@newpenn.com
prdocs@newpenn.com
Pricing.Costing@yrcfreight.com
PrimeLeads@yellowcorp.com
gmm@newpenn.com
RertSftyMktglnv@yrefreight.com
Scott.Zeringue@myyellow.com
Security.Policy@myYellow.com
SEKO@YRCFreight.com
Sephora@newpenn.com
shipco@newpenn.com
SirvaRRLI@yrcfreight.com
SpeedyTransport@YRCFreight.com
SpendWise.Notifications@yrcw.com
SQAAutomationTeam@yrcfreight.com
Stephanie. Kimball@myyellow.com
Susan.Sulzby@myyellow.com
svc.testios@yrcw.com
T3Legal@YRCFreight.com
TallyRibbons@yrcfreight.com
Tammy.Mills@myyellow.com
TeamBravo@yrcfreight.com
TestShared365@yrcw.com
tootsieroll@yrcfreight.com
tstazure2(@yrcw.com

V07 _Attendance@yrcfreight.com
V07 Cust@yrcfreight.com

V07 Shop@yrcfreight.com
weissrohlig@newpenn.com
Williams.Bills@usfc.com
wmseasonal@yrcfreight.com
wmstoreplanning@yrcfreight.com
WWilsonNoel@newpenn.com
Xzane.Brown@myyellow.com
YellowTopekaConfRm@YRCFreight.com
YRCAzure@YRCFreight.com
yrcbuffalocc@newpenn.com
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YRCPerformance@yrcw.com

YRCWNMktgInv@yrcfreight.com

ebc100@YRCFreight.com

ebc104@YRCFreight.com

ebc106@YRCFreight.com

ebc124@YRCFreight.com

slc.notices@YRCFreight.com

Project.ManagementOffice@YRCFreight.com

ywtest16. Wright@YRCFreight.com

tstazurel @yrcw.com

ywtest18. Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtestl 7.Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtest15. Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtest19.Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtest20. Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtestl 1. Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtest14. Wright(@YRCFreight.com

ywtest28(@YRCFreight.com

ywtest29@YRCFreight.com

ywtest31@YRCFreight.com

Benjamin.Blasius@myyellow.com

Robert. Thomas@myyellow.com

Joey.Westover@myyellow.com

Itest@yrcw.com

Shannon.Turnowicz@yrcfreight.com

ywtest09@YRCFreight.com

ywtest04. Wright(@YRCFreight.com

Earl. Thrailkill@myyellow.com

ywtest45. Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtest47. Wright@YRCFreight.com

ywtest23.wright@YRCFreight.com

ktest@yrcw.com

ywtest13. Wright@YRCFreight.com

Zach.Smith@myyellow.com

LisaTest. Emerson@YRCFreight.com

Dana.Ortego@myyellow.com

Lance.Hearn@myyellow.com

Hiral.Chauhan@usfc.com

Joshua.Schultz@myyellow.com

Tiffany.Giekes@myyellow.com

Patrol@YRCFreight.com

Brittany.Mcclare@usfc.com

Daniel.Lister@usfc.com
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Chris.Eriksen@usfc.com

Leifa. Worthman@usfc.com

Maureen.Musson@usfc.com

Dominique.Dupuis@usfc.com

Kay.Hickey@usfc.com

Lee.Schoenfeld@myyellow.com

Mike.Demart@YRCFreight.com

Rod.Bagshaw@reddaway.com

John.Whalen@yrcfreight.com

Amy.Paniagua@yrcfreight.com

Kelly.Jenkins@YRCFreight.com

Chad.Frisch@yrcfreight.com

Charles.Smith@usfc.com

Daniel.Smith@yrcfreight.com

Adrian.Hernandez@usfc.com

Robin.Sampson@yrcfreight.com

Gary.Brugh@yrcfreight.com

Carol.Hernandez@reddaway.com

Palema.Eteaki@myyellow.com

Billy.Mitchell@usfc.com

Brian.Boots@myYellow.com

Michael. Appelman@yrcfreight.com

Kenton.Varney@usfc.com

Brian.Cross@usfc.com

Janet. Aguilar@myYellow.com

Matt.Lipski@reddaway.com

Ken.Lambert@usfc.com

Christopher.Opdahl@usfc.com

Senad.Crnisanin@yrcfreight.com

Bobby.Forsyth@YRCFreight.com

Clay.Hull@usfc.com

Melvin.Andrews@Y RCFreight.com

CHolmes@newpenn.com

Donald.Johnson@yrcfreight.com

Trevor.Klco@usfc.com

Deborah. Wright@usfc.com

Lazarus.Gray@yrcfreight.com

Cathy.Stone@yrcfreight.com

JMenge@newpenn.com

Marquise.King@usfc.com

rneutzman@newpenn.com

Ayanna.Adanandus@yrcfreight.com

Teasha.Gillis@myYellow.com
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Jerry.Truesdale@YRCFreight.com
Ryan.Rittenhouse@usfc.com
Bruce.Errington@yrcfreight.com
Billy.Galindo@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Miller@reddaway.com
Sokla.Heng@yrcfreight.com
Matthew.Heath@yrcfreight.com
Enrique.Zamora@yrcfreight.com
Jeremy.Tidd@usfc.com
Brenda.Petersen@usfc.com

Jeffrey. Mattiford@usfc.com
Manpreet.Dhillon@usfc.com
Daniel.Padilla@yrcfreight.com
Julia.Mcdaniel@usfc.com
Tina.Davis@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Beal@YRCFreight.com
Craig.Curtin@YRCFreight.com
Raymesha.Bowleg@yrcfreight.com
Ryan.Moretto@reddaway.com
Frank.Montgomery@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Darling@usfc.com
Joyce.Venable@YRCFreight.com
Brent.Parsons@usfc.com
Jessie.Jones@yrcfreight.com
Viola.Harden@usfc.com
Franklin.Scott@myyellow.com
Faye.Cotton@myyellow.com
Christopher.Becker@usfc.com
Louis.Gibbs@yrcfreight.com
Kira. Wyatt@myyellow.com
jmargentino@newpenn.com
Traci.Webb@yrcfreight.com
Victor.Woodall@usfc.com
CSanto@newpenn.com
Donald.Rogers@yrcfreight.com
Jade.Solis@yrcfreight.com
Robert. Woods@yrcfreight.com
Dave.Allender@YRCFreight.com
Miguel.Ortega@reddaway.com
Drew.Dewalt@yrcfreight.com
David.Harrison@myyellow.com
Dwayne.Cornish@YRCFreight.com
Tony.Caudill@usfc.com
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Demetrius.Hazel@reddaway.com
Lori.Lafazia@YRCFreight.com
Jade.LItalien@YRCFreight.com
Michelle.Petras@usfc.com
Mike.Hernandez@usfc.com
Lucas.Jury@myyellow.com
David.Mielke@reddaway.com
Tatjana.Basanovic@YRCFreight.com
Scott.Hostetler@YRCFreight.com
mwiley@newpenn.com

ywtest35. Wright@YRCFreight.com
Brent. Townley@yrcfreight.com
TBracale@newpenn.com
JMerrow@newpenn.com
Shirley.Brown@YRCFreight.com
RKreiser@newpenn.com
Keidron.Hughes@yrcfreight.com
Ervin.Williams@yrcfreight.com
Amee.Sullivan@myyellow.com
Alan.Mcdougle@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.Black@yrcfreight.com
Alcedo.Carey@yrcfreight.com
Michele.Brawner@myyellow.com
Emesto.Sotelo@YRCFreight.com
Jeffrey.Renkowiecki@yrcfreight.com
Cris.Elliott@reddaway.com
Storm.Y oung@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Verdin@yrcfreight.com
Patrick.Lee@usfc.com
Mike.Ellis@YRCFreight.com
Eric.Alvardo@reddaway.com
JMceachern@newpenn.com
Andrew.Parent@usfc.com
Dave.Batalden@usfc.com
Tammy.Mcelheney@myyellow.com
Tyler.Louden@reddaway.com
Billy.Mannering@yrcfreight.com
Karena.Hubbert@YRCFreight.com
Olga.Villarreal@YRCFreight.com
Linda.Torrez@yrcfreight.com
Joseph.Callis@yrcfreight.com
Christopher.Vanegas@myyellow.com
Desley.Brown@YRCFreight.com
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Mark.Roper@usfc.com
Celeste.Villanueva@YRCFreight.com
Morgan.Cafaro@yrcfreight.com
Laura.Metcalf@myyellow.com
Marcus.Austin@yrcfreight.com
Napoleon. Woodard@yrcfreight.com
Stan.Perry@myyellow.com
Carl.Gillon@reddaway.com
Valerie.Alonso@myyellow.com
Genevieve.Santoro@myYellow.com
Aaron.Hiestand@usfc.com
Cathy.Kronyak@YRCFreight.com
Coleen.Long@reddaway.com
Gary.Gregory@usfc.com
Thomas.Hardenbergh@yrcfreight.com
Chuck.Barton@reddaway.com
Brian.Larsen@YRCFreight.com
Carly.Harrison@myyellow.com
Paula.Pennington@usfc.com
Wayne.Valk@myyellow.com
Jason.Schenkel@myyellow.com
Jeffrey.Barnes@usfc.com
Steven.Mull@yrcfreight.com
CEdwards@newpenn.com
Michelle.Szeluga@usfc.com
Abbie.Tan@myYellow.com
cstephenson@newpenn.com
Scott.Kettler@myyellow.com
Marcus.Franklin@usfc.com
Jim.Green@yrcfreight.com
Joey.Lopez@myyellow.com
Barry. Turner@usfc.com
KShields@newpenn.com
Brian.Nelson@usfc.com
Terry.VanBlaricum@usfc.com
Wendy.Gale@usfc.com
Lacricia.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Michael. Miller@yrcfreight.com
Dallas.Marlenee@yrcfreight.com
Kassidee.Petersen@reddaway.com
Emmett.Deitch@myyellow.com
Thomas.Hinson@myyellow.com
Daniel. Windle@myyellow.com
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Ronald.Moore@yrcfreight.com
Larry.Titter@yrcfreight.com
Scott.Olp@usfc.com
Jerry.Yarbrough@usfc.com
Jenell.Clay@myyellow.com
Mike.Mattox@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Gurley@myyellow.com
John.Moody@myyellow.com
Barbara.Diana@usfc.com
Ricardo.DeLeon@YRCFreight.com
Patsy.Lewallen@YRCFreight.com
Joyce.Coleman@myYellow.com
Rosalie.Rodriguez@myyellow.com
Edgar.Lundie@myYellow.com
Mahima.Bhatnagar@myyellow.com
Nathan.Hardenbergh@myyellow.com
Richard.Rody@yrcfreight.com
KBermeo@newpenn.com
Lavettacu.Gillespie@yrcfreight.com
Cindy.Blake@myYellow.com
Alferdito.Sanchez@reddaway.com
Shawn.Mccutcheon@usfc.com
Charles.Cienfuegos@yrcfreight.com
Pamela.Maskel@usfc.com
Cathline.Cox(@YRCFreight.com
Ana.Juarez@YRCFreight.com
Orlando.DeMars@reddaway.com
Cynthia.Bradley@YRCFreight.com
Philip.Zaragoza@yrcfreight.com
James.Sanders@YRCFreight.com
Omar.Fleming@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Cornelius@YRCFreight.com
Iflorigl@newpenn.com
Malena.Charles@myyellow.com
Shayde.Fischer@usfc.com
Travis.Shelburn@yrcfreight.com
Patrick.Sun@myyellow.com
Lisa.Roberts@myYellow.com
Sam.Raymond@myyellow.com
Reid.Biasco@myyellow.com
Corey.Houston@usfc.com
Bob.Boyer@usfc.com
Jaime.Redding@myYellow.com

10
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Yuluanda.Rangel@yrcfreight.com
William.Prater@reddaway.com

Armando.Valdovinos@reddaway.com
Victor.Ramos@YRCFreight.com
Sherrie.Duchock@myyellow.com

Michael Kyle@myyellow.com
jfinley@newpenn.com
Patrice.Gamblin@yrcfreight.com
Devon.Cooper@yrcfreight.com
Matthew.Watts@usfc.com
Micah.Olson@yrcfreight.com
Chanin.Barbiere@usfc.com
Camille.Cruz@yrcfreight.com
Dave.Shillam@reddaway.com
Michael.Coleman@YRCFreight.com
Kayla.Webb@myyellow.com
Malissa.Cabral@yrcfreight.com

Jeremy.Kearney@myyellow.com
Jerry.Crumbley@usfc.com
Adrian.Manning@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Buskelew@myyellow.com
Scott. Adams@usfc.com
Gabriel.Saldana@usfc.com

Alexander. Travis@myyellow.com
Peggy.Lowery@myyellow.com
Tammy.VanEtten@YRCFreight.com
Dean.Willmon@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Schmidt@YRCFreight.com
Jesse.Harren@usfc.com

Jeremy.Gruenberg@reddaway.com
Aman.Meghrajani@myyellow.com
Melissa.Hoge@myyellow.com
Karen.Denhart@myYellow.com
Hershel.Garcia@yrcfreight.com
Hana.Afemata@YRCFreight.com
Jose.Orozco@yrcfreight.com

Zach.Presson@yrcfreight.com

Ruben.Rivera@yrcfreight.com
Ronney.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Alex.Hession@yrcfreight.com
James.Roan@YRCFreight.com
Kaitlin.Kelly@myyellow.com
Matthew.Giebel@usfc.com

11
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Daniel.Schertz@usfc.com
David.Nauroth@usfc.com
Chad.Thompson@yrcfreight.com
Leslie.Smith@myyellow.com
James.Moeller@YRCFreight.com
Donna.Webb@usfc.com

Daniel. Mason@reddaway.com
Jason. Thompson@reddaway.com
Shirelle.Cooper@yrcfreight.com
Terry.Farley@YRCFreight.com
Jacquelyn.Strickland@usfc.com
Bryce.Yeich@yrcfreight.com
JKrenner@newpenn.com
Jonathan.Osborne@myYellow.com
Arlene.Peraza@reddaway.com
Devin.Thomas@yrcfreight.com
Eddie.Elliott@yrcfreight.com
Anthony.Depace@reddaway.com
William.Sneathen@YRCFreight.com
Stuart.Malles@myyellow.com
Marcus.RandleSr@yrcfreight.com
Steve. Ammons@Y RCFreight.com
Marcus.Shannon@usfc.com
Roberto.Contreras@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Fryer@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Robinson@yrcfreight.com
FHerko@newpenn.com
Nick.Chiolo@reddaway.com
Mayra.Micciche@myYellow.com
Paul. Smith@yrcfreight.com
Linda.Jewel@YRCFreight.com
Gregory.Hill@YRCFreight.com
Anthony.Borton@yrcfreight.com
Edmund.Fullerton@YRCFreight.com
Dawn.Raymor@reddaway.com
Sabrina.Sanderson@usfc.com
Karen.Silva@usfc.com
Darleen.Nesmith@YRCFreight.com
Muncy.Rascoe@YRCFreight.com
Juan.Correa@yrcfreight.com
Bradley.Kelley@yrcfreight.com
Starlin.Brock@yrcfreight.com
Jared.Peters@usfc.com

12
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Frank.Santiago@yrcfreight.com
Dorothy.Thornton@myyellow.com
Daryl.Dawson@yrcfreight.com
Kasandra.Soleau@YRCFreight.com
Reyna.Martinez@YRCFreight.com
Liz.Kaye@YRCFreight.com
Chelsey.Wyrosdick@YRCFreight.com
Gary.Peters@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Robeson@reddaway.com
Tyler.Schnurstein@usfc.com
Matthew.Bond@yrcfreight.com
Carmela.Cooper@yrcfreight.com
Donna.Kasper@usfc.com

April. Godar@usfc.com
Carlos.Gonzalez1 @ YRCFreight.com
Camden.Jones@myyellow.com
Katie.Bell@reddaway.com
Dylan.Richardson@usfc.com
Martha.Barraza@reddaway.com
John.Chadwick@reddaway.com
Stacy.Sughrue@YRCFreight.com
Michaela.Beattie@yrcfreight.com
Jada.Harris@yrcfreight.com
Jesus.Moreno@yrcfreight.com
Berlin.MatuuMalepeai@Y RCFreight.com
Tanya.Scott@YRCFreight.com
Joy.McGuire@usfc.com
Frankie.Moreno@reddaway.com
Teresa.Bryant-Hall(@YRCFreight.com
Mike.McConner@reddaway.com
David.Newell@myyellow.com
Robert.Hulett@yrcfreight.com
Chuck.Bayly@YRCFreight.com
Heather.Smurthwaite@yrcfreight.com
Chastyne.Slater@myyellow.com
Annette.Massarelli@YRCFreight.com
Sandy.Desaulniers@yrcfreight.com
Raymond.Myers@YRCFreight.com
Gregory.Fisher@yrcfreight.com
Gerald.Shepard@yrcfreight.com
Carl.Stephens@yrcfreight.com
Stanley.Leiter@yrcfreight.com
John.Ramirez@yrcfreight.com

13
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Chris.Jamison@YRCFreight.com

Raymond.Miller@yrcfreight.com

Ariana.Sullivan@myyellow.com

Ronnie.Holbert@YRCFreight.com

James.Taylor@yrcfreight.com

Phil.LaFleur@YRCFreight.com

Nestor.Baluja@reddaway.com

Tom.Davis@reddaway.com

Virginia. Trusler@usfc.com

Brenda. Thomas@myYellow.com

Robert.Johnson2(@YRCFreight.com

Heather.Cichuttek@YRCFreight.com

Robert.Grinnen@usfc.com

Cole.Scheck@YRCFreight.com

William.Parker@myYellow.com

Samantha.Felipe@reddaway.com

Dusty. Winkler@myyellow.com

Sandeep.Kumar@myYellow.com

Michael.Smith1 @yrcfreight.com

Timothy.Redarowicz@usfc.com

Wendy.Bard@yrcfreight.com

Marvin.Mayfield@yrcfreight.com

Carol.Henderson@YRCFreight.com

Greg.Shadle@yrcfreight.com

Paul.Callahan@reddaway.com

llisowski@newpenn.com

Bjorn.Olsen@YRCFreight.com

Nathan. Trost@myyellow.com

Michelle.Houck@yrcfreight.com

JaLexus.Martin@yrcfreight.com

Levi.Hamner@myyellow.com

Allen.Shotko@usfc.com

Gilbert.Leija@reddaway.com

TShaffer@newpenn.com

Foster.Griggs@usfc.com

Dikun.Beres@usfc.com

Norma.Shelnutt@YRCFreight.com

Dan.Refner@usfc.com

Torre.Brashers@yrcfreight.com

Astrid.Lopez@yrcfreight.com

Eber.Porras@yrcfreight.com

Roel.Martinez@usfc.com

Ryan.Hawkins@myYellow.com

14
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Jeff.Rose@YRCFreight.com
Josh.Moore@yrcfreight.com
Vonderia.Yeldell@myyellow.com
Nicole.Strickland@usfc.com
Quinn.Cozby@reddaway.com
Steve.Fields@YRCFreight.com
Paul.Logsdon@YRCFreight.com
Robert.Block@yrcfreight.com
Eddie.Talamantes@yrcfreight.com
Stan.Sowinski@YRCFreight.com
Albert.DelL.aRosa@reddaway.com
Donald.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Sara.Hempleman@myyellow.com
Paul.Riojas@yrcfreight.com
April.Penn@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Gillispie@YRCFreight.com
racosta-gomez@newpenn.com
Carolyn.Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Lori.Ramirez@YRCFreight.com
Diane.Runevitch@myyellow.com
Austin.VanVliet@yrcfreight.com
Claudette.JonesStarling@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Rios@yrcfreight.com
Matt.Hobbs@reddaway.com
Frederick. Ruesewald@yrcfreight.com
Tim.Deaton@YRCFreight.com
Charles.Dixon@myyellow.com
John.Roberson@usfc.com
Michael.Coltrane@usfc.com
Julie.Casciano@YRCFreight.com
Spencer.Plummer@YRCFreight.com
John.Sandell@YRCFreight.com
Roxanne.Adkins@usfc.com

Nathan. Walker@YRCFreight.com
Toni.Mule@YRCFreight.com
William.Krouse@YRCFreight.com
Bryan.Goeckeritz@YRCFreight.com
Kathy.Whitlow@usfc.com
Zachary.Scott@yrcfreight.com
Sharon.Maher@YRCFreight.com
Andy.Vickery@usfc.com
Jodi.GittEtter@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Jarman@yrcfreight.com

15
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Scott. Walker@reddaway.com
Randy.Haeffner@YRCFreight.com
Susan.Howland@yrcfreight.com
Nagquailia.Dixon@yrcfreight.com
Cory.Schoenfeld@myYellow.com
Dianne.Morse@reddaway.com
Miranda.Rountree@yrcfreight.com
Milagros.Santiago@YRCFreight.com
Ricardo.Serrato@reddaway.com
Nathan.Anderson@myYellow.com
Maxie.Ball@yrcfreight.com
Butch.Morgan@YRCFreight.com
Thom.Wilson@myyellow.com
Steven.Lookabaugh@myyellow.com
Andrew.Gonzalez@yrcfreight.com
LMarino@newpenn.com
Felicia.Ruiz@reddaway.com
Briana.Betson@reddaway.com
Walter.Hammond@YRCFreight.com
Despina.Egan@yrcfreight.com
Christopher. Trutza@usfc.com
Todd.Lane@myyellow.com
Bryan.Friebel@reddaway.com
Gavin.Newton@usfc.com

Destiney. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Tyler.Sizemore@usfc.com
Karen.Filipiak@usfc.com
Thomas.Schwab@yrcfreight.com
Ivan.Sierra@myYellow.com
Bernadette.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Barry.Reissig@reddaway.com
Bryce.Smallwood@usfc.com
Tony.Shank@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Jordan@yrcfreight.com
Randy.Davis@YRCFreight.com
Selena.Garcia@reddaway.com
Thadius.Ruoff@usfc.com
Makaysia.Carson@usfc.com
Quandria.Hardin@yrcfreight.com
Frank.Calderon@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Fournier@yrcfreight.com
Samantha.Stone@YRCFreight.com
Angie.Macias@reddaway.com

16
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Christy.Linkhauer@yrcfreight.com
mceortes@newpenn.com
Harman.Sohi@yrcfreight.com
Dominik.Mcclendon@myyellow.com
James.Difranco@yrcfreight.com
Shara. Wright@reddaway.com
James.Willis@yrcfreight.com
Frank.Brown@usfc.com
Nick.Xides@YRCFreight.com
Hannah.Brooks@yrcfreight.com
Linda.Cicconi@yrcfreight.com
Ed.Calderon@myyellow.com
Jefferson.Wayne(@YRCFreight.com
Christine.Pledger@yrcfreight.com
Cristian.Gutierrez@yrcfreight.com
Jody.Johnson@myYellow.com
SGensler@newpenn.com
Bianca.Deveris@yrcfreight.com
Daniel.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Antionette.Palomino@yrcfreight.com
Venus.Logan@yrcfreight.com
Brent.Ellis@usfc.com
Fabian.Pasillas@reddaway.com
Kyle.Hammersmith@usfc.com
Jose.Velezl @yrcfreight.com
Jeremy.Swords@yrcfreight.com
Yvette.Harman@usfc.com
Ryan.Cousino@usfc.com
Damion.Cruz@YRCFreight.com
Pam.Free@myyellow.com
Leo.Reaver@yrcfreight.com
Aaron.Culbertson@yrcfreight.com
Bobby.Carr@yrcfreight.com
Carl.DeAngelis@YRCFreight.com
Nick.Murray@yrcfreight.com
Travis.Patterson@myyellow.com
Kim.Pearson@yrcfreight.com
Les.Mabe@YRCFreight.com
Sandy.Nastelli@yrcfreight.com
Luis.Hoogland@reddaway.com
Mark.Prescaro@YRCFreight.com
Jacob.Aggen@myyellow.com
Michael.Dishner@usfc.com

17
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Michael.Gombold@YRCFreight.com
Ben.Schmick@yrcfreight.com
Peggy.Arnold@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Vaughans@yrcfreight.com
William.Obrien@yrcfreight.com
DBausch@newpenn.com
John.Hardy@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Susaeta@reddaway.com
David.Haney@myYellow.com
Allen.Drockton@yrcfreight.com
Allie.Pretty@myyellow.com
Darren.Richardson@yrcfreight.com
Connor.Haussler@myyellow.com
Lendwood. Williams@YRCFreight.com
Eric.Rickstad@usfc.com
Brandon.Larsen@yrcfreight.com
Stephen.Dagle@yrcfreight.com
Jennifer.Smith@usfc.com
Ben.Salter@usfc.com
Debra.Hill@YRCFreight.com
Deborah.Hales@YRCFreight.com
Tyrone.Faber@yrcfreight.com
Regina.Hale(@usfc.com
Bruce.Connelly@yrcfreight.com
Francisco.Estrada@myyellow.com
David.Barr@YRCFreight.com
Monika.Cassiday@usfc.com
Pat.Caime@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Ruggiero@YRCFreight.com
Angel.Alvarez@yrcfreight.com
Rick.Maddux(@usfc.com
Ronnie.Houston@YRCFreight.com
CTaylor@newpenn.com
David.Weiss@usfc.com
Matt.Elston@usfc.com
Mike.Bolitho@reddaway.com
Jack.Bowman@myY ellow.com
Joshua.Harris@yrcfreight.com
Zachary.Suttle@YRCFreight.com
Jacqueline.Labelle@YRCFreight.com
Cindy.DeVries@YRCFreight.com
Rebecca.Legare@YRCFreight.com
Christina.Betcher@YRCFreight.com

18
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Jaime.Dewey@YRCFreight.com
Anissa.Foster@YRCFreight.com
Pam.Robertson@usfc.com
Zach.Schattschneider@usfc.com
Lori.Tucker@usfc.com
Linda.Maier@usfc.com
RonR.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
Frederick.Kessler@myYellow.com
Ashlie.Bell@myyellow.com

Gail. Krenn@usfc.com
David.Harris@reddaway.com
Jen.Flood@YRCFreight.com

Tina. Amick@yrcfreight.com
Susan.Baum@yrcfreight.com
Dale.Willett@myYellow.com
Ruben.Jaquez@YRCFreight.com
Diamond.Gearing@yrcfreight.com
Jackie.Smith@myyellow.com
Tyrone.Fleming@yrcfreight.com
Reese.Harvey@YRCFreight.com
Larry.Walker@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Borgerding@usfc.com
Joshua.Kasinger@usfc.com
Jesse.Beebe@ YRCFreight.com
Cathy.Robertshaw(@yrcfreight.com
Vicki.Hanna@YRCFreight.com
Robin.Finnell@yrcfreight.com
MDattler@newpenn.com
Vanh.Oudomvilay@YRCFreight.com
Bryan.Camacho@yrcfreight.com
Danielle. White@yrcfreight.com
Sue.Byers@YRCFreight.com
Steve. Thomas@yrcfreight.com
Christina.Campbell@usfc.com
Brian.Northup@myyellow.com
Peter.Bardelli@myyellow.com
Karine.Guay@myyellow.com
Sean.Collins@YRCFreight.com
Denise.Betz@myYellow.com
Elizabeth.Portrey@YRCFreight.com
Arica.Dubbert@yrcfreight.com
EMorrone@newpenn.com
Laura.Green@myYellow.com

19
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Bernard.Gokey@YRCFreight.com
Lance.Tasker@myyellow.com
Chris.Brown1@yrcfreight.com
FCruz@newpenn.com
Anthony.Kinville@reddaway.com
Shirley.Rodriguez@YRCFreight.com
Charlene.Atkinson@YRCFreight.com
tsheaffer@newpenn.com
Donna.Deschamps@yrcfreight.com

Jarrod. Ward@YRCFreight.com
Charles.Blake@YRCFreight.com
Jill.Puck@YRCFreight.com
BBilski@newpenn.com
John.Bereschak@myyellow.com
Casiano.Bueno@YRCFreight.com
Marge.Ulrich@usfc.com
Brenda.Osburn@usfc.com
Heidi.Stenger@usfc.com
Roselyn.Hagan@myYellow.com

Larissa.Belcastro@myyellow.com
Mary.Litle@reddaway.com
George.Kent@YRCFreight.com
Walter.Lambert@myyellow.com
Rosalva.Ceron-Everett@YRCFreight.com
Derek.Cimala@myyellow.com
Olden.Fielder@yrcfreight.com
Ted.Fredrickson@myYellow.com
Heather.Rebollar@myyellow.com
Bryce.Wilson@myyellow.com
Lisa.Miller@myYellow.com
James.Sullivan2(@YRCFreight.com
Marjorie.Hobbs@usfc.com
Ronny.Mceuen@yrcfreight.com
Ashley.Crosdale@myyellow.com
Kristin.Gugino@myyellow.com
Juan.Reyes@yrcfreight.com
Sherrie.Russell@usfc.com
Nikole.Wheeler@YRCFreight.com
Donald.Hickman@myyellow.com
Norma.Reyes@YRCFreight.com
Gary.Underwood@yrcfreight.com
Martin.Arteaga@reddaway.com
Scott.Greenier@myyellow.com

20



Case 23-11069-CTG
134

Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 25 of 152

Krystal.Carrillo@myYellow.com

CBalliet@newpenn.com

DHall@newpenn.com

Chris.Martin@myyellow.com

Drew.Murray@myY ellow.com

Danielle.Asberry@yrcfreight.com

Andrew.Cronauer@myyellow.com

Jane.Sibble@myyellow.com

John.Twiehaus@myYellow.com

Callie. Thompson@yrcfreight.com

Mari.Ruiz@YRCFreight.com

toddh.smith@myYellow.com

Ollie.Bey@yrcfreight.com

Keya.Davison@YRCFreight.com

Kiersten.Stout@myyellow.com

Anthony.Monix@myYellow.com

Bonnie.Butler@YRCFreight.com

heather.mills@myYellow.com

Brooke.Moore@myyellow.com

Abby.Wallace@usfc.com

Justin.Sutton@myYellow.com

rebecca.pemberton@myYellow.com

ryan.maher@myYellow.com

Jenna.Cornell@myyellow.com

jason.pollock@myYellow.com

Kayla.Hill@myyellow.com

Jackson.Vines@myyellow.com

Cynthia.Moore@YRCFreight.com

Tanah.Martin@yrcfreight.com

Jordyn.Boston@myyellow.com

Erin.Buit@myyellow.com

Amir.Ghobrial@YRCFreight.com

Maurice.Hutt@YRCFreight.com

Lewis.Jolliff@myYellow.com

Yolanda.Skirrow@myyellow.com

Drake.Westling@myyellow.com

Jeremy.Thomas@myY ellow.com

Joshua.Urbina@yrcfreight.com

Scott.Sedgwick@reddaway.com

Rosa.Gallegos@YRCFreight.com

Wendy.Fisher@yrcfreight.com

Jacob.Meinershagen@myY ellow.com

Tania.Moguel@reddaway.com

21



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 26 of 152
135

David.Miller@reddaway.com
Karin.Rollinger@myYellow.com
Leslie.Shakoor@usfc.com
Mark.Fitterer@YRCFreight.com
Cindi.Follmer@usfc.com
Richard.Spearman@myYellow.com
Esther.Flores@myYellow.com
David.Sampson@yrcfreight.com
Rachel.Hendrix@myYellow.com
Karla.Ruiz@myYellow.com
Rusty.Hirsch@YRCFreight.com
Dave.Dunn@myyellow.com
Anuj.Verma@myyellow.com
Chris.Scott@myyellow.com
Shy.Walker@myyellow.com
Tanya. Amin@usfc.com
Michelle.Mikutis@myYellow.com
Jaime.Saldivar@reddaway.com
Nathaniel.Netherton@reddaway.com
MSingh@newpenn.com
Delia.Soto@reddaway.com
Jan.Heflin@YRCFreight.com
Ashley.Combes@YRCFreight.com
Collene.Fristoe@myYellow.com
Lanse.Shelton@myYellow.com
Rich.Noel@myyellow.com
Amy.Coleman@myyellow.com
Shelby.Samson@myYellow.com
Tonya.Formby@myyellow.com
Veronica.Luevano@reddaway.com
Jenea.Adams@myYellow.com
Brenda.Tafoya@myYellow.com
Lori.Nelson@usfc.com
215806@usfc.com
Janelyn.Perucho@YRCFreight.com
Toby.Altland@yrcfreight.com
Jake.Yen@myyellow.com
Landon.Steen@myyellow.com
Corey.Watson@usfc.com
Jim.Musall@myyellow.com
Spencer.Taylor@myYellow.com
Donna.Baldwin@usfc.com
Adam.Schwartz@usfc.com
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Devona.Young@YRCFreight.com
Hitendra.Jogi@myYellow.com
Tommy.Swans@reddaway.com
Melody.McGinnis@myyellow.com
Larry.Eckhart@YRCFreight.com
Austin.Klinck@usfc.com
Roxie.Morris@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer.Bedee@YRCFreight.com
Ann.Cassidy@yrcfreight.com
Jay.Hensley@YRCFreight.com
Tameka.Fitzpatrick@yrcfreight.com
Sandra.Sloan@usfc.com
Brendon.Botz@YRCFreight.com
AMorasse@newpenn.com
Jordan.Szozda@YRCFreight.com
Cheri.Nadolny@YRCFreight.com
Gwendolyn.Brown@YRCFreight.com
Jordan.Benson@ YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Brubaker@YRCFreight.com
Amber.Gowing@YRCFreight.com
Josh.Eickholt@usfc.com
Kim.Schnatterly@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer. Akers@YRCFreight.com
Curtis.Dunfee@usfc.com
Wendie.Mackey@myYellow.com
Marla.Want@YRCFreight.com
Beth.Lyon@reddaway.com
Thomas.Aschnewitz@myYellow.com
Porchoua.Lor@myyellow.com
Carli.Levi@usfc.com

Bradley. Whittington@usfc.com
DTalbot@newpenn.com
Christine.Schmutte@usfc.com
Madison.Jerrell@myYellow.com
Corey.Mims@reddaway.com
Juan.Montoya@reddaway.com
Michelle.Foreman@myyellow.com
kpierson@newpenn.com
Stacey.Rowland@myyellow.com
Deanna.Coward@yrcfreight.com
Ryan.Prus@usfc.com
NRaboin@newpenn.com
John.Widger@usfc.com
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Christopher.Flathman@usfc.com

Cade.Thiner@myyellow.com

Jason.Barnack@usfc.com

Allen.Floyd@myyellow.com

Vickie.Parker@YRCFreight.com

Tami.Joyce@YRCFreight.com

Taylor.Schmidt@YRCFreight.com

James.Kropp@usfc.com

Juliann.Moody@usfc.com

Grant.Clothier@myyellow.com

Janel.Haynes@myYellow.com

Sharonda.Dickey@YRCFreight.com

Tyson.Toelkes@YRCFreight.com

Victoria.Kearney@yrcfreight.com

Angela.Barbiere(@usfc.com

K.Vang@reddaway.com

Ron.Szpak@yrcfreight.com

Billie.Williams@YRCFreight.com

Gary.Maguire@usfc.com

Melissa.Pfitzer@myyellow.com

Calecia.Germany@usfc.com

Karla.Pierce@usfc.com

Erin.Donnelly@myyellow.com

Karl.Hernandez@usfc.com

Michael.Gaskins@myYellow.com

Leigh.McGuire@usfc.com

Laurie.Sutherland@YRCFreight.com

Donna.Pence@usfc.com

Lynn.Arnold@myYellow.com

Diana.Marquez@YRCFreight.com

Bruce.Harris@yrcfreight.com

Helen.Perez@yrcfreight.com

Ann.Letourneau@YRCFreight.com

Madison.Kramer@usfc.com

Beau.Williams@myYellow.com

Patricia.Rogers@usfc.com

Marilyn.Moss@usfc.com

Shannon.Porter@yrcfreight.com

Nick.Huffer@yrcfreight.com

Anna.Ridley@yrcfreight.com

Zivan.Gruich@usfc.com

Adriana.Puentes@YRCFreight.com

Waylon.Lillo@YRCFreight.com
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Romona.Burton@usfc.com
Devin.Casnave@yrcfreight.com
Carla.Hollis@YRCFreight.com
Kacee.Yeh@myyellow.com

Phillip. Tran@reddaway.com
Stephanie.Earley@YRCFreight.com
Bethany.Miller@myYellow.com
Angie. Wu@YRCFreight.com
Brent.Sparks@myYellow.com
Mike.Wingerter@usfc.com
Leah.Galland@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Cunningham@Y RCFreight.com
Yvonne.Pennington@myY ellow.com
Zachary. Thompson@YRCFreight.com
Amanda.Campos@myyellow.com
Martha.Banuelos@myyellow.com
Tobias.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Aquavius. Wiley@yrcfreight.com
Channa.Chhoeurn@yrcfreight.com
Pam.Robertson@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Martinez2(@YRCFreight.com
Koey.Elrod@usfc.com
Nicole.Hendrix@usfc.com
Tabatha.Schocke@usfc.com

Robert. Welch@newpenn.com
Bonnie.Miller@YRCFreight.com
Sabrina.Mayes@myyellow.com
Marcos.Lopez@usfc.com
Miriam.Loucks@usfc.com
Jacorey.Williams@myyellow.com
Denise.Faubert@yrcfreight.com
Wes.Babcock@myYellow.com
Yvonne.Lowe@YRCFreight.com
Alex.Tosca@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Howes@YRCFreight.com
Dave.Saville@yrcfreight.com
Jarvis.Little@YRCFreight.com
Cindy.Raines@YRCFreight.com
cwills@newpenn.com
Ashley.Harring@yrcfreight.com
Krystal.Ennis@usfc.com
Jonna.Muller@myyellow.com
Cathy.Wood@reddaway.com
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Syra.Magbanua@usfc.com

Andrew.Hoggard@usfc.com

APickett@newpenn.com

Cheryl.Bodkin@YRCFreight.com

Derrick.Dow(@YRCFreight.com

Linda.Nicewander@usfc.com

Ivica.Trajkovic@myyellow.com

RDerr@newpenn.com

Robert.Jones@usfc.com

Joshua.Ramos@yrcfreight.com

Yevette. White@myyellow.com

Dorinda.Rose@yrcfreight.com

Deb.Hein@usfc.com

Jose.Arevalo@myyellow.com

Michael.Mohler@yrcfreight.com

Jay.Branch@yrcfreight.com

Bobbie.Reid-Galvan@YRCFreight.c

om

Isamar.Rosas@usfc.com

Wenda.Caggiano@YRCFreight.com

hkoch@newpenn.com

Alik. Taulung@myYellow.com

Hannah.Huffman@myyellow.com

Edward.Lee@myyellow.com

HHughes@newpenn.com

Karissa.Moore@yrcfreight.com

Tyler.Rookstool@reddaway.com

BPhillips@newpenn.com

Wendy.White@yrcfreight.com

Timothy.Greene(@reddaway.com

Latasha.Bradley@yrcfreight.com

Dennis.Luther@YRCFreight.com

Michael.Verhines@YRCFreight.com

Jami.Gopp@YRCFreight.com

Sharon. Warwick@YRCFreight.com

Carie.Kaiser@YRCFreight.com

Cheryl.Rosebrook@YRCFreight.com

Christine.Keller@reddaway.com

Terri.Slater@YRCFreight.com

Aj.Sposato@yrcfreight.com

Cesar.Hernandez@reddaway.com

Lynn.Leinonen@usfc.com

Dennis.Holtz@yrcfreight.com

Debora.Morgan@YRCFreight.com
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Alicia.Cleavenger@YRCFreight.com
Donna.Dewitt@YRCFreight.com
Reagan.Nelsonl @myYellow.com
Nick.Whitley@myyellow.com
Alexyss.Bauman@myyellow.com
Samantha.Midkiff@YRCFreight.com
Deanna.McCracken@usfc.com
Leah.Mokri@yrcfreight.com
Gary.Carota@yrcfreight.com
Donna.Leake@YRCFreight.com
Denece.Jacobsen@yrcfreight.com
Melanie.Cannarella@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Myers@YRCFreight.com
Brianne.Sarabia@reddaway.com
Teresita.Ramos@YRCFreight.com
Heather.Cordova@YRCFreight.com
Jessica.Russell@yrcfreight.com
Beau. Wyrosdick@usfc.com
Judy.Groeneweg(@YRCFreight.com
Raul.Orozco@usfc.com

Gail. Mukundi@myYellow.com
Ivan.Kulkin@yrcfreight.com
Javier.Lopez-Rosado@usfc.com
DGroman@newpenn.com
Sarju.Patel@myyellow.com
Jason.Farver@yrcfreight.com
Danny.Bright@yrcfreight.com
Orlando.Sanchez@reddaway.com
Alfonso.Cabrera@yrcfreight.com
Gene.Elrod@YRCFreight.com
Stacy.Bundren@reddaway.com
James.Johanningmeier@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Huggins@YRCFreight.com
Josiah.Sacha@YRCFreight.com
Edna.Rubio@yrcfreight.com
Darian.Miles@reddaway.com
Phillip.Broussard@reddaway.com
Annie.Smith@usfc.com
Jerry.HernandezJr@yrcfreight.com
Rick.Zitzman@YRCFreight.com
George.Amos@usfc.com
Kevin.Green@YRCFreight.com
Dawn.Kerruish@YRCFreight.com
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Aleaha.Williams@myyellow.com
June.Moe@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Gregorich@usfc.com

Richard. Antonietti@myYellow.com
Arlee.Caston@usfc.com
Len.Avery@usfc.com
Luana.Reece@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Ferguson@usfc.com
Glenn.Chipley@usfc.com
Karlos.Isaac@usfc.com
Melanie.Essman@myyellow.com
Jeffrey.Newcomb@usfc.com
Rhonda.Byers@reddaway.com
DAffatigato@newpenn.com

Ahart. Wilson@reddaway.com
William.Smith@myyellow.com
Robert.Fish@reddaway.com
Geoffrey.Edson@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Copeland@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Schellmann@myY ellow.com
Michael.Rodriguez(@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Hefton@usfc.com

Jessica. Whitaker(@usfc.com
Jordan.Jawson@usfc.com
Megan.Vigil@myyellow.com
Michelle.Counterman@usfc.com
Jackie.Scott@yrcfreight.com
Megan.Best@usfc.com
Niraj.Rajpal@myYellow.com
Erica.Holguin@myyellow.com
Laura.Tabares@YRCFreight.com
Will.Carpenter@reddaway.com
Daniel. Duyka@yrcfreight.com
Chasity.Morgan@usfc.com
Brian.Moore@usfc.com
Daniel.Costa@yrcfreight.com
Horacio.Carrillo@reddaway.com
Rica.Lim@yrcfreight.com
Alphonso.Lewis@YRCFreight.com
Kyle.Furge@usfc.com
NMcgarry@newpenn.com
Douglas.Fonseca@yrcfreight.com
Melissa.MarshallParks@usfc.com
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Betty.Pizzini@YRCFreight.com
Nicolas.Riveras@yrcfreight.com
Patricia.Hlasta@usfc.com
Karen.Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Samantha.Lara@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Rector@usfc.com
Terri.Miller@usfc.com
Colin.Camey@yrcfreight.com
Clifton.Mills@yrcfreight.com
Sherry.Leuty@YRCFreight.com
Nancy.Zupancic@YRCFreight.com
Melvin.Pitts@myyellow.com
Corey.Johnson@usfc.com
DAsper@newpenn.com
Angela.Anderson@usfc.com
Paul.Regis@myyellow.com
Michael.Powell@myYellow.com
Michelle.Ellerman@yrcfreight.com
Lety.Romo@YRCFreight.com
Antoinette. Green@yrcfreight.com
sa_cpowell@myyellow.com
Serina.Carrillo@YRCFreight.com
Jerry.Ross@reddaway.com
Sonya.Adams@YRCFreight.com
Sarah.Herring@myyellow.com
Karen.Vaught@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Maynard@yrcfreight.com
Heidi.Kolleck@myyellow.com
Matthew.Harster@myyellow.com
Mike.Patton@usfc.com
Ron.Ringler@YRCFreight.com
Djaun.Blue@usfc.com
sa_blyman@myyellow.com
Kari.Reister@myyellow.com
Allan.Hagstrom@yrcfreight.com
Carole.Faletti@myyellow.com
Shannon.Gates@usfc.com
Sharon.Guida@YRCFreight.com
Hilary.Nauta@myyellow.com
carly.northup@myYellow.com
Kathleen.Duenas@YRCFreight.com
Michelle.Sutton@usfc.com
Jay.Repka@YRCFreight.com
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Matt.Gatewood 1 @myyellow.com
Beatriz.Castaneda@yrcfreight.com
Gregory.Mason@myyellow.com
Fredrick. Hampton@YRCFreight.com
Garrett.Clark@myyellow.com
Cristen.Skyles@myYellow.com
David.Kainoa@YRCFreight.com
Cody.Fox@myyellow.com
Maria.Estevez@yrcfreight.com
Anna.Bacca@myyellow.com
Philly.Jenkins@YRCFreight.com
Becky.Grigsby@myYellow.com
Darth.Bennett@myY ellow.com
Jp.Polk@reddaway.com
miguel.argueta@myYellow.com
Faithful. Vardaman@myY ellow.com
Daniel.Nabinger@usfc.com
Rocco.Trignani@myyellow.com
Ashley.Monroe@myyellow.com
JBrown@newpenn.com
John.Lopez@reddaway.com
Kareem.Barker@yrcfreight.com
David.McQueary@usfc.com
Cole.Caldwell@YRCFreight.com
Kari.Olivares@YRCFreight.com
Cody.Baker@yrcfreight.com
Olivia.Barbour@myyellow.com

Jerry. Taylor@reddaway.com
Shayne.Henderson@myYellow.com
Ronald.Garrett@YRCFreight.com
Gina.Marzo@yrcfreight.com
Annamarie.Edstrom@myyellow.com
Lance.Kramer@YRCFreight.com
Krystal. Wilson@myyellow.com
Kepueli.Otuafi@yrcfreight.com
Amber.Cookinham@myYellow.com
Tommy.Goff(@YRCFreight.com
Sarah.Cazun@myYellow.com
Evelyn.Ruiz@myYellow.com
Robin.Obidos@yrcfreight.com
Norman.Thomas@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.Allaire@reddaway.com
Kleaber.Manrique@myYellow.com
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Terri. Taylor@myYellow.com
Shenea.Mosley@myYellow.com
Desjuanae.Parker@yrcfreight.com
Shelly.Christensen@myYellow.com
Kyla.Sharp@reddaway.com
Melvin.Hooper@yrcfreight.com
Joseph.Amick@YRCFreight.com
Jim.McLaughlin@myYellow.com
Nathan.Grubb@myyellow.com
Suzanne.Trucks@myYellow.com
Tony.Amador@reddaway.com
Marcus.Hendricks@yrcfreight.com
Upton.Patterson@yrcfreight.com
Tanillia. Wright@YRCFreight.com
Angel.Curry@yrcfreight.com
Teri.Allphin@myYellow.com
Chris.Pillow@myyellow.com
Theresa.Broughton@YRCFreight.com
Bill.Pratt@myYellow.com
Karen.Miller2@myYellow.com
Emily.Simon@yrcfreight.com
John.Kasprzak@YRCFreight.com
Annette.Hart@YRCFreight.com
Ivan.Hristov@usfc.com
Aimee.Sisemore@usfc.com
Kimberly.Mounts@myyellow.com
John.Blackson@yrcfreight.com
Daniel. Ames@yrcfreight.com
Terry.Allen@myyellow.com
Marlo.Clifton@myYellow.com
Rob.Bradley@reddaway.com
Reggie.Mitchell@yrcfreight.com
Shirley.Still@YRCFreight.com
Kaitlyn.Berry@myyellow.com
Chris.Brown-DeMoreno@myYellow.com
Janelle.Thompson@ YRCFreight.com
Swarupa.Basu@myYellow.com
Ronald.Power@YRCFreight.com
Nathan.Case@usfc.com

Grant. Wilmot@yrcfreight.com
Choua.Her@myYellow.com
Taylor.Carries@yrcfreight.com
David.Morisette@usfc.com
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Steven.Mazza@yrcfreight.com

Paul.Fortunato@myyellow.com

Lindsey.Cunningham@myYellow.com
Gregory.Reese@myYellow.com
Clay.Brown@myYellow.com
MPodest@newpenn.com
LKoch@newpenn.com
Bobby.Johnson@usfc.com
Lisa.Kelly@reddaway.com
Ernest.Hoffmann@YRCFreight.com
Alexander.Deroba@yrcfreight.com
Karen.Hand@YRCFreight.com
Kenrick. Wisdom@yrcfreight.com
Jimmy.Bray@yrcfreight.com
Douglas.Barr@yrcfreight.com
Daniel.Hosking@ YRCFreight.com
Antonese.Dortch@yrcfreight.com
Anthony.Brown@yrcfreight.com

Josh.Riley@myyellow.com

Kiajuana.Dixon@yrcfreight.com
Bernadette.King@usfc.com
James.Lafferty@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Kovacs@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Allinder@myYellow.com

hlariviere@newpenn.com
Stanley.Bobak@usfc.com
Brenda.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Christina.Buffa@myYellow.com
Daniela.Gonzalez@yrcfreight.com
Robby.Ragsdale@YRCFreight.com
Chad.Dunbar@yrcfreight.com
Shawna.Childress@YRCFreight.com
Jose.Carrillo@reddaway.com
Chris.Mattix@yrcfreight.com
Jessica.Gardner@myyellow.com
Bradley.Puett@myYellow.com
Rob.Subrize@yrcfreight.com
Calvin.Riley@reddaway.com
Richard.Haakana@yrcfreight.com
Kayla.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Evelyn.Trisch@YRCFreight.com
Adam.Bakker@yrcfreight.com
Corbin.Gross@myyellow.com
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Kevin.Ridenour@usfc.com
Van.Robbins@yrcfreight.com
Erich.Butler@YRCFreight.com
rmazzella@newpenn.com
Martin.Rodriguez@YRCFreight.com
Paul.Grisafe@yrcfreight.com
Ron.Rolf@myyellow.com
James.Swingle@myyellow.com
Heather.Nicolaisen@myyellow.com
Gregory.Collins@yrcfreight.com
Earline.Cooper@YRCFreight.com
Don.Mccoy@usfc.com
Juan.Alvarado@yrcfreight.com
Sean.Hallahan@yrcfreight.com
Terri.Cain@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Crawford@myYellow.com
Olga.Milano@yrcfreight.com
Patrick.Leonard@myYellow.com
Tracey.McCabe@yrcfreight.com
Henry.Garay@reddaway.com
Julie.Balthazor@usfc.com
Kyle.Hockenberry@yrcfreight.com
Gary.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Victoria.Contreras@YRCFreight.com
Dirk.Ohlson@usfc.com
Antanette.Cuellar@yrcfreight.com
Riley.Nelson@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Langley@yrcfreight.com
Jason.Salle@reddaway.com
Stephen.Sullivan@usfc.com
Mark.Lamon@YRCFreight.com
Joni.Douangchay@YRCFreight.com
Christopher.Hornsby@yrcfreight.com
Ron.Brant@YRCFreight.com
Jeffrey.Baker@YRCFreight.com
Maria.Thacker@yrcfreight.com
Christopher.Lawhorn@YRCFreight.com
Alex Katarkov@yrcfreight.com
SYoung@newpenn.com
Christine.Montgomery@YRCFreight.com
Nicholas.Scarano@yrcfreight.com
Laura.Taylor@myYellow.com
Zach.Lamb@yrcfreight.com
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Joshua.Carter@yrcfreight.com
Tommy. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Dipietro@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Wierzbicki@YRCFreight.com
JasonE.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Nakea.Holloman@yrcfreight.com
Kenneth.Galeano@reddaway.com
Landon.Rogers@yrcfreight.com
Cindy.Pellitieri@YRCFreight.com
Knilyn.Jackson@yrcfreight.com
Guadalupe.Moreno@YRCFreight.com
James.Lazarus@yrcfreight.com
Kayne.Fleming@yrcfreight.com
Aaron.Bracey@YRCFreight.com
Christopher.Moss@yrcfreight.com
Jason.Schrand@yrcfreight.com
Chrissy.Draughn@yrcfreight.com
Jon.Langlois@yrcfreight.com
Jasmine.Salas@myyellow.com
Aspen.Casper@yrcfreight.com
Agustin.Espinoza@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Pearl@myYellow.com
Shane.Frost@usfc.com
JohnCarl.Rosario@yrcfreight.com
Dejan.Bozickovic@YRCFreight.com
Gail.Lande@myYellow.com
Cornelius.Blow@yrcfreight.com
Dave.Woodwyk@myYellow.com
Sean.Sneed@myYellow.com
Rafael.Nieves@yrcfreight.com
Eugene.Quinones@YRCFreight.com
Maria.Hopkins@myYellow.com
Dustin.McCullough@myyellow.com
Shelley.Sawran@myyellow.com
Tamyia.Rowell@myYellow.com
Jackie.Ramos@YRCFreight.com
Jeff.Rikard@myyellow.com
Joshua.Hernandez@yrcfreight.com
Brian.FraneyJr@yrcfreight.com
Shawn.Delatte@yrcfreight.com

sa ryerta@myyellow.com
Chris.Lewis@myyellow.com
John.Lesley@myYellow.com
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Galen.Mayes@myYellow.com
Katheryn.Everson@myyellow.com
Brad.Sudeyko@yrcfreight.com
Andy.Lamancusa@myYellow.com
SFloyd@newpenn.com
Stephen.Roth@myyellow.com
May.Lau@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Cutright@myYellow.com
Mike.Mirizio@YRCFreight.com
cdurso@newpenn.com
Patti.McCormick@YRCFreight.com
Jeff.Breitzke@usfc.com
Stacey.Konz@myyellow.com
Ryan.Turner@myYellow.com
Edward. Armentrout@yrcfreight.com
David.Papura@YRCFreight.com
Greg.Kostenko@myyellow.com
Jerry.Bullock@YRCFreight.com
Armando.Gonzalez@reddaway.com
Joshua.Mathew@myyellow.com
William.Disney@yrcfreight.com
Barb.Giles@YRCFreight.com
Taylor.Grundy@myyellow.com
Ruben.Contreras2@YRCFreight.com
Johnny.Easter@usfc.com
Kathy.Cross@YRCFreight.com
Justin.Schultz@usfc.com
Chad.Kern@myYellow.com
Claudia.Zavala2(@yrcfreight.com
Ray.Mireles@reddaway.com
Bridgette.Reichert@myyellow.com
Robert.Silva@usfc.com
craig.powell@myYellow.com
Carlos.Salazar@reddaway.com
Dione.Vanatta@myYellow.com
Brandon. Thompson@myYellow.com
Michael.Murray@myYellow.com
ywtest33@YRCFreight.com
Peter.Nielsen@myyellow.com
Samantha.Pennington@myyellow.com
Max.Breshears@myyellow.com
David.Merando@myyellow.com
Karl.Viemeister@myYellow.com
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Jared.Childers@myyellow.com
Bryan.Kepner@myYellow.com
Lance.Ketter@myYellow.com
Jacob.Hunsicker@yrcfreight.com
David.Leibson@myyellow.com
Anthony.Nicholson@yrcfreight.com
Irena.Peray@yrcfreight.com
Marie.Pettit@myyellow.com
Robert.Carter@usfc.com
Andrew.Yoksh@myYellow.com
Rebecca. Tidd@YRCFreight.com
Anita.Jordan@yrcfreight.com
Nouken.CraigSouvanh@myyellow.com
Emily.Lemke@myyellow.com
Joany.Crawford@myYellow.com
Sridhar.Maddipoti@myYellow.com
Jon.Marshall@YRCFreight.com
MaDaris.King@YRCFreight.com
George. Thomas@myYellow.com
Rich.Richey@YRCFreight.com
Diana.Randolph@YRCFreight.com
Joe.Arellano Villegas@yrcfreight.com
John.OConnor@YRCFreight.com
Matt.Crow@myyellow.com
James.Smith@myyellow.com
Alvaro.Rascon@myyellow.com
Luis.Chirino@yrcfreight.com
Ann.Roble@usfc.com
Jim.Hice@myYellow.com
Jim.Edwards@myyellow.com
Sam.Bond@usfc.com
Peter.Viana@YRCFreight.com
Theresa.Saltarelli@myyellow.com
Kyle.Landes@myYellow.com
Katherine.Vaughn@myyellow.com
Nikole.Koenen@myYellow.com
Gail.Polkinghorne@myY ellow.com
Maria.Garcia@YRCFreight.com
Justin.Bradford@yrcfreight.com
Vincent.Laws@yrcfreight.com
Tonji.Roberson@yrcfreight.com
Drew.Conrad@yrcfreight.com
Judi.Mericle@myYellow.com
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William.Ohmer@yrcfreight.com
Jeff.Johnson@myYellow.com
Crystal. Bean@YRCFreight.com
Michelle.Dolciato@myYellow.com
Paul.Brincefield@usfc.com
Brooke.Bubash@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Martinez@myY ellow.com
Erica.Overfelt@myyellow.com
Lynn.Kramer@YRCFreight.com
Rebecca.Richards@YRCFreight.com
Marcus.Imomio@myyellow.com
Scott.Stroup@YRCFreight.com
Randal.Yerta@myYellow.com
Lana.Prusik@myyellow.com
Lisa.Rosmanitz@YRCFreight.com
James.Wensel@YRCFreight.com
Kyra.Creamer@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Mccullough@yrcfreight.com
Jerry.Footman@yrcfreight.com
Tim.Wilkins@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Bauseman@yrcfreight.com
Jose.Rivera2@yrcfreight.com
Quian.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Cliff.Garner@YRCFreight.com
sa_hguthrie@myYellow.com
Travis.Baker@yrcfreight.com
Stephan.Spector@myYellow.com
Michael.Schroeder@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.Guess@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Balga@YRCFreight.com
Jordan.Perez@yrcfreight.com
Aaron.Shows@YRCFreight.com
Christine.Bergeron@myyellow.com
David.VanLeeuwen@yrcfreight.com
James.Sessums@myyellow.com
Darlie.Spry@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Butler@reddaway.com
Michael.Hoyt@myYellow.com
Ralph.Lyon@yrcfreight.com
Deborah.Martin@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Sevco@myYellow.com
John.Ross@myyellow.com
RSiesputowski@newpenn.com
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Sam.Figgs@myY ellow.com
Yashofana.Fleming@yrcfreight.com
Scott. Armour@YRCFreight.com
Ada.Waltz@YRCFreight.com
Austin.Steigerwalt@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Weeden@myyellow.com
Julie. White@yrcfreight.com
Darrell.Carlsen@yrcfreight.com
Tina.Carlisle@YRCFreight.com
Bachir.Diallo@myYellow.com
Joseph.Hawley@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Clevidence@myyellow.com
Nathan.Beaumont@yrcfreight.com
Tony.Bell@yrcfreight.com
John.Cruz2@YRCFreight.com
Julie.Baggett@yrcfreight.com
Deric.Lambert2(@YRCFreight.com
Kent.Durant@myYellow.com
Bowen.Call@reddaway.com
Rebecca.NICHOLS@YRCFreight.com
Kylie.McDonald@YRCFreight.com
Debora.Robinson@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Pazdan@yrcfreight.com
Raul.Garza@usfc.com
Joe.Warhurst@yrcfreight.com
Robert. Appell@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Arevalo@YRCFreight.com
BCarroll@newpenn.com
Jesseca.Carter@yrcfreight.com
Gregory.Morris@yrcfreight.com
Randy.Terry@yrcfreight.com
Matthew.Shultz@YRCFreight.com
Karl.Dittmar@usfc.com
DVargas@newpenn.com
Mike.Batterson@YRCFreight.com
William.Campbell@YRCFreight.com
Jim.Szarzynski@yrcfreight.com
Derek.Sweger@yrcfreight.com
David.Schad@YRCFreight.com
Jessica.Rose@myYellow.com
TCorrea@newpenn.com
DAnsert@newpenn.com
Shantila.King@yrcfreight.com
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Joe.Garcia@YRCFreight.com
Blake.Olson@reddaway.com
Paul.Bristow(@reddaway.com
Ed.Edwards@reddaway.com
Dakotah.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Jeanie.Gordon@usfc.com
Irving.Mendoza@yrcfreight.com
Terry. Rummelt@usfc.com
Brandon.Reno@myYellow.com
Jeff.Brinkley@YRCFreight.com
Jaskaran.Singh@yrcfreight.com
Gene.Ryan@usfc.com
Dan.McCarty@usfc.com
Lala.Hill@usfc.com
Alvin.Debose@YRCFreight.com
William. Woody@usfc.com
Cassey.Groves@usfc.com
Machell.Farner@YRCFreight.com
Demetrius.Jester@usfc.com
Oslin.Brown@usfc.com
Anthony.Nelson@usfc.com
Jeffrey.Porcher@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Greathouse@yrcfreight.com
Kyle.Stafford@yrcfreight.com
Aleah.Duncan@yrcfreight.com
Teresa.Spevey-Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Gregory.Hetrick@YRCFreight.com
Terece.Miller@usfc.com
Dawn.Nadeau@usfc.com
Johnny.Harris@YRCFreight.com
Phillip.Navas@yrcfreight.com
Brenda.Teepe@yrcfreight.com
Karla.Tovar@YRCFreight.com

Jim. Willett@usfc.com

Derrell. Brown@newpenn.com
Pam.Stapleton@usfc.com

Matt. Thompson@yrcfreight.com
Chase.Snow(@usfc.com
Debra.Elcock@usfc.com
Thomas.Baker@usfc.com
Beth.Nickels@usfc.com
Dave.Virgilito@usfc.com
James.Everett@YRCFreight.com
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Vanessa.Brewerl @usfc.com
Penny.Bainbridge@YRCFreight.com
Tony.Quadri@myYellow.com
John.Dye@usfc.com
David.Crawford@yrcfreight.com
Angie.Taylor@YRCFreight.com
Debbie.Valor@YRCFreight.com
Natishia.Stephens@myyellow.com
Janice.Bosch@usfc.com
Rita.Salinas@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Versteeg@myYellow.com
Paula.Karlowski@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Aukes@usfc.com
Chris.Martin@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.Glynn@YRCFreight.com
Eric.Cook@yrcfreight.com
Raul.Mendoza@reddaway.com
Michelle.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Rice@yrcfreight.com

jdemarco@newpenn.com

Jeff. Hein@myyellow.com
Lonny.Hall@YRCFreight.com
Bret.Colteryahn@YRCFreight.com
Sherri.Dale@yrcfreight.com
Sharlyn.Sharp@YRCFreight.com
Martin.Parson@myyellow.com
Ted.Adkins@myyellow.com
Andrea. Waite@YRCFreight.com
DThompson@newpenn.com
Alyson.Griggs@yrcfreight.com
David.Fuentes@YRCFreight.com
Pamela. Wahl@YRCFreight.com
Kimberly.Rudnick@reddaway.com
Candi.Oribello@usfc.com
Connie.Riopelle@myyellow.com
Carmina.Novencido@YRCFreight.com
asupan@newpenn.com
John.Pool@yrcfreight.com
Ibn.Marks@yrcfreight.com
Emmanuel.BannermanBlankson@yrcfreight.com
Cheryl.Ripley@usfc.com
Mindy.Miller@yrcfreight.com
JElash@newpenn.com
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Stephen.Owens@myyellow.com
Thom.Kirby@YRCFreight.com
Joann.Piantino@YRCFreight.com
Mary.Strothmann@myY ellow.com
Ronnie.Yarbrough@usfc.com
Nancy.Holmes@usfc.com
Stacy.Nassani@yrcfreight.com
Jeffrey. Watson@yrcfreight.com
Heidi.Henle@myYellow.com
Scott.Henle@myYellow.com
Faye.Kirking@myYellow.com
Juanita.Harris@myYellow.com
Tom.Singer@myYellow.com
Theresa.Huey@usfc.com
LWalker2@newpenn.com
Jon.Pereira@yrcfreight.com
Tim.Mohney@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Fordyce@usfc.com
jnason@myY ellow.com
Jenny.Jungels@yrcfreight.com
Jennifer.Clay@usfc.com
Tamera.McIntosh@usfc.com
Kevin.Logan@YRCFreight.com
JCarroll@newpenn.com
Tracy.Sryniawski@myYellow.com
Marcia.Johnson@usfc.com
Kristine.Lynch@usfc.com
Deanna.Goddard@usfc.com
Tom.Henry@YRCFreight.com
Erik.Dods@myYellow.com
Wendy.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Daisy.Fleming@YRCFreight.com
MBrzezniak@newpenn.com
Angie.Harvin@yrcfreight.com
Julie. Widmann@myY ellow.com
Norman.Joseph@myyellow.com
Carol.McNulty@myYellow.com
HMarshall@newpenn.com
Tammy.McGrath@YRCFreight.com
Zegary.Scott@YRCFreight.com
Tom.Lincoln2@YRCFreight.com
DWeston@newpenn.com
Sandra.Easter@YRCFreight.com
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Carl.Cleveland@usfc.com
Alex.Admire@usfc.com

Angie. Tyner@myyellow.com
Jan.Palmer@myyellow.com
Susan.Holcomb3@usfc.com
Mischell.Linebarger@reddaway.com
Chris.Klug@myYellow.com
Debra.Versackas@myyellow.com
Linda.Feldinger@myyellow.com
Shon.Dolgos@YRCFreight.com
Andrea.Denham@myYellow.com
Darrell. Wilson@YRCFreight.com
Frank.Harley@myYellow.com
Kelly.Jackson@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.VanDyke@myyellow.com

Scott.Lam@myyellow.com
Carol.Dixon@usfc.com
Randal.Priest@myYellow.com
Charles.Lane@YRCFreight.com
Kathy.Lombardo@YRCFreight.com
Linda.Pace@YRCFreight.com
Shane.Pemberton@YRCFreight.com
Theresa.Alvarez@YRCFreight.com
Susan.Madl@myYellow.com
Michelle.Underwood@myyellow.com
Jay.Krueger@YRCFreight.com
Renee.Sutton@yrcfreight.com
Tami.Klinkers@myyellow.com
Heather.Stone@usfc.com
Beth.Leardi@myYellow.com
Guadalupe.Kanyer@YRCFreight.com
Charlie.Beeler@myyellow.com
Logan.Tucker@yrcfreight.com
Lauren.Liz@yrcfreight.com
Dan.Kruger@myyellow.com
Heidi.Crooks@myYellow.com
Aaron.Sisney@myYellow.com
Misty.Clemons@usfc.com
Mark.Bruso@usfc.com
Joshua.Huynh@usfc.com

Denise. Woods@myYellow.com
Lisa.Arellano@reddaway.com
Robert.Blackburn@YRCFreight.com
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kristi.lowery@myYellow.com
Connie.Rogers@YRCFreight.com
Linda.Reid@myyellow.com
Tammy.Johnson@myYellow.com
Julie.Wassink@myyellow.com
Mischelle.Rufener@myYellow.com
Wendy.Bradshaw@yrcfreight.com
Melissa.Griffin@myyellow.com
Jakob.Smith@myyellow.com
Gail.Rogers@myyellow.com
Dan.Broughton@reddaway.com
Bree.Morgan@myyellow.com
Dustin.Small@usfc.com
Sandy.Hoff@myYellow.com
Thomas.Maguire@YRCFreight.com
Stephen.Hornbuckle@myyellow.com
Sheila.Bahnson@myyellow.com
Tamara.Garver@yrcfreight.com
George.Campbell@YRCFreight.com
LCassels2@newpenn.com
Jacqueline.Padova@myyellow.com
Teresa.Schuerenberg@yrcfreight.com
sochwat@newpenn.com
Darlene.WinstonTurner@myYellow.com
Diana.Engelking@myyellow.com
David.Sudanowicz@yrcfreight.com
rkresefski@newpenn.com
Timothy.Garrett@usfc.com
Sara.Casey@myyellow.com
Kayla.Paulson@YRCFreight.com
Pamela. Edmunds@myyellow.com
Shirley.Gray@usfc.com
DLopes@newpenn.com
Stephanie.Caldera@reddaway.com
Tammy.Brittenham@myY ellow.com
Emma.Muhtarevic@yrcfreight.com
Shari.Hahn@reddaway.com
Jeffrey.Callender@myYellow.com
Samantha.Schaffer@myYellow.com
Rick.Layer@YRCFreight.com
Jessica.Lang@yrcfreight.com
Sharaine.Brooks@usfc.com
Mary.Lincoln@myyellow.com
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Jason.Evans@myYellow.com
Mickey.Calcara@myyellow.com
Dana.Armsworth@usfc.com
Jamar.Hines@yrcfreight.com
Ruben.Delgado@YRCFreight.com
Marla.Feldinger@myyellow.com
Vanessa.Childress@myYellow.com
Catherine.Michelbrink@myYellow.com
Debbrah.Kozar@myyellow.com
Stephanie.Lopez@usfc.com
Taylor.Ray@myyellow.com
Sherrie.Vermurlen@myyellow.com
Cynthia.Harpley@myYellow.com
James.Gibbons@yrcfreight.com
Sasha.Retherford@myyellow.com
Kristy.Viggers@myyellow.com
Lynn.Olsson@myyellow.com
Katie.Burton@myYellow.com

Julie. Embry@myyellow.com
Ben.Durliat@myyellow.com
david.thompson@myY ellow.com
Maxine.Henry@YRCFreight.com
Donald.Lorenz@myyellow.com
Cherise.Pickens@myYellow.com
Kristi. Trudell@usfc.com
Dusty.Davis@myyellow.com
George.Duckworth@usfc.com
Joann.Ditomasso@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Trembly@YRCFreight.com
Elizabeth.Medina@myYellow.com
Bill. Andrews@YRCFreight.com
Debbie.Lawson@yrcfreight.com
MonTrelle. Arnold@myYellow.com
Paige.Venuti@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Polumbus@myyellow.com
LDyer@newpenn.com
Hope.Ludwig@myYellow.com
Stephanie.Smith@myyellow.com
Kye.Gillespie@myYellow.com
Pat.Sauers@usfc.com

Natasha. Williams@myYellow.com
Roberta. Weelborg@myyellow.com
Tanya.Walsh@YRCFreight.com
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Austin.Miner@myyellow.com

Olga.Alexin@myYellow.com

Stacy.Kooken@myyellow.com

Lori.Huntsman@myYellow.com

Pam.Carrigan@YRCFreight.com

Sherien.King@YRCFreight.com

Suzanne.Ewald@myyellow.com

Lester.Scarborough@YRCFreight.com

Katherine.Nielsen@myYellow.com

Donald.Durham@myYellow.com

Scott.Skarzynski@yrcfreight.com

Leeann.Nemethy@myyellow.com

Swanika.Taylor@YRCFreight.com

whartman@newpenn.com

Cierra.Penney@myYellow.com

Matt.Mayhew@myyellow.com

Erica.Vestal@myYellow.com

Ivelise.Rodriguez@myYellow.com

John.Cooper@myYellow.com

Jim. Wells@myyellow.com

Bob.Nielsen@myYellow.com

Amanda.Lange@yrcfreight.com

Debbie.Wood@YRCFreight.com

Tom.Denson@YRCFreight.com

Willie. Weaver@myyellow.com

Kameron.Johnson@yrcfreight.com

Lucas.Verschelden@myyellow.com

JDamis@newpenn.com

Gabriel.Barron@myyellow.com

Lloyd.Brock@myyellow.com

Cherie.Grant@myYellow.com

Cassidy.Rowsey@myyellow.com

Trudy.Schumacher@myYellow.com

Tony.Valenzuela@usfc.com

Mitchel.Rubalcava@myY ellow.com

Gerald.Martin@yrcfreight.com

Sean.Knoll@myYellow.com

William.Meira@myYellow.com

Uma.Madhira@myYellow.com

Jeffrey. Whalen@yrcfreight.com

Brittany.Bowers@yrcfreight.com

LaShawn.Scott@myyellow.com

Tina.Wozny@myyellow.com
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Methia.Reeves@YRCFreight.com
Carolina.Villasenor@YRCFreight.com
Erica.Bunch@myYellow.com
Ray.Kuehl@myYellow.com
Courtney.Sinclair@reddaway.com
John.Spottswood(@YRCFreight.com
Tara.Ramsey@myYellow.com
Carolyn.Romikitis@myyellow.com
Michael.Molstad@myYellow.com
Jarvis.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Joann.Wilkerson@myyellow.com
Jodie.Pederson@myYellow.com
Tracy.Walker@myyellow.com
Mickey.Morrow@usfc.com
Kevin.Utley@YRCFreight.com
Rosie.Tarango@YRCFreight.com
Rhonda.Mendez@YRCFreight.com
Carolyn.Dombrowski@usfc.com
sa_marnold@myyellow.com
Anthony.Wade@reddaway.com
Danny.Marquis@yrcfreight.com
Mary.Rath@myyellow.com
Sundee.Coin@myyellow.com
Randy.Stephenson@myYellow.com
Michael.Sosa@myYellow.com
James.Day@myyellow.com
Kimmy.Scammahorn@myyellow.com
Michael.Zinko@yrcfreight.com
Consuelo.Gonzalez@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Holleran@myyellow.com
Kandi.Mcelhannon@myyellow.com
Kevin.McCollum@myyellow.com
Nedra.Salisbury@myYellow.com
James.Mcclusky@myYellow.com
Taylor.Irizarry@myyellow.com
Stefanie.Hand@myYellow.com
Mike.Minster@myyellow.com
Victor.Marroquin@myYellow.com
Susan.Celmer@yrcfreight.com
Donna.Dallas@usfc.com
Richard.Beck@myYellow.com
Melissa.Heath@myyellow.com
Raul.Orozco@YRCFreight.com
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Richard.Getting@myY ellow.com
Candido.Guerrero@usfc.com
Jett.Farrell@myyellow.com
Patrick.Ingvaldson@usfc.com
Kim.Ritsky@YRCFreight.com
Mark.Degarmo@reddaway.com
Hans.Guthrie@myY ellow.com
Michelle.Rosoffi@YRCFreight.com
Cooper.Cargill@myyellow.com
Bill. Ward@myYellow.com
Chase.Jacobsen@myyellow.com

TForce@newpenn.com
Douglas.Ott@usfc.com
James.Hines1@yrcfreight.com
Jean.Daniels@usfc.com
Stephanie.Guthrie@myyellow.com
Teresa.Knopp@reddaway.com
Jessica.Vabales@usfc.com
Orlando.Ortiz@yrcfreight.com
Mariah.Stead@myyellow.com
William.Wilhite@myyellow.com
Sally.Pfau@reddaway.com
Ron.Grassette@myyellow.com
Eric.Bertsch@reddaway.com
Rafaela.Casas@myYellow.com
Troy.Scott@yrcfreight.com
Joanna.Rench@myYellow.com
Sandra.Shular@myYellow.com
bruhl@newpenn.com
Brad.Jaeger@YRCFreight.com
Larry.Boye@usfc.com
Beverley.Farrow@myYellow.com
Ed.Danyo@reddaway.com
Elizabeth.Musser@reddaway.com
Tyler.Devlin@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Sposato@myyellow.com
Nichole. Kempf@myyellow.com
Candice.Kinard@yrcfreight.com
Mary.Jay@YRCFreight.com
Amber. Hill@myyellow.com
Jim.Rhodes@myYellow.com
Anna.Chaney@YRCFreight.com
Irene.Rearick(@reddaway.com
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Flor.Ojeda@usfc.com
Dean.Robertson@usfc.com
Linda.Peacock@reddaway.com
Kathy.Cook@YRCFreight.com
Connor.Finnegan@myyellow.com
Robyn.Walker@myYellow.com
Molly.Kramer@myyellow.com
Tamara.Woolfolk@reddaway.com
Maria.ParamoPerez@myyellow.com
Melissa.Erickson@usfc.com
Kristell. Everett@yrcfreight.com
Jeffrey.Jordan@yrcfreight.com
Alex.Spangenberg@yrcfreight.com
Rebekah.Boline@myYellow.com
Daniel.Crowe@myyellow.com
Brenda. Argueta@yrcfreight.com
Darron. Woy@myyellow.com
Bryan.Laabs@yrcfreight.com
Samuel.Martinez@reddaway.com
Sandy.Berry@myYellow.com
Pam.Nieto@yrcfreight.com
Miguel.Cavazos@YRCFreight.com
Adrian.Lara@myyellow.com
Mike.Self@myYellow.com
Cindy.Howes@YRCFreight.com
Tye.Hawkinson@myYellow.com
Michelle.Landers@myyellow.com
Jackson.Gampper@myyellow.com
Ron.Lovejoy@YRCFreight.com
JOrtiz@newpenn.com
Marc.Puskas@YRCFreight.com
Julia.Lehman@myyellow.com
Isayas. Wright@yrcfreight.com
Robin.Lathrop@YRCFreight.com
Lacey.Stokesberry@yrcfreight.com
Lily.Capizzi@myyellow.com
Charlie.Dowdell@myYellow.com
Dustin. Walkup@myyellow.com
OJimenez@newpenn.com
Silvia.Villa@myYellow.com
Tiffany.Nevills@myYellow.com
Cristina.Duarte@reddaway.com
Tracy.Willis@usfc.com
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Carey.Hart@usfc.com
Miguel.Vazquez@yrcfreight.com
Shayla.King@reddaway.com
Doug.Bradley@myYellow.com
Bob.Sweeney@myyellow.com
Lillie.Kirkland@YRCFreight.com
Pamela.Melton@usfc.com
TJ.Law@myYellow.com
Elaine.Ramirez@myY ellow.com
Brittani. Walsh@myyellow.com
Allain.Bacani@myyellow.com
Michelle.Sweeney@myyellow.com
Lila.Venables@yrcfreight.com
Maoky.Ratsavong@myyellow.com
Wendy.Webb@myyellow.com
Allen.Sarquilla@reddaway.com
Petina.Meza@reddaway.com
Cheryl. Wheeler@myyellow.com
Susan.Aunspaugh@reddaway.com
Rose.Kuehnle@reddaway.com
Marla.Austin@YRCFreight.com
Paulina.Grizzle@reddaway.com
Gloria.Pigatt@YRCFreight.com
Krystal. May@myYellow.com
Tabitha.Stuart@myyellow.com
Karen.Pardue@myyellow.com
Matt.Sylvia@usfc.com
Eric.Hale@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Fuselier@myYellow.com
Jamie.Stewart@usfc.com
Jessica.Piscia@myyellow.com
Luanne.Myers@YRCFreight.com
Linda.Larsen@myyellow.com
Michelle.Dean@myyellow.com
Hilda.Oppong@usfc.com
AmylJo.Roberts@YRCFreight.com
Alice.Hobbs@YRCFreight.com
Roxann.Gray@YRCFreight.com
Nick.Zeller@myyellow.com
Brad.Funk@myYellow.com
Michael.Poore@myYellow.com
Susan.Conrad@myYellow.com
Kim.Tombaugh@YRCFreight.com
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Christopher.Meghoo@usfc.com
Cecilia.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Jessica.Moran@myYellow.com
Richard.Salazar@myYellow.com
Lon.Schmidt@reddaway.com
Brett.Kelsh@myYellow.com
Victoria. Wilkerson@myyellow.com
Lori.Voyles@usfc.com
Rosa.Rosales@myyellow.com
Nena.Moyer@YRCFreight.com
Stephan.Jenig@myYellow.com
Marcella.Kiger@reddaway.com
Valerie.Lopez@YRCFreight.com
Nicholas.Stankan@myyellow.com
Carol.Casler@usfc.com
Tisha.Cathcart@YRCFreight.com
Aimee.Gonzalez@myYellow.com
Kris. Thoreson@myYellow.com
Cheree.Erickson@reddaway.com
Eric.Darnell@yrcfreight.com
Jason.Bucey@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Inge@myYellow.com
Susan.Crews@myYellow.com
Ruth. Armstrong@myyellow.com
Pamela.Rice@myyellow.com
Kaylyn.Beasley@YRCFreight.com
John.Walsh@myyellow.com
Ryan.Desrosiers@myY ellow.com
JRiding(@newpenn.com
Kristal.Orr@usfc.com
Ray.Thorup@reddaway.com
Lisa.Fernandez@reddaway.com
Lori.Maggett@YRCFreight.com
Sepeti.Moala@myyellow.com
Ericka.Lopez@myyellow.com
TClark@newpenn.com
Kenya.Moore@myyellow.com
Andrew.Kratzer@yrcfreight.com
Jaye.Serrano@yrcfreight.com
Miguel.Castellanos@Y RCFreight.com
Tim.Lacey@YRCFreight.com
Casey.Stock@YRCFreight.com
Joy.Lee@YRCFreight.com
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Pat.Walker@YRCFreight.com
Dan.Detellem@usfc.com
Dawn.Hill@reddaway.com
Cindy.Mondrey@YRCFreight.com
Shanna.Anderson@myYellow.com
Florence.Fitial@yrcfreight.com
Leslie.Lane@YRCFreight.com
Teresa.Galang@myyellow.com
Corey.Crawford@myyellow.com
Georgy.Barlow@myYellow.com
David.Atkinson@myyellow.com
Dagmar.Valdez@yrcfreight.com
Jarid.Mealer@usfc.com

Stefan. Kuhn@YRCFreight.com
Brett. Hawley@usfc.com
Jose.MedinaAguilar@reddaway.com
Alvin.Uzoukwu@yrcfreight.com
John.Schnee@myYellow.com
SHorvath@newpenn.com
Natasha.Finch@yrcfreight.com
Earl.Kephart@YRCFreight.com
Laura.Johnsen@yrcfreight.com
Chad.Lyman@myyellow.com
Joe.Kirchon@myyellow.com
Sandra.Munoz@reddaway.com
Jacob.Barker@myyellow.com
Alicia.Solis@myYellow.com
Loretta.Stewart@myY ellow.com
Doug.Smart@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Nunez@myyellow.com
Latitia.Lewis@myyellow.com
Jimmy.Compton@myyellow.com
Andre.McNeely@myYellow.com
Amy.Mcswain@myyellow.com
Jeffrey.VanTassell@reddaway.com
Brandon.Johnson@usfc.com
Tina.Hubbard@myyellow.com
Brooke.Clinard@usfc.com
Quinton.Lopez@myYellow.com
Brian.Mccullough@usfc.com
Don.Tolbert@reddaway.com
Ryan.Penge@myYellow.com
Ken.Huynh@yrcfreight.com
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Diana.Rivera2@YRCFreight.com
Emily.Nicolopoulos@myYellow.com
Renee.Moreno@reddaway.com
Dana.Brown@usfc.com
Kevin.Riggleman@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Kivi@myyellow.com
Aric.Hess@myYellow.com
Robert.Maggard@yrcfreight.com
Tyler.Price@myyellow.com
James.Worland@myyellow.com
Alex.Moran@myyellow.com
Scott.Rudstrom@usfc.com
Lori.Lewis@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Myers@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Millerl @yrcfreight.com
Shaun.Wise@YRCFreight.com
Ron.Green@reddaway.com
Betsy.Atkins@myyellow.com
Ed.Mahler@usfc.com
Scott.Modrell@myyellow.com
Tony Kittrell@myyellow.com
Steve.Beckenthal@usfc.com
Carol.Reeves@myyellow.com
Anna.Kinnaman@reddaway.com
Alexis.Cedillo@myYellow.com
Amanda.Wade@myyellow.com
Paulette.Payne@yrcfreight.com
Reshmi.Mukherjee@myyellow.com
Kyle.Slain@usfc.com
Doug.Belardinella@usfc.com
Cindy.Woodhouse@yrcfreight.com
Kailey.Kopczynski@yrcfreight.com
VDabrila@YRCFreight.com
Doug.Bell@usfc.com
Angie.Rochester@myyellow.com
John.Peleschak@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Booker@myyellow.com
Bryan.Midgette@usfc.com
Emily.Swain@myyellow.com
Lorraine.Evans@myyellow.com
Phyllis.Swann@YRCFreight.com
Carole. TrueCroteau@yrcfreight.com
Dwayne.Gay@YRCFreight.com
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Andy.Hunter@myyellow.com
Joan.Anthony@YRCFreight.com
Jeff.Data@usfc.com
Eduardo.Rodrigues@yrcfreight.com
ELaverne.Schmell@yrcfreight.com
Betty.Laddaran@reddaway.com
Eric.Jeffers@myYellow.com
Dan.Duncan@usfc.com
Tony.MelendezSr@yrcfreight.com
David.Rath@YRCFreight.com
Glen.Moore@myY ellow.com
John.Rubino@YRCFreight.com
Shawn.Neely@yrcfreight.com
David.Pizarro@YRCFreight.com
Dalton.VanderHeide@yrcfreight.com
Debbie.Cortese@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Sobolewski@YRCFreight.com
Dee.Hurst@usfc.com
Taylor.Prieto@myYellow.com
Shelby.Morgan@yrcfreight.com
Rhonda.Kaufman@YRCFreight.com
Jodie.Stevenson@reddaway.com
Kristin.Hilgendorf(@usfc.com
Anna.Valdivia@usfc.com
Rolanda.Beanum-Brown@yrcfreight.com
Kenzy.Dessellier@usfc.com
Sara.Ericksen@myYellow.com
Dawid.Dudek@myyellow.com
Frank.Valladares@YRCFreight.com
Jerry.Hooten@YRCFreight.com
Cynthia.DeJesus@yrcfreight.com
Caryla.Hildreth@myYellow.com
Scott.Joost@yrcfreight.com

Daniel. Worley@yrcfreight.com
Rita.Mazurski@myyellow.com
James.Gatewood(@YRCFreight.com
Stephanie.Lamon@YRCFreight.com
Christina.Manning@YRCFreight.com
Andrew.Mudick@usfc.com
Duane.Graham@myyellow.com
April.Boulton@yrcfreight.com
Yvonne.Adams@usfc.com
Larry.Barton@yrcfreight.com
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Stephanie.Garcia@myyellow.com
Wanda.Robinson@yrcfreight.com
ACiancutti@newpenn.com
Kenneth.Curtis@YRCFreight.com
Brittany.Mcdonald@yrcfreight.com
Shana.Wages@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Ruther@myYellow.com
Chris.Nickchen@myYellow.com
Matt.Parigian@reddaway.com
Denise.Larry@usfc.com
Nicole.Rossano@usfc.com
Cara.Skaggs@myyellow.com
Brenden.Huffman@usfc.com
Zacara.LeSure@myyellow.com
Wanda.Paulson@YRCFreight.com
Gregson. Whitley@yrcfreight.com
DTabois@myYellow.com
Lisa.Farmer@yrcfreight.com
Stacy.Sheeler@myyellow.com
Matthew.Mahaydik@myyellow.com
Mabel.Forbes@YRCFreight.com
Matt.Allen@myyellow.com
Patrick.Gordon@YRCFreight.com
Bill.Reber@myYellow.com
Robin.Griner@YRCFreight.com
Gurdeep.Bakshi@YRCFreight.com
Audy.Maggard@myYellow.com
Sandra.Randolph@reddaway.com
Annie.Jang@myyellow.com
Randy.Zehr@myYellow.com
Jarred.Westfall@myyellow.com
Daniel. Tavie@myyellow.com
Keith.Crown@myyellow.com
Jamie.Roach@usfc.com
Napoleon.Neloms@YRCFreight.com
Chace.Brindley@YRCFreight.com
Alissa.Devine@yrcfreight.com
Randy.Brakahn@YRCFreight.com
Stefka.Lyons@usfc.com
Mindy.Steele@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Catellier@usfc.com
Heba.Abdul@myyellow.com
George.Suquilanda@yrcfreight.com
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Chad.Gifford@YRCFreight.com
Ipeterson@newpenn.com
Kathryn.Kelley@YRCFreight.com
Jackie.Seale@YRCFreight.com
Liam.Paling@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Houk@myYellow.com
Bonnie.Haddix@usfc.com
Ann.Idzinski@yrcfreight.com
keina.stokes@usfc.com
Laty.Sengnavong@YRCFreight.com
Denise.Bronowski@YRCFreight.com
Daniel.Rodriguez@myYellow.com
Ardacia.Collier-Scott@YRCFreight.com
Valerie.Kuklinski@myyellow.com
Annette. Hamilton@yrcfreight.com
Joe.Rokan@YRCFreight.com
gmcgrew(@newpenn.com
Brian.Schmer@YRCFreight.com
Guillermo.Palicios@reddaway.com
Nicholas.Sammartino@YRCFreight.com
Christine.Karluk@YRCFreight.com
David.Arkus@usfc.com
Robecia.Harper@reddaway.com
Linda.Wilson@yrcfreight.com
Jackie.Hogan(@usfc.com
Timothy.Radich@myYellow.com
Brandie. Warehime@yrcfreight.com
Reggie.Watkins@reddaway.com
Demetrius.Middleton@myyellow.com
Kevin.Rader@reddaway.com
Brian.Hamen@yrcfreight.com
DMcDonald@newpenn.com
Austin.Ham@myyellow.com
Mike.Thompson@YRCFreight.com
Lee.Gray@usfc.com
Thanel.Nicolas@myyellow.com
Tyler.Vanbelkum@usfc.com
Thomas.Edwards@usfc.com
Jamal.Burke@myYellow.com
Kathy.McCarty@usfc.com
Mike.Portillo@reddaway.com
Philip.Russell@yrcfreight.com
Debbie. Wieczorkowski@usfc.com
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Tom.Weigle@yrcfreight.com
Siddiq.Samad@yrcfreight.com
Brenda.Griffiths@usfc.com
Michael.Coone@YRCFreight.com
Lee.Volkov@yrcfreight.com
Jackie.Slusher@yrcfreight.com
Sherrie.Antholz@YRCFreight.com
Anthony.Vargas@myYellow.com
Angel.Guttierrez@yrcfreight.com
Marcus.Newman@reddaway.com
Shaun.Conway@myYellow.com
Albert.Andrade@myYellow.com
Pete.Cardenas@myYellow.com
Steven.Stamey@yrcfreight.com
Alex.Medina@yrcfreight.com
Maria.Signorello@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Clugston@YRCFreight.com
Justin.Lillard@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Miguel@yrcfreight.com
Olena.Zastezhko@myyellow.com
Jacqualyn.Riley@yrcfreight.com
Taylor.Conner@usfc.com
Cynthia.Barrett@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Loney@usfc.com
RONALD.SEWELL@YRCFreight.com
Kalifa.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Roger.Duke@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Alfano@reddaway.com
Christopher.Stanley@yrcfreight.com
Irina.Shields@myYellow.com
Brad.Garsow@myYellow.com
David.Burkey@reddaway.com
Pamela.Davis@usfc.com
Rose.Dewalt@yrcfreight.com
Ken.ReevesJR@YRCFreight.com
Deborah.Hascall@myyellow.com
Sarah.Walker@reddaway.com
Marc.Chambers@usfc.com
Darryl.Glover@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Durava@myyellow.com
tmilne@myYellow.com
Jason.Nickolaisen@usfc.com
Toni.Luciano@yrcfreight.com
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Jon.Tabone@yrcfreight.com
Cristina.Roell@usfc.com
Zantaya.DavisJackson@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Hanna@YRCFreight.com
Risasi.Henning(@YRCFreight.com
Corey.Reed@yrcfreight.com
Alexandra.Lesperance(@reddaway.com
Diane.Wall@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Eddy@YRCFreight.com
Matt.King@YRCFreight.com
Zoe.Holden@yrcfreight.com
Jessica.Mathes@usfc.com
Michael.Cuevas@reddaway.com
Janet.Fortsch@reddaway.com
Jessica.Perez@yrcfreight.com
Marcus.Grace@yrcfreight.com
Shadreka.Jackson@yrcfreight.com
Israel. Alcaraz@reddaway.com
Harry.Weng@myYellow.com
Dale.Liston@myYellow.com
Mark.Pate@usfc.com
Elaine.Walsh@YRCFreight.com
Shaka.Douglas@yrcfreight.com
Rebecca.LaBadie@YRCFreight.com
Marco.Villa@reddaway.com
Brenda.Hall@YRCFreight.com
Kristan.Toennies@usfc.com
Marlene.Rivera@YRCFreight.com
Charlene.Stadler@myYellow.com
Mike.Dicker@usfc.com

Cristal. Medina@reddaway.com
Michael.Cantner@yrcfreight.com
Jermaine.Mosley@yrcfreight.com
Cesar.Zamora@yrcfreight.com
Tyler.Church@yrcfreight.com
David.Murphy@reddaway.com
Laurence.SanLuis@reddaway.com
Kelley.Price@reddaway.com
Adam.Smigielski@usfc.com
Austin. Tom@yrcfreight.com
Amanda.Harris@myyellow.com
Lisa.Sayer@usfc.com
Vanessa.Rodriguez@YRCFreight.com
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Al.Pierce@usfc.com
Lynette.Kuchta@myYellow.com
Tiffany. Tanton@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Lyman@yrcfreight.com
Shannon.Vargas@YRCFreight.com
Tom.Kramer@usfc.com
joseph.muffoletto@myyellow.com
Kim.Rodriguez@YRCFreight.com
Vanessa.Chubaty@myyellow.com
Christopher.Hoffman@yrcfreight.com
Ray.Garcia@YRCFreight.com
John.Edwards@usfc.com
Belinda.Hughes@myYellow.com
Harth.Harrison@usfc.com
Tim.Goeckner@myYellow.com
Deborah.Cunningham@Y RCFreight.com
Tyler.Horton@myYellow.com
Michael.Ducksworth@yrcfreight.com
Kimber.Bryan@YRCFreight.com
Mark.Warrington@usfc.com
Craig.Klingshirn@usfc.com
John.Tubergen@usfc.com

Jesse. Teran@usfc.com
STruiett@newpenn.com
Wes.Wallace@YRCFreight.com
Daren.Kendall@reddaway.com
Richard.Conant@myYellow.com
Tony.Smiderle@myyellow.com
Heather.Okeefe(@usfc.com
Dylan.Berg@yrcfreight.com
Bruce.Harlow(@YRCFreight.com
Eric.Maina@myYellow.com
Scott.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
MlIfkovits@newpenn.com
Donald.Vaughan@yrcfreight.com
EHarpster@newpenn.com
JFranklin@newpenn.com
Jacob.Melton@YRCFreight.com
Art.Mcqueary@reddaway.com
Todd.Shakley@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Guss@YRCFreight.com
Dan.Kaliniak@usfc.com
Thom.Scott@myYellow.com
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LeeAnn.Wells@YRCFreight.com
Aura.Gronert@usfc.com
Rena.Pourciau@YRCFreight.com
Robyn.Chafins@usfc.com
Tammy.Houpt@yrcfreight.com

Angie.Doles@usfc.com
Cathleen.Gerwick@reddaway.com
Pete.Alagna@YRCFreight.com
Valentina.Grandetti@yrcfreight.com
Cheryl.Mitchell@usfc.com
Tammy.Przeslawski@YRCFreight.com
Harry.Morris@usfc.com
Terri.Hix@YRCFreight.com
Debra.Basile@myYellow.com

HDavootians@newpenn.com
Xavier.Tyler@yrcfreight.com
Cynthia. Wilson@YRCFreight.com
Jeremy.Hutchens@usfc.com
Briana. Thomas@myY ellow.com
Sherryta. Smith@yrcfreight.com
John.Hemmingson@YRCFreight.com
Kathy.Feldmann@usfc.com
Sandra.Sparre(@usfc.com
Greg.Powell@myyellow.com
Jacob.Valenzuela@yrcfreight.com
Doug.Young@YRCFreight.com
Steve.VanRees@myyellow.com

Alisha.Forrest@usfc.com
Jim.Mayer@yrcfreight.com
Angela.Ksioszk@usfc.com
Mike.Wojnowski@myyellow.com

Daniel.Graham@myyellow.com
Justin.Yelverton@yrcfreight.com
Pearl. Webber@yrcfreight.com
Deedrea.McKinney@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Jemerson@usfc.com
Misty.McDonald@YRCFreight.com
Kendra.Frazier@yrcfreight.com
Paul.Loomis@usfc.com
Tim.Hughes@usfc.com
Brandy.Kindred@usfc.com
joe.king@myYellow.com
Manuel.Sifuentes@yrcfreight.com
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Clifton.Morris@usfc.com
Brad.Ritchey@yrcfreight.com
Ben.Power@myyellow.com
Abby.Pugh@YRCFreight.com
Joe.Cappellino@YRCFreight.com
Sarah.Haut@YRCFreight.com

Jeffrey. Hoffman@reddaway.com
Ryan.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Jason.Janssen@YRCFreight.com
Tanya.Tornow@myYellow.com
Angela.Williams@usfc.com
Gavin.Clyma@myYellow.com
Tramisha.Gay@YRCFreight.com
Juan.Rios@YRCFreight.com
Kimberley. Tymecki@myyellow.com
Molly.Axe@myyellow.com
Shannon.McDonnell@usfc.com
Juneval.Sandoval@usfc.com
Robert.Mcdougall@reddaway.com
Michael.Smigielski@usfc.com
Gary.Cassada@myyellow.com
Kelly.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Ana.Flores@reddaway.com
Kevin. Watkins@yrcfreight.com
Kathy.Snyder@YRCFreight.com
Alyce.Syester@yrcfreight.com
Robert. Torres@usfc.com
Vernon.Bailey@yrcfreight.com
Jenny.Jones@myYellow.com
Lorie.Martinez@yrcfreight.com
Bryan.Benchich@myYellow.com
Laura.Bulgrin@myYellow.com
Garcia.Robert@yrcfreight.com
Adam.King@YRCFreight.com
Kimberly. Kunzie@usfc.com
Jeimy.Martinez@YRCFreight.com
Holli.Stirling@myyellow.com
Kimberly.Spears@myYellow.com
Tricia.Odneal@myYellow.com
Dana.St.Germain@myYellow.com
Chad.Jaski@usfc.com
Tom.Gilje@myYellow.com
sharla.reinhardt@myYellow.com
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Dana.Berger@MyYellow.com
JBrochu@newpenn.com
Todd.Collins@myyellow.com
Alyssa.Potempa@myyellow.com
Karen.Miller@myyellow.com
Lisa.Nemi@usfc.com
Carlos.Barbieri@myyellow.com
Tanisha.Dalwadi@myyellow.com
James.Waydula@myyellow.com
Elfin.Kumayu@usfc.com
April.Daniels@myyellow.com
Ronalda.Williams@YRCFreight.com
Liliana.DominguezP@myY ellow.com
Diep.Pham@YRCFreight.com
MMahady@newpenn.com
Susan.Coulter@yrcfreight.com
Antonia.Velasquez@myyellow.com
Terri.Girard@YRCFreight.com
Raymond.Maczura@usfc.com
Raul.Rodriguez@yrcfreight.com
Chad.Loser@myYellow.com
Tom.Pauwels@usfc.com
William.Fike@YRCFreight.com
Caden.Hughes@myyellow.com
Barbara.Powell@YRCFreight.com
MaryLouise.Williamson@myYellow.com
Aaron.Wilburn@usfc.com
Kendrick.Schultz@usfc.com
Elizabeth.Holliday@myYellow.com
Keith.Thaxton@reddaway.com
martin.compton@myY ellow.com
Ida.Pacheco@YRCFreight.com
David.W.Gardner@myYellow.com
Jack.Zaner@myyellow.com
Dave.Lollman@myYellow.com
Lisa.Ellis@myyellow.com

sa claffoon@myyellow.com
Maxwell.Bridges@yrcfreight.com
Wayne.Teeter@reddaway.com
Rukon.Khan@myyellow.com
Tom.Salz@myYellow.com
Bobby.Silvertooth@yrcfreight.com
Derrick.Moore@myyellow.com
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Madison.Spear@myyellow.com
Kristy.Combs@myyellow.com
Lori.Spradling@myYellow.com
Joseph.Sager@myYellow.com
Jennifer.Paynter@yrcfreight.com
Keiron.Bautista@yrcfreight.com
Nicole.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Tiffany.Hartner@myYellow.com
Roger.Bible@usfc.com
jeuster@newpenn.com
Michael.Quihuis@myyellow.com
Julie.Demar@YRCFreight.com
Karen.Sullivan@YRCFreight.com
Jessica.Golden@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.Bigelow-Miller@YRCFreight.com
William.Hannah@YRCFreight.com
Veronica.Castillo@YRCFreight.com
Peter.Reiter@YRCFreight.com
Chandler.Marks@myyellow.com
Elizabeth. Walter@yrcfreight.com
Laura.Restivo@YRCFreight.com
Tori.Deerr@myY ellow.com
Rick.Baker@YRCFreight.com
Erin.Ogden@myYellow.com
John.Zuckett@myYellow.com
Karla.Beristain@YRCFreight.com
Ashley.Adams@myyellow.com
Jamie.Reed@usfc.com
Steven.Benson@yrcfreight.com
Kathy.Matthews@reddaway.com
Kathryn.Mauro@myY ellow.com
Tim.Scally@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer.Benner@myyellow.com
Monica.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Anthony.Asher@usfc.com
Colin.Mccrary@yrcfreight.com
Daiana.Diaz@yrcfreight.com
HTice@newpenn.com
Carol.Puza@myYellow.com
Robert.Fields@reddaway.com
Tanner.Nifong@usfc.com
Thomas.Green@yrcfreight.com
Lance.Holsbeke@myyellow.com
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Shelby.Finstad@myyellow.com
Dominic.Pineda@yrcfreight.com
Wesley.Jennings@myYellow.com
Will.Smith1@myyellow.com
Yvette.Battles@usfc.com
chris.cast@myYellow.com
Lisa.Longland@usfc.com
Willie.Bennett@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Farr@reddaway.com
Tyler.Duchesneau@YRCFreight.com
SCruz@newpenn.com
Rosemary.Zabala@yrcfreight.com
Barry.Bertagna@myYellow.com
JCordo@newpenn.com
bhaviland@newpenn.com
Amie.Oleary@myyellow.com
Carla.Hansen@YRCFreight.com
Collin.Warner@myyellow.com
Andrew.Baumgarten@myYellow.com
dmedina@newpenn.com
Mark.Metzcus@YRCFreight.com
Mary.Diaz@YRCFreight.com
NHenry@newpenn.com
John.Reiff@myYellow.com
Mick.Korpela@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Saenz@myYellow.com
Dina.Long@YRCFreight.com
Joe.Bates@myYellow.com
Taleah.Hollis@myYellow.com
Mike.Underkoffler@myYellow.com
Shawn.Loveland@myYellow.com
CFaust@newpenn.com
Ande.Navy@usfc.com
Amanda.Shumaker@myyellow.com
Linda.Tesh@usfc.com
Ethan.Edge@usfc.com
Adriana.Marcus@yrcfreight.com
Kaylah.Hawkins@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.Meyer@YRCFreight.com
Charles. White@myYellow.com
Brandy.Atherton@yrcfreight.com
Jennie.Halverson@myYellow.com
John.Humburg@myYellow.com
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Steve.Hassler@myYellow.com
Garrett.Null@myYellow.com
Benito.Barrios@yrcfreight.com
David.Scott@yrcfreight.com
Aaron.Jessen@reddaway.com
John.Vondelinde@usfc.com
Shabraya.Burns@yrcfreight.com
Daniel.Darlington@myyellow.com
Patricia.Mirabella@YRCFreight.com
Trevor.Conner@myyellow.com
Vicky.Neil@reddaway.com
Sharon. Wilson@myY ellow.com
Susan.Grubisa@reddaway.com
William.Cortez@yrcfreight.com
Andrew.Smith@myyellow.com
Lauren.Dickerson@usfc.com
Jerrad.Peterson@myyellow.com
Brianne. Walsh@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Holub@myYellow.com
Katie.Rodriguez@myyellow.com
Cleve.Torres@yrcfreight.com
Wayne.Logan@myyellow.com
Doreen.Beard@YRCFreight.com
Trevin.Yerta@myyellow.com
Courtney.Cole@myYellow.com
Thea.Pilkington@yrcfreight.com
Donald. Whittaker@yrcfreight.com
Stanley.Knowles@yrcfreight.com
Lakara.Lake@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Pierog@myYellow.com
Marty. Tyus@yrcfreight.com
TRodriguez@newpenn.com
Kayla.Richardson@yrcfreight.com
Colleen.Humphrey@myYellow.com
Sammie.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Seng.Nou@YRCFreight.com
Leslie.Starling@YRCFreight.com
Ahkeela.Brazzel@yrcfreight.com
skinsman@myY ellow.com
Octavio.Perez@yrcfreight.com
Rob.Stowe@myyellow.com
Kevin.Pike@YRCFreight.com
Shane.Johnson@yrcfreight.com
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Conner.Adams@yrcfreight.com
Alexander.Mckenzie@yrcfreight.com
Alexis.Green@yrcfreight.com
Twan.Scott@yrcfreight.com
JZieziula@newpenn.com
Nancy.Garrett@YRCFreight.com
CVanholt@newpenn.com
Jon.Brennan@reddaway.com
Theresa.Clavin@YRCFreight.com
Delia.Reitan@myYellow.com
Bee.Perez@yrcfreight.com
Judith.Hudson@usfc.com
Joey.Enderle@myYellow.com
Dominique.Baca@yrcfreight.com
Carnecia.Kirkwood@myyellow.com
Mike.Browne@myYellow.com
Dava.Beltz@YRCFreight.com
Carol.Karner@usfc.com
Michele.Boren@yrcfreight.com

nbrink@newpenn.com
Maria.Armendariz@yrcfreight.com
Arianna.Johnson@yrcfreight.com
Jayden.Wallen@yrcfreight.com
JC.Clipston@yrcfreight.com
Fernando.Lemelle@usfc.com
Denise.Lewis@myYellow.com
Chase.Moyer@myYellow.com
Victoria.Berry@yrcfreight.com
Tanza.Adams@yrcfreight.com
Carol. Erwin@yrcfreight.com
Donald.Meyers@usfc.com
Richard.Frazer@usfc.com
Tammy.McCarter@YRCFreight.com
Sandra.Lacey@yrcfreight.com
Braydan.Teague@reddaway.com
Andrew.Gauchat@myYellow.com
Tiffany.Strnad@YRCFreight.com
Dionte. West@reddaway.com
Anthony.Redmon@yrcfreight.com
David.Morales@yrcfreight.com
Todd.Lutz@YRCFreight.com
Brett.Pickett@yrcfreight.com
Sam.Igbineweka@yrcfreight.com
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Erik.Anderson@yrcfreight.com
Betty.Lord@YRCFreight.com
Terri.Shead@YRCFreight.com
Ken.Hinkson@YRCFreight.com
Tommie.Estes@myyellow.com
Kess.Parent@myyellow.com
Alex.Futrell@myYellow.com
Michael.Lambert@YRCFreight.com
Carmen.Collins@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Gunter@yrcfreight.com
Susan.Manning@yrcfreight.com
Craig. Wilson@yrcfreight.com
Toni.Failor@yrcfreight.com
Shawn.Bacon@yrcfreight.com
Elaine. White@myYellow.com
Dee.Belcher@yrcfreight.com
Bridgett.SandauBaker@myyellow.com
Kimberly.Leibel@myYellow.com
Steve.Groom@YRCFreight.com
Odion.Jtamah@myyellow.com
LSchulz@newpenn.com
Stacy.Lagesse-roach@myYellow.com
Matthew.Gladson@myYellow.com
Doug.Brand@myYellow.com
Easton.Palmer@yrcfreight.com
Susie.Kalnasi@myYellow.com
Stefan.Crandall@myYellow.com
Janice.Koza@yrcfreight.com
Dave.Dannenberg@myyellow.com
Shandra.Boyette@myyellow.com
Mike.Skladany@myYellow.com
brandy.tillotson@myYellow.com
Janet.Wise@myYellow.com
Jodee.Lantz@myYellow.com
Michael.Burton@myyellow.com
Bobby.Pastoral@reddaway.com
Malcom.Corner@yrcfreight.com
Barbara.Lang@myYellow.com
Kim.Bowman@usfc.com
Fernando.Flores@YRCFreight.com
Grant.VanTassel@reddaway.com
Herschel. Evans@usfc.com
Michael. Brown@myY ellow.com
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Chris.Renfro@myYellow.com
Jim.Fristad@usfc.com
Susan.Danaher@myYellow.com
Janella.Mendez@reddaway.com
Jerry.Becker@myYellow.com
Tommy.Duong@myYellow.com
Evelyn.Mercado@YRCFreight.com
Michael. Hill@YRCFreight.com
Ed.Lawrence@YRCFreight.com
Josh.Blake@myyellow.com
Grant.Evenson@YRCFreight.com
Sidney.Francis@YRCFreight.com
Reagan.Russell@myyellow.com
Mike.Babcock@myyellow.com
Mike.Locchetta@YRCFreight.com
David.Nickles@yrcfreight.com
Sean.McCoy@YRCFreight.com
Aaron.Hoch@yrcfreight.com
Victoria.Cooper@myyellow.com
Chris.Holland@yrcfreight.com
Sean.Thompson@ Y RCFreight.com
Phil.Sullivan@myYellow.com
Michelle.Chanthaluxay@myyellow.com
Derek.Gourdin@myYellow.com
Tyrone.Sherard@yrcfreight.com
Anthony.Gonzalez@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Donahue@YRCFreight.com
AmyMarie.Dean@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Kindlinger@YRCFreight.com
Bryan.Hyland@myYellow.com
Lucas.Villanueva@myyellow.com
Paul. Wootton@myYellow.com
Chris.Pitts@YRCFreight.com
Dyllon. Whelan@yrcfreight.com
Cathy.Houser@myYellow.com
Tom.Samolovitch@YRCFreight.com
Raymond.Herold@yrcfreight.com
Scott.Harper@YRCFreight.com
Jeanette.Rodriguez@yrcfreight.com
Eddie.Comp@YRCFreight.com
Jimmy.Gerbier@yrcfreight.com
Terence.Agnew@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Woollems@myY ellow.com
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Hunter. Thompson@yrcfreight.com
Christopher.Gray@YRCFreight.com
Scott.Castiglione@YRCFreight.com
John.Ognibene@YRCFreight.com
David.Wheeler@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Black@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Monette@YRCFreight.com
Tom.Coslet@YRCFreight.com
Diana.King@YRCFreight.com

Paul Filippi@YRCFreight.com
Eric.VanLiere@yrcfreight.com
Dominique. White@yrcfreight.com
Bruce.Frakes@YRCFreight.com
James.Mitchell@yrcfreight.com
Rob.Tompkins@YRCFreight.com
Sharon.Knott@YRCFreight.com
Kim.Bechle@YRCFreight.com
Shaun.Hanna@myyellow.com
Kirk.Aulenbach@myYellow.com
Joe.Fasulo@myYellow.com
Joseph.Baker@yrcfreight.com
Cheryl.Droge@YRCFreight.com
David.Curtis@myyellow.com
Tammy.Foster@YRCFreight.com
Pete.Lutz@myYellow.com
Bill.Glucksnis@myYellow.com
Arlene.Roswall@usfc.com
Dillon.Lundberg@yrcfreight.com
Christopher.Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Kyle.Nyght@YRCFreight.com
Christine. Wichman@myyellow.com
James.Chandler@myYellow.com
Patsy.Jaggers@YRCFreight.com
Alecia.DooleyGoode@myyellow.com
Tom.Dessellier@myyellow.com
Brandie.Cross@myYellow.com
Ryan.Hylsky@myyellow.com
Karen.Horvath@yrcfreight.com
Matt.McDowell@myYellow.com
Kevin.Gyuras@myyellow.com
Greg.Dam@YRCFreight.com
Marleigh.Barlow@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Brown@myYellow.com
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Jeffrey.Payne@reddaway.com
Aaron.Kincaid@myyellow.com
Madeline.Bartels@myyellow.com
Jeffrey.Lockett@myYellow.com
Jason.Hussar@myyellow.com
Lezli.Stalder@myYellow.com
Tim.Waryk@YRCFreight.com
Don.Day@YRCFreight.com
Nalata.Halatokoua@YRCFreight.com
Vince.Morrow@YRCFreight.com
Ross.Gleason@myyellow.com
Stephen.Greenfeld@myYellow.com
Shannon.May@myyellow.com
Lori.Lewis]l @myYellow.com

Erik. Kline@myYellow.com
Troy.Laflin@myYellow.com
Christopher.Klamecki@myyellow.com
Mark.Levins@myyellow.com
Joua.Moua@yrcfreight.com
Jerome.Holmes@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Donnelly@myYellow.com
Swethana.Thota@myYellow.com
Josh.Eliason@myYellow.com
Caroline.Williams@myYellow.com
Rachel.Barnard@myyellow.com
Terry.Ellis@YRCFreight.com
Luke.Zippe@usfc.com
Esie.Golab@reddaway.com
Jim.Evink@myyellow.com
Ed.Ackfeld@myYellow.com
Lindy.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Harrison.Campbell@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Marcus.Johnson@yrcfreight.com
Jacqueline.McGillick@myyellow.com
Kevin.Friesen@yrcfreight.com
Bruce.Messina@myyellow.com
Tom.Coin@myYellow.com

Jeanette. Turner@myYellow.com
Ronald. Trapp@myyellow.com
Debbie.McCullen@YRCFreight.com
Ron.Miller@myyellow.com
kzeigler@newpenn.com
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Abelardo. Tamondong@yrcfreight.com
Sandy.Silva@myyellow.com
Cody.Sapp@myyellow.com
Joel.Como@YRCFreight.com
Joseph.Dawkins@yrcfreight.com
Heather.Rolison@myYellow.com
Raymond.Haefner@yrcfreight.com
James.Olivola@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Hower@YRCFreight.com
Steve.Dekorver@reddaway.com
Tim.Gilliland@myyellow.com
Bernard.Lee@yrcfreight.com
John.Broadus@yrcfreight.com
Katie.Bafford@YRCFreight.com
Charica.Bowen@yrcfreight.com
Lily.Miller@reddaway.com
Tonikendell.Carter@yrcfreight.com
Carlos.Lamarr@yrcfreight.com
LeRoy.Schalk@myYellow.com
Stanley.Moore@yrcfreight.com
Cory.Antczak@YRCFreight.com
Allison.Cox@myYellow.com
Melissa.Mcdaniel@yrcfreight.com
David.Rivera@myY ellow.com
Ronald.Walczak@YRCFreight.com
Ryan.Sturm@myyellow.com
Ashlee.Hughes@myYellow.com
Curtis.Koch@myYellow.com
Christopher.Rumans@yrcfreight.com
Michael. Heyser@yrcfreight.com
Tim.Childers@YRCFreight.com
Randy.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Robert.Grissom@myyellow.com
Carlos.Viscarra@myyellow.com
Aggie.Joyce(@YRCFreight.com
Tana.Medrano@myYellow.com
Stephen.OglesbyJr@yrcfreight.com
Kenneth.Pucillo@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Guarino@myYellow.com
Akila.Rajamani@myYellow.com
Axel.Rivera@yrcfreight.com
Candi.Acker@yrcfreight.com
Rick.Cook@myYellow.com
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Steve.Manson@myYellow.com
Barbara.Handlin@myYellow.com
Justin.Longoria@myyellow.com
Keith.Hancock@YRCFreight.com
Tori.Montgomery(@YRCFreight.com
Roxann.Roslund@myyellow.com
Rashad.Parker@YRCFreight.com
Curtis.King@YRCFreight.com
Maria.Williams@YRCFreight.com
Marcus.Johnson@reddaway.com
CiCi.Henderson@yrcfreight.com
Melanie.Haun@usfc.com
Wayne.Lamb@myYellow.com
Evan.Pintel@reddaway.com
James.Wilkin@reddaway.com
Don.Aye@myYellow.com
Laura.Rodriguez@myYellow.com
Adam.Cullen@usfc.com
Mike.White@yrcfreight.com
Rachel.Sutherland@myYellow.com
Marcus.Beiler@yrcfreight.com
Gowthami.Kasineni@myyellow.com
Sam.Rader@myYellow.com
Bridget.Jones@usfc.com
Barcley.Lemmond@YRCFreight.com
Jamie.Wylie@yrcfreight.com
Jarred.Ramsey@reddaway.com
Tony.Sherrell@usfc.com

Jessica. White@myYellow.com
Cindy.Grady@YRCFreight.com
Jeffrey.Poplin@YRCFreight.com
Drae.Nelson@myyellow.com
Franklyn.Johnson@usfc.com
Chris.Vrondran@usfc.com

Kurt. Wilkie@myYellow.com
Renee.Moak@usfc.com
Ray.Morley@myYellow.com
Jarmon. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Cody.Bonneville@yrcfreight.com
Carole.Jefferson@usfc.com
Michael.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Ken.Lindsey@myYellow.com
Adele.Kenworthy@usfc.com
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Paula.Piazza@YRCFreight.com
Stacy.King@usfc.com
Armando.Ventosa@yrcfreight.com
Richie.Campbell@usfc.com
Robert.Purdy@yrcfreight.com
David.Garland@usfc.com
Enereida.Reyes@reddaway.com
Keith.Ortlieb@yrcfreight.com
Todd.Reitan@yrcfreight.com
Jamela.Eason@myyellow.com
Larry.Williams2@YRCFreight.com
Lance.Mack@usfc.com
Deborah.Pickens@usfc.com
Justin.Holman@usfc.com
Shannon.Riffle@usfc.com
David.Espinoza@reddaway.com
Eric.Frankiewicz@usfc.com
Charles.Larkin@usfc.com
Herbert.Doan@usfc.com
Breeana.Coleman@myyellow.com
Jeffery.Henry@usfc.com
Brandey.Jenkins@YRCFreight.com
Theresa.Horkey@YRCFreight.com
Scott.Peters@usfc.com
Cathleen.Hessinger@YRCFreight.com
Zach.Frontine@usfc.com
Jerold.Patchon@YRCFreight.com
Judge.Montgomery@yrcfreight.com
GLaniewski@newpenn.com
DBennett@newpenn.com
Steve.Reinert@YRCFreight.com
Lupe.Macias@reddaway.com
Ed.Sanford@YRCFreight.com
Brent.Olson@YRCFreight.com
Andrew.Pinedo@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Iwabuchi@reddaway.com
James.Latimer@yrcfreight.com
Angela.Windle@YRCFreight.com
Dee.Bowles@YRCFreight.com
BHoran@newpenn.com
Lolita.Fritz@YRCFreight.com
Terry.Moore@usfc.com
Andy.Gasper@YRCFreight.com
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Irwin.Sasson@yrcfreight.com
Dale.Morgan@usfc.com
Mitch.Branch@usfc.com
Rhonda.Poneleit@usfc.com
Bea.Kelm@YRCFreight.com
Bradley.Friend@usfc.com
aharrington@newpenn.com
Bea.Olguin@myyellow.com
Jeremy.Hannah@yrcfreight.com
Edward.Godina@YRCFreight.com
Bryan.Tule@yrcfreight.com
Jeremy.Erickson@usfc.com
Chad.Lewis@usfc.com
Michael.Crowley@usfc.com
Gigi.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Grace.Gomez@YRCFreight.com
Andrew.Folds@yrcfreight.com
RAbode@newpenn.com
Tracy.Adams@YRCFreight.com
Shelley.Carver@myyellow.com
Brian.Camat@yrcfreight.com
Breana.Reyes@reddaway.com

Jay Knighten@usfc.com
Carol.Veniastokes@YRCFreight.com
Zenon.MartinezJr@YRCFreight.com
John.Fitzgerald@yrcfreight.com
Pat.Jordan@usfc.com
Derek.Schoen@YRCFreight.com
DCarkin@newpenn.com
Kim.Carries@YRCFreight.com
Heidi.Johnson@usfc.com
Sandy.Stec@YRCFreight.com
MBennett@newpenn.com
William.Teeple@YRCFreight.com
Roy.Scherrer@YRCFreight.com
Curtis. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Christine.Jacob@YRCFreight.com
Ben.Allen@yrcfreight.com
Patricia.Lawyer@YRCFreight.com
Patrick. Yuhas@myYellow.com
Chris.Bordanaro@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Saunders@yrcfreight.com
Zequita.Brown@YRCFreight.com
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Cathy.Veidick@myyellow.com

Deanna.Cutshall@myyellow.com

Gary.Sater@usfc.com

Alice.Repa@YRCFreight.com

Elizabeth.Moulton@YRCFreight.com

Mark.Bowen@YRCFreight.com

Robin.Kronk@YRCFreight.com

John.VanTuinen@myyellow.com

Susan.Pastor@YRCFreight.com

Amy.Markowski@yrcfreight.com

Marycel.Jordan@myY ellow.com

Hope.Sneed@myyellow.com

Tamara.Corwin@usfc.com

Diane.VanderBerg@myyellow.com

Roberto.Carrillo@yrcfreight.com

ALuciano@newpenn.com

Paul.Pinkston@yrcfreight.com

Rachel.Meyers@myyellow.com

Jessie. Weaver@myyellow.com

Matthew.Mendoza@yrcfreight.com

Melissa.Royster@YRCFreight.com

Lacy.Rhoades@myyellow.com

Denise.Brady@YRCFreight.com

Jeff.Stahl@myYellow.com

Alexis.Byrd@yrcfreight.com

Cayla.School@yrcfreight.com

Angie.Struck@myYellow.com

Bette.Farr@usfc.com

Laura. Wagner@yrcfreight.com

Jeffrey.Skinner@yrcfreight.com

Kathy.Johnke@myYellow.com

TLilley 1 @newpenn.com

Dallas.Grace@yrcfreight.com

bgallagher@newpenn.com

Peter.Ross@myyellow.com

Lynn.Schupp@usfc.com

LPhillips@newpenn.com

Robin.Durio@YRCFreight.com

Donna.Demaio@YRCFreight.com

Dana.Chastain@YRCFreight.com

MMarney@newpenn.com

Sylvie.Renaud@YRCFreight.com

Sharon.Drake@yrcfreight.com
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Alexander.Sterling@yrcfreight.com
John.McLean@myYellow.com
Kandace.Keller@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Smith@myyellow.com
Yuliana.Zephier@myYellow.com
Jody.Bieniewicz@yrcfreight.com
Dorrel.Harvey@yrcfreight.com
Amanda.White@YRCFreight.com
William.Frank@myYellow.com
Adam.Cooper2@usfc.com
Matt.Copeland@myyellow.com
Christina.Lyons@yrcfreight.com
Roxanne.Castillo@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Benoit@YRCFreight.com
Micaiah.Henningham@yrcfreight.com
Cris.Guerra@YRCFreight.com
Randy.Jones@usfc.com
Cynthia.Tucker-Jordan@myYellow.com
Cindy.Dale@yrcfreight.com
Randi.Geer@myyellow.com
Jill.Hegge(@myYellow.com
Jennifer.Mulder@myyellow.com
Pam.Brooks@myyellow.com
Leo.Dodier@reddaway.com
Kimberly.Antoline@myyellow.com
Tom.Rzycki@myyellow.com
KKrause@newpenn.com
Wes.McGrail@yrcfreight.com
Meosha.Trotty@myyellow.com
Timothy.Enright@myyellow.com
Bob.Kuzmickas@usfc.com
Nathan.Payne@yrcfreight.com
Kayla.Gilbert@YRCFreight.com
Matt.Gatewood@myYellow.com
Danna.Potts@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Schicker@YRCFreight.com
Bruce.Allen@myYellow.com
Christine.Bal@usfc.com
Lisa.Grolock@myyellow.com
Dave.Cannon@myYellow.com
Victoria.Bolden@myYellow.com
JoAnn.Whiteman@myyellow.com
Lisa.Dewes@myYellow.com
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Cory.Aaron@reddaway.com
Angela.Mowery@myYellow.com
Susan.Leeper@myY ellow.com
Kristy.Britton@yrcfreight.com
Andrea.Rachelson@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer. Austin@myyellow.com
Connie.Conley@myyellow.com
Jennifer.Figurelli@myYellow.com
Abigail. Bennett@myyellow.com
Lori.Zacharias@YRCFreight.com
Kylee.Henderson@myY ellow.com
Jake.Peterson@myyellow.com
Doug.Greene(@YRCFreight.com
Joseph.Cosmillo@myyellow.com
Jill.Sehring@yrcfreight.com
Lori.Kearns@myYellow.com
Trent. Hunt@myyellow.com
Joel.Houge@myyellow.com
Dana.Wilson@YRCFreight.com
Landa.Carroll@usfc.com
Keely.Obrien@myyellow.com
Stewart.Burns@myyellow.com
Deborah.Freeman@usfc.com
Lisa.Sommers@YRCFreight.com
Nathan.Koster@myyellow.com
Ronnisha.Ross@myyellow.com
Jamie.Butler@myYellow.com
brandie.solway@myY ellow.com
Andrew.Floyd@myyellow.com
Christy.Likely@yrcfreight.com
Scott.Heisey@myYellow.com
Zach.Brown@myYellow.com
Paul.Lillis@myyellow.com
Gloria.Villarreal@myyellow.com
Jody.Cortez@YRCFreight.com
Jake.Dermody@yrcfreight.com
Jordan.Stankoven@myY ellow.com
Mary.Tucker@reddaway.com
Denise.Vernon@usfc.com
Jan.George@myYellow.com
Brandon.Post@myyellow.com
Lacotcha.Davis@myyellow.com
Brenda.Lynn@YRCFreight.com
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Chris.Harris@myyellow.com
Drake.Gorman@yrcfreight.com
April. Kogelman@usfc.com
Irle.Needham@myYellow.com
Pamela. Weathers@usfc.com
Kreshon.Caldwell@myyellow.com
Jessica.Ripley@myyellow.com
Richard.Zelovic@usfc.com
Chris.Powell@usfc.com
Tina.Murzynski@myyellow.com
Larry.Lorich@YRCFreight.com
Brad.Yancey@myYellow.com
Yolanda.Dockery@myYellow.com
Kenneth.Clark@YRCFreight.com
Tene.Taylor@myYellow.com
Roberta.Miller@usfc.com
Ramey.Mendoza@yrcfreight.com
Gail.Thomson@YRCFreight.com
Cassandra.Hugghis@myYellow.com
Curtis.Baker@myYellow.com
Jon.Heiman@myYellow.com
Marissa. Wynkoop@YRCFreight.com
Brenda.Frei@myYellow.com
Patrick.Wilson@myYellow.com
James.RowlandJr@YRCFreight.com
TomJ.Anderson@YRCFreight.com
Tim.Myers@usfc.com
Marilyn.Jordan@myYellow.com
Georgia.Lovejoy@myYellow.com
Donna.Vondrasek@myYellow.com
Julene.Sims@myyellow.com
Tracy.Worley@usfc.com

Vik . Kejariwal@myyellow.com
Johnny.Kohl@reddaway.com
Denise.Clingenpeel@myY ellow.com
Samantha.Burma@myyellow.com
Dave.Livergood@myYellow.com
somer.stack@myYellow.com
Allan.Endres@myyellow.com
Paul.Blair@YRCFreight.com
Celina.Herrera@yrcfreight.com
lla.Thao@myYellow.com
Ray.Swartz@yrcfreight.com
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Andrew.Welbergen@yrcfreight.com
Sandra.Mcgaughey@yrcfreight.com
Peter.Mckibben@myY ellow.com
Kris.Sherer@myYellow.com
Jill.Osborn@YRCFreight.com
Reshmi.Rajan@myYellow.com
Donna.Andrews@YRCFreight.com
Darla.Milda@myyellow.com

Jill. Downey@YRCFreight.com
Braden.Price@myyellow.com
Roy.Vance@YRCFreight.com
Bryce.Hood@myyellow.com
Natalie.Peter@myYellow.com
LFalihee@newpenn.com
Matt.Keiser@myyellow.com
Debbie.Pinkham@YRCFreight.com
Douglas.Candre@YRCFreight.com
Heather.Kostroun@myYellow.com
Kyle.Miller@myyellow.com
Kyle.Beebe@YRCFreight.com
Katelyn.Cummins@myYellow.com
Sabrina.Seuell@yrcfreight.com
Jared.Ebert@myyellow.com
Michele.Lackey@YRCFreight.com
Kristie. Huet@myyellow.com
Traci.Zavala@YRCFreight.com
Trent. Adkins@myyellow.com
Kelly.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
Levi.Hallman@myyellow.com
Adam.Parker@usfc.com
Ryan.Phillips@myyellow.com
Jordan.Mccormick@yrcfreight.com
Skylar.Holman@myY ellow.com
Shirley.Paluch@YRCFreight.com
Sarah.Rohde@usfc.com
Nicole.Coleman@myYellow.com
Charles.McKinzie@YRCFreight.com
Myranda.Mosley@myyellow.com
Trevor.Blaylock@myYellow.com
Deborah. Whitmore@usfc.com
Debbie.Wilde@YRCFreight.com
Jake.Badovinac@myyellow.com
Brad.Grant@myyellow.com
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Vandon.Stanfield@YRCFreight.com
John.Jacobusse@myyellow.com
Annette.Hallahan@YRCFreight.com
Nicole.Taylor@myYellow.com
Benjamin.Childs@yrcfreight.com
Christine.Ippolito@reddaway.com
Christine.Richardson@reddaway.com

Barbara.Stephenson@myyellow.com
Rachel. Worley@myYellow.com

iirizarry@newpenn.com
Diane.Gardner@yrcfreight.com
Leigh. Winnard@myYellow.com
Justin.Pashkow@myyellow.com
Craig.Cumberland@usfc.com
Letty.Montero@YRCFreight.com
Abby.Boren@myYellow.com
Chad.Beckstrom@myyellow.com
Mounica.Chitirala@myyellow.com
gideon.holmes@myYellow.com
Shaun.Kobernusz@myYellow.com
Zach.Hays@myYellow.com

Jaivon.Donnell@myyellow.com
Darin.Husted@myyellow.com

Jaymie.Scarrow@myyellow.com
Adam.Concha@yrcfreight.com
Cindy.Nunez@YRCFreight.com
Francisco.Gamboa@reddaway.com
Rebecca.Overley@YRCFreight.com
EKulesa@newpenn.com
Dallas.Knight@myyellow.com
Sara.Weatherford@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Piotrzkowski@myyellow.com

Andrew.Meysenburg@myyellow.com
Jennifer. Turner@yrcfreight.com
Leila.Pina@myyellow.com
Melissa.Gravett@YRCFreight.com
Kyle.Grey@myYellow.com

Jacob.Garrison@myyellow.com
Debra.Weston@YRCFreight.com
Araceli.Aguilar@yrcfreight.com
Carrie.Dicker@myYellow.com
Joellen.Lynch@usfc.com
Roberta.Gonzalez@YRCFreight.com
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Richard.Stevens@reddaway.com
Karissa.Richardson@myyellow.com
Trissa.Davis@myYellow.com
Barry.Hale@myYellow.com
Brett.Smith@myYellow.com
Scott.Sanwick@YRCFreight.com
Omar.Tule@YRCFreight.com
Courtney.Henderson@usfc.com
Grant.Herbel@myYellow.com
Kaitlin.Mangan@myyellow.com
Angela.Lyles@usfc.com
SGildea@newpenn.com
Amanda.Jacobs@myYellow.com
Chris.Stickles@yrcfreight.com
Jm.Ladislas@usfc.com
Micheal.Kennedy@YRCFreight.com
Elizabeth.Vierra@myyellow.com
Adam.Ostradick@myYellow.com
Shefali.Vaid@myyellow.com
Erica.Rosignolo@myyellow.com
Cameron.Tillett@myyellow.com
Charles.Cook@YRCFreight.com
Paul.Runkle@reddaway.com
Lance.Butler@YRCFreight.com
Troy.Davy@reddaway.com
Lisandro.Burge@reddaway.com
Chelsea.Grimes@myY ellow.com
Tracie.DeWitt@myyellow.com
Gale.Markowski@myYellow.com
Dale.Anderson@myYellow.com
Patricia.Bekaert@myYellow.com
Doug.Fields@YRCFreight.com
Jerry.Sanchez@yrcfreight.com
Haylee.Gerhards@myYellow.com
Stephanie.Springer@myY ellow.com
John.Boroskae@myyellow.com
Jessica.Boetker@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Sparks@usfc.com
Lisa.Ciccarelli@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Dey@reddaway.com
Larry.Phillips@YRCFreight.com
Marie.Nguyen@yrcfreight.com
Jan.Sorbet@myyellow.com
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Roop.Singh@myyellow.com
Cheryl.Emnst@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Mccarty@reddaway.com
Terry.Hofer@myYellow.com
Patrick. Rumans@YRCFreight.com
Vic.Karbowski@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Haugsness@myYellow.com
Marisela.Najera@myYellow.com
John.Bennett@myYellow.com
Jon.Bevill@myYellow.com
Simran.Sohi@myyellow.com
Amber.Sparks@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Boyce@usfc.com
Sharon.GarnerBaker@yrcfreight.com
Ellie.Flamboe@myyellow.com
Art.Williams@YRCFreight.com
Ana.Palacios@yrcfreight.com
Gaylen.Jackson@reddaway.com
Norbert.Yegong@myyellow.com
Cynthia.Gaye@myyellow.com
David.Lopez@YRCFreight.com
Wade.Gassmann@myY ellow.com
Dalya.Sanders@myyellow.com
CMessier@newpenn.com
Tim.Irvin@usfc.com

Nathan. Watkins@myYellow.com
Roxanne.Alldani@myYellow.com
Susan.Reilly@reddaway.com
Christian.Obray@yrcfreight.com
Julien.Goolsby@myyellow.com
Lisa.Williams@usfc.com
Jimi.Groves@myyellow.com
Bhavani.Padamata@myyellow.com
Kelly.Melville@usfc.com
Will.Smith@myyellow.com
Lauren.Hall@myYellow.com
Brittany.Balducci@myYellow.com
Lizzette.Barron@myYellow.com
Andrea.Valdez@reddaway.com
Tracey.Walters@YRCFreight.com
Gina.Rappe@myYellow.com
Karl.Barela@myyellow.com
Candace.Springfield@myYellow.com
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Alicia.Valdez@myYellow.com
Joe.McCullar@reddaway.com
Alan.Gage@usfc.com
Wina.Leasau@yrcfreight.com
Christiana.Jenkins@myyellow.com
Altovise.Milner@YRCFreight.com
Pauline.Morris@YRCFreight.com
Ryan.Stroup@myYellow.com
Anna.Williams@myY ellow.com
Eric.Odendahl@myyellow.com
Christopher.Martin@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Cooper@myYellow.com
Jeff.Crossland@myyellow.com
EBettencourt@myY ellow.com
Joan.Collado@reddaway.com
Nina.Penney@myyellow.com
Wendy.Hoffman@myYellow.com
Terry.Bidleman@myYellow.com
Joshua.Tuell@myYellow.com
Meghan.Coughlon@myyellow.com
Katie.Bjorne@myYellow.com
Jp.Gregory@yrcfreight.com
Amy.Martin@yrcfreight.com
Dena.Johnson@usfc.com
Tamara.Walton@myyellow.com
Emmanuel.Simeon@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Lucas@myyellow.com
Michelle. Miller@usfc.com
danelle.best@myYellow.com
Lisa.Brandos@myyellow.com
Monica.Johnson@usfc.com
Samantha.Bryant@yrcfreight.com
Leo.Cantori@myyellow.com
Doug.Rhodus@yrcfreight.com
Cynthia.Heads@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Winfrey@myYellow.com
Ted.Mcclain@myYellow.com
Courtney.Greer@myyellow.com
Enza.Zamora@myyellow.com
Deepika.Agarwal@myyellow.com
Christy. Nunn@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Jiles@usfc.com
Stephen.Branstetter@usfc.com
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Heather.Fields@myyellow.com
KStuckwish@newpenn.com
vicki.bleyenberg@myYellow.com
Jim.Rockwell@myYellow.com
Thomas.Bowman@yrcfreight.com
Windy.Grear@YRCFreight.com
Izmenia.Palomar@yrcfreight.com
Alfred.Morales@myyellow.com
Arcie.Rothrock@myYellow.com
Polly.Higgins@myYellow.com
Roni.Patterson@myYellow.com
Joe.Miller@myyellow.com
Christena.Pratt@reddaway.com
Sally.Ellis@YRCFreight.com
Hunter.Moylan@myyellow.com
Doug.Redifer@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer. Tyree@yrcfreight.com
Michelle.Moore@YRCFreight.com
Connie.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Aurora.Shorb@myyellow.com
Kristen.Johnson@myYellow.com
Lysanne.Lacoste@myyellow.com
Zachary Kurland@myyellow.com
Theodore.Hunter@YRCFreight.com
Tami.Welsh@myyellow.com
Anna.Whitney@myYellow.com
Jennifer.OFarrell@YRCFreight.com
Revenna.Fritz@myyellow.com
Karina.Ruiz@reddaway.com
Angel.Washington@YRCFreight.com
Thomas.Trabert@myYellow.com
Joe.Comett@myYellow.com
Rick.Jackson@usfc.com
Bill.Sayball@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Roncarati@myyellow.com
Sean.Williams@myyellow.com
Irim.Aiken@yrcfreight.com
Antoinette. Morris@myYellow.com
Greg.Gowin@myYellow.com
Olivia.Morgan@myYellow.com
Lacey.SweetenRandall@myyellow.com
Shawn.Haungs@usfc.com
Michael.Hallahan@myYellow.com
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Liz.Rodriguez@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Dunbar@YRCFreight.com
Dakota.Mckannan@myyellow.com
Jeff.Besio@myyellow.com
Trey.Gilmore@myyellow.com
Susan.Darrow@yrcfreight.com
Alex.Everhart@myyellow.com
Elizabeth.Weaver@YRCFreight.com
Ysabelita. Amargo@YRCFreight.com
Tivis.Slone@YRCFreight.com
Kristine.Mohr@usfc.com
Robert.Brooks@myyellow.com
Olivier.Tailleur@myyellow.com
Dawn.Osburn@YRCFreight.com
Beth.Myers@myYellow.com
Shannon.Boller@usfc.com
Aimee.Herren@usfc.com
Karrie.Franks@myYellow.com
DCelestin@newpenn.com

Jill. Lemieux@YRCFreight.com
Jimmy.McGinnis@myyellow.com
Elvia.Rios@myYellow.com
KPera@newpenn.com
Renee.Torres@YRCFreight.com
Jermaine.Wilks@usfc.com
Valeriy.Grynkov@yrcfreight.com
Patrick.Gallagher@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Miles@usfc.com
Teresa.Vasquez@myyellow.com
Robin.Joyner@myyellow.com
Edward.Vinton@YRCFreight.com
Paige.Calkins@myyellow.com
Heather. Tanner@yrcfreight.com
Larry.Williams@myYellow.com
Kristine.Leonard@usfc.com
Tim.Carlson@YRCFreight.com
Barbara.Jacoby@usfc.com
David.Sisson@YRCFreight.com
Arturo.Renteria@myyellow.com
Jeff.Gooch@usfc.com
Lee.Martin@usfc.com
Douglas.Ohaire@usfc.com
Roy.March@YRCFreight.com
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Danna.Hernandez@reddaway.com
Anthony.Arena@myyellow.com
Connor.Stevenson@myyellow.com
Kiisha.Roberts@yrcfreight.com
Joseph.Trainer@myYellow.com
Alexandra.Lundquist@yrcfreight.com
Nicole.Rizzo@YRCFreight.com
Brooklyn.Getzel@myyellow.com
Katrina.Banman@yrcfreight.com
Delaney.Martin@usfc.com
Danielle. Anderson@usfc.com
David.Cheatwood@myYellow.com
Sydney.Thomas@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Albright@usfc.com
Anthony.Pandolfo@YRCFreight.com
James.Mwihaki@myyellow.com
Mike.Johnson1@usfc.com
Scott.Faucher@yrcfreight.com
Gianni.Lamartina@myyellow.com
Christopher.Coopman@usfc.com
Brian.Bauer@usfc.com
Angel.Dominguez@YRCFreight.com
Jaron.Webber@myyellow.com
Brandon.Rigdon@yrcfreight.com
Todd.Kline@usfc.com
cflas@newpenn.com
Jose.Luna@YRCFreight.com
Debbie.Malkemus@yrcfreight.com
Margaret.Rice@yrcfreight.com
Deborah.Lee@myyellow.com
Hardia.Madden@yrcfreight.com
Scott.Billington@YRCFreight.com
James.Martens@myYellow.com
Mike.Laborde@YRCFreight.com
Shannon.Smith@usfc.com
Gary.Long@usfc.com
R.Fitzgerald@YRCFreight.com
Karen.Portwood@YRCFreight.com
Ken.Milter@YRCFreight.com
Raelene.McBee@reddaway.com
Lori.Slusher@usfc.com
Joe.Oxford@YRCFreight.com
Vandora.Elfrink@usfc.com
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Carla.Phillips@usfc.com
Anne.Andersen@myYellow.com
Nicole.Benner@YRCFreight.com
Jeffery.Singleton@YRCFreight.com
Nick.Tipple@myYellow.com
Alex.Anguiano@usfc.com
Ashton.Roseberry@usfc.com
Lou.Villanueva@YRCFreight.com
ALeo@newpenn.com
Judy.Harris@yrcfreight.com
Sergio.Contreras@myyellow.com
Rehan.Rahman@myyellow.com
Robert. White(@usfc.com
Tammy.Young@usfc.com
Jamir.Davis@usfc.com
Tristan.Snow@usfc.com
Lance.Roberts@yrcfreight.com
Jamie.Breedlove@reddaway.com
Ula.Zbylut@myyellow.com
Mike.Porter@usfc.com
Raymond.Ramirez@yrcfreight.com
Glenn.Eppinger@YRCFreight.com
Cassandra.Harris@usfc.com
Michele.King@myYellow.com
Terri.Armentrout@usfc.com
Al.Bridges@yrcfreight.com
Kelcey.Settles@myyellow.com
Christine.Broom@myY ellow.com
Amy.Boyington@usfc.com
Ben.Brown@myYellow.com
Lauren.Shellock@yrcfreight.com
Fred.Strickland@usfc.com
Jessica.Feliciano@myyellow.com
Giedd.Moon@yrcfreight.com
Katelyn.Petersen@YRCFreight.com
Tina.McNeal@myYellow.com
KQuick@newpenn.com
James.Tobias@yrcfreight.com
Rich.Czarniecki@myyellow.com
Marsha.Huey@myyellow.com
Tonya.Towner@myYellow.com
Adam.Wells@usfc.com
Jeremy.Wilson@myyellow.com
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Ben.Schlecht@yrcfreight.com
Ethan.Mccafferty@yrcfreight.com
Kay.Webb@YRCFreight.com
Curtis. West@usfc.com
Dylan.Micciche@myyellow.com
Ruben.Marquez@reddaway.com
Mykenzie.Parmer@usfc.com
Anna.Steriti@usfc.com
Jimmie.Breshears@YRCFreight.com
Phillip. Woods@YRCFreight.com
Sheila. Withey@myYellow.com
Sherri.Jost@yrcfreight.com
Andrea.Fernandez@reddaway.com
Brian.Navarro@myyellow.com
Anthony.Banks@usfc.com
Alisia.Shotwell@yrcfreight.com
Gina.Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Gabriel.Corona@yrcfreight.com
Michael. Harper@YRCFreight.com
Jake.Glenn@usfc.com
Jerry.PenleyJr@YRCFreight.com
ABretz@newpenn.com
Sheila.Farina@usfc.com
Chris.Morris@reddaway.com
Jeremiah.Mckee@reddaway.com
Grant.Brueggenjohann@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Barrett@YRCFreight.com
Thomas.Jones@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Luth@YRCFreight.com
Lorna.Hartman@YRCFreight.com
Margaret.Murtas@myYellow.com
Vincent.Siena@yrcfreight.com
William.Cato@YRCFreight.com
Grace.Willis@myyellow.com
Sydney.Nielsen-Arena@myYellow.com
Amit.Luthra@yrcfreight.com
Rene.Smith@reddaway.com
Joey.Holden@myYellow.com
Eric.Hernandez@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Choinacki@myyellow.com
Samantha.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Yeich.Bryce@yrcfreight.com
RAngueira@newpenn.com
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Darla.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Sergio.Padilla@reddaway.com
Erin.Robinson@YRCFreight.com
Luis.Garcia@yrcfreight.com
Maria.Ramirez@YRCFreight.com
Olga.Barraza@myYellow.com
Kathleen.Frasier@YRCFreight.com
Anna.Trudeau@yrcfreight.com
Leyner.Mendoza@YRCFreight.com
Cathy.Goller@usfc.com
Erris.Smith@yrcfreight.com

Nick. Wolffl@usfc.com
Thomas.Leaver@YRCFreight.com
Ron.Garretson@yrcfreight.com
Tammy.Kempkes@yrcfreight.com
Scott.Zolecki@myyellow.com
James.ONeal@YRCFreight.com
Ed.Davies@yrcfreight.com
Susan.Nye@YRCFreight.com
David.Hegewald@reddaway.com
Michael.Pelz@myYellow.com
Dennis.Dagdag@reddaway.com
Norman.Richardson@yrcfreight.com
Sandy.Sanford@usfc.com
Kyle.Dorsey@yrcfreight.com
JCalhoun@newpenn.com
Naomi.Johnson@usfc.com
Mickey.Thames@YRCFreight.com
Sierra.Barth@yrcfreight.com
Linda.Meyer@usfc.com
CRoy@newpenn.com
Alex.Harmon@yrcfreight.com
Pedro.Bonilla@yrcfreight.com
Antonio.Solorio@yrcfreight.com
Lori.Choate@YRCFreight.com
Kasey.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
Catherine.Nelson@yrcfreight.com
Ethan.Hagen@usfc.com
Harry.Inch@yrcfreight.com
Charlie.Griggs@yrcfreight.com
Gerardo.Delgado@reddaway.com
JEmery@newpenn.com
Dana.Ward@reddaway.com
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Vince.Hogbin@YRCFreight.com
Bobby.Green@myYellow.com
Victoria.Slone@YRCFreight.com
Marcelino.Perez@reddaway.com
Baker.Lyle@yrcfreight.com
Russell. Dunaway@yrcfreight.com

Jim.Vice@usfc.com

Karen.Davis-Doyle@reddaway.com
FREDDIE.WRIGHTJR@YRCFreight.com
Marquette.Shaw@yrcfreight.com
Latania.Stanley@yrcfreight.com
Lavender.Benge@yrcfreight.com

Lushawn.Rainer@usfc.com
Devon.White@YRCFreight.com
Parin.Pandya@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Lengen@YRCFreight.com
Dana.Preece@myyellow.com
Michael.Powell@usfc.com
Randall.Zimmerman@usfc.com
Kenneth.Gallagher@yrcfreight.com
Theresa. Wilson@YRCFreight.com
Dariel.Perez@yrcfreight.com
Montell. ChangWard@reddaway.com
John.Luna@reddaway.com

Patti. Whitman@myYellow.com
Jeffrey.Goehring@YRCFreight.com
Sherri.Hayes@usfc.com
Gary.Karr@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Dentremont@yrcfreight.com
Lynn.Ogle@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Battles@yrcfreight.com
Michelle.Sanford@usfc.com
Tequilla.Mosley@YRCFreight.com
Charmaine.Powell@yrcfreight.com
David.Herrada@yrcfreight.com
Joseph.Lopez@reddaway.com
Sandra.Costa@yrcfreight.com
Christina. Dawson@yrcfreight.com
Estella.Aguirre@reddaway.com
sa_rspearman@myyellow.com
Justin.Thompson@yrcfreight.com
Giovanni.Huerta@reddaway.com
Aaron.Kragt@myyellow.com
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Jeff.Packard@myYellow.com
Vonnie.Hall@YRCFreight.com

Joe. Willis@yrcfreight.com
Dan.Quirk@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Neville@YRCFreight.com
Marianna.Parra@reddaway.com
Steven.Davis@usfc.com
Regina.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Joefrey.Pascua@reddaway.com
Dan.Moorehead@myYellow.com
Scott.Colwell@reddaway.com
JMutter@newpenn.com
Alicia.Granados@yrcfreight.com
Jessica.Burgess@yrcfreight.com
Tj.Neal@yrcfreight.com
Jason.Massaro@myyellow.com
William.Spencer@myYellow.com
Vinnie.Romanelli@yrcfreight.com
Deandre.Banks@yrcfreight.com
Twyla.Taylor@yrcfreight.com
Zach.Coleman@yrcfreight.com
Hambry.Jones@usfc.com
Josh.Crabbe@reddaway.com
Linda.Evans@usfc.com
Melanie.Washington@YRCFreight.com
Dean.Polowick@myyellow.com
Nick.Tsolakos@myYellow.com
Danny.Atkins@myYellow.com
DWomack@newpenn.com
Yao.Phan@yrcfreight.com
Fernando.Marquez@yrcfreight.com
Kisha.Byrd@yrcfreight.com
Carrie.King@myyellow.com
Timothy.Greer@myyellow.com
Ryan.Beecroft@yrcfreight.com
Will.Choate@myY ellow.com
Mitch.Shumate@yrcfreight.com
Corazon.Juangco@YRCFreight.com
Tinna.Daley@YRCFreight.com
JCingmars@newpenn.com
Martin.Myers@usfc.com
Shannon.Aiello@yrcfreight.com
Jake.Lancioni@myyellow.com
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Ashley.Daniels@reddaway.com
JGilbert@newpenn.com
Jonelle.Decker@usfc.com
Rachel.Pullon-Leszkovi@YRCFreight.com
Francisco.Gonzalez@yrcfreight.com
Jesus.Sanchez@yrcfreight.com
Ruth.Shepherd@reddaway.com
Robert.Fuentes@YRCFreight.com
Alex.Andrews@yrcfreight.com
Catrina.Esco@YRCFreight.com
Cheng.Vang@yrcfreight.com
Ashley. Thurman@yrcfreight.com
MDemshick@newpenn.com
Winnie.Lipscomb@YRCFreight.com
Steve.Ayala@reddaway.com
Sukie.Ford-Taylor@YRCFreight.com
Belinda.Quandt@usfc.com
Nathan.Thomas@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Mcqueary(@reddaway.com
Leida.Alvarez@yrcfreight.com
John.Newell@yrcfreight.com
Abby.Schmit@usfc.com
Brian.Cullins@myY ellow.com
Jeremy.Rines@usfc.com
Chris.Laffoon@myYellow.com
Cathy.Anderson@usfc.com

April. VanWinkle@yrcfreight.com
Ashley.Barnett@usfc.com
Tim.Rice@YRCFreight.com
Chad.Duffy@YRCFreight.com
Daryl.Gatewoodli@usfc.com
Charles.Smith2@usfc.com
Anna.Carter@YRCFreight.com
Rodney.Haney@myyellow.com
Rob.Suarez@YRCFreight.com
Jerome.D'Hoore@usfc.com
Nathan.Berger@YRCFreight.com
Connie.Simmons@YRCFreight.com
Rod.Whitten@yrcfreight.com
Faiya.Small@myyellow.com
Craig.Allen@yrcfreight.com
Natalie.Lyon@usfc.com
Aparna.Palley@myYellow.com
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Nicholle.Renne@YRCFreight.com
Clotine.Williams@YRCFreight.com
Tammy.Wertman(@YRCFreight.com
Roger.Kaufman@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Miller@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Callazo@reddaway.com
Raymond.Amador@yrcfreight.com
Curt.Felker@myyellow.com
Lisa.Rosa@myYellow.com
Priscilla.Boyd@myyellow.com
Rosalyn.Stroman@YRCFreight.com
James.Barros@reddaway.com
keith.graves@myYellow.com
FlJimenez@newpenn.com
Chris.Laferty@myyellow.com
Donna.Rooks@YRCFreight.com
Shannon.Coleman@myY ellow.com
Meschelle.Cruz@usfc.com
Shannon.St.John@usfc.com
Brian.Dull@YRCFreight.com
Roderick.Henry@usfc.com
Jacob.Mccarty@usfc.com
Sheree.Burton@reddaway.com
Dwayne.Snipes@YRCFreight.com
Marlene.Metzger@YRCFreight.com
sa_dkruger@myyellow.com
Allison.Geary@myyellow.com
Tony.Guerrero@myYellow.com
Eugene.Sordahl@YRCFreight.com
Jimmy.Lawson@yrcfreight.com
Leslie.Neill@myYellow.com
Rick.Kelley@myYellow.com
Charles.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Shawn.Husmann@myyellow.com
Kevin.Gutierrez@YRCFreight.com
Jonathan.Rexin@myYellow.com
Arthur.Kessnick@YRCFreight.com
Amanda.Lillie@myYellow.com
Rachel.Poches@myYellow.com
James.Sanchez]R@yrcfreight.com
Charity.Locke@myYellow.com
Annie. Wagaman@yrcfreight.com
Adrianne.Smith@myyellow.com
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Kenneth.Murphy2@YRCFreight.com
Andrew.Stepanek@myYellow.com
Michael. Dunn@myY ellow.com
Zaniya.Bass@myYellow.com
Joy.Huston@YRCFreight.com
Lauri.Taylor@YRCFreight.com
Cassandra.Villarreal @myYellow.com
Jacob.Necessary@yrcfreight.com
Eric.Thorson@usfc.com
Adam.VanBetuw@yrcfreight.com
Amber.Sharon@myYellow.com
Jessica.Cruse@myYellow.com
Megan.Barnes@YRCFreight.com
Chuck.Isaac@myyellow.com
Almanza.Jaramillo@myyellow.com
Erik.Reid@YRCFreight.com
connie.mattson@myYellow.com
Estela.Canales@YRCFreight.com
Kelly.Badley@YRCFreight.com
Joann.Smyrock@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Neal@YRCFreight.com
Aaron.Rosema@myyellow.com

Jeff. Wright@myYellow.com
Lorena.Cantwell@YRCFreight.com
Crystal.Taylor@myYellow.com
Timothy.Jackson@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Waits@myYellow.com
John.DiBari@myYellow.com
MCottrell@newpenn.com
Claudia.Morales@yrcfreight.com
Tamera.Morrison@myYellow.com
Kirby.Brown@reddaway.com
Jason. Wright@myYellow.com
Dave.Wahlin@YRCFreight.com
Derek.Black@YRCFreight.com
Anna.Schnacker@myyellow.com
Eric.Kerr@usfc.com
Misty.Robbins@usfc.com
Colston.Erwin@myYellow.com
Robert.Kraemer@myYellow.com
Mark.VanBerlo@myyellow.com
Clay.Mansfield@yrcfreight.com
Hung.Cao@YRCFreight.com
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Dallas.Rigdon@myyellow.com

Emil.Oberg@usfc.com

Kelly.Harlan@myYellow.com

Daniel.Montero@yrcfreight.com

Stephanie.Kies@myyellow.com

John.Tucker@myYellow.com

Joseph.Duran@reddaway.com

Daniel. McKnought@myYellow.com

Chris.Hansen@YRCFreight.com

Swathi.Kodam@myyellow.com

Nicole.Millhoan@YRCFreight.com

Lisa.Arnold@myYellow.com

Mike.Penner@myYellow.com

Adrianna.Diaz@myYellow.com

Joy.Miller@YRCFreight.com

Bryn.Aytes@myyellow.com

Andres.Cardozo@usfc.com

Faith.Francka@usfc.com

Chad.Anders@YRCFreight.com

Kylee.Stange@yrcfreight.com

Trang.Horn@myyellow.com

Elmonda.Murry@usfc.com

Mike.Flanagan@myY ellow.com

Johnny.Clevenger@yrcfreight.com

Harry Kim@yrcfreight.com

Kelsey.Harrell@myyellow.com

Colton.Franklin@myY ellow.com

Ozzie.Soto@YRCFreight.com

Ron.Solt@myYellow.com

Pete.Sellen@yrcfreight.com

Phil.Carroll@myYellow.com

Tom.Parish@myYellow.com

Christopher.Monge@reddaway.com

Pat.Reisser@YRCFreight.com

Michael. Lima@myyellow.com

Brenie.Harmon@usfc.com

Kelly.Ralston@yrcfreight.com

John.Bender@myYellow.com

Cyd.Duncan@YRCFreight.com

Connor.Smith@myYellow.com

Pete.Sandhu@myYellow.com

John.Turzy@usfc.com

David.Sponaugle@myyellow.com
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Kenneth.Marple@yrcfreight.com
Spencer.Roberts@myYellow.com
Ike.Patterson(@YRCFreight.com
Tom.McIntosh@YRCFreight.com
Oscar.Carrillo@reddaway.com
Daniel.Mathers@reddaway.com
Josh.Oliver@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Herzog@YRCFreight.com
Sherilyn.Jones@yrcfreight.com
Farin. Wilson@myYellow.com
Jacob.Hidalgo@reddaway.com
Cardell. Thurman@yrcfreight.com
Nichole.Lozon@myyellow.com
James.Harbison@YRCFreight.com
Marcus.Mckibben@yrcfreight.com
Grant.Taylor@YRCFreight.com
Joseph.Rogers@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Hawkins@yrcfreight.com
Patrick.Parker@myYellow.com
Jonathan.King@myyellow.com
Garrick. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Danny.Archie@YRCFreight.com
Seth.Holland@myYellow.com
Kelli.Cahill@YRCFreight.com
jmclarey@newpenn.com
Jaena.Jeppson@reddaway.com
Desiree. Vest@reddaway.com
Vickie.Michalak@YRCFreight.com
Amanda.Magill@myyellow.com
Mike.Brown@myyellow.com
Daniel. Garza@yrcfreight.com
Claudette.Rochon@myyellow.com
Greg.Knowles@YRCFreight.com
Kagiso.Nkele@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Reinhart@YRCFreight.com
Steve.Palmer@yrcfreight.com
Jose.Eilisararras@yrcfreight.com
Joel.Farris@yrcfreight.com
Jake.Fleury@myyellow.com
Beverly.Cummins@myY ellow.com
Shane.Gleason@yrcfreight.com
Tracy.Hamstra@myyellow.com
Bryan.Gordon@YRCFreight.com
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Aiden.Scott@reddaway.com
Damien.Giles@reddaway.com
Steven. Wolfe@reddaway.com
Barry.Kenny@yrcfreight.com
Larry. Watkins@yrcfreight.com
Dan.Kane@YRCFreight.com
Megan.Hentz@yrcfreight.com
John.Molidor@yrcfreight.com
Kelvin.Merritt@YRCFreight.com
Cox.Jonathan@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Millwood@usfc.com
Brittany.Evans@myYellow.com
Jacob.Wheeldon@myyellow.com
Amy.Rowley@YRCFreight.com
Monty.Bovell@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Carlson@usfc.com
Paul.Drexler@yrcfreight.com
John.Brownawell@yrcfreight.com
Anthony.Lepri@yrcfreight.com
Triston.Glover@yrcfreight.com
Michelle.Liu@myYellow.com
Jesse.Galvan@myYellow.com
Vanessa.Donaldson@YRCFreight.com
Ryan.Jacobs@yrcfreight.com
Jeremy.Shrout@usfc.com
Thomas.Phippin@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Boston@yrcfreight.com
Martin.Kennedy@yrcfreight.com
Kim.Barber@usfc.com
Keith.Mercek@yrcfreight.com
Mona.Spears@YRCFreight.com
Tim.Bolde@YRCFreight.com
Mark.Reynolds@YRCFreight.com
MRossi@newpenn.com
Olivia.Underwood@usfc.com
Cathy.Fattore@YRCFreight.com
Donald.Williams@YRCFreight.com
Hector.Camacho@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Gillespie@yrcfreight.com
Lynn.Klein@YRCFreight.com
David.Allison@myyellow.com
Stephen.Regruth@yrcfreight.com
Kara.Harrison@myYellow.com
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Michel.Gonzalez@reddaway.com
Jon.Kato@yrcfreight.com
Victor.Williams@yrcfreight.com
Percianese.Sims@yrcfreight.com
Audra.Boswell@myYellow.com
Brett.Herbert@YRCFreight.com
Nicholas.Reodica@yrcfreight.com
E.McLennan@YRCFreight.com
Steve.Krochock@myYellow.com
Brenda. Strickland@yrcfreight.com
mike.capuano@myYellow.com

Jill. Lane@yrcfreight.com
Chad.Shugart@YRCFreight.com
Jaunee.Hester@myYellow.com
Maria.Barberena@yrcfreight.com
Tammy.Breiding@myYellow.com
Deanna.Coster@myyellow.com
Mike.Reeder@myYellow.com
Lynn.Rowley@reddaway.com
Jessica.Anderson@myYellow.com
Candice.Johnson@myYellow.com
Brenda.Hardimon@YRCFreight.com
Sonny.Dimatatac@YRCFreight.com
Charloette.Hackathorn@myyellow.com
Ryan.Mattenson@myYellow.com
Amanda.Kenney@YRCFreight.com
Janine.Haynes@YRCFreight.com
Debra.Mortensen@usfc.com
JeffD.Smith@myYellow.com
Frank.Minerva@myyellow.com
Masajed.Elsemeih@yrcfreight.com
Vidal. Torres@yrcfreight.com
Maria.Starns@myyellow.com
Steve.Slomski@myyellow.com
Glory.Bunde@myYellow.com
Dillon.Grace@yrcfreight.com
George.Reese@yrcfreight.com
Jen.Stahl@myYellow.com
Sheryl.Keller@myYellow.com
Dennis.Mowdy@YRCFreight.com
Ryan.Harris@reddaway.com
Jordan.Goulet@myyellow.com
Jeremy.Dean@myYellow.com
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Nate.Lasorsa@myyellow.com

Tim.E.Davis@myYellow.com

Cindy.Ramsey@myyellow.com

Eric.Lopez@reddaway.com

Trina.Pliska@myyellow.com

Kenneth.Lawrence@YRCFreight.com

Addrianne.Conway@myY ellow.com

Brian.Ramsey@myyellow.com

Elizabeth.Simmons@myY ellow.com

Robert.Bilick@myYellow.com

Melissa.Jass@myYellow.com

Teresa.Smith@YRCFreight.com

Paula.Floyd@YRCFreight.com

Donna.Oglesby@YRCFreight.com

Mark.Lane@YRCFreight.com

Shelly.Davis@YRCFreight.com

Danielle.Guzman@myY ellow.com

Andrew.Robinson@myYellow.com

Brendalie.Benjamin@YRCFreight.com

Julie.Slone@myYellow.com

Jeffrey. Wylie@myYellow.com

Michael. Curran@myyellow.com

Joiner.Chavez@myyellow.com

Monica.Strasser@myY ellow.com

Mayra.Bogarin@YRCFreight.com

Christy.Lafuente@yrcfreight.com

Stan.Hite@myYellow.com

Ahtziri.Roetzer@myYellow.com

James.White@myYellow.com

Robbie.Reid@YRCFreight.com

John.Petrie@myYellow.com

Shane.Smith@myYellow.com

Fred.McCoy@usfc.com

Sylvester.Stewart@myY ellow.com

Scott.Butler@usfc.com

Dana.Downey@usfc.com

Anna.Vargas@yrcfreight.com

Shanon.Poyser@myY ellow.com

Roxanne.Biggar@myyellow.com

Jack.Dowdell@yrcfreight.com

Amarnath.Venkataraman@myyellow.com

Lincoln.Steenblik@myYellow.com

Savanna.Alvarez@reddaway.com
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Lori.Farstead@myYellow.com

Michael.Poindexter@myyellow.com

Dorothy. Thomas@yrcfreight.com

Brian.Clayton@myYellow.com

Jaylon.Radel@myYellow.com

Lonnie.Ballentine@yrcfreight.com

William.Sorci@yrcfreight.com

Jeremy.Hensley@usfc.com

Chris.Kotchik@myYellow.com

Matthew.Stitt@myYellow.com

Matt.Mascorro@yrcfreight.com

Wayman.Caldwell@myYellow.com

Jon.Deleon@myYellow.com

Hugh.McKinnies@myYellow.com

Darlene.Ardoin@YRCFreight.com

Luis.Torres@myyellow.com

Jennifer. Wiese@myYellow.com

Shawn.Harris@YRCFreight.com

Alan.Ramirez@myyellow.com

Ed.Durham@usfc.com

John.Pate@myyellow.com

Boyd.Hughes@myYellow.com

Jennifer.Dennis@myYellow.com

Melissa.Nicholas@myYellow.com

Derek.Nelson@myYellow.com

Peter.Popp@usfc.com

Ken.Lee@yrcfreight.com

Steve.Tobolic@YRCFreight.com

John.Miles@myYellow.com

Kevin.Conlin@YRCFreight.com

Travis.Jones@myYellow.com

Brian.Wise@myYellow.com

Steven.Boothe@yrcfreight.com

Geoffrey.Kruszynski@YRCFreight.com

Moe.Clemmons@yrcfreight.com

Taya.Villalta@YRCFreight.com

Sebastian.Mumper@yrcfreight.com

Michael.Badejo@yrcfreight.com

Taylor.Eichel@myyellow.com

Ryan.Williams@yrcfreight.com

Steve.Dolatowski@myyellow.com

Jacob.Henninger@myyellow.com

Jake.Vaughn@yrcfreight.com
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Dj.Anderson@yrcfreight.com
Dan.Shaffer@yrcfreight.com
sa_gnull@myyellow.com
Joseph.Guilfoyle@yrcfreight.com
John.Wirth@myYellow.com
Rob.Britt@myyellow.com
Matthew.Nordwall@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Rivera@reddaway.com
Justin.Cox@YRCFreight.com
Nathan.Maguire@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Burger@myYellow.com
Calvin.Franklin@YRCFreight.com
DBlattenberger@newpenn.com
Gerard.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Noel.Pernas@yrcfreight.com
Dave.Carpenter@myYellow.com
Nicholas.Lacouette@yrcfreight.com
Jared.Martin@yrcfreight.com
Carl.Schloot@YRCFreight.com
Anthony.Sponaugle@yrcfreight.com
Jeffrey. Mcgee@yrcfreight.com
Donnie.Crittle@yrcfreight.com
Eric.Schmitz@reddaway.com
Janice.Laidlaw(@YRCFreight.com
Miguel.Cordova@yrcfreight.com
Eric.Hartsaw(@YRCFreight.com
Elliot.Grondin@myY ellow.com
Ross.Bassett@yrcfreight.com
Brande.Kennedy@myyellow.com
Ashley.Craycraft@myyellow.com
Bobby.Sullivan@YRCFreight.com
Emie.Bussell@myYellow.com
John.Beasley@yrcfreight.com
Bryant.Roach@yrcfreight.com
Bill.Caldwell@yrcfreight.com
Dante.Johnson@yrcfreight.com
Michelle.Ribble@myyellow.com
Bill.Curry@myYellow.com
Clayton.Baggett@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Miller@yrcfreight.com
Marty.Deheer@myYellow.com
Courtney.Cauthen@myyellow.com
Lamont.Anderson@yrcfreight.com

100



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 105 of 152
214

Bryant. Workman@yrcfreight.com
mwaaramaa@newpenn.com
Nathan.Imler@yrcfreight.com
Rick.Earl@yrcfreight.com
Chantelle.Davidson@myyellow.com
Burgos.Roger@reddaway.com
Janice.Zawatski@myYellow.com
Nathan.Osborne@yrcfreight.com
Peter.Simpson@myY ellow.com
David.Esquivel@yrcfreight.com
Brent.Beyers@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Olson@myYellow.com
Bharat.Lakhanpal@yrcfreight.com
Kim.Riis@YRCFreight.com
Tristan. Anderson@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Paul@yrcfreight.com
Briana.Hollins@yrcfreight.com
MSayuk@newpenn.com
John.Tharp@yrcfreight.com
Fred.Williams@usfc.com
Adreyanna.Marshall@myYellow.com
Daniel.Nowak@usfc.com
April.Bernard@myYellow.com
Alex.Hobbs@usfc.com
Briana.Adrian@usfc.com
Troy.Asher@yrcfreight.com
Quinton.Kaiser@myyellow.com
Rawle.Hayling@yrcfreight.com
Roberto.Polan@myYellow.com
El.Johnsonl@yrcfreight.com
Angela.Beckam@yrcfreight.com
Shelton.Liddell@YRCFreight.com
Sergio.Noches@yrcfreight.com
Lisa.McCarthy@YRCFreight.com
Stacy.Wilkinson@usfc.com
Daniel.Newcomer@usfc.com
Fran.Jackson@yrcfreight.com
Josh.Brown@usfc.com

Milton. Guyton@yrcfreight.com
Stacey. Wright@usfc.com
Shannon.Randolph@usfc.com
Jorge.DeLaCruz@YRCFreight.com
John.Sloane@yrcfreight.com
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Gary.Kramer@usfc.com

Miguel. Mendez@usfc.com
Lori.Kennedy@usfc.com
Dale.Schlett@usfc.com
Michael.Little@yrcfreight.com
Heather.DelLosSantos@myyellow.com
Danny.Argudo@YRCFreight.com
Lori.DeWildt@usfc.com
Jimmy.Orent@usfc.com
Zhouyang.Yu@reddaway.com
Mica.Beale@usfc.com
Iparenteau@newpenn.com
Charles.Clark@yrcfreight.com
Oscar.Melendez@yrcfreight.com
Krista.Nichols@YRCFreight.com
jmcminn@newpenn.com
Scott.Battley@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Roberts@usfc.com
Carlos.Arredondo@myyellow.com
Grant.Roper@usfc.com
Garrett.Fitzsimmons@usfc.com
Deborah.Mullins@myYellow.com
James.Roebuck@yrcfreight.com
Bryan.Youtzy@YRCFreight.com
TKing@newpenn.com
Donna.Wisser@YRCFreight.com
bmister@newpenn.com
Ron.Dreyfus@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Harrison@usfc.com
WAvellaneda@newpenn.com
Gaoleda.Yang@usfc.com
Donald.Akins@usfc.com

Michael. Wojtylko@usfc.com
Tommy.Arrowood@myYellow.com
Nikki.Arrants@usfc.com
Joseph.Versboncoeur@usfc.com
jberrien@newpenn.com
Kristin.Kubitza@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Peter@YRCFreight.com
Beth.Staley@usfc.com
Ronnie.Caffey@yrcfreight.com
David.McQuiggan@Y RCFreight.com
Durice.Adamson(@YRCFreight.com
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Ross.Carrier@myYellow.com
Martin. VanBokkem(@YRCFreight.com
John.Bruner@usfc.com
Jason.Reed@yrcfreight.com
Bev.Radtke@usfc.com
Linda.Hickein@YRCFreight.com
Richard.Arthur@yrcfreight.com
Brandon.Shipley@reddaway.com
Greta.Kaiser@usfc.com
Bonnie.Semmen@myYellow.com
Denise.Goolsby@myyellow.com
Kitty Kessler@yrcfreight.com
Jacob.Peterson@yrcfreight.com
Sharee.Johnston@YRCFreight.com
April.Pulley@myYellow.com
Kathy.Vachon@YRCFreight.com
Merton.Shawlii@yrcfreight.com
AGage@newpenn.com
Juan.Rodriguez@yrcfreight.com
Jennifer.Shelton@usfc.com
Jayson.Murdoff@yrcfreight.com
Mary.SeegerBurmis@YRCFreight.com
Aniberka.Jimenez@yrcfreight.com
Mindy.McClellan@YRCFreight.com
Wale.Saka@usfc.com
Gilbert.Chavez@YRCFreight.com
JLund@newpenn.com
Debbie.Teran@reddaway.com
Richard.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Tyrone. Williams@usfc.com
Dennis.Amberson@myYellow.com
Kyle.Madsen@yrcfreight.com
Shannon.Griesinger@usfc.com
Nathan.Bunce@YRCFreight.com
Gregory.Carbett@yrcfreight.com
Christie. Torr@YRCFreight.com
JoeC.Biddle@myYellow.com
MPowell@newpenn.com
Sarissa.Fox@yrcfreight.com
Tracie.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Adam.Emal@reddaway.com
Danielle.Hull@YRCFreight.com
Annette.Johnson@usfc.com
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Laura.Rice@usfc.com
Bart.Fisher@myyellow.com
Chris.Schickel@usfc.com
Pat.Marini@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Cox@myYellow.com
Shannon.McNair@YRCFreight.com
Vanessa.Kenworthy@usfc.com
Hugo.Lozano@YRCFreight.com

Judy.Sexton@myYellow.com
Brenda.RikDelacruz-
Estupinan2@myyellow.com

Deshawn. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Stacey.Hollister@usfc.com
Tina.Johnson@myY ellow.com
Cindy.Swanger@YRCFreight.com
Brenda.Finkbeiner@usfc.com
Estella.Fisher@yrcfreight.com
Deanna.Nettles@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Youssi@yrcfreight.com
Annie.Carlson@usfc.com
Carlette.Monroe@YRCFreight.com
Holly.Rochester@YRCFreight.com
Darlene.Lillo@YRCFreight.com
Chad.Zortman@myYellow.com
Mark.Sanson@myY ellow.com
Etha.Johnson@myY ellow.com
Robert.Mcconnell@YRCFreight.com
Ken.Singh@yrcfreight.com
Donna.Jagger@myYellow.com
MarkK.Johnson@myYellow.com
Bob.GowinCollins@myyellow.com
Bryan.Serrano@yrcfreight.com
Katie.Johnson@myYellow.com
Allen.Cox@usfc.com
Harold.Nofziger@myYellow.com
Elaine.Lawler@YRCFreight.com
Jeremy.Roberts@myyellow.com
Theresa.Castaldo@YRCFreight.com
Erin.Miller@myYellow.com
Tammy.Richards@usfc.com
David.Litzau@myyellow.com
Brad.Burriss@myYellow.com
Karen.Armour@usfc.com
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tmrozicki@newpenn.com
Grant.Groulx@myyellow.com
Kathryn.Posey(@YRCFreight.com
Shelby.Lucas@yrcfreight.com
Kimberly.SircyHutchinson@usfc.com
Donna.Mangrum@YRCFreight.com
Tracie.Dawson@usfc.com
Brady.Sugihara@YRCFreight.com
Amy.Kazyak@myyellow.com
Eugene.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
Diane.Hillis@myyellow.com
Tracy.Dunlap@myyellow.com
Joe.Melcher@usfc.com
Matt.Dalrymple@myyellow.com
Morgan.Collins@myYellow.com
Stacy.McDonald@myyellow.com
Laura.Babcock@myyellow.com
Arrington. Walker@myYellow.com
Jackie. Minich@myY ellow.com
Phyllis. Thompson@myY ellow.com
MMarsh@newpenn.com
Leeann.Neel@myyellow.com
Harold.Norman@yrcfreight.com
Jamie.Haines@myY ellow.com
Janice.Zoerhoffl@myyellow.com
Linda.Grant@yrcfreight.com
Linda.Shelton@usfc.com
Jami.Hoats@YRCFreight.com
Terry. Adams@usfc.com
Robert.Coleman@YRCFreight.com
Tina.Cibulka@YRCFreight.com
Karen.Snow@myYellow.com
Amelia.Felci@myyellow.com
sherry.tiggelaar@myYellow.com
Merle.Gaddis@myYellow.com
Arlene.Hamilton@reddaway.com
Lisa.Emerson@myY ellow.com
Michael.Payne@myyellow.com
lisa.hoffman@myYellow.com
Kayla.Reilly@yrcfreight.com
Patricia. Amrhein@YRCFreight.com
Eleshia.Steele@myyellow.com
Ken.Hardison@myYellow.com

105



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 110 of 152
219

Marni.Schulz@YRCFreight.com
Courtney.Clinton@myYellow.com
Mitzi. Wright@usfc.com
Christopher.Williams@myYellow.com
Tina.Krumrie@usfc.com
Agnes.Ash@usfc.com
Mike.Angelov@usfc.com
Tabitha.Lynch@usfc.com
Joe.Santoro@myYellow.com
Jo.Claus@myYellow.com
Denise.Mallory@yrcfreight.com
Davanney.Stich@yrcfreight.com
Rebecca.Blas@reddaway.com
Roosevelt.Colvard@yrcfreight.com
Pam.Kreun@myYellow.com
Cary.Hoxworth@myyellow.com
Brad.Taylor@yrcfreight.com
Jordan.Stein@yrcfreight.com
Pam.Vanlaan@YRCFreight.com
Vicky.Davis@YRCFreight.com
Traci.Nash@myyellow.com
Joe.McNiel@reddaway.com
Betty.Busby@myyellow.com
Tom.Allstot@myyellow.com
Natalie.Halstead@YRCFreight.com
Johanna.Thiessen@myYellow.com
Brad.Fitch@myYellow.com
Shirlene.Scott@myyellow.com
Douglas.StMartin@myY ellow.com
Melody.Esposito@yrcfreight.com
Matthew.Odette@myYellow.com
Thomas.LahmanJr@usfc.com
Kim.Hocker@myYellow.com
Pamela.Mcleod@yrcfreight.com
Nicole.MetcalfSmith@yrcfreight.com
Nancy.Snider@myyellow.com
Lindzzi.Ngati@myyellow.com
Michael.Ricciarelli@yrcfreight.com
Shari.Luzney@myYellow.com
Dale.Sustek@usfc.com
Cindy.Taylor@YRCFreight.com
Laura.Harold@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Miller@myYellow.com
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Kassandra.Molloy@myYellow.com
Joshua.Shultz@myyellow.com
Jessie.Cox@yrcfreight.com
Mary.Boatright@myY ellow.com
Sharena.Terrell@myYellow.com
Scott.Howard@reddaway.com
Linda.Klinefeldt@myYellow.com
Lori.Varns@myYellow.com
Melanie. Wright@myY ellow.com
Tracy.Snider@myyellow.com
kelly.hofner@yrcfreight.com
Donna.Faini@myYellow.com
James.Jewell@YRCFreight.com
Bodee.Ervin@myYellow.com
Sandy.Preston@myYellow.com
Marissa.Lafferty@myyellow.com
Eileen.Cardenas@YRCFreight.com
Uzair.Jamil@myyellow.com
Makayla.Everts@myyellow.com
Rachel.Garcia@myyellow.com
Drew.Wilson@myY ellow.com
TBoyer@newpenn.com
Dwight.Wiley@yrcfreight.com
Julie.Patton@reddaway.com
Rachel.Boomer-Campbell@myY ellow.com
Clinton.Vickers@myYellow.com
Max.Werner@myyellow.com
Joy.Kastens@usfc.com
KevinD.Smith@myYellow.com
Ryan.Tubergen@myY ellow.com
Jorge.Rodriguez@myyellow.com
Jon.Nabarrette@myYellow.com
Vijay.Ghuraya@YRCFreight.com
Andrew.Drumm@myYellow.com
Ryan.Graham@myYellow.com
Catherine.Bassett@myyellow.com
Tony.Rossi@myYellow.com
Larry.Wilhelm@YRCFreight.com
Danielle.Reynolds@myYellow.com
Patti. Dixon@reddaway.com
Mike.Beland@myyellow.com
Tina.Spilski@usfc.com
Victoria.Collins@myYellow.com
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Joshua.Trester@YRCFreight.com

Kim.Crockett@myYellow.com

Rachel.Lange@myYellow.com

Larry.Keating@myYellow.com

Jim.Hannum@myYellow.com

Matt.McKernan@myYellow.com

Patricia.Franco-Demme@myyellow.com

Froilan.Villapena@myYellow.com

Sabrina.Cookinham@myyellow.com

Kathy.Ewing@YRCFreight.com

Stefanie.Brown@myYellow.com

Joy.Dallessandro@YRCFreight.com

David.Killoran@myyellow.com

Jerry.Hernandez@YRCFreight.com

Scott.Birmingham@myY ellow.com

Marilyn.Penna@myyellow.com

Brigetta.Dunson@myYellow.com

Todd.Ritter@myYellow.com

Andrew.Valese@myyellow.com

Phil. Maxwell@reddaway.com

Kristen.Coleman@myyellow.com

Sierra.Mason@myY ellow.com

Adam.Carr@myyellow.com

Andrew.Baker@myYellow.com

Delaney.Jimenez@myyellow.com

Debbi.Urbano@myYellow.com

Nick.Novotny@YRCFreight.com

Darrin.Burkhart@YRCFreight.com

Deshaun.Smith@myyellow.com

Jim.Diddle@myYellow.com

Emily.Ramer@myyellow.com

Dameca.Block@myyellow.com

Danielle.Hall@myyellow.com

John.Tebeau@reddaway.com

Katie.Snow@myyellow.com

Phil. Walton@usfc.com

Charles.Stiles@yrcfreight.com

Jake.Pope@myYellow.com

Jerry.Highley@myYellow.com

jason.etnier@myYellow.com

aevola@newpenn.com

Richard.Hoisington@reddaway.com

Jeremy.Rokusek@myyellow.com
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Kevin.Ramdeen@myyellow.com

Jerry. Hays@myYellow.com

Ann.Barney@myYellow.com

Chasidy. White@myyellow.com

Dan.Crowley@myY ellow.com

Vanessa.Anudike@myyellow.com

Jeff. Buus@myYellow.com

Maribeth.Cortes@myYellow.com

Scott.Johnson@reddaway.com

Kelsie. Hill@usfc.com

Brendon.Nissen@myyellow.com

Vernita.Roxbury@myyellow.com

Alyssa.Bradley@myYellow.com

Steve.Nye@myyellow.com

Christie.Kerr@myYellow.com

Marcella.Yang@yrcfreight.com

Patience.Cundiff@myyellow.com

Sharon.Lee@myY ellow.com

Henry.Mccluskey@myYellow.com

Kristine.Schmidt@YRCFreight.com

Eddy.Fernandez@myyellow.com

Elizabeth.Rasmussen@YRCFreight.com

Noah.Miller@myY ellow.com

Renee.Melton@myYellow.com

Stephanie.Clurman@myY ellow.com

Trevor. Thompson@myYellow.com

Efrain.Alonso@reddaway.com

Darline.Olds@usfc.com

Johnita.Slaughter@myY ellow.com

JFranz@newpenn.com

Lisa.French@reddaway.com

Jason.Glaus@myyellow.com

Karen.Cockrane@YRCFreight.com

Doug.Benson@reddaway.com

Gary.Cook@yrcfreight.com

Matthew.Kennelly@yrcfreight.com

Todd.Farah@myyellow.com

sa_bdiallo@myyellow.com

Aaron.Eslinger@myY ellow.com

Grace.Sena@YRCFreight.com

Trevor.Rand@myyellow.com

Michael. Uribes@yrcfreight.com

Paula.Campbell@myyellow.com
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Susan.Eslinger@myYellow.com
Brian.Shrum@myyellow.com
Toby.DAlessandro@myY ellow.com
Emma.Worley@myyellow.com
Joseph.Francis@myyellow.com
Tre.Mitchell@myyellow.com
Richard.Elbel@myyellow.com
Loretta.Scarbrough@myY ellow.com
Kenna.Rigdon@usfc.com
Matthew.Humphrey@myyellow.com
Murrell.Lagacy@myY ellow.com
Brian.Urbano@myY ellow.com
Don.Pant@myyellow.com

Jeffrey. Whitfield@myYellow.com
Emily.Cummings@myyellow.com
Kelly.Petrie@YRCFreight.com
Russell. Hays@usfc.com
Tobie.Roberts@yrcfreight.com
Antoine.Johnson@myyellow.com
Elma.Mendoza@myYellow.com
Chris.Hood@YRCFreight.com
Daniel.Malorni@myYellow.com
Cailyn.Deeney@myyellow.com
Bob.Kile@myYellow.com
Mitch.Gilliard@YRCFreight.com
Jaime.Corona@reddaway.com
Krishnaveena.Ramavath@myYellow.com
Hannah.Kaloupek@myYellow.com
Maggie.Taylor@myyellow.com
James.Powell@myyellow.com
Diane.Flores@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Ahles@usfc.com
Alli.Terrapin@myYellow.com
Mike.Driscoll@myYellow.com
Misty.Rilley@reddaway.com
Amber.Baker@YRCFreight.com
william.kolleck@myYellow.com
Kelly.Lindberg@reddaway.com
Juanita.Patterson@reddaway.com
Roger.Thompson@myyellow.com
Blair.Miller@yrcfreight.com
Dewanda.BradfordSmith@usfc.com
Tyann.Carnes@myyellow.com
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Bill. Havard@YRCFreight.com
Joseph.Kinkella@myYellow.com
Gerry.Manzella@YRCFreight.com
Kim.Hardy@yrcfreight.com
Peggy.Plourde@YRCFreight.com
Tamara.Sebasta@myyellow.com
Hannah.Henley@myYellow.com
Michelle.Prater@reddaway.com
Jorge.Duarte@myYellow.com
Jessica.King@YRCFreight.com
Tina.Hadamik@yrcfreight.com
Jesse.Solway@myyellow.com
Nga.Trinh-Vu@myyellow.com
Sandy.Hovrud@usfc.com
Martha.James@usfc.com

Harry Riley@myYellow.com
Sandi.Romeo@myYellow.com
Rhonda.Barker@myYellow.com
Saul.Lopez@myY ellow.com
Valencia.Briscoe@YRCFreight.com
Nicholas.McGettigan@myY ellow.com
Shonda.Cade@myyellow.com
Rhythm.Aaron@yrcfreight.com
Nancy.Patterson@myYellow.com
Anabel.Garcia@myYellow.com
Courtney.Butler@myyellow.com
Stevie.Fritz@myyellow.com
Lisa.Sullivan@YRCFreight.com
Tracey.Helgeson@myYellow.com
Lorraine.Jewett@reddaway.com
Chelsea.Pravecek@myyellow.com
Lamonta. Wade@usfc.com
Nadine.Terry@YRCFreight.com
Michele.McKenna@YRCFreight.com
Levi.West@myyellow.com
AMani@newpenn.com
Keith.Eagles@myyellow.com
Jay.Hubner@myYellow.com
Jerry.Myers@yrcfreight.com
Audra.Lewis@myyellow.com
Dave.Wilcut@myyellow.com
Gwen.Hague@myyellow.com
Kaitlyn.Foster@myyellow.com
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Nicole.Greer@YRCFreight.com

Mack.Malone@myYellow.com

Cole.Mcdermott@myyellow.com

Adam.Negen@myYellow.com

Danny.Ho@myyellow.com

Andy.Drey@myyellow.com

Jan.Harrell@YRCFreight.com

Jason.Wallace@yrcfreight.com

Amelia.Puente@reddaway.com

Jerry.Taccaban@YRCFreight.com

Israel.Davis@myYellow.com

lyndsey.shaw@myYellow.com

Tom.Slauter@yrcfreight.com

Chris.Sprague@YRCFreight.com

Frank.Surico@myYellow.com

Melissa.Flynn@myYellow.com

Allie.Gere@reddaway.com

Cynthia.Cantu@myYellow.com

Marianne.Cunningham@myyellow.com

Helen.Schwenke@myYellow.com

Bridgett. Hill@YRCFreight.com

Darren. Whitton@myYellow.com

Moriah.Weaver@yrcfreight.com

Selene.Ruiz@myyellow.com

Leland.Hucke@myY ellow.com

steve.carda@myY ellow.com

Roberto.Alvarez@myyellow.com

Jeremiah.Shull@myYellow.com

Michael.Ladd@myyellow.com

Stacey.Vanslooten@myyellow.com

Lee.Kailer@reddaway.com

Christian.Holowchak@myyellow.com

Lorena.Ayala@reddaway.com

Nathan.Ragner@myYellow.com

Jeff.Gore@YRCFreight.com

Jamie.Moore@myyellow.com

Oliver.Williams@usfc.com

Derrick. Wilson@usfc.com

Giuseppe.Siciliano@yrcfreight.com

Nathan.Munafo@usfc.com

Tammy.Everett@myYellow.com

Dustin.Hulette@yrcfreight.com

Chelsea.Enslinger@myyellow.com
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Debbie.Yamada@myyellow.com
Jason.Lynch@myYellow.com
Jake.Sharp@reddaway.com
Joshua.Grosko@usfc.com
Rebecca.Saenz@myyellow.com
Mel.Carter@myYellow.com
Sharon.Smith@myyellow.com
Amy.Hill@myyellow.com
Kevin.Sasaki@reddaway.com
Coryn.OToole@YRCFreight.com
Griffin.Bacon@myyellow.com
Donald.Jeeninga@usfc.com
Kathryn. Wright@usfc.com
Nancy.Castillo@reddaway.com
Sean.Cordero@yrcfreight.com
Mari.Hare@myYellow.com
Casey.Pease@myyellow.com
Chris.Walters@myyellow.com
Erlinda.Delantar@yrcfreight.com
Paul.Carpenter@yrcfreight.com
Carlos.Leon@myYellow.com
Miki.BrouhardBryant@myYellow.com
Andrew.Slager@myyellow.com
Lindsey.Purser@myYellow.com
Lisa.Vriesenga@myyellow.com
Haley.Rivet@yrcfreight.com
Kimberly.Meeter@myY ellow.com
Patricia.Presti@YRCFreight.com
Rachel.Evans@myyellow.com
Jessica.Young@usfc.com
Tracey.Sanchez@YRCFreight.com
Courtney.Tucker@YRCFreight.com
Scott.Nichols@myyellow.com
Larry.Merrill@yrcfreight.com
Melissa.Brewer@YRCFreight.com
Scott.Staples@yrcfreight.com
Karen.Scollon@YRCFreight.com
David.Rosser@YRCFreight.com
Kelly.Harper@myyellow.com
Marlene.Miller@YRCFreight.com
Trena.Nguyen@YRCFreight.com
Bella.Estolas@yrcfreight.com
Rozlynn.Villia@YRCFreight.com
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John.Hermann@myYellow.com

Amanda.Guest@myYellow.com

Meredith.Biehl@usfc.com

Austin.Obrien@myYellow.com

Travis.Crichton@myYellow.com

Leon.Probasco@usfc.com

Kirk.Helzer@myYellow.com

Vickie.Carter@YRCFreight.com

Dustin. Watkins@myY ellow.com

Kevin.Ellsperman@myYellow.com

Eric.Cisneros@myyellow.com

Mike.Robinson@YRCFreight.com

Idella.Vanlue-Schumpert@myYellow.com

Kelsey.Nelson@myYellow.com

Mark.Ring@usfc.com

Mirabela. Woods@myYellow.com

Lezlie.Soule@yrcfreight.com

Alyx.Collins@yrcfreight.com

Tanya.Jones@YRCFreight.com

Megan.Larsen@myYellow.com

Stefanie.Sugarman@myYellow.com

Gary.Fralick@myYellow.com

Christine.Michanos@YRCFreight.com

Trent.Boston@myyellow.com

Amy.Cawley@YRCFreight.com

Jaimie.Ervin@myYellow.com

Etheleen.Kutscher@yrcfreight.com

Michelle.Garrard@myyellow.com

Brock.Studer@myyellow.com

Chelsea.Mackenzie@myyellow.com

Tina.Campbell@myYellow.com

Enrique.Pulido@myYellow.com

Ina.Derouen@myYellow.com

Lindsey.Hughes@usfc.com

Robert.Jochum@usfc.com

Meredith.Zielie@myYellow.com

Alex.Ramirez@myYellow.com

Tammie.Avelyn@yrcfreight.com

Sheyla.Farris@myyellow.com

Marlon.Askew@myyellow.com

Chase.Jarrard@myYellow.com

Anne.Quinlan@yrcfreight.com

Alicia.Bronson@myyellow.com
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Ian.Riley@myYellow.com
Julian.Brooks@yrcfreight.com
Kristin.Gregory@myyellow.com
JohnJ.Rangel@myyellow.com
Chandler.Starling@myY ellow.com
Veronica.Anderson@YRCFreight.com
Carol.Arnone@YRCFreight.com
Bethany.Thrash@yrcfreight.com
Khalil. Washington@myyellow.com
Samuel.Gibson@myY ellow.com
Marisela.Lujan@reddaway.com
Ebony.McKenzie@myYellow.com
Miguel.Contreras@reddaway.com
Renee.Heath@myYellow.com
Lonnie.Fairchild@myYellow.com
Victoria.Stewart@yrcfreight.com
Dylan.Gillaspie@myYellow.com
Doaa.Saleh@myyellow.com
ngonzalez@newpenn.com
Sarah.Steed@myyellow.com
Frank.Moldenhauer@myyellow.com
Lee.Crowe@myYellow.com
Jerry.Johnson@yrcfreight.com
Maritza.Collazo@YRCFreight.com
Melissa.Scott@YRCFreight.com
Hilda.Ortiz@yrcfreight.com
Jennifer.Hudson@myYellow.com
Craig.Zuber@myYellow.com
JimA.Nelson@myYellow.com
Joe.Lester@YRCFreight.com
Joe.Wright@reddaway.com
doug.williams@myYellow.com
Nancy.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Julissa.Maldonado@reddaway.com
Nikki.Jensen@myyellow.com
Terry.Dibello@myyellow.com
Olivia.Pichler@reddaway.com
Mike.Elmquist@myYellow.com
Tanya.Moon@YRCFreight.com
Sujal.Roderiquez@myYellow.com
Natalie. Murphy@yrcfreight.com
Pedro.Gomez2(@YRCFreight.com
Neil. Tolentino@YRCFreight.com
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Gregory.Bayird@usfc.com
Elaine.Peters@myYellow.com
Kimberly. Hunter@YRCFreight.com
Robin. Whittington@usfc.com
Theresa.Gayner@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer.Hughes@yrcfreight.com
Abby.Rose@myyellow.com
Nicholas.Custer@YRCFreight.com
Shannon.Senyko@myyellow.com
Nia.Mitchell@myyellow.com
Robert. Wood@YRCFreight.com
Toby.Davis@usfc.com

Marjhoree. Washington@myyellow.com
MLacy@newpenn.com

Debbie. Tompkins@myYellow.com
Christine.Pulido@myYellow.com
JThomas@newpenn.com
Denise.Morales@myYellow.com
Paul. Wahlster@usfc.com
Dwight.Grimes@yrcfreight.com
Harry.Wilcox@myYellow.com
Linda.Sarabia@YRCFreight.com
Megan.Nelson@myyellow.com
John.Ashworth@myYellow.com
Tina.Hoopman@myyellow.com
JenniferL.Wilson@myYellow.com
Vince.Nelson@myyellow.com
Madison. Whitlock@myY ellow.com
JChristiana@newpenn.com
Steven.X.Howell@myYellow.com
Nick.Machado@usfc.com
Ashley.Bailey@myyellow.com
Jim.Johnson@myyellow.com
Joshua.Ramsey@usfc.com
Joel.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Tracy.Lonning@myYellow.com
Cindy.McMullen@usfc.com
Valerie.Johnson@yrcfreight.com
Shantia.Mclain@myY ellow.com
ABrown@newpenn.com
Rich.Babb@reddaway.com

Janell.Y orkowitz@myyellow.com
Mathew.Willis@myYellow.com
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Dylan.Vargas@yrcfreight.com
Todd.Dickson@YRCFreight.com
Sergio.Reyes@yrcfreight.com
David.Robinsonl@myyellow.com
Kathleen.Newell@YRCFreight.com
Long.Nguyen@reddaway.com
Jacqueline.Valenzuela@yrcfreight.com
Deborah.Flores@YRCFreight.com
nate.farmer@myYellow.com
Rick.Schilling@myYellow.com
Lynn.Moss@myYellow.com
Sandra.Frederickson@usfc.com
MariAnne.Taylor@reddaway.com
Mike.Messemer@myY ellow.com
John.Conway(@usfc.com
Pat.Marshall@reddaway.com
Dane.Charlton@myyellow.com
Michael.Bryant@myyellow.com
Damari.Martinez@myYellow.com
Thomas.Kelly@YRCFreight.com
April.Monroe@myyellow.com
Frank.Uher@usfc.com
Janet.Clum@myYellow.com
Chris.Rushton@YRCFreight.com
Josh.Paine@YRCFreight.com
JScherzi@newpenn.com
Kevin.Winborne@myyellow.com
Germaine.Lishman@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Traver@YRCFreight.com
Ursula.Bayne@YRCFreight.com
Freddy.Monanga@yrcfreight.com
Pam.James@reddaway.com
Nichole.Dooley@usfc.com
Justine.Arends@myYellow.com
Gina.Carreto@YRCFreight.com
Dave.Cresswell@myYellow.com
Michelle.Gage@myYellow.com

Joe. BROADWATER@YRCFreight.com
Doug.Newton@myyellow.com
Dan.Mcgowan@myyellow.com
Sade.Turner@yrcfreight.com
Jonathan.Hildebran@yrcfreight.com
randall.nielsen@myYellow.com
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Marcel.Skulina@YRCFreight.com
Danielle.Bernard@usfc.com
Michael.Pettersson@usfc.com

Bill. Morton@reddaway.com
Esther.Crow(@yrcfreight.com
RBonesteel@newpenn.com
ECampos@newpenn.com
Michelle.Marin@reddaway.com
Kim.Barrie@YRCFreight.com
Tom.Hendrickson@myYellow.com
Olivia.Jones@myyellow.com
Jill.Gillespie@myyellow.com
Victoria.Otey@reddaway.com
John.Davies@YRCFreight.com
Candice.Sherman@myyellow.com
Kurt.Lind@YRCFreight.com
Sidney.Hoard@YRCFreight.com
Josh.Wasinger@myyellow.com
Mike.Henneman@myyellow.com
sa_sloveland@myyellow.com
Shanon.Abbott@yrcfreight.com
Kim.Chism@YRCFreight.com
Cindy.Ricardo@YRCFreight.com
William.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
John.Campbell@myYellow.com
Rebecca. Wayne@yrcfreight.com
Tina.Hanks@myyellow.com
Stephen.McKnight@YRCFreight.com
Darnny.Phoeur@myyellow.com
Megan.Aniag@reddaway.com
Chris.McCann@myYellow.com
Daisy.Gutierrez@yrcw.com
Dean.Thomas@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Fischer@usfc.com
Paul.Yakubicka@yrcfreight.com
Joshua.Fryling@myyellow.com
Kay.Thomson@myYellow.com
Michelle.Farias@YRCFreight.com
Haji.Salum@yrcfreight.com
Aaron.Biederman@YRCFreight.com
Don.Murphy@myyellow.com
Stacie.Frame@usfc.com
Justin.Smith@usfc.com
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Thea.Heier@myyellow.com
Rich.Young@YRCFreight.com
vsosnowski@newpenn.com
Dane.Milner@yrcfreight.com
Erin.Murtha@yrcfreight.com
Guy.Eboh@myYellow.com
Dustin.Rudd@yrcfreight.com
Trey.Busby@usfc.com
Nancy.Stuber@myyellow.com
Keri.Beyer@usfc.com
Michael.Day@myYellow.com
sa_cwilliams@myyellow.com
Balei.Maskel@usfc.com
Rubie.Ibarra@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Jochens@myyellow.com
Courtney.Jakes@yrcfreight.com
Doug.Adams@myYellow.com
Theresa.Lloyd@YRCFreight.com
Nita.Ranganathan@myY ellow.com
Zulma.Cortez@yrcfreight.com
Sean.Healy@myyellow.com
Tiffany.Rivera@reddaway.com
Pete.Shoudy@myYellow.com
Elizabeth.Ruthruff@reddaway.com
Jacob.Thomas@usfc.com
Landon.Hartenstein@usfc.com
Sallie. McNutt@YRCFreight.com
Sarah.Priddy@myYellow.com
Candice.Dugan@YRCFreight.com
Brianna.Lander@usfc.com
Rashea.Manning@myYellow.com
Daniel.Lehotan@usfc.com
Hailey.Brewer@myyellow.com
Michele.Houston-Craig@usfc.com
Matthew.Bovee@usfc.com
tprince@yrcfreight.com

Timothy. Whittler@myyellow.com
Stacie.Childress@YRCFreight.com
Aaron.Jackson@yrcfreight.com
Sharon.Kimmel@usfc.com
Debra.Pears@YRCFreight.com
Andrea.Jones@myyellow.com
Jason.Frank@myYellow.com

119



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 124 of 152
233

Melanie. Winters@usfc.com
DVelarde@newpenn.com
Chad.Potter@yrcfreight.com
Daniel.Swigert@reddaway.com
Monica.Malmgren@myyellow.com
Mikell. Ward@reddaway.com
Mark.Hood@myyellow.com
rlovero@newpenn.com
Lawrence.Gonzales@yrcfreight.com
Taylor.Wood@usfc.com
Fatou.Mbengue@myYellow.com
Gordon.Siltzer@YRCFreight.com
Joseph.Maldonado@reddaway.com
Keith.Goudeau@yrcfreight.com
John.Wood@myYellow.com
Lee.Williams@usfc.com

Heidi. Tonkovich@myYellow.com
Francisco.Antunez@usfc.com
Scott.Ray@myyellow.com
Charlie.Nguyen@reddaway.com
Kathy.Whisenant@myY ellow.com
Jaspreet.Kaur@yrcfreight.com
Ramneet. Kaur@usfc.com
Mireya.Villicana@YRCFreight.com
Ryan.Piazzola@YRCFreight.com
Garner.Peterson@usfc.com
Kenneth.Franklyn@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Staup@myyellow.com
Josefina. Tong@yrcfreight.com
Hunter.Ellis@reddaway.com
Ryan.Buscher@myYellow.com
Miguel.Nolasco@reddaway.com
Jay.Snider@yrcfreight.com
Jose.Padilla@myYellow.com
nicolas.bradley@myYellow.com
Andres.Sotelo@reddaway.com
Edgar.Luna@yrcfreight.com
Tammy.Felts@YRCFreight.com
Robert.Olson@usfc.com
Sabrina.Karr@YRCFreight.com
Joseph.Oliva@yrcfreight.com
Cynthia.Keb@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Abbott@yrcfreight.com
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Marquis.Lewis@usfc.com
Denise.Gonzales@usfc.com
Michael.Rice@myyellow.com
Rick.Koppos@reddaway.com
Sheryl.Gregory@usfc.com
Rayanna.Esquibel@reddaway.com
Jason.Hartfiel@myYellow.com
Jacob.Tinlin@yrcfreight.com
Matt.Drake@YRCFreight.com
LDemastus@myYellow.com
Ashley.Warren@myY ellow.com
Lindsay.Olson@YRCFreight.com
Marianne.Rosen@YRCFreight.com
SPanko@newpenn.com
Michael.Lopez@yrcfreight.com
Neha.Choudhary@myyellow.com
Lyric.Mangarero@reddaway.com
Kyle.Moen@reddaway.com
Donta.Lambert@yrcfreight.com
Jodi.Tillett@myyellow.com
Alfredo.Cantu@reddaway.com
Adriana.Mercado@YRCFreight.com
Krysten.Carner@myYellow.com
Christi.Davis@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Barker@yrcfreight.com
Toni.Wood@yrcfreight.com
rkatz@newpenn.com
Tina.Pekipaki@YRCFreight.com
Robert. Wilson@YRCFreight.com
Drew.Faust@reddaway.com
Jeana.Fern@myYellow.com
Barbie.Benedict@myYellow.com
Oscar.Cao@YRCFreight.com
Jason.Luber@yrcfreight.com
Amelia.Grant@usfc.com
Clifton.Rose@myyellow.com
Kimla.Hartsaw(@ YRCFreight.com
Sondra.Vandever@myyellow.com
John.Sharpnack@yrcfreight.com
Sylvia.Morariu@YRCFreight.com
Esmeralda.Marquez@YRCFreight.com
Audra.Kosinski@myyellow.com
Meredith.Sherrill@YRCFreight.com
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Elder.Reyes@yrcfreight.com

Jackie.Rehmert@yrcfreight.com

Dalton.Healey@myyellow.com

Darlene.Miller@YRCFreight.com

Emanuel.Robinson@myyellow.com

Melissa.Bleile@myyellow.com

Ana.Amador@yrcfreight.com

Daniel. Walker@usfc.com

Venson.Tate@YRCFreight.com

Colton.Mays@yrcfreight.com

Nicholas.Yeh@YRCFreight.com

Frank.Arito@usfc.com

Bruce.Pettijohn@yrcfreight.com

William.Anderson@myyellow.com

Mark.Gladfelter@myYellow.com

Neal. Timmons@usfc.com

Roderick.Williams@yrcfreight.com

Daniel. Wall@YRCFreight.com

Chris.Becker@myYellow.com

RJ.Bahry@myYellow.com

Lizabeth.Crose@usfc.com

Daniel.Mester@reddaway.com

Kim.Dankert@usfc.com

Sonora.Baty@myyellow.com

Rachelle.Lathrop@myYellow.com

Mariea.Hagerman@myyellow.com

Thomas.Savin@myyellow.com

Trevor.Sprangers@usfc.com

Cheryl.Johnson@myyellow.com

Cal.Coggins@YRCFreight.com

Christopher.Parker@yrcfreight.com

Renee.Rhoads@myYellow.com

Myra.Hudec@YRCFreight.com

Blaine.Krueger@yrcfreight.com

Ashley.Scritchfield@usfc.com

Lamont.Jones@usfc.com

Angela.Dunn@myyellow.com

Marcus.Soto@yrcfreight.com

Jason.Carson@yrcfreight.com

Kathleen.Cody@reddaway.com

Paisley.Murphy@yrcfreight.com

Kim.Tatum@YRCFreight.com

Angel.Perez@reddaway.com
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Taylor.Holmes@myYellow.com

Vickie.Akridge@YRCFreight.com

Paige.Lamon@yrcfreight.com

Elliot.Ford@yrcfreight.com

Blaine.Denny@yrcfreight.com

Nollan.Dillavou@myyellow.com

Nancy.Ramirez@myyellow.com

Cody.Kelly@reddaway.com

Justin.Preston@usfc.com

Randy.Pape@reddaway.com

Levi.Christofferson@myyellow.com

Vanessa.Rainbolt@usfc.com

Karen.Metcalf@YRCFreight.com

Terry.Clinton@usfc.com

Oscar.Rodriguez@yrcfreight.com

Joseph.Cardoza@myY ellow.com

Cathie.Holzapfel@myYellow.com

Jacob.Glenn@yrcfreight.com

Heidi.Applegate@myYellow.com

Derrick. Wright@usfc.com

Danita. Tanner@yrcfreight.com

David.Lertora@YRCFreight.com

Charles.Brown@usfc.com

Steven.Myers@myY ellow.com

Sean.Koepfer@usfc.com

Tammy.Smith@YRCFreight.com

Jessica. Wolfe@yrcfreight.com

Michael. Toso@usfc.com

Benjamin.Newenham(@YRCFreight.com

Yvonne.DeVorse@usfc.com

Eduard.Streltsov@yrcfreight.com

Amy.Larson@YRCFreight.com

Javius.Jones@usfc.com

Pablo.Duran@yrcfreight.com

Patrick. Trammell@yrcfreight.com

John.Rizo@yrcfreight.com

Brittany.Gay@usfc.com

Carl.Braidt@YRCFreight.com

John.Ryan@yrcfreight.com

Laurie.Anderson@usfc.com

Angie.Gavrian@YRCFreight.com

Steve.Stoeckley@YRCFreight.com

Ron.Decker@usfc.com
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Jodi.Matthews@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Bachewicz@usfc.com
DMccracken@newpenn.com
Ashley.Mcaninch@myyellow.com
Shante.Byers@usfc.com
Jordan.Vaughn@yrcfreight.com
Nick.Kosakowski@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Canasi@myyellow.com
Michael.McPherson@YRCFreight.com
Darrel. Haswell@myyellow.com
Paula.Petersen@YRCFreight.com
SDennis@newpenn.com
Kim.Alderson@YRCFreight.com
Brandon.Thornton@usfc.com
Dave.Risley@reddaway.com
Tammy.Miller@usfc.com
Erin.Sheehy@myYellow.com
Barbara. Tanner@yrcfreight.com
Gustavo.Portillo@myyellow.com
Michele.Davis@usfc.com
George.Basham@myYellow.com
Cheryl.McLaurin@usfc.com
Cindi.Keane@usfc.com
Robert.Buckingham(@YRCFreight.com
Gloria.Corbin@myYellow.com
Kathy.Lashua@myYellow.com
Abraham.Deleon@yrcfreight.com
Elliott.Selman@myYellow.com
Kyle.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Kathryn. Wright@YRCFreight.com
Kerry.Allen@usfc.com
Stanton.House@yrcfreight.com
Larry.Swanson@ YRCFreight.com
Anne.Atherton@YRCFreight.com
Jeanne.Brudvig@myY ellow.com
Mark.Deklyen@usfc.com
Matthew.Dokman@myyellow.com
Michael.Johnson2@YRCFreight.com
James.Albers@myYellow.com
Sue.Husic@yrcfreight.com
Katrina. Walker@usfc.com
Joe.Karnowski@myYellow.com
Henry.Rice@usfc.com
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Anita.Colella@YRCFreight.com
Steve.Anderson@YRCFreight.com
Klarissa.Mickles@myyellow.com
Vaun.Lee@myYellow.com
Cassandra. Williams2@myYellow.com
Pedro.Medelez@myyellow.com
Traci.Allen@yrcfreight.com
Susan.Buchanan@myyellow.com
Dennis.Landskroener@usfc.com
Bill.Petsche@myYellow.com
Colette.Roberts@YRCFreight.com
Brenda.Jimenez@reddaway.com
Joanne.Cuezze(@YRCFreight.com
Ronald.Mello@yrcfreight.com
Chappell.Porter@myyellow.com
smartin2@newpenn.com
Carole.Cushing@myYellow.com
Trisha.Long@usfc.com
Michael . HeffelfingerJr@YRCFreight.com
Aaron.Woods@myyellow.com
Dawn.Worrill@usfc.com
Debora.Codack@YRCFreight.com
Tracy.Kirk@myYellow.com
Ryan.Simko@myYellow.com
Jim.Locke@myYellow.com
Gregg.Stewart@myYellow.com
Kristy.Stanton@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Gorny@usfc.com
John.Klingelhofer@myyellow.com
Robert.Schissler@yrcfreight.com
Terry.Boon@myYellow.com
Andrea.Peterson@myyellow.com
Shayne.Cere@YRCFreight.com
Angie.Heater@myYellow.com
Sydney.Motes@myYellow.com
Cecelia.Darnell@myyellow.com
Dena.Emery@myYellow.com
Amy.Anderson@myYellow.com
cpaine@newpenn.com
Mike.Koster@myyellow.com
Vanessa. Wulf@myYellow.com
Laron.Robbs@usfc.com
Lawanna.Acker@YRCFreight.com
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Will.Odriscoll@myyellow.com
Jamie.Maehl@myYellow.com
Scott.Rogers@myyellow.com
Sue.Scherkenbach@myYellow.com
Teddy.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Brown2@myYellow.com
Esmeralda.Jimenez@YRCFreight.com
mary.carlisle@myYellow.com
John.Lockman@myyellow.com
Jay.Oakes@myyellow.com
Varmun.Kamara@usfc.com
Brittany.Pilger@yrcfreight.com
Cindy.Beavers@YRCFreight.com
Glenn.Stewart@myYellow.com
Jenna.Myers@myYellow.com
Kelli.Bucci@YRCFreight.com
Jan.Duchencaux@myYellow.com
Patti.Locicero@YRCFreight.com
Latishia.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Tabitha.Allen@myyellow.com
Hewitt. Gordon@myYellow.com
Weston.Cobb@myyellow.com
Lucia.Rodriguez@YRCFreight.com
Jessica.Royster@myYellow.com
James.Cool@myYellow.com
Brandon.Schaiper@myyellow.com
Kyle.Swartz@yrcfreight.com
Alex.Barboza@YRCFreight.com
Andres.Lozano@myyellow.com
Todd.Williams@ YRCFreight.com
Kristen.Maloney(@YRCFreight.com
Daniel. Thorson@usfc.com
Michael. Farmer@myyellow.com
Wade.Evans@myYellow.com
Samantha.Britton@usfc.com
Randal.Legg@YRCFreight.com
Richard.Trujillo@myYellow.com
Julieann.Baker@myyellow.com
Kevin.Cummins@myyellow.com
Christina.Sims@myyellow.com
Legacii. Ward@reddaway.com
Kimberly.Davis@myyellow.com
John.Carter@myYellow.com
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Jennifer.Drees@myyellow.com
Makaiyo.Smith@myyellow.com
Shawna.Buckley@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Stutzman@myyellow.com
Paige. Wassenaar@myyellow.com
Vanessa.Harding@usfc.com
Cloey.Duke@myYellow.com
Jillian.Senne@myY ellow.com
Linda.Peine@myyellow.com
Laurie. Tucker@myYellow.com
Reggie.Johnson@myyellow.com
Kesha.Canady-McGee@myYellow.com
Sanket.Zimbre@yrcfreight.com
Tyler.Henderson@myY ellow.com
Johnny.Cash@yrcfreight.com
Ray.Naglich@reddaway.com
Cher.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Bonnie.Nelson@myYellow.com
Anabell.Mendez@myYellow.com
James.Starks@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Mccallon@myyellow.com
Adam.Coatney@myyellow.com
Tana.Houston@myyellow.com
Chuck.Thacker@myyellow.com

Jarell. Taylor@yrcfreight.com
Aubrey.Clack@myyellow.com
Josephine.Byerly@usfc.com
Jennifer.Kettner@myYellow.com
Andrew.Reynolds@YRCFreight.com
Lisa.Riley@myYellow.com
Katie.Oberender@myYellow.com
Rudy.Perez@usfc.com
Cathy.Woodraska@myY ellow.com
Lauren.Henley@usfc.com
Bob.Owens@myYellow.com
Scott.Hilburn@myYellow.com
Noah.Johnsenl@yrcfreight.com
Greg.Hall@YRCFreight.com
Nicholas.Janes@YRCFreight.com
Raegan.Rinehart@myyellow.com
Steve.Perry@yrcfreight.com
Michele.LaChiusa@YRCFreight.com
Pierre.Slatier@myYellow.com
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Noemi.Canady@myyellow.com
Stephen.Childers@myyellow.com
Craig.Chappell@YRCFreight.com
Joanne.Cadenas@myyellow.com
Jordan.Jenkins@myYellow.com
Nikole.Collins@myyellow.com
jhartman@myYellow.com
Leticia.Reclosado@myY ellow.com
Nick.Scarano@myyellow.com
Jason.Richards@myyellow.com
Kevin.Vaughn@myyellow.com
Kenny.Dean@usfc.com
Diego.Rivetti@yrcfreight.com
Susan.Schwab@myyellow.com
Kiara.Pauldo@myyellow.com
Jeff.Lundeen@myYellow.com
Rachel.Spar@myYellow.com
Steven.Zebrowski@myYellow.com
brent.haynes@myYellow.com
George.Radcliff@YRCFreight.com
Cornell.Biddings@usfc.com
Carolyn.Slater@myyellow.com
Michael.Bellis@usfc.com
Anthony.Hubbard@YRCFreight.com
Dean.Asp@YRCFreight.com
Austin.Amall@myyellow.com
Shelley.Dunn@YRCFreight.com
Lester.England@yrcfreight.com
Aaron.Ward@myYellow.com
ronald.pelke@myYellow.com
Angelica.Moreno@myYellow.com
Nichole.Lillo@YRCFreight.com
Frennie.Brewster@usfc.com
Jamie.Roberts@myyellow.com
Rob.Pendergast@myYellow.com
Conrado.Pichel@YRCFreight.com
Vance.Scott@YRCFreight.com
Bronica.Pullen@usfc.com
Lee.Spicer@usfc.com

Krystal. Hodges@myyellow.com
Anthony.Lucero@YRCFreight.com
Byron.Mcclendon@usfc.com
Terri.Moes@YRCFreight.com
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Chris.Lawson@myyellow.com
Jack.Goldowski@yrcfreight.com
Mark.Lewis@usfc.com
Shawn.Stickle@usfc.com
Charlie.Seal@myyellow.com
Gabi.Frederick@yrcfreight.com
John.Greenwell@YRCFreight.com
Dwain.Kitchell@YRCFreight.com
Haley.Bell@usfc.com
Meghan.Kendall@reddaway.com
Lisa.Phillips@yrcfreight.com
Melissa.ClarkKrewson@myyellow.com
Michael.Black@reddaway.com
NAndrews@newpenn.com
Paul.McMorran@YRCFreight.com
RGagnon@newpenn.com
Mark.McIntosh@yrcfreight.com

Jevon. Williams@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Brownson@myYellow.com
Jeni.Hamann@reddaway.com
Ashley.Carr@myyellow.com
Cameron.Hernandez@myYellow.com
Jessenia.Perez@usfc.com
Allen.Gerald@YRCFreight.com
Jodi.Robinson@usfc.com
Brandon.Pasekel@usfc.com
Sandra.Nuessen@usfc.com
Broc.Harbour@usfc.com
Asia.King@yrcfreight.com
Steven.Ferrell@yrcfreight.com
William.Williamson@usfc.com
Richard.Gaugler@YRCFreight.com
Dawn.Meldrum@reddaway.com
Jazmin.Vadillo@reddaway.com
Brent.Sexton@myYellow.com
William. Viles@myyellow.com
Kenneth.Dunlop@usfc.com
Jessie.Baker2@myyellow.com
Mike.Cubel@yrcfreight.com
Sandra.Sasenger@YRCFreight.com
Trang.Nguyen@YRCFreight.com
Sandra.Diaz@YRCFreight.com
Gary.Kane@YRCFreight.com

129



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3432-2 Filed 05/20/24 Page 134 of 152
243

Timothy.Bates@YRCFreight.com
Justin.Perryman(@YRCFreight.com
Corinna.Turner@YRCFreight.com
Jerry.Dennis@yrcfreight.com
Jamal.Legare@yrcfreight.com
Jabor.Meadows@usfc.com
Howard.Boyd@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Gillen@usfc.com
DaShawn.Tunwar@YRCFreight.com
Josh.Gonzalez@usfc.com
Andy.Salazar@yrcfreight.com
James.Martin@yrcfreight.com
Kelly.York@yrcfreight.com

Tracy Klippert@YRCFreight.com
Tony.Thach@usfc.com
Zack.Liles@usfc.com
Mike.Bond@myyellow.com
Joshua.Saucedo@usfc.com
Ivan.Figueroa@YRCFreight.com
Linda.Moravac@YRCFreight.com
VMowad@newpenn.com
Jeffrey.Dekubber@usfc.com
Chester.Sackowski@yrcfreight.com
Jacob.Ward@yrcfreight.com
Allie.Washington@yrcfreight.com
Gregg.Nawrocki@YRCFreight.com
Amy.Merchant@YRCFreight.com
TFarrell@newpenn.com
Angela.Rios@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Ford@usfc.com
Misha.Bangar@usfc.com
Bridger.Cook@reddaway.com
Mike.McJunkin@YRCFreight.com
Alecia.Pinnock@yrcfreight.com
Fritzi.Piper@yrcfreight.com
Ryan.Hannah@usfc.com
James.Hines@YRCFreight.com
Lawrence.Diaz@reddaway.com
Rashard.Boyd@yrcfreight.com
Mary.Spence@usfc.com
Dennis.Moore@yrcfreight.com
Jake.Ellis@yrcfreight.com
Peggy.Mead@YRCFreight.com
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Nathan.Boyd@YRCFreight.com
Roger.Andersen@myyellow.com
Tim.Smith2@YRCFreight.com
Gerhard.Cooper@usfc.com
Bobby.Pruitt@yrcfreight.com
Jorge.Gomez@YRCFreight.com
Tim.Zuckett@yrcfreight.com
Matthew.Durbin@yrcfreight.com
Nat.Brown@myyellow.com
Jessica.Bush@YRCFreight.com
Charles.France@reddaway.com
Kevin.Campbell@YRCFreight.com
Kandji.Thomas@myyellow.com
Carl.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Roy.Mugo@reddaway.com
Doreen.Pudlowski@YRCFreight.com
Douglas.Fosheim@yrcfreight.com
Carol. Woods@YRCFreight.com
William.Evans@YRCFreight.com
Sandra.Moreland@yrcfreight.com
Ray.Houghteling@myYellow.com

Dana.Hindman@myYellow.com

Joyce.GarciaBaca@yrcfreight.com
Rayna.White@yrcfreight.com
Tara.Cave@yrcfreight.com

Robin.Mitchem@myYellow.com
Lindsey.Brown@YRCFreight.com
Tarah. Torrez@myYellow.com
Brian.Sanders@myY ellow.com
Tom.Pereira@YRCFreight.com
Pamela.Horne@YRCFreight.com
Janeth.Patino@yrcfreight.com
Lori.Frick@reddaway.com
Michael.Mady@YRCFreight.com
Stephanie.Hall@YRCFreight.com
Braden. Thomas@reddaway.com
Marla.Brown@usfc.com
Christina.Cano@YRCFreight.com
MKane@newpenn.com
Travis.Feeback@myYellow.com
Wayne. Timmons@myYellow.com
Richard.Loerke@myYellow.com
Joe.Northup@myYellow.com
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Pedro.Alfaro@YRCFreight.com

Samantha.Arens@myyellow.com

Julian.Williams@myyellow.com

Lisa.Finnie@myYellow.com

Clive.Thompson@myYellow.com

Rhonda.Piatchek@myYellow.com

Helen.Huynh@usfc.com

Noe.Gauna@myYellow.com

Brandy.Benjamin@myYellow.com

Chris.Anello@myYellow.com

Beatriz.ChavezAguirre@myYellow.com

Jordan.Snyder@myY ellow.com

Alex.Wesselowski@myyellow.com

Zach.webb@myYellow.com

Shannon.Miller@myYellow.com

Kayla.Wilson@myYellow.com

Bob.Baer@myYellow.com

Vanessa.Reichert@myYellow.com

Brandi.Holoman@myYellow.com

Sarah.Nielsen@myyellow.com

Turner.Hall@myYellow.com

Steven.McCleary@myYellow.com

Tiffany.Bears@myYellow.com

Logan.Paul@myyellow.com

Manuela.Erives@myYellow.com

Arielle.Rowland@myyellow.com

Claudia.Hernandez@myY ellow.com

Jacob.Haywood@myyellow.com

lan.Woolway@myyellow.com

Deron. Thompson@myYellow.com

Allie.Dorch@myyellow.com

Kevin.Robles@myyellow.com

Tyler.Wolkey@myYellow.com

Kim.Chesmore@myYellow.com

Felipe.Hernandez@myYellow.com

Wendy.Forrester@myyellow.com

Ashlie.Ensign@myY ellow.com

Kenneth.Tinsley@myYellow.com

Steve.Velasquez@myYellow.com

Daniel.Linder@myYellow.com

Cheryl.Hicks@myYellow.com

Eric.Fluderer@myYellow.com

Cameron.Vandergriff@myYellow.com
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Kevin.Moss@myYellow.com
Keith.Rea@myYellow.com
Michelle.Bradford@myyellow.com
Herb.Anthony@myYellow.com
Karl.Mcdaniel@myyellow.com
Ricardo.Simmons@myYellow.com
Brian.Schiesl@myyellow.com
Gabriel. Walker@YRCFreight.com
Manon.Pelletier@usfc.com
Davinder.Kaur@usfc.com
Brian.Carter@myYellow.com
Keith.Prather@myYellow.com
Chris.Zurales@YRCFreight.com
John.Williams@myyellow.com
Taran.Singh@usfc.com
Hema.Srinivasan@myyellow.com
Joseph.Jones@yrcfreight.com
Reggie.Mays@myyellow.com
Justin.Bingham@yrcfreight.com
Wayne.Magill@yrcfreight.com
Kyle.Harkins@YRCFreight.com
Mijo.Thomas@usfc.com
Reginald.Anderson@myyellow.com
Chad.Cotten@yrcfreight.com
Tom.Gidosh@YRCFreight.com
Don.Glassmyerll@YRCFreight.com
Heather.Chapman@usfc.com
sa_rbehura@myyellow.com
Jordan.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Carey.Daniel@myyellow.com
Dinesh.Jadonl@myYellow.com
Fabian.Gabourel@yrcfreight.com
sa_rkumar@myyellow.com
sa_nrajpal@myyellow.com
Katherine.Lunderman@yrcfreight.com
Chris.Micciche@YRCFreight.com
Jeff.Ireland@myYellow.com
Robert.Rudeen@reddaway.com
Robert.Kelley@myyellow.com
Dytoine.Stinson@myY ellow.com
Andrew.Koziel@usfc.com
Michael. Allen@yrcfreight.com
Ed.Bourgeois@yrcfreight.com
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Marty.Dohme@myY ellow.com

Jeff. Miller@reddaway.com
Yolanda.Miles@myyellow.com
lee.turner@myYellow.com
Kelly.DeWilde@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Rubalcava@myYellow.com
BHolmes@newpenn.com
Ryan.Sobotta@usfc.com
Brenda.Littlefield@YRCFreight.com
Amy.Banks@usfc.com
Ed.Sander@YRCFreight.com
Debbie.Goldstein@myYellow.com
Matt.Leonard@myYellow.com
Marilyn.Binkley@myYellow.com
Serenity.Moreno@yrcfreight.com

Jeff. White@usfc.com
Jeff.Baron@yrcfreight.com
Michael.Skodinski@myYellow.com
Roberto.Reyes@myyellow.com
Richard.Newton@YRCFreight.com
Justino.Bernal@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Stone@myYellow.com
Luciano.Contreras@usfc.com
Andrea.Tivrica@usfc.com
Clinton.Maurer@reddaway.com
James.Briscoe@myyellow.com
Doug.McLaughlin@YRCFreight.com
Bobby.Miller@myyellow.com
Roseann.Lane@myyellow.com
Ronny.Rogers@YRCFreight.com
Colt.Harrington@yrcfreight.com
William.Rochat@yrcfreight.com
Randal.Rosa@YRCFreight.com

Jeff. Hudon@yrcfreight.com
William.Saunders@reddaway.com
Chasity.Solomon@myyellow.com
Jerry.Tigue@reddaway.com
Tamichael.Boldin@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Schatz@yrcfreight.com
Kelsey.Broughton@myyellow.com
Ben.Candelaria@YRCFreight.com
Bre.Sullivan@myyellow.com
Emily.Pittarelli@usfc.com
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Brennan.Young@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Grow@YRCFreight.com
Joe.Cuevas@YRCFreight.com
Tom.Perchevitch@YRCFreight.com
Michelle.Steriti@myY ellow.com
Michael.Giles@YRCFreight.com
Matthew.Reitz@myYellow.com
bcoakley@newpenn.com
Shannen.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Andrew.Sink@myyellow.com
Zin.Zaioud@YRCFreight.com
Pete.Privitt@myYellow.com
Stacey.Osborn@myyellow.com
Jeffrey. Harwell@usfc.com

Kaitlin. Wright@myyellow.com
Parampreet.Sandhu@Reddaway.com
Marty.Hope@reddaway.com
Kenneth.Eslinger@myYellow.com
David.Mitzelfelt@myYellow.com
WendyLopez.Mejia@myyellow.com
Randy.Weber@YRCFreight.com
Jake.Valdez@reddaway.com
Gus.Zschaber@myYellow.com
Donald.Carter@yrcfreight.com
Rhea.Riley@YRCFreight.com
Tiffany.Krout@myYellow.com
Mark.Erhart@myyellow.com
Kaden.Leonard@myyellow.com
Christy.Mcauliffe@myYellow.com
Savannah.Cook@myyellow.com
Heather.Allen@YRCFreight.com
Garrison.Ryan@yrcfreight.com
Jon.Layton@myyellow.com
Cleveland.Jones@yrcfreight.com
Shena.Huitt@myYellow.com
Peggy.Bellamy@myyellow.com
Angila.Harvey(@YRCFreight.com
Dave.Niswonger@ Y RCFreight.com
Laurey.Wischropp@yrcfreight.com
Bryan.Reed@myYellow.com
Jill.Payne@myyellow.com
Katlyn.Rushin@myyellow.com
Matthew.Bradley@YRCFreight.com
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Mark.Rhyan@usfc.com
Nathan.Pritchett@yrcfreight.com

Jeff. Kimble@myYellow.com
Lucy.Mora@myyellow.com
Donald.Mcginniss@myyellow.com
Debbie.Dubina@myYellow.com
Renu.Kanwar@myyellow.com
Marvin.Russell@myyellow.com
Paulin.Barreto@YRCFreight.com
Jack.Lukas@reddaway.com
Robert.Dryja@myyellow.com
Teresa.Rockwell@reddaway.com
Ryan.Mince@yrcfreight.com
Ken.Mink@YRCFreight.com
Jimmy.Gales@usfc.com
Andrew.Dugan@myYellow.com
Fabian.Ramirez@yrcfreight.com
Brandy. Wong@YRCFreight.com
Derrick.Defreitas@myyellow.com
Mike.Schwendemann@Reddaway.com
Joseph.Pronio@yrcfreight.com
Jesse.Wold@yrcfreight.com

Bell. Kuth@YRCFreight.com
Michael. Esquivel@yrcfreight.com
Ignacio.Barragan@reddaway.com
Alyssa.Eger@yrcfreight.com
Linda.Babashoff@YRCFreight.com
Cameron.Grooms@my Y ellow.com
Megan.Dennis@myyellow.com
Casey.Pietrzak@YRCFreight.com
Dwellie.Gathright@myYellow.com
Robby.Walls@YRCFreight.com
Heather.Johnson1@yrcfreight.com
George. Ward@reddaway.com
Andy.Zafiropoulos@myYellow.com
Jaime.Villa@yrcfreight.com
Marco.Alavez@YRCFreight.com
Kelsey.Calicott@myYellow.com
Fred.Scalf@yrcfreight.com
Joni.Hamilton@myYellow.com
James.Gillespie@YRCFreight.com
Johnathan.Sims@yrcfreight.com
rob.stantial@myYellow.com
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Kendra.Kelso@myYellow.com
Damon.Paton@YRCFreight.com
Wendy.Jankowski@myYellow.com
John.Monahan@yrcfreight.com
TGrundon@myYellow.com
Dan.Englert@YRCFreight.com
Mark.Stablein@YRCFreight.com
Ted.Goodrich@yrcfreight.com
Dennis.Petry@myYellow.com
Steve.Beagley@reddaway.com
Tony.Nunes@reddaway.com
Vivian.Barraza@myYellow.com
Mike.Hirschfelt@myYellow.com
Jay.Metzger@myyellow.com
Adrian.Rull@YRCFreight.com
Victor.Mata@myYellow.com
Francisco.Mendez@yrcfreight.com
Daniel.Hidalgo@myYellow.com
Abigail.Daeges@myYellow.com
Andrew.Peterson@myYellow.com
Nelson.Bennett@myyellow.com
Fiona.Morris@myyellow.com
Edward.Quintero@yrcfreight.com
Jeremy.Villwock@YRCFreight.com
Pamela.Donker@myyellow.com
Kembhari.Moore@myyellow.com
David.Mathis@myYellow.com
Rick.Detert@reddaway.com
jmcnamara@newpenn.com
Daryl.Hastings@myYellow.com
Roger.Pedraza@myYellow.com
Jason.Figard@usfc.com
Matt.Moran@myY ellow.com
Malina.Vongsiprasom@myyellow.com
Shannon.Hampton@myyellow.com
Christina.Vigil@myyellow.com
Bryan.Reitz@myYellow.com
Greg.Slovinski@myyellow.com
Benjamin.Gardner@usfc.com
Mark.Liddell@YRCFreight.com
Ricardo.Pimentel@reddaway.com
Erickson.Naval@yrcfreight.com
Christine.VanBragt@myyellow.com
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Danny.Castillo@myYellow.com
Michael. Williamson@yrcfreight.com
Dennis.Miller@yrcfreight.com
Charles.Burleson@YRCFreight.com
Ken.Harvey@myyellow.com
Josh.Allman@myYellow.com
Brent.Boswell@usfc.com
Michael.Blumenthal@myyellow.com
Jay.DeVera@usfc.com
Aman.Bajwa@usfc.com

Kurt. Watters@usfc.com
Taylor.Burger@usfc.com
Sandi.Coulter@myYellow.com
Roy.Hunter@YRCFreight.com
Bobby.Robinson@myYellow.com
Justin. Kerr@yrcfreight.com
Marvin.Gray@yrcfreight.com
Roger.Morrow(@YRCFreight.com
Gary.Fort@reddaway.com
Sean.Gilbert@usfc.com
Miguel.Alcala@myYellow.com
Andrew.Porter@myYellow.com
John.Brooks@YRCFreight.com
Clarence.Simmon@myyellow.com
Jack.Dickson@yrcfreight.com
Angela.Flores@YRCFreight.com
Stephen.Mueller@usfc.com
Todd.Walker@yrcfreight.com
Joe.Dutton@myyellow.com
Wendy.Roberts@myYellow.com
Samantha.Liney-Stantial@myYellow.com
Ross.Quesada@YRCFreight.com
Doug.Bredahl@myyellow.com
Charles.Shanks@YRCFreight.com
Nicholas.Mckinley@yrcfreight.com
Brian.Barney@YRCFreight.com
Derrick.Jenkins@yrcfreight.com
Rene.Murphy@myyellow.com
Angie.Summers@myY ellow.com
BMereness@newpenn.com
Brandon.Rindfleisch@YRCFreight.com
Paul.Blair@myyellow.com
Ryan.Dial@myYellow.com
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Christopher.Clay@YRCFreight.com
Rob.Corning@YRCFreight.com
Daniel.Noelcke@usfc.com

Marc. Thurman@YRCFreight.com
Blake.Bradley@YRCFreight.com
Scott.Kastning@usfc.com
William.Mccarren@reddaway.com
Sean.Bell@reddaway.com
Bobby.Bergstrom@usfc.com
Martin.Pond@myyellow.com
Cory.Hartlein@usfc.com
Dave.Denk@YRCFreight.com
Keon.Stephens@YRCFreight.com
JohnA Russell@YRCFreight.com
Chapin.Dean@usfc.com
Andrew.Marks@YRCFreight.com
Dawn.Zastrow(@usfc.com
Denise.Mccord@yrcfreight.com
Nick.Jobe@myYellow.com
Jeremy.Burleson@yrcfreight.com
Jordyn.Anspach@myyellow.com
Todd.Newburgh@myyellow.com
Brandon.Daniel@yrcfreight.com
Herb.Damper@YRCFreight.com
Ed.Losiewicz@myYellow.com
Jason.Zaremba@usfc.com
Peter.Corwin@myYellow.com
Laura.Padgett@usfc.com
Tim.Behling@usfc.com
Drew.Murphy@myYellow.com
Matt.Newell@yrcfreight.com
Dominick.Minasola@YRCFreight.com
Leah.Andres@YRCFreight.com
Stephanie.Merz@reddaway.com
Otis.SmithJr@YRCFreight.com
Jesse.DeLancey@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Mosier@myyellow.com
Dancharles.Mitchell@YRCFreight.com
Chris.Bond@myYellow.com
Alfredo.Avilez@myYellow.com
Samy.Jain@myYellow.com
Jim.McCoy@myYellow.com

DY ost@newpenn.com
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Michael.Nolan@myYellow.com

Jason.Weigle@YRCFreight.com

Nicholas.Williams@usfc.com

Laura. Weishaar@myyellow.com

Steve.Kunde@myY ellow.com

Antawn.Brown@YRCFreight.com

Shelia.Platt@myYellow.com

Ellen.Dixon@myYellow.com

John.Robins@yrcfreight.com

Jason.O.Barlick@YRCFreight.com

Kelly.Anselme@YRCFreight.com

Larry.Schuman@YRCFreight.com

Clinton.Buck@yrcfreight.com

Rita.Seseri@yrcfreight.com

Michael.Stephenson@YRCFreight.com

Denise.Ballentine@yrcfreight.com

nancy.dreyer@myYellow.com

Lee.Kendrick@YRCFreight.com

Fred.PalmerJr@yrcfreight.com

Penny.Meyer@myY ellow.com

John.WatsonJr@YRCFreight.com

Patrick.Yancey@usfc.com

Ashley.Nelsen@myYellow.com

Hartwell. Monroe@YRCFreight.com

RPerkins@newpenn.com

Kevin.Sowell@YRCFreight.com

Foster. Kaman@myY ellow.com

denise.johnson@myYellow.com

Delora. Wray(@usfc.com

Katherine.McPherson@myYellow.com

Dan.Schnepper@YRCFreight.com

Ira.Chandler@YRCFreight.com

Chris.Potter@myYellow.com

Clint.Sewell@YRCFreight.com

Kim.Minton@myYellow.com

Don.Dunville@yrcfreight.com

AVanzile@newpenn.com

JValerio@myYellow.com

Dustin.Pointer@YRCFreight.com

Patrick.Erickson@YRCFreight.com

Lisa.Dent@myyellow.com

randrews@my Y ellow.com

Kelvin.Williams@YRCFreight.com
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Isaac.Brown(@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Puryear@myyellow.com
Curtis.Brown@yrcfreight.com
Jeff.Renwick@usfc.com
John.Salazar@usfc.com

Lauriel. Smith@YRCFreight.com
Christopher.Sarnecki@yrcfreight.com
Kathy.Raitmaier@YRCFreight.com
Sherry.Bradham@myY ellow.com
Harry.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Elisabeth.Rickard@yrcfreight.com
Brian.McCane@myYellow.com
Michelle.Osterberg@YRCFreight.com
Glen.Apodaca@myyellow.com
Shawn.Crawford@myYellow.com
Jenni.Moreno@myyellow.com
Andreas.Harris@myyellow.com
Michael. Herrick@usfc.com
Billy.Scott@YRCFreight.com
Paul.Espinosa@reddaway.com
Megan.Banker@myyellow.com
Tammy.Suddeth@myYellow.com
Armando.Hernandez@reddaway.com
Earl.Clark@myYellow.com
Tony.Belcastro@myyellow.com
GiovanniGuiseppe.Lapiana@YRCFreight.com
Dennis.Gula@usfc.com
Michael.Lovelace@usfc.com
Cherry . Knipple@YRCFreight.com
Fred.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Jennifer.Porter@myYellow.com
kim.mentzer@myYellow.com
Brad.Davidson@myY ellow.com
Reginald.Shaw@myYellow.com
Steven.Davis@YRCFreight.com
Valerie.Rocco@yrcfreight.com
Dave.Conforti@YRCFreight.com
Patrick. BURKEI@YRCFreight.com
Patrice.Randazzo@yrcfreight.com
Zeb.Rabe@yrcfreight.com
Gabrielle.Rojas@YRCFreight.com
Rodney.Taylor@YRCFreight.com
Cathy.Rushin@myYellow.com
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Jenny.Braun@myYellow.com
SGallo@newpenn.com
Chris.Terpstra@myyellow.com
Tabatha.Baker@myyellow.com
michael.harding@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Smith@reddaway.com
Luis.Murguia@myYellow.com
August.Tomelleri@YRCFreight.com
Enrique.Aguilar@yrcfreight.com
MGrassmyer@newpenn.com
Jeff.Sade@myyellow.com
Bret.Riner@YRCFreight.com
Mike.Hull@reddaway.com
Scott.Shepherd@myYellow.com
Kevin.Stephens@myYellow.com
Rick.Purdy@YRCFreight.com
Dee.Rice@myYellow.com
Aaron.Evans@usfc.com
Jennifer.Shobe@myYellow.com
Keith.May@myYellow.com
Natasha.Henson@yrcfreight.com
Karen.Sanford@myYellow.com
Douglas.Stabenow@myYellow.com
Pj.Wright@usfc.com
Scott.Desloover@YRCFreight.com
Tammy.Malley@YRCFreight.com
Sandy.Demers@YRCFreight.com
Charlyn.Robbins@myyellow.com
Dewain.Divelbliss@usfc.com
Scott.Kutzner@YRCFreight.com
Tim.Gillette@usfc.com
Sebastian.Mayer@yrcfreight.com
Cecilio.Trevino@YRCFreight.com
Audrey.Soundara@myyellow.com
Jim.Roach@YRCFreight.com
Angela.Akers@yrcfreight.com
Dina.Lirette@myyellow.com
rich.gordon@myYellow.com
Steven.Southern@reddaway.com
stephanie.bortzfield@myYellow.com
Jacob.Weber@usfc.com
Justin.Butcher@YRCFreight.com
Timothy.Manns@yrcfreight.com
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Jeff.Crews@usfc.com
Brian.Richards@myYellow.com
Robert.Youngl @myYellow.com
Bob.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Schauwecker@yrcfreight.com
Mike.Gill@YRCFreight.com
Jim.Dugan@yrcfreight.com
Steve.Sandlin@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Linnell@myY ellow.com
Taylor.Anderson@yrcfreight.com
Chuck.Hastings@YRCFreight.com
Dale.Derksen@myyellow.com
Kevin.Bosi@YRCFreight.com
Kris.Clarke@YRCFreight.com
Todd.Steger@usfc.com
Darren.Bennett@YRCFreight.com
Paul.Bingaman@YRCFreight.com
Kim.Green@YRCFreight.com
Keith.Woodcock@yrcfreight.com
Samuel. Bowman@usfc.com
Randy.Cutshaw(@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Campbell@myYellow.com
michael.johnson@myYellow.com
gina.sherman@myY ellow.com
mike.snider@myYellow.com
vicky.parker@myY ellow.com
Lisa.Crowell@myYellow.com
John.Britt@myYellow.com
Kyle.Morris@myY ellow.com
Rhonda.Huber@myYellow.com
shelly.robinson@myY ellow.com
pete.sayasit@myYellow.com
Pankaj.Patel@myYellow.com
Marj.Anderson@myYellow.com
David.Kostyk@YRCFreight.com
JReid@newpenn.com
Bria.Taylor@myyellow.com
Grant.More@myyellow.com
Chad.Duklet@YRCFreight.com
Bruce.Flynn@yrcfreight.com
Robert.Smith@yrcfreight.com
Serg.Aguilar@YRCFreight.com
Lana.McRobert@myyellow.com
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Chad.Grant@yrcfreight.com
John.Lapiana@yrcfreight.com
John.Hill@usfc.com
Wes.Stempora@reddaway.com
Jonathan.Bryant@YRCFreight.com
Nidia.Olivares@myYellow.com
Amanda.Moorey@myyellow.com
Nick.Plummer@usfc.com
Samantha.Elliott@usfc.com
Sara.Moorman@myY ellow.com
David.Edmond@yrcfreight.com
Cassandra.Greer@myyellow.com
Ced.Jones@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Rounds@reddaway.com
Pamela.Johnson@YRCFreight.com
Jon.Manassah@yrcfreight.com
Dustin.Chafin@YRCFreight.com
Seema.Sharma@myYellow.com
Jeremy.Landrau@myY ellow.com
Philip.Kulcsar@YRCFreight.com
Jason.Allison@YRCFreight.com
Tyler.Shipka@YRCFreight.com
MStone@newpenn.com
GBurbank@myYellow.com
Robert.Lewis@reddaway.com
Layne.Davisson@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Budzinski@usfc.com
Chris.Morse@myYellow.com
Michael.Johnson@usfc.com
Jason.LaGuardia@YRCFreight.com
Carla.Buchanan@myYellow.com
Geffrey.Oakley@YRCFreight.com
WLackey@newpenn.com
Trevor.Slatton@usfc.com
Dave.Lehman@usfc.com
Courtney.Guy@yrcfreight.com
Kermit.Brower@yrcfreight.com
Papin.Andersen@myYellow.com
Dianna.Mccoy(@YRCFreight.com
Cynthia.Clark@myyellow.com
Jacob.Mccullough@myYellow.com
Mike.Hatfield@yrcfreight.com
Stella.Cofoid@YRCFreight.com
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Bryden.Davis@yrcfreight.com
Maria.Grasty@YRCFreight.com
Louis.Wolters@YRCFreight.com
Malcolm.McGartland@myYellow.com
Thomas.Kirby2@myYellow.com
Veronica.Richards@usfc.com
David.Wishaw(@YRCFreight.com
Tim.Morgan@YRCFreight.com
Laura.Sanderson@myyellow.com
Brent.Daughtery@myYellow.com
Alan.Kitch@usfc.com
Jack.Schoell@YRCFreight.com
Brenda.Beinhaur@YRCFreight.com
Lucina.Garcia@myYellow.com
John.Dingle@myYellow.com
Shawn.Taylor@usfc.com
Bin.Kenney@myYellow.com
Maria.Petersen@myyellow.com
Frank.Salisbury@YRCFreight.com
Kevin.Nestor@yrcfreight.com
Andy.Manbeck@YRCFreight.com
Peter.Hoerner@yrcfreight.com
Jose.Velez@yrcfreight.com
Adrian.Jordan@myyellow.com
Frank.Koskovich@myyellow.com
Ryan.Johnson@myyellow.com
Stacy.Lampen@myyellow.com
Cathy.Isaak@myYellow.com
Ben.Seymore@myyellow.com
Tom.White@YRCFreight.com
Joe.Cassis@yrcfreight.com
Thomas.Scharadin@yrcfreight.com
Darrell.Blackwell@myYellow.com
John.Petruzzello@YRCFreight.com
Chad.Rankin@YRCFreight.com
jerry.bender@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Lab@YRCFreight.com
Steve. Wirth@myYellow.com
Michael.Clark@myYellow.com
Robert.Citkowski@usfc.com
Jarrod.Chapman(@usfc.com
Brant.Aarvig@usfc.com
Tammy.Wardrip@YRCFreight.com
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MMcginness@newpenn.com
bonnie.mackerman@myY ellow.com
Robert. Washington@yrcfreight.com
Cody.Smith@myYellow.com
Lori.Cavender@YRCFreight.com
James.Guess@usfc.com
Jaye.Smith@YRCFreight.com
Mark.Erdmann@YRCFreight.com
Alex.Tuider@myyellow.com
Charles.Brogdon@YRCFreight.com
Anthoney.Gruber@usfc.com
Meshach.Kellogg@yrcfreight.com
Darcie.Madden@myY ellow.com
Alexander.Schumann@yrcfreight.com
Ellen.Lynn@yrcfreight.com
Joie.Lucero@YRCFreight.com
camille.williams@myY ellow.com
Michael. Trotter@usfc.com
Chris.Gilbert@myYellow.com
Kyle.Jones@usfc.com
janson.collins@myYellow.com
Sean.Wilkinson@myYellow.com
Chris.Lines@myyellow.com
Lori.Butcher@YRCFreight.com
Mike.DeBolt@reddaway.com
Billy.Green@YRCFreight.com
Jon.Meadows@usfc.com
Dennis.Fynbo@Myyellow.com
Gary.Johnson@usfc.com
Harry.Nickelson@usfc.com
Dale.Shumaker@YRCFreight.com
John.Meyer@myyellow.com

SHamm@newpenn.com

Robin.Blaylock@myYellow.com
Mike.Monaco@usfc.com
Brian.Moulton@usfc.com
John.Bales@YRCFreight.com
Eric.Cowgill@yrcfreight.com
Sharon.Schroeder@usfc.com
Carolyn.Monahan@myYellow.com
Dijonna.Nesbitt@myyellow.com
Jackie-Lyn.Chan@YRCFreight.com
Michael.Colombe@usfc.com
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Sapna.Negi@myyellow.com
Jonathan.Stevens@yrcfreight.com
Joe.Pinho@reddaway.com
Brady.Cole@myyellow.com
Mark.Rees@usfc.com
NHarlow@newpenn.com
Frank.Benites@usfc.com
Phillip.Komisarcik@yrcfreight.com
Joseph.Adams@myYellow.com
Burke.Daniels@YRCFreight.com
Sean.McKittrick@newpenn.com
Brandon.Bekemeier@yrcfreight.com
Larry.Allen@usfc.com
Aaron.Kehe@myYellow.com
Ruben.Anaya@YRCFreight.com
Matt.Heading@reddaway.com
Kim.Reed@myyellow.com
David.Ritter@YRCFreight.com
Susan.Carter@myY ellow.com
Aaron.Varela@YRCFreight.com
Christopher.Scott@YRCFreight.com
Richard.Hockett@usfc.com
Kuldeep.Matharu@YRCFreight.com
Steven.Pupo@yrcfreight.com
Claire.Houx-Schaeffer@myYellow.com
George.Mccarthy@yrcfreight.com
Shannon.Kemp@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Armstrong@YRCFreight.com
Brian.Stanley(@usfc.com
Erik.Lucas@YRCFreight.com
Keith.Soyza@usfc.com
Aaron.Puralewski@yrcfreight.com
Bill.Peterson@YRCFreight.com
Lynda.Cooper@myYellow.com
Jason.Smith@myYellow.com
Susan.Norris@myYellow.com
Dave.Muko@myYellow.com
TRoth@newpenn.com
Andrew.Radic@YRCFreight.com
JSkulski@newpenn.com
Eric.Rohrbach@YRCFreight.com
Alicia.Baker@myYellow.com
Kyle.Fernandes@yrcfreight.com
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Scott.Kero@YRCFreight.com
Meghan.Gray@myYellow.com
Joseph.Thomas2@yrcfreight.com
Adam.Stawizynski@yrcfreight.com
jared.hoffbeck@myYellow.com
Jeffery.Carpenter@YRCFreight.com
Angel.Colon@yrcfreight.com
Colleen.Burger@myYellow.com
Robert. Tuckness@myYellow.com
Mike.Kolb@myyellow.com
Josiah.Bergt@YRCFreight.com
Maggie.Smith@myyellow.com
Brad.Caples@myYellow.com
Greg.Beaty@usfc.com
Andy.Bowman@ YRCFreight.com
Dave.Strange@myYellow.com
dave.mceldowney@myYellow.com
Ben.Price@myyellow.com
Eliseo.Raygoza@reddaway.com
GLafferty@newpenn.com
Michael.Bartosch@yrcfreight.com
Kevin.Hambalek@YRCFreight.com
Neil.Blankenship@YRCFreight.com
Lynn.BamesllI@yrcfreight.com
jay.hayter@myYellow.com
Nathan.Cordell@myYellow.com
Edmundo.Torres@myyellow.com
Rohit.Kumarl @myyellow.com
Lavesh.Kumar@myyellow.com
Timothy Kenyon@yrcfreight.com
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “D”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

'%WO}“X’ —

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

In re:

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,’

Chapter 11
Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

Hearing Date:

June 3, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (ET)
Response Deadline:

May 28, 2024 at 4:00 p.m. (ET)

N N N N N N N N N N N’

MOTION OF DEBTORS
FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING
THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11
PLAN AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION
1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

The above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™) state

as follows in support of this motion:2

Relief Requested

1. The Debtors seek entry of an order, substantially in the form attached hereto as

Exhibit A (the “Order”), further extending by 90 days the periods during which the Debtors have

the exclusive right to file a chapter 11 plan (the “Filing Exclusivity Period”) and to solicit votes

thereon (the “Solicitation Exclusivity Period,” and together with the Filing Exclusivity Period,

1

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epigll.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

A detailed description of the Debtors and their businesses, including the facts and circumstances giving rise to the
Debtors’ chapter 11 cases, is set forth in the Declaration of Matthew A. Doheny, Chief Restructuring Officer of
Yellow Corporation, in Support of the Debtors’ Chapter 11 Petitions and First Day Motions [Docket No. 14]
(the “First Day Declaration™). Capitalized terms used but not immediately defined in this motion have the
meanings ascribed to them later in this motion or in the First Day Declaration, as applicable.
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the “Exclusivity Periods”) through and including September 2, 20243 and October 29, 2024,

respectively, without prejudice to the Debtors’ right to seek further extensions to the Exclusivity
Periods, and (b) granting related relief.* Absent the relief requested herein, the Filing Exclusivity
Period would expire on June 3, 2024, and the Solicitation Exclusivity Period on July 31, 2024.

Preliminary Statement

2. Since their second request for an extension of exclusivity was granted on February
28, 2024,5 the Debtors have capitalized on the momentum that they have built from the first phase
of a historically successful sale and marketing process to move these chapter 11 cases forward.
The results of the Debtors’ efforts to date have been tremendous: the Debtors’ monetized 130
owned properties for $1.88 billion [Docket No. 1354] and 23 leased properties for $92 million
[Docket No. 1735], and with some of those proceeds, paid off all prepetition secured debt and all
debtor-in-possession financing. The Debtors have since continued to build on this early success,
spending significant time determining which unexpired nonresidential real property leases would

bring value to the estates through assumption of such unexpired leases for later sale and assignment

3 A 90-day extension of the current Filing Exclusivity Period results in the Filing Exclusivity Period ending on
Sunday, September 1, 2024. By operation of Bankruptcy Rule 9006, however, the proposed Filing Exclusivity
Period will continue through Monday, September 2, 2024.

4 Rule 9006-2 of the Local Rules of Bankruptcy Practice and Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for
the District of Delaware (the “Local Rules”) provides that “[u]nless otherwise provided in the Code or in the Fed.
R. Bankr. P., if a motion to extend the time to take any action is filed before the expiration of the period prescribed
by the Code, the Fed. R. Bankr. P., these Local Rules or Court order, the time shall automatically be extended until
the Court acts on the motion, without the necessity for the entry of a bridge order.” Accordingly, the Exclusivity
Periods shall be automatically extended upon the filing of this motion until the Court rules on this motion.

5 See Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof
Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2449] (the “Second
Extension Order”) granting the Motion of Debtors For Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive
Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy
Code and (IT) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2131] (the “Second Extension Motion™).
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or other use. As a result of that analysis, the Debtors sought to assume approximately 78
nonresidential real property leases to ensure that the value from those assets is maximized.®

3. Adding to their growing list of value-maximizing achievements since entry of the
Second Exclusivity Order, on April 18, 2024, the Debtors prevailed on the merits at a contested
hearing as to whether (among other litigated issues) the Debtors were permitted under section 365
of the Bankruptcy Code to assume unexpired real property leases to maximize their value. In
finding that the Debtors were permitted to assume unexpired nonresidential real property leases
without simultaneously assigning such leases to an assignee immediately, the Court extinguished
any perceived uncertainty surrounding the Debtors’ strategy to maximize the value of their leased
property portfolio. Now, with the Court’s guidance on the Debtors’ ability to assume unexpired
real property leases in tow, the Debtors and their advisors continue to evaluate strategic alternatives
for the remaining properties in their leased and owned real estate. This analysis will ultimately
inform the contours of a forthcoming proposed chapter 11 plan.

4, In addition, the Debtors have, since the entry of the Second Exclusivity Order,
continued to reconcile the claims pool, including prosecuting the Debtors’ objections to the proofs
of claim filed by, among others, certain multiemployer pension plans (the “MEPPs”) and alleged
WARN claimants, including the International Brotherhood of Teamsters (“IBT”), other unions and

union-related funds, and both individual and class claimants (the “MEPP and WARN Litigation”).

The Debtors also (effective March 1, 2023) merged together their three single employer pension
plans (the “SEPPs”), minimizing the claims pool and beginning the process of reconciling and

hopefully fixing the claim of the Pension Benefit Guarantee Corporation (the “PBGC”).

6 See Debtors’ Omnibus Motion for Entry of an Order (I) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired
Leases and (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2157] (the “Lease Assumption Motion™).
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5. If the Debtors prevail in the MEPP and WARN Litigation, then the general
unsecured claims pool will be reduced by up to approximately $8.0 billion in disallowed claims.
And the outcome of the MEPP and WARN Litigation will determine, in large part, the ultimate
size of the claims pool. The MEPP and WARN Litigation is expected to continue along the current
litigation scheduling orders through late 2024, at the earliest.

6. The Debtors have also continued to maximize the value of the estate through their
thorough review and reconciliation of the rest of the claims register. Like the outcome of the
MEPP and WARN Litigation, the Debtors’ claims reconciliation efforts will also inform potential
recoveries for stakeholders in these chapter 11 cases. As of the date hereof, the Debtors have filed

twelve omnibus objections to claims (each an “Omnibus Objection to Claims”) and anticipate that

they will file additional omnibus objections to claims in the coming weeks and months. Resolution
of the foregoing, in addition to many other complex matters related to the Debtors’ orderly
winddown of their businesses, will bear on the terms of the chapter 11 plan and the value to be
distributed thereunder.

7. Every step of the way, the Debtors have kept the Official Committee of Unsecured
Creditors in these chapter 11 cases (“UCC”) appraised and involved—with the UCC navigating
the reality that the largest claims objected to by the Debtors are the proofs of claim filed by
individual UCC members.” To date, the UCC has taken positions on some, but not all, of the

Debtors’ claims objections.?

7 The UCC currently has eight members. Four of those members (the IBT, two pension funds, and a WARN
claimant) have been the subject of substantial claims objections, affirmative litigation, or both. A fifth is the
PBGC, which has taken positions related to the MEPP litigation.

8 See Docket No. 2755 & 3057.
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8. Despite the monumental achievements described above, there remain numerous
ongoing work streams that must continue to advance before the Debtors can propose, negotiate,
and solicit a chapter 11 plan that the Debtors are optimistic will provide meaningful distributions
to the Debtors’ creditors. Granting the requested relief will allow the Debtors to focus their
attention on capitalizing on the remaining aspects of their sale processes, addressing material parts
of the claims pool, and making additional progress on their wind-down efforts to materially reduce
the administrative burn of these chapter 11 cases. The Debtors submit that they are the only party
suited to put forth a confirmable chapter 11 plan in light of the complexities of the issues that must
be resolved and the competing interests at stake, and the Debtors intend to do so as soon as they
are able. The Debtors believe that permitting any other party in interest to put forth a chapter 11
plan at this juncture of these chapter 11 cases would be value destructive.
0. The Debtors certainly meet the legal standard for this Court to grant a third
extension of exclusivity. There is no question that these chapter 11 cases have progressed
meaningfully since entry of the Second Exclusivity Order. Among other things, the Debtors have
spent significant time and resources:
e reconciling claims and interests as promptly and efficiently as possible;
¢ filing substantive and non-substantive claims objections to more than 2,800 proofs of
claim pursuant to their Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth,
Eleventh, and Twelfth Omnibus Objections to Claims [Docket No. 2576, 2577, 2578,
2586, 2595, 2799, 2800, 2801, 3255, 3256];

e obtaining entry of orders in connection with their Sixth, Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth
Omnibus objections to Claims, thereby right-sizing the claims pool by more than

$23,260,000 [Docket No. 2911, 3184, 3252, 3253].

e drafting and filing a reply in support of their Third, Fourth, and Fifth Substantive
Omnibus Objections to Claims alleging WARN liability [Docket No. 2909];

e successfully negotiating scheduling orders with 11 pension funds, two sets of WARN
adversary plaintiffs, and claimants filing over 1,000 WARN-related proofs of claim
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that contemplate resolution of all WARN claims by the end of 2024 [Docket Nos. 2195,
2892];

e successfully litigating objections to, and securing a Court order authorizing, the
assumption of certain unexpired leases [Docket No. 3076, 3086];

e filing and obtaining entry of orders in connection with several stipulations with
landlord counterparties memorializing the consensual extension of the deadline to
assume or reject certain non-residential real property leases under section 354(d)(4)
[Docket No. 2427, 2687, 2727, 2750, 2764, 3031, 3032]

e obtaining entry of an order extending the deadline by which the Debtors must remove
certain actions by 121 days [Docket No. 2654];

o filing three rejection notices pursuant to the Rejection Procedures Order® and resulting
in the rejection of 15 contracts and four leases [Docket No. 2463, 2955, 3046, 3232];

e successfully negotiated and entered into 72 setoff agreements pursuant to the Customer
Collections First Day Order, !0 resulting in approximately $12,680,000 in collections in

account receivable;

e addressing a large volume of questions, concerns, and issues raised by employees,
vendors, utility companies, and other parties in interest; and

e responding to diligence requests from the UCC and other key stakeholder groups.

10.  Based on the current posture of these chapter 11 cases, the Debtors believe
sufficient cause exists to warrant an extension of the Exclusivity Periods. Given the complexities
of these chapter 11 cases and the Debtors’ ability to continue moving these chapter 11 cases
forward, the administration of these chapter 11 cases would be seriously disrupted if another party
were permitted to file a plan while the Debtors are in the midst of resolving numerous complex
issues that will inform the contours of any confirmable chapter 11 plan. An extension of the

Exclusivity Periods is in the best interests of the Debtors, their estates, and all stakeholders, as it

9 See Order (I) Authorizing and Approving Procedures to Reject Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases and
(IT) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 550] (the “Rejection Procedures Order™).

10" See Final Order (I) Authorizing the Debtors to Consent to Limited Relief from the Automatic Stay to Permit Setoff
of Certain Customer Claims Against the Debtors, and (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 522]
(the “Customer Collections First Day Order™).
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will allow the Debtors to procure the best recovery for their creditors and help to ensure a
successful conclusion to these chapter 11 cases.

11.  Accordingly, the Debtors seek a 90-day extension of the Exclusivity Periods so they
have the exclusive right to file a plan until September 2, 2024 and solicit votes thereon until,
October 29, 2024. For all of the foregoing reasons and those set forth below, the Debtors
respectfully submit that a 90-day extension of exclusivity and solicit acceptances is appropriate in
these circumstances, and request that the Court approve extension of the Exclusivity Periods.

Jurisdiction and Venue

12. The United States District Court for the District of Delaware has jurisdiction over
this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to the United States Bankruptcy
Court for the District of Delaware (the “Court”) under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended
Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012. The Debtors confirm their consent, pursuant to rule 9013-1(f) of the
Local Rules of Bankruptcy Practice and Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
District of Delaware (the “Local Rules™), to the entry of a final order by the Court in connection
with this motion to the extent that it is later determined that the Court, absent consent of the parties,
cannot enter final orders or judgments in connection herewith consistent with Article III of the
United States Constitution.

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

14. The statutory bases for the relief requested herein are sections 1121 of title 11 of

the United States Code, 11 U.S.C. §§ 101-1532 (the “Bankruptcy Code”), rules 2002, 6004, 6006,

and 6007 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules™), and Local Rules

2002-1 and 9013-1.

10647255.v2



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3433 Filed 05/20/24 Page 8 of 16
270

Background
15. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), each of the Debtors filed a voluntary

petition for relief under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. These chapter 11 cases have been
consolidated for procedural purposes only and are being jointly administered pursuant to
Bankruptcy Rule 1015(b) [Docket No. 169]. The Debtors are managing their businesses and their
properties as debtors in possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code.
On August 16, 2023, the United States Trustee for the District of Delaware (the “U.S. Trustee™)
appointed an official committee of unsecured creditors [Docket No. 269] (the “Committee”).
No trustee or examiner has been appointed in these chapter 11 cases.

Basis for Relief

16. Section 1121(d)(1) of the Bankruptcy Code permits a court to extend a debtor’s
exclusivity “for cause,” subject to certain limitations not relevant here.  Specifically,
section 1121(d) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that “on request of a party in interest made within
the respective periods ...of this section and after notice and a hearing, the court may for cause
reduce or increase the 120-day period or the 180-day period referred to in this section.” 11 U.S.C.
§ 1121(d). Although the term “cause” is not defined by the Bankruptcy Code, the legislative
history indicates it is intended to be a flexible standard to balance the competing interests of a
debtor and its creditors. See H.R. Rep. No. 95-595, at 231-32 (1978), reprinted in 1978
U.S.C.C.A.N. 5787, 6191; see also In re Newark Airport/Hotel Ltd. P’ship, 156 B.R. 444, 451
(Bankr. D.N.J.) (noting that the legislature intended that the granting of an extension be based “on
a showing of some promise of probable success [for reorganization].”), aff’d, FGH Realty Credit
Corp. v Newark Airport/Hotel Ltd. P’ship, 155 B.R. 93 (D.N.J. 1993). Simply put, a debtor should

be given a reasonable opportunity to negotiate an acceptable plan with creditors and to prepare
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adequate financial and nonfinancial information concerning the ramifications of any proposed plan
for disclosure to creditors. See In re Texaco Inc., 76 B.R. 322, 327 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1987).

17. Courts within the Third Circuit and in other jurisdictions have held that the decision
to extend the Exclusivity Periods is left to the sound discretion of a bankruptcy court and should
be based on the totality of circumstances in each case. See, e.g., First Am. Bank of N.Y. v. Sw.
Gloves & Safety Equip., Inc., 64 B.R. 963, 965 (D. Del. 1986) (“Section 1121(d) provides the
Bankruptcy Court with flexibility to either reduce or increase that period of exclusivity in its
discretion.”); In re Geriatrics Nursing Home, Inc., 187 B.R. 128, 132 (D.N.J. 1995) (noting that
section 1121(d)(1) “grants great latitude to the [b]ankruptcy [jJudge in deciding, on a case-specific
basis, whether to modify the exclusivity period.”); In re Cent. Jersey Airport Servs., LLC, 282 B.R.
176, 184 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2002) (noting that the granting or denial of a request to extend exclusivity
is within the discretion of the bankruptcy court). In general, as long as debtors give the court “no
reason to believe that they are abusing their exclusivity rights . . . [a] requested extension of
exclusivity . . . should be granted.” In re Glob. Crossing Ltd., 295 B.R. 726, 730 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y.
2003); see also In re Borders Grp., Inc., 460 B.R. 818, 822 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2011) (noting the
debtors’ “substantial efforts . . . to stabilize their business and develop a viable exit strategy”).

18. In particular, bankruptcy courts examine a number of factors to determine whether
a debtor has had an adequate opportunity to develop, negotiate, and propose a chapter 11 plan and
thus whether there is “cause” for extension of the Exclusivity Periods. These factors include:

(a) the size and complexity of the case;
(b) the existence of good-faith progress;

(c) the necessity of sufficient time to negotiate and prepare adequate
information to allow a creditor to determine whether to accept such chapter
11 plan;

(d) whether the debtor is paying its debts as they become due;
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(e) whether the debtor has demonstrated reasonable prospects for filing a viable
plan;
® whether the debtor has made progress negotiating with creditors;

(2) the length of time a case had been pending;
(h) whether the debtor is seeking an extension to pressure creditors; and
(1) whether or not unresolved contingencies exist.

See In re Cent. Jersey Airport Servs., LLC, 282 B.R. 176, 184 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2002);
McLean Indus., 87 B.R. at 834; see also Dow Corning, 208 B.R. at 664—65 (identifying the above
factors and noting that courts generally rely on the same factors to determine whether exclusivity
should be extended); In re Friedman’s Inc., 336 B.R. 884, 888 (Bankr. D. Ga. 2005) (same).

19.  Not all of these factors are relevant to every case, and courts use only the relevant
subset of the above factors to determine whether cause exists to grant an exclusivity extension in
a particular chapter 11 case. See, e.g., Express One, 194 B.R. at 100 (identifying four of the factors
as relevant in determining whether “cause” exists to extend exclusivity); /n re United Press Int’l,
Inc., 60 B.R. 265, 269 (Bankr. D.D.C. 1986) (finding that the debtor showed “cause” to extend
exclusivity based upon three of the factors); /n re Pine Run Trust, Inc., 67 B.R. 432, 435
(Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1986) (relying on two of the factors in holding that cause existed to extend
exclusivity). For example, both Congress and courts have recognized that the size and complexity
of a debtor’s case alone may constitute cause for extension of a debtor’s exclusive periods to file
a plan and solicit acceptances of such a plan. H.R. No. 95-595, at 231-232, 406 (1978), reprinted
in 1978 U.S.C.C.ANN. 5787, 6191 (“[I]f an wunusually large company were to
seek...[relief]...under chapter 11, the court would probably need to extend the time in order to
allow the debtor to reach an agreement.”); see also Texaco, 76 B.R. at 326 (“The large size of the

debtor and the consequent difficulty in formulating a plan...for a huge debtor with a complex

10
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financial structure are important factors which generally constitute cause for extending the
exclusivity periods.”).

20.  As set forth herein, the Debtors’ chapter 11 cases satisfy the relevant factors and,
thus, sufficient “cause” exists to extend the Exclusivity Periods as provided herein. Courts have
granted relief similar to that requested herein for other cases of scale and complexity. See, e.g.,
In re Emerald Oil, Inc., Case No. 16-10704 (KG) (Bank. D. Del. March 6, 2017) (granting the
third extension of approximately 120 days); In re Energy Future Holdings Corp., No. 14-10979
(CSS) (Bankr. D. Del. May 1, 2015) (granting third extension of approximately 129 days); In re
Exide Technologies, No. 13-11482 (KJC) (Bankr. D. Del. Aug. 29, 2014) (granting third extension
of approximately 130 days); In re The Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Company, Inc., No. 10-24549
(RDD) (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. Jan. 27, 2012) (granting third extension of approximately 150 days); /n
re Frontier Airlines Holdings, Inc., No. 08-11298 (RDD) (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. May 20, 2009)
(granting third extension of approximately 125 days);!!

The Debtors’ Chapter 11 Cases Are Large and Complex.

21.  Having once been the third largest LTL freight carrier and the fifth largest
transportation company in North America, these chapter 11 cases involve 24 Debtor-affiliate
entities, which had, at the outset of these cases, approximately 1,650 employees as compared to
employing over 30,000 people prior to the Petition Date. The Debtors are winding down
operations of numerous service terminals spanning 300 communities across the United States and
Canada. As of the Petition Date, the Debtors had approximately $1.2 billion in funded-debt

obligations.

11 Because of the voluminous nature of the orders cited herein, such orders have not been attached to this Motion.
Copies of these orders are available upon request of the Debtors’ counsel.

11
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22. The Debtors have a wide variety of parties in interest, ranging from thousands of
vendors to hundreds of contract and litigation counterparties, tens of thousands of former
employees, several unions, dozens of pension, health and welfare funds, and numerous local, state,
and federal agencies—many of whom have been active in these chapter 11 cases. The IBT, which
represents 22,000 former employees of the Debtors, is active in these chapter 11 cases, having
most recently filed a response to the Debtors Third, Fourth, and Fifth Omnibus Claims Objections
to Proofs of Claim for WARN liability!? that has resulted in an ongoing discovery process related
to the same.!?> The Debtors were also participants in three SEPPs and more than 20 MEPPs, which
filed claims leading to the Debtors’ objections to proofs of claim for withdrawal liability and
ongoing discovery processes related to the same. Collectively, within these pieces of litigation,
the Debtors have received massive amounts of discovery demands from various creditors,
including at least (so far) 334 requests for production and 126 interrogatories. The Debtors also
have active shareholders, some of whom believe that there should be sufficient value in these
chapter 11 cases to make a distribution to equity once all of the Debtors’ assets are sold and all of
the claims against these chapter 11 estates are reconciled.

23. The wide variety of parties in interest, and the complexities presented by their
competing interests, also notably positions the Debtors as the party best suited to ultimately
propose a confirmable chapter 11 plan. Regardless, at this point, the size and complexity of these

chapter 11 cases weigh in favor of extending the Exclusivity Periods.

12 See Docket No. 2778

13" See Docket Nos. 3237 & 3313.

12
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The Debtors Have Made Good-Faith Progress Towards Conclusion of these
Chapter 11 Cases.

24.  During the course of these chapter 11 cases, the Debtors have made significant
progress in administering these chapter 11 cases. The Debtors commenced these chapter 11 cases
with extremely limited liquidity and have moved as expeditiously as possible through these chapter
11 cases, engaging in a comprehensive marketing process to maximize the value of their estates
for the benefit of all stakeholders. That process has been extraordinarily successful, resulting in
the successful sale and marketing process and related auction for the sale 130 fee-owned properties
and 23 leases and the entry of consensual Court orders approving the same.!# The proceeds from
this sale process allowed the Debtors to pay off all of their prepetition funded-debt obligations.!>
Since the entry of the Second Exclusivity Order, the Debtors have continued to bring additional
value into the estate for the benefit of all stakeholders through their ongoing claims reconciliation
process and the successful negotiation of 72 setoff agreements pursuant to the Customer
Collections First Day Order, securing over $12.6 million in collections on outstanding accounts
receivable.

25. Still, although much process has been made since the Petition Date, the Debtors
need additional time to continue to engage with their stakeholders to consummate the remaining
sales and litigate certain claims while negotiating others in order to be in a position to develop and
negotiate a chapter 11 plan. This substantial progress administering these chapter 11 cases weighs

in favor of an extension of the Exclusivity Periods.

14 See Docket Nos. 1354 & 1735.

15 See Docket No. 2119.
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I11. The Debtors Are Paying Their Bills as They Come Due.

26. Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have paid their postpetition debts in the

ordinary course or as otherwise provided by Court order.
Iv. Time Elapsed in these Chapter 11 Cases

217. This is the Debtors’ third request for an extension of the Exclusive Periods and
comes approximately nine months after the Petition Date. As referenced above, courts have
previously granted debtors’ third requests for extension of the exclusivity periods in cases of this
size and complexity. See also In re Borders Grp., Inc., 460 B.R. 818, 826 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2011)
(approving the extension of the debtors’ exclusivity periods by 120 days and noting that where the
debtors have been “busy satisfying the general requirements of a chapter 11 case . . . [that] the
debtors should be able to [have additional time to] present creditors with a more refined business
model and projections for future operations—all of which are necessary for filing both a disclosure
statement and plan.”) (emphasis added).

V. An Extension of the Exclusivity Periods Will Not Pressure or Prejudice Creditors.

28. The Debtors are not seeking an extension of the Exclusivity Periods to pressure or
prejudice any of their stakeholders. Rather, the Debtors seek to maintain exclusivity so parties
with competing interests do not hinder the Debtors’ efforts to maximize value for the benefit of all
stakeholders. Extending the Exclusivity Periods will benefit all creditors by preventing the drain
on time and resources that inevitably occurs when multiple parties, with potentially diverging
interests, vie for the consideration of their own respective plans. All stakeholders benefit from the
continued stability and predictability that a centralized process provides, which can only occur
while the Debtors remain the sole potential plan proponents. Accordingly, the relief requested
herein is without prejudice to the Debtors’ creditors and will benefit the Debtors’ estates, their

creditors, and all other key parties in interest.

14
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29.  An objective analysis of the relevant factors demonstrates that the Debtors are
doing everything that they should be doing as chapter 11 debtors to facilitate a successful
conclusion to these chapter 11 cases. Accordingly, the Debtors request an extension of the
Exclusivity Periods, and reserve the right to request further extensions of the Exclusivity Periods,
as circumstances require.

Notice

30. The Debtors will provide notice of this motion to: (a) the U.S. Trustee; (b) the
Committee and Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP as counsel to the Committee; (c) the office
of the attorney general for each of the states in which the Debtors operate; (d) United States
Attorney’s Office for the District of Delaware; (e) the Internal Revenue Service; (f) the United
States Securities and Exchange Commission; and (g) any party that has requested notice pursuant
to Bankruptcy Rule 2002 (collectively, the “Notice Parties”). In light of the nature of the relief

requested, no other or further notice need be given.

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank]
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WHEREFORE, the Debtors request entry of the Order, substantially in the form attached
hereto as Exhibit A, (a) granting the relief requested herein and (b) granting such other relief as

the Court deems appropriate under the circumstances.

Dated: May 20, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436) Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228) David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503) KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718) KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP 333 West Wolf Point Plaza
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor Chicago, Illinois 60654
P.O. Box 8705 Telephone: (312) 862-2000
Wilmington, Delaware 19801 Facsimile: (312) 862-2200
Telephone: (302) 652-4100 Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400 david.seligman@kirkland.com
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com

tcairns@pszjlaw.com

pkeane@pszjlaw.com -and-

ecorma@pszjlaw.com

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

Objection Deadline: May 28, 2024, at 4:00 p.m. (ET)
Hearing Date: June 3, 2024, at 10:00 a.m. (ET)

NOTICE OF MOTION OF DEBTORS
FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING
THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11
PLAN AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION
1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, on May 20, 2024, the above-captioned debtors
and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™), filed the Motion of Debtors for Entry of
an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusivity Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit
Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting
Related Relief (the “Motion”) with the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of

Delaware, 824 Market Street, 3rd Floor, Wilmington, Delaware 19801 (the “Bankruptcy Court”).

A copy of the Motion is attached hereto.
PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that any response or objection to the
Motion must be filed with the Bankruptcy Court on or before May 28, 2024, at 4:00 p.m.

prevailing Eastern Time.

' A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

DE:4891-6406-0558.3 96859.001
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PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that at the same time, you must also
serve a copy of the response or objection upon: (i) the Debtors, Yellow Corporation, 11500
Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, Kansas 66211, Attn.: General Counsel; (ii) counsel to
the Debtors, (A) Kirkland & Ellis LLP, 333 West Wolf Point Plaza, Chicago, Illinois, 60654,
Attn.: Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (patrick.nash@kirkland.com) and Kirkland & Ellis LLP, 601
Lexington Avenue, New York, New York 10022, Attn.: Allyson B. Smith
(allyson.smith@kirkland.com) and (B) Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP, 919 North Market
Street, 17th Floor, PO Box 8705, Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Attn.: Laura Davis Jones
(ljones@pszjlaw.com), Timothy P. Cairns (tcairns@pszjlaw.com), Peter J. Keane
(pkeane@pszjlaw.com), and Edward Corma (ecorma@pszjlaw.com); (iii) the Office of United
States Trustee for the District of Delaware, 844 King Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35,
Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Attn.: Jane Leamy (jane.m.leamy@usdoj.gov) and Richard
Shepacarter (richard.shepacarter@usdoj.gov); and (iv) counsel to the Committee, (A) Akin
Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP, One Bryant Park, Bank of America Tower, New York, NY
10036-6745 US, Attn.: Philip C. Dublin (pdublin@akingump.com), Meredith A. Lahaie
(mlahaie@akingump.com), and Kevin Zuzolo (kzuzolo@akingump.com) and (B) co-counsel to
the Committee, Benesch Friedlander Coplan & Aronoff LLP, 1313 North Market Street, Suite
1201, Wilmington, DE, 19801, Attn.: Jennifer R. Hoover (jhoover@beneschlaw.com) and Kevin
M. Capuzzi (kcapuzzi@beneschlaw.com).

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT IF YOU FAIL TO RESPOND IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THIS NOTICE, THE COURT MAY GRANT THE RELIEF

REQUESTED BY THE MOTION WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE OR HEARING.

DE:4891-6406-0558.3 96859.001 2
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PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT A HEARING TO CONSIDER
THE RELIEF SOUGHT IN THE MOTION WILL BE HELD ON JUNE 3, 2024, AT
10:00 A.M. PREVAILING EASTERN TIME BEFORE THE HONORABLE CRAIG T.
GOLDBLATT, UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT JUDGE, AT THE UNITED
STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE, 824 MARKET

STREET, 3RD FLOOR, COURTROOM NO. 7, WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801.

Dated: May 20, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436) Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228) David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503) KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718) KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP 333 West Wolf Point Plaza
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor Chicago, Illinois 60654
P.O. Box 8705 Telephone: (212) 446-4800
Wilmington, Delaware 19801 Facsimile: (212) 446-4900
Telephone: (302) 652-4100 Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400 david.seligman@kirkland.com
tcairs@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com -and-

ecorma@pszjlaw.com
Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue
New York, New York 10022
Telephone: (212) 446-4800
Facsimile: (212) 446-4900
Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession

DE:4891-6406-0558.3 96859.001 3
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,’ Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N N

Re: Docket No.

ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE
PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND SOLICIT
ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121 OF
THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

Upon the motion (the “Motion’’)? of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession
(collectively, the “Debtors™) for entry of an order (this “Order”) (a) extending the Debtors’ Filing
Exclusivity Period through and including September 2, 2024, and the Debtors’ Solicitation
Exclusivity Period through and including October 29, 2024, without prejudice to the Debtors’ right
to seek further extensions to the Exclusivity Periods, and (b) granting related relief, all as more
fully set forth in the Motion; and upon the First Day Declaration; and the district court having
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 157
pursuant to the Amended Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for
the District of Delaware, dated February 29, 2012; and this Court having found that this is a core
proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2); and this Court having found that this Court may

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

' A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’

claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epigl1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

2 Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.
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having found that venue of this proceeding and the Motion in this district is proper pursuant to
28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409; and this Court having found that the relief requested in the Motion
is in the best interests of the Debtors’ estates, their creditors, and other parties in interest; and this
Court having found that the Debtors’ notice of the Motion and opportunity for a hearing on the
Motion were appropriate and no other notice need be provided; and this Court having reviewed
the Motion and having heard the statements in support of the relief requested therein at a hearing
before this Court (the “Hearing”); and this Court having determined that the legal and factual bases
set forth in the Motion and at the Hearing establish just cause for the relief granted herein; and
upon all of the proceedings had before this Court; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause
appearing therefor, it is HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. The Motion is granted as set forth herein.

2. Pursuant to section 1121(d) of the Bankruptcy Code, the Filing Exclusivity Period
pursuant to section 1121(b) of the Bankruptcy Code is hereby extended through and including
September 2, 2024.

3. Pursuant to section 1121(d) of the Bankruptcy Code, the Solicitation Exclusivity
Period pursuant to section 1121(c) of the Bankruptcy Code is hereby extended through and
including October 29, 2024.

4. Nothing herein shall prejudice the Debtors’ rights to seek further extensions of the
Exclusivity Periods consistent with section 1121(d) of the Bankruptcy Code.

5. The Debtors are authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate the relief
granted in this Order in accordance with the Motion.

6. This Court retains exclusive jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from or

related to the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Order.
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “E”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

/ |
‘fgjf/vtg@;» —

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)
YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,*
(Jointly Administered)

Debtors.
Re: Docket No. 3511, 3512, 3513
Hearing Date: June 3, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (ET)

NOTICE OF FILING OF PROPOSED REDACTED VERSIONS OF (A) THE OFFICIAL
COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED CREDITORS’ OBJECTION TO THE MOTION OF
DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’
EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND SOLICIT
ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY
CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF, (B) DECLARATION OF JOHN C.
DIDONATO IN SUPPORT OF THE OFFICIAL COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED
CREDITORS’ OBJECTION TO THE MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN
ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A
CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO
SECTION 1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED
RELIEF, AND (C) DECLARATION OF JOHN D’AMICO IN SUPPORT OF THE
OFFICIAL COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED CREDITORS’ OBJECTION TO THE
MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE
DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND SOLICIT
ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121 OF THE
BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on May 28, 2024, the Official Committee of Unsecured
Creditors (the “Committee”) filed The Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors’ Objection to
the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File

a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3548 Filed 05/31/24 Page 2 of 3
287

Code and (1) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3511] (the “Objection”). The Objection was
filed under seal.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that contemporaneously with the filing of the
Objection, the Committee filed the (i) Declaration of John C. DiDonato in Support of the Olfficial
Commiittee of Unsecured Creditors’ Objection to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I)
Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances
Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related Relief [Docket

No. 3512] (the “DiDonato Declaration”) and (ii) the Declaration of John D ’Amico in Support of

the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors’ Objection to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of
an Order (1) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit

Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (1l) Granting Related

Relief [Docket No. 3513] (the “D’Amico Declaration”). The DiDonato Declaration and the
D’Amico Declaration were each filed under seal.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that counsel for the Committee has conferred with
counsel for the Debtors regarding proposed redactions to the Objection, the DiDonato Declaration,
and the D’ Amico Declaration. The Parties have agreed upon the redactions in the Objection, the
DiDonato Declaration, and the D’ Amico Declaration.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that, pursuant to Local Rule 9018-1(d)(i1), the
Committee hereby submits the proposed redacted versions of the Objection, the DiDonato

Declaration, and the D’ Amico Declaration (together, the “Proposed Redacted Documents™). A

copy of the redacted Objection is attached hereto as Exhibit 1, a copy of the redacted DiDonato
Declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit 2, and a copy of the redacted D’ Amico Declaration is

attached hereto as Exhibit 3.
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PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that the proposed redacted version of (i) the
Objection, (i1) the DiDonato Declaration, and (iii) the D’Amico Declaration are available via the
Court’s ECF/CM system.

Date: May 31, 2024 BENESCH, FRIEDLANDER,
Wilmington, Delaware COPLAN & ARONOFF LLP

/s/ John C. Gentile

Jennifer R. Hoover (DE No. 5111)

Kevin M. Capuzzi (DE No. 5462)

John C. Gentile (DE No. 6159)

1313 North Market Street, Suite 1201

Wilmington, DE 19801

Telephone: (302) 442-7010

Facsimile: (302) 442-7012

E-mail: jhoover@beneschlaw.com
kcapuzzi@beneschlaw.com
jgentile@beneschlaw.com

-and-

AKIN GUMP STRAUSS HAUER & FELD LLP

Philip C. Dublin (admitted pro hac vice)

Meredith A. Lahaie (admitted pro hac vice)

Kevin Zuzolo (admitted pro hac vice)

One Bryant Park

New York, NY 10036

Telephone: (212) 872-1000

Facsimile: (212) 872-1002

Email: pdublin@akingump.com
mlahaie@akingump.com
kzuzolo@akingump.com

Counsel to the Olfficial Committee
of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, et al.
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)
YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,*
(Jointly Administered)

Debtors.
Re: Docket No. 3433
Hearing Date: June 3, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (ET)

THE OFFICIAL COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED CREDITORS’
OBJECTION TO THE MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER
(I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11
PLAN AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION
1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

The Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors (the “Committee”) appointed in the

chapter 11 cases of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the

“Debtors” and such cases, the “Chapter 11 Cases”), by and through its undersigned counsel, hereby
files this objection (the “Objection”) to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending
the Debtors ’Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant

to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (II) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. 3433] (the

“Exclusivity Motion”). In support of this Objection, contemporaneously herewith, the Committee
is filing the Declaration of John C. DiDonato in Support of the Official Committee of Unsecured
Creditors’ Objection to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’
Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section

1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related Relief (the “DiDonato Declaration’) and

L A complete list of each of the Debtors in these Chapter 11 Cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these Chapter 11 Cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland
Park, Kansas 66211.
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the Declaration of John D’ ’Amico in Support of the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors’
Objection to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive
Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of

the Bankruptcy Code and (II) Granting Related Relief (the “D’Amico Declaration”) and the

Committee respectfully submits as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT?

1. By the Exclusivity Motion, the Debtors seek a further extension of their Exclusivity
Periods that should not be granted given the current state of these Chapter 11 Cases. The Debtors
ceased operations and filed for bankruptcy nearly ten months ago for the stated purpose of
monetizing their assets and distributing sale proceeds through a plan of liquidation. To that end, a
majority of the Debtors’ assets were auctioned off and sold in December 2023 and January 2024
through a very successful, but to date incomplete, sale process. For the last four months, the
Debtors’ attention has shifted away from monetizing their remaining assets and effectuating
distributions to creditors to being almost singularly focused on full-scale, scorched-earth litigation
against their largest unsecured creditors, litigation that is projected to cost the Debtors’ unsecured
creditors tens of millions of dollars over the next several months. Having grown very concerned
at the professional fee burn rate in these cases, the Committee requested that the Debtors pause the
very expensive litigation machine for a limited 30-day period to engage in settlement negotiations
to resolve the myriad contested issues now pending before the Court. The Debtors rejected that
request without elaboration.

2. It is increasingly apparent to the Committee that the Debtors’ litigation efforts are

not being carried out for the benefit of unsecured creditors (creditors who have asserted, in the

2 Capitalized terms used but not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them elsewhere in this Objection
or in the Exclusivity Motion, as applicable.
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aggregate, over $11 billion® in claims) but, instead, to attempt to pull off a triple lindy for the
Debtors’ largest equity holder, MFN Partners Management, LP (“MFN”’)—an entity that has two
representatives on the Debtors’ board of directors. By choosing continued extraordinarily
expensive litigation against the Debtors’ major claimants and refusing to agree to even a short
litigation pause to explore a potential settlement of any of the pending disputes, the Debtors have
elected to set aside the interests of unsecured creditors and pursue a highly unlikely recovery for
equity holders at tremendous cost to these estates and their unsecured creditors. The Debtors’
strategy similarly furthers their management team’s seemingly-personal and seemingly-baseless
desire to prove that the actions of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters (“IBT”) caused the
Debtors’ demise, notwithstanding the undisputed fact that the Debtors’ attacks have been rebuked

at every turn by the United States District Court for the District of Kansas (the “Kansas District

Court”), which recently dismissed all of the Debtors’ claims against the IBT.

3. Against this backdrop, the Debtors now seek yet another extension of their
Exclusivity Periods in an effort to, among other things, preclude the Committee from working with
its own constituents to formulate and prosecute its own plan of liquidation. The Debtors’ request,
however, is not supported by applicable law under the facts and circumstances of these cases. For
these reasons and the reasons that follow, the Exclusivity Motion should be denied.

4. Indeed, the Committee files this Objection not only to voice its opposition to the
Debtors’ continued (and increasingly inappropriate) control over the trajectory of these cases, but
to communicate to the Court and all parties in interest that it stands ready and willing to formulate
and propose its own plan of liquidation, pursuant to which the Debtors’ remaining assets would be

liquidated in a manner designed to maximize the value of such assets, and pending litigation

3 DiDonato Declaration { 25-26.
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matters moved into a liquidation trust overseen by an independent, unbiased liquidation trustee
who would serve as a true, unbiased fiduciary for the trust’s beneficiaries. The Committee is also
prepared to support, on a parallel track with its development and prosecution of a plan, a
comprehensive mediation process through which the material disputes that now burden these
estates can be addressed and hopefully resolved, thereby facilitating an even more expeditious and
value-maximizing resolution to these cases. The Committee believes, however, that any such
mediation process should be combined with a stay of the pending litigation matters to ensure that
all parties are able to devote their time and attention and appropriate estate resources to pursuing
a consensual resolution of pending litigation while simultaneously curbing the Debtors’
extraordinary cash burn.

5. Even if the Court is not prepared to order mediation together with a limited pause
in litigation, the Debtors simply have not met their burden to warrant an additional extension of
the Exclusivity Periods. As such, the Committee should be permitted to take immediate actions to
prevent the further dissipation of limited and rapidly diminishing estate resources, propose a
straightforward waterfall plan of liquidation, and otherwise progress these cases in a manner
designed to maximize value and provide unsecured creditors with the recoveries to which they are
legally entitled as quickly and efficiently as possible.

BACKGROUND

. Events Preceding the Chapter 11 Cases
a. “One Yellow” and Other Challenges
6. Prior to the commencement of these Chapter 11 Cases, the Debtors’ operations were
divided into four subsidiaries, which created many operating inefficiencies and often led to

companies within the Yellow corporate umbrella competing with each other to the detriment of the
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enterprise as a whole.* In 2019, Yellow Corporation (“Yellow” and, together with each of its direct
and indirect subsidiaries, the “Company”) announced the “One Yellow” initiative, a multi-year
plan to transform and unify the Company’s businesses by merging into one company, thereby
eliminating inefficiencies.® The Company viewed One Yellow as essential to the go-forward
viability of its business operations, as implementation of the plan was intended to increase
efficiency and improve financial performance.® The One Yellow plan contained three phases and
was expected to consolidate and connect the Company’s operations over a four-year period.” The
Company successfully implemented the first phase of One Yellow, but failed to implement the
second phase.® According to the Debtors, the resulting turmoil, as described further below, caused
irreparable financial damage to the Company.®

7. In 2019 and 2020, the Company experienced economic headwinds, including as a
result of a recession in the freight industry and the COVID-19 pandemic.'® Notwithstanding these
headwinds and the operational inefficiencies that necessitated implementation of the One Yellow
plan, the Debtors have repeatedly stated that the Company’s demise was the result of actions taken
(or refused to be taken) by the IBT.}' According to the Debtors, “Yellow . . . faced a severe
liquidity crisis orchestrated by... [IBT] General-President Sean O’Brien and carried out by [IBT]

leadership who acted at all times at his behest and direction.”*? More specifically, the Debtors

4 Declaration of Matthew A. Doheny, Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow Corporation, in Support of the Debtors’
Chapter 11 Petitions and First Day Motions [ECF No. 14] (the “First Day Declaration”) 91 3, 47.

S First Day Declaration { 45-46.
61d. 147-48.

"1d. 7 74.

81d. 1 81.

°1d. 1 79-88.

10d. 1 52.

1d. 1 80.

21d. 1 2.
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claim that the IBT breached the applicable collective bargaining agreement (“CBA”) to block
implementation of the second phase of the One Yellow initiative.'®> According to the Debtors, “[b]y
stonewalling Yellow’s implementation of Phase 2 [of One Yellow], Mr. O’Brien and [the IBT]
knowingly and intentionally triggered a death spiral for Yellow.”**

b. IBT Litigation

8. On June 27, 2023, Yellow and certain of its affiliates (the “Yellow Plaintiffs”) filed

a complaint (as amended on July 19, 2023, the “IBT Complaint™) against the IBT and certain other

IBT-affiliated local unions in the Kansas District Court alleging that the IBT refused to comply
with contractual obligations “to cooperate with and not impede the implementation of...One
Yellow” in breach of the parties’ CBA (the “IBT Litigation”).’> By the IBT Complaint, the Yellow
Plaintiffs sought over $137.3 million in damages and $1.5 billion for lost enterprise value
attributable to the IBT’s alleged CBA breaches.!®

9. In July 2023, the Company failed to make required contribution payments to certain
pension and health and welfare funds for its unionized workforce. The Company was required to
make these contribution payments under its CBA and related agreements, and the IBT was
permitted to strike in the event that payments were not timely made.*’

10.  Following the missed contribution payments, the IBT issued a 72-hour strike

notice.'® Two days later, the Yellow Plaintiffs sought a temporary restraining order and preliminary

131d. 1 10.
¥1d. 19.

15 First Amended Verified Complaint [ECF No. 2119 5, Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case
No. 23-1131-JAR-ADM (D. Kansas July 19, 2023), attached hereto as Exhibit A.

16 First Day Declaration § 10. As discussed below, the Yellow Plaintiffs> claims ultimately were dismissed in their
entirety on March 25, 2024.

Y Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Hr’g Tr. at 50:16-51:12, Case No. 23-1131-JAR-ADM (D.
Kansas July 21, 2023) [ECF No. 41] (the “TRO Transcript”), attached hereto as Exhibit B.

18 First Day Declaration { 12.
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injunction against the defendants in the IBT Litigation, asking the Kansas District Court to (i)
enjoin the defendants from striking and (ii) compel them to engage in certain grievance procedures
under the CBA.'® Ruling from the bench, the Kansas District Court denied the Yellow Plaintiffs’
request, finding that the IBT was authorized to strike following the Company’s admitted failure to
make the contribution payments.?

11. Although a strike ultimately was averted, the Debtors claim that “the threat of the
IBT strike was enough to seal Yellow’s fate.”?! In the First Day Declaration, Mattew Doheny, the
former Chairman of Yellow’s board of directors (the “Board”) and current Chief Restructuring
Officer, stated that the Company’s total shipments went from 40,000 to “near zero” over the course
of five days following the IBT’s strike notice.?? Interestingly, a sworn declaration from Darren
Hawkins, the Debtors’ CEOQ, tells a different story. Most notably, Mr. Hawkins states that on July
24, 2023—the day the strike was scheduled to commence—the Company picked up over 17,000
shipments, but the Company itse/f made the decision to “begin the process to discontinue accepting
new shipment orders” on that day.? Given the Company’s self-imposed decision to cease
accepting new shipments on July 24, its shipments soon dwindled to zero, and the Company began

winding down its business.?* On July 28, 2023, the Company began terminating employees.?®

9 Plaintiffs’ Motion for a Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction [ECF No. 22], Yellow Corp. v.
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No. 23-1131-JAR-ADM (D. Kansas July 19, 2023).

2 TRO Transcript at 55:1-20.
2L First Day Declaration { 100.
21d. 113.

2 Declaration of Darren Hawkins in Support of Debtors’ Third, Fourth, and Fifth Omnibus (Substantive) Objection
to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [ECF No. 2581] q 100 (the “Hawkins Declaration”).

24 First Day Declaration 1 13; Hawkins Declaration { 107.
3 First Day Declaration Y 17.
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C. Equity Acquisition by MFN

12. According to public documents, from July 10, 2023 through July 31, 2023, during
which time the Company was embroiled in a public dispute with the IBT and eventually
determined to cease operations as described above, MFN purchased approximately 22.1 million
shares in Yellow at an average price of $1.02 each, resulting in an approximately 42.5% equity
ownership stake in Yellow.?® Upon information and belief, MEN has not had any additional equity
transactions as of July 31, 2023 and continues to own approximately 22.1 million Yellow shares.
1. The Chapter 11 Cases

13. On August 6, 2023 and continuing into August 7, 2023 (together, the “Petition
Date”), the Debtors filed voluntary petitions for relief under chapter 11 of title 11 of the United

States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code’’) commencing these Chapter 11 Cases. According to the First

Day Declaration, the Debtors filed for chapter 11 with the objective of effectuating an orderly,
value-maximizing winddown of their businesses for the benefit of all parties in interest.?’

14. On August 16, 2023, the United States Trustee for the District of Delaware
appointed the Committee pursuant to section 1102(a)(1) of the Bankruptcy Code.?® An amended
notice of appointment was filed on May 20, 2024.?° The Committee currently comprises eight

members. 30

% Yellow Corp., Schedule 13D (Aug. 1, 2023).

27 First Day Declaration 119.

28 Notice of Appointment of Committee of Unsecured Creditors [ECF No. 269].

2 First Amended Notice of Appointment of Committee of Unsecured Creditors [ECF No. 3430].

30 The Committee comprises the following parties: (i) BNSF Railway; (ii) Central States, Southeast and Southwest
Areas Pension Fund; (iii) Daimler Trucks, N.A.; (iv) International Brotherhood of Teamsters; (v) New York State
Teamsters Pension and Health Funds; (vi) Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation; (vii) RFT Logistics LLC; and (viii)
Mr. Armando Rivera.
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I11.  The Debtors’ Board, Executive Team, and Employees

15. On September 5, 2023, shortly after the Petition Date, the Debtors elected two new
members to the Board, Mary Nell Browning and Thomas Knott, who were “specifically
recommended” by MFN.3!

16. Despite having no ongoing business operations, as of the date hereof, the Company
still employs a significant number of senior executives, including, but not limited to: (i) Darren
Hawkins, Chief Executive Officer; (ii) Daniel Olivier, Chief Financial Officer; (ii1) Tony Carrefio,
Senior Vice President, Treasury and Investor Relations; and (iv) Matthew Doheny, Chief
Restructuring Officer.3? Below is a chart detailing the salaries and bonuses of the Company’s senior

executives as of May 20, 2024.3

Name Position Salary Bonus

Darren Hawkins CEO $1.3m $0.6m

Daniel Olivier CFO $0.5m $0.5m

Tony Carrefio SVP, Treasure, Investor $0.3m $0.2m
Relations

Matthew Doheny CRO $1.8m $1.0m

Total $3.9m $2.3m

17.  As of May 6, 2024, the Debtors continue to employ a total of 275 employees, 233
of whom are full-time and 42 of whom are flex-time.®* The Debtors’ employees’ monthly salaries
currently total approximately $2.5 million per month, of which approximately $325,000 is

attributable to the Debtors’ executive team.3®

31 See Yellow Corp., Form 8-K (Sep. 11, 2023).

32 DiDonato Declaration 1 16. Leah Dawson, EVP, General Counsel and Secretary, is currently employed as a part-
time employee paid at an hourly rate.

®¥1d.
¥1d. 1 14.
3 1d. 11 14, 16.



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3548-1 Filed 05/31/24 Page 11 of 45
299

IV.  The Asset Sales and Repayment of All Secured Debt

18. On August 7, 2023, the Debtors filed a motion (the “Bidding Procedures Motion”)%

by which they requested authorization to establish bidding procedures (the “Bidding Procedures”)

for the sale of their owned real estate (collectively, the “Owned Real Estate”), leased real estate

(collectively, the “Leased Real Estate” and, together with the Owned Real Estate, the “Real Estate

Assets”), and rolling stock (collectively, the “Rolling Stock™). On September 15, 2023, the Court
entered an order approving the Bidding Procedures Motion, which order provided for, among other
things, an auction and sale schedule.

19.  In November and December 2023, the Debtors conducted multi-day auctions in
accordance with the Bidding Procedures, following which the Court approved multiple sales
covering 128 of the Debtors’ Owned Real Estate—or approximately three quarters—and 35 of the
Debtors’ Leased Real Estate properties, for total proceeds of approximately $1.97 billion.%’

20.  Despite their initial progress, the Debtors have not yet announced a timeline or

process by which the remaining Real Estate Assets will be monetized. Upon information and

36 Motion of the Debtors for Entry of an Order (I)(4) Approving Bidding Procedures for the Sale or Sales of the
Debtors’ Assets; (B) Scheduling an Auction and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice Thereof; (C) Approving
Assumption and Assignment Procedures, (D) Scheduling a Sale Hearing and Approving the Form and Manner of
Notice Thereof; (II)(4) Approving the Sale of the Debtors’ Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests and
Encumbrances And (B) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases;
and (I1l) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. 22].

87 D’ Amico Declaration { 13. The Exclusivity Motion states that the Debtors “monetized 130 owned properties for
$1.88 billion” pursuant to “Docket No. 1354” and “23 leased properties for $92 million” pursuant to “Docket No.
1735.” Exclusivity Motion 2. In fact, Docket No. 1354 approved the sale of 128 owned properties and 2 leased
properties and Docket No. 1735 approved the sale of 23 leased properties for $82 million. See Order (I) Approving
Certain Asset Purchase Agreements; (I1) Authorizing and Approving Sales of Certain Real Property Assets of the
Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each Case Pursuant to the Applicable
Asset Purchase Agreement; (I11) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain Executory Contracts and
Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase
Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. 1354]; Order (I) Approving Certain Asset Purchase
Agreements; (1) Authorizing and Approving Sales of Certain Real Property Assets of the Debtors Free and Clear of
Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each Case Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement;
(111) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases in Connection
Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; and (1V) Granting
Related Relief [ECF No. 1735].

10
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belief, the Debtors are instead in the process of retaining a third-party real estate broker to manage
the monetization of their remaining Real Estate Assets.>®
21. On October 16, 2023, the Debtors entered into an agency agreement with Ritchie

Bros. Auctioneers and Nations Capital (collectively, “Ritchie Brothers”) to act as auctioneer,

broker and marketing agent with respect to the Debtors’ Rolling Stock.*® To date, Ritchie Brothers

has completed sales of approximately 34%% of the Debtors’ existing Rolling Stock for

approximately | -
|
I

22. On February 8, 2024, the Debtors filed a notice stating that they had repaid in full
all outstanding prepetition and postpetition funded debt with the proceeds from the sales of the
Real Estate Assets, inclusive of their postpetition DIP facilities, prepetition ABL facility,
prepetition B-2 term loan and both tranches of debt outstanding under their United States Treasury
prepetition loan agreement.* In total, the Debtors repaid approximately $1.6 billion in prepetition

and postpetition funded debt obligations.**

3 D’ Amico Declaration 9 14.

39 0On October 27, 2023, the Court approved the agreement with Ritchie Brothers. Order (I) Approving Agency
Agreement with Nations Capital, LLC, Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (America) Inc., IronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie Bros.

Auctioneers (Canada) Ltd., and IronPlanet Canada Ltd. Effective as of October 16, 2023, (II) Authorizing the Sale of
Rolling Stock Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests and Encumbrances; and (I1l) Granting Related Relief
[ECF No. 981].

40 D’ Amico Declaration { 15.
411d. | 15.
421d. 9 18.

3 Notice of (4) Debtors’ Repayment of (I) Prepetition Secured Obligations, (Il) Prepetition UST Secured Obligations,
and (III) DIP Obligations and (B) Termination of (I) Prepetition B-2 Credit Agreement, (II) Prepetition UST Loan
Documents, and (II) DIP Loan Documents [ECF No. 2119].

4 DiDonato Declaration ] 11.

11
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23. Additional assets remain to be monetized for the benefit of unsecured creditors. As
of the date hereof, the Debtors still have approximately 25% of the Owned Real Estate, 66% of
the Rolling Stock, and 50% the Leased Real Estate remaining to be sold.*®
V. Claims Objections and Pending Litigation Matters

24, Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have objected to over 2,760 proofs of claim

through twelve omnibus claims objections (the “Claims Objections”). The most significant

Claims Objections challenge claims asserted by the Debtors’ multi-employer pension funds (the
“MEPPs”, and all such claims asserted by the MEPPs, the “MEPP Claims”), and claims related to
alleged violations of the federal Worker Adjustment and Retraining Notification Act of 1988 and

state law analogs (collectively, the “WARN Act”, and such claims, the “WARN Act Claims”).

Yellow and certain of its affiliates also are party to two class action adversary proceedings alleging

violations of the WARN Act (the “WARN Adversary Proceedings”, and together with the WARN

Act Claims Objections, the “WARN Litigation”).

a. The MEPP Claims
25. The MEPP Claims, by which the MEPP claimants assert over $7 billion in claims,
primarily relate to ERISA withdrawal liability obligations arising from the Debtors’ withdrawal
from various MEPPs. The MEPP Claims generally fall into two categories: (i) proofs of claim
filed by MEPPs who received Special Financial Assistance (“SFA”) under the 2021 American
Rescue Plan Act (the “SFA MEPPs”), including Central States, Southeast and Southwest Areas
Pension Fund (“Central States™); and (ii) proofs of claim filed by MEPPs who did not receive SFA

funds (the “Non-SFA MEPPs”). On December 8, 2023, the Debtors objected to Central States’

4 D’ Amico Declaration 9 16.

12
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claims for withdrawal liability and related contract claims.*® On January 26, 2024, the Debtors
objected to claims asserted by SFA MEPP funds other than Central States.*’ On March 13, 2024,
the Debtors objected to claims asserted by Non-SFA MEPPs.*

26. The MEPP Claims have been the subject of extensive briefing. On January 8 and
February 13, 2024, respectively, Central States and various other MEPPs filed motions to compel
arbitration of the withdrawal liability disputes.**> On February 21, 2024, the Pension Benefit
Guaranty Corporation (“PBGC”) separately moved to dismiss or deny the Debtors’ challenge to
the PBGC-issued regulation requiring MEPPs to phase in the recognition of SFA when calculating
withdrawal liability.®® PBGC subsequently filed a motion to withdraw the reference as to the
enforceability of its regulation, which is now fully briefed before the United States District Court
for the District of Delaware and is awaiting further action from the court.®® On March 27, 2024,
the Court issued a decision denying the motions to compel arbitration and adjourning PBGC’s
motion to dismiss until the Court considers the merits of the claims allowance disputes that were

the subject of the motions to compel arbitration.>?

46 Debtors’ Objection to the Proofs of Claim Filed by the Central States Pension Fund [ECF No. 1322].
47 Debtors’ Second Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [ECF No. 1962].
48 Debtors’ Seventh Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [ECF No. 2595].

4 Central States Pension Funds Motion to Compel Arbitration of Withdrawal Liability Disputes, or Alternatively, for
Relief from the Automatic Stay to Initiate Arbitration [ECF No. 1665]; New York State Teamsters Conference Pension
and Retirement Fund, Road Carriers Local 707 Pension Fund, Teamsters Local 641 Pension Fund, Western
Pennsylvania Teamsters and Employers Pension Fund, Management Labor Pension Fund Local 1730, International
Association Of Motor City Machinists Pension Fund, Mid-Jersey Trucking Industry & Teamsters Local 701 Pension
and Annuity Fund, Teamsters Local 617 Pension Fund, Trucking Employees Of North Jersey Pension Fund, And
Freight Drivers and Helpers 557 Pension Fund's Joint Motion to Compel Arbitration of Withdrawal Liability Disputes,
or Alternatively, for Relief from the Automatic Stay to Initiate Arbitration [ECF No. 2180].

0 The Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation’s Motion for Denial or Dismissal of Debtors’ Challenge to PBGC's
Regulation Contained in Debtors’ Objections to the Proofs of Claim Filed by Certain Multiemployer Pension Plans
[ECF No. 2276].

51 Motion of the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation for Mandatory Withdrawal of the Reference of the Debtors’
Objections to Proofs of Claim for Pension Withdrawal Liability [ECF No. 2640].

%2 Memorandum Opinion [ECF No. 2765].

13
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27. The SFA MEPP and Non-SFA MEPP Claims Objections are governed by separate
scheduling orders entered by the Court on February 14, 2024 and April 12, 2024, respectively.>®
Fact discovery is ongoing in both litigations, with trial dates set for early August 2024 for the SFA
MEPP Claims Objections and late September 2024 for the Non-SFA MEPP Claims Objections.

b. The WARN Act Claims

28. As with the MEPP Claims, there has been extensive motion practice in the WARN
Litigation. On March 12, 2024, the Debtors filed multiple Claims Objections to the WARN Act
Claims.> Numerous WARN Act claimants filed responses between March 25 and April 8, 2024,
and the Debtors filed a reply on April 9, 2024.> As to the WARN Adversary Proceedings, the
plaintiffs on behalf of the non-union employees have fully briefed a motion for class certification
(which the Court orally indicated it would grant), and fully briefed a motion for partial summary
judgment.

29.  Atascheduling conference on April 11, 2024 regarding the WARN Act Claims, the
Court indicated it would hear all WARN Litigation on the “same track.” Under the current
schedule, discovery for the WARN Litigation is underway and is to be completed by August 16,
2024. A hearing on dispositive motions, if any, is set for October 14, 2024, and a trial, if necessary,

is scheduled to commence on December 9, 2024.%¢

%8 Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Objections to Proofs of Claim Filed
by the Pension Funds that Received Special Financial Assistance [ECF No. 2195]; Order Scheduling Certain Dates
and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Seventh Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for
Withdrawal Liability [ECF No. 2961].

5 Debtors’ Third Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [ECF No. 2576]; Debtors’
Fourth Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [ECF No. 2577]; Debtors’ Fifth
Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [ECF No. 2578].

%5 Debtors’ Reply in Support of their Third Omnibus (Substantive), Fourth Omnibus (Substantive), and Fifth Omnibus
(Substantive) Objections to Proofs of Claim Alleging WARN Liability [ECF No. 2909] (the “Reply Supporting Third,
Fourth, and Fifth Omnibus Objections”).

%6 Scheduling Order [ECF No. 3186].

14
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c. IBT Litigation
30. Prior to the Petition Date, on July 20, 2023, the IBT and certain other union
defendants filed separate motions to dismiss the IBT Complaint in the IBT Litigation for failure to
state a claim.%” On August 18, 2023, the Yellow Plaintiffs filed a motion to transfer the case to this
Court, along with a memorandum in support, seeking to have the issues heard before this Court.*®
The Kansas District Court denied the motion to transfer on October 12, 2023.%° On March 25,
2024, the Kansas District Court granted the defendants’ motions to dismiss the IBT Complaint
without prejudice based on Yellow’s failure to exhaust the grievance procedures set out in the
CBA.% On April 22, 2024, the Yellow Plaintiffs filed a motion to alter or amend the Kansas
District Court’s judgment and a memorandum in support, as well as a motion for leave to file a
proposed second amended complaint. The reply deadline for each motion is June 10, 2024, after
which time the matters will be fully briefed and will await rulings from the Kansas District Court.
d. The Committee’s Efforts to Facilitate Settlement Discussions
31. On May 9, 2024, the Committee authorized its counsel to commence settlement
discussions with the Debtors and MFN, as the Debtors’ largest equity holder, in an effort to
facilitate a global resolution of the Debtors’ material litigation matters, inclusive of the IBT
Litigation, the WARN Litigation and the MEPP Claims, and the terms of a liquidating chapter 11

plan. The Committee’s objective was to attempt to reach settlements with various stakeholders in

57 International and Negotiating Committee’s Motion to Dismiss [ECF No. 29]; Memorandum in Support of the
International and Negotiating Committee's Motion to Dismiss [ECF No. 30]; Local Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss
[ECF No. 31]; Memorandum in Support of the Local Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss [ECF No. 32], Yellow Corp. v.
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No. 23-1131-JAR-ADM (D. Kansas July 20, 2023).

%8 Motion to Transfer [ECF No. 47], Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No. 23-1131-JAR-
ADM (D. Kansas August 18, 2023).

%9 Memorandum and Order [ECF No. 57], Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No. 23-1131-
JAR-ADM (D. Kansas October 12, 2023).

80 Memorandum and Order [ECF No. 109], Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No. 23-
1131-JAR-ADM (D. Kansas March 25, 2024).

15
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phases including settlements with equity holders, the IBT, WARN Act claimants and the MEPPs.
To that end, counsel to the Committee communicated a “phase 1” settlement proposal authorized
by the Committee to counsel to the Debtors and MFN by e-mail on May 13, 2024. Committee
counsel encouraged the Debtors and MFN to engage on the Committee’s proposal, but indicated
that any such engagement would need to be combined with an initial 30-day pause and extension
of relevant litigation dates to ensure that all parties involved were given the ability to devote the
necessary time and resources that would be required to participate in the various phases of
settlement discussions, while simultaneously preventing the accrual of millions of dollars in
professional fees that were projected to be incurred in respect of the litigation matters for the
relevant period. On May 16, 2024, the Debtors responded to the Committee’s settlement proposal,
stating that they did not support any extension of the litigation deadlines, but were working on a
counter-proposal. To date, the Committee has not received a counter-proposal from the Debtors,
and has received no response to its settlement proposal from MFN.
V1.  The Debtors’ Excessive Cash Burn

32.  As of May 10, 2024, the Debtors’ ending cash balance was approximately |l
I having burned approximately $30 million of cash in April 2024 alone.®* The Debtors’
primary use of cash is currently professional fees and, according to the Debtors’ monthly operating
reports, the Debtors paid approximately $16.9 million in professional fees in April 2024.52 A chart
identifying the primary professionals retained by the Debtors and the Committee and the amounts

that each has billed thus far in the Chapter 11 Cases is set forth below:

61 DiDonato Declaration { 13.

%2 DiDonato Declaration  17; Chapter 11 Monthly Operating Report for the Month Ending: 04/30/2024 [ECF No.
3442].

16
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Name of Firm Role | Time Period Amount Billed
Debtors’ Professionals
. . August 2023 —
Kirkland & Ellis LLP Counsel to the Debtors $26,179,079.07
March 2024
Investment Banker to the August 2023 —
Ducera Partners LLC Debtors April 2024 $25,389,733.04
Alvarez & Marsal North Financial Advisor to the August 2023 — $13.921.178.33
America, LLC Debtors March 2024 e
Kasowitz Benson Torres Special Litigation August 2023 —
LLP Counsel to the Debtors March 2024 $6,839,421.62
Tax Services Provider to August 2023 —
Ernst & Young LLP the Debtors April 2024 $3,822,816.13
Pachulski Stang Ziehl & August 2023 —
Tones LLP Counsel to the Debtors April 2024 $1,734,170.69
Audit Services Provider August 2023 —
KPMG LLP to the Debtors April 2024 $926,166.50
Canadian Restructuring August 2023 —
Goodmans LLP Counsel to the Debtors January 2024 $920,902.75
Total (Debtors’ Professionals) $79,733,468.13
Committee’s Professionals
Akin Gump Strauss Hauer . August 2023 —
& Feld LLP Counsel to the Committee March 2024 $14,206,951.18
Huron Consulting Services | Financial Advisor to the August 2023 —
LLC Committee February 2024 $4,455,479.08
. Investment Banker to the August 2023 —
Miller Buckfire Committee January 2024 $1,068,493.11
Benesch, Friedlander, . August 2023 —
Coplan & Aronoff LLP Counsel to the Committee March 2024 $838,384.51
Total (Committee’s Professionals) $20,569,307.88
Total (All Debtor and Committee Professionals) $100,302,776.01

33. The Debtors have provided the Committee’s advisors with a long-term budget,
which estimates that the Debtors expect to expend approximately ||

B

63 DiDonato Declaration  18.
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VIl. The Exclusivity Motion and the Debtors’ Prior Motions to Extend the Exclusivity
Periods

34. On November 8, 2023, the Court approved the Debtors’ first extension of their
Exclusivity Periods to (i) file a chapter 11 plan by 90 days, to March 4, 2024 and (ii) solicit votes
on a plan by 90 days, to May 2, 2024.54

35. On February 28, 2024, the Court approved the Debtors’ second extension of their
Exclusivity Periods for an additional 90 days to, respectively, June 3, 2024 and July 31, 2024.%

36. On May 20, 2024, the Debtors filed the Exclusivity Motion, by which they request
a third extension of the Exclusivity Periods by another 90 days to September 2, 2024 for plan filing
and to October 29, 2024 for plan solicitation.®® A hearing on the Exclusivity Motion is scheduled
for June 3, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (ET). Specifically, the Debtors make several factual assertions to
support that these Chapter 11 Cases have meaningfully progressed, and therefore a further
extension of the Exclusivity Periods is justified, including:

e The Debtors have monetized 130 owned properties for $1.88 billion and 23 leased
properties for $92 million and used a significant portion of such proceeds to pay off
all prepetition secured debt and DIP financing.®’

e The Debtors have sought to assume 78 nonresidential real property leases to ensure
value from those assets is maximized.%®

e The Debtors prevailed on the merits as to whether they could assume certain
unexpired real property leases.®

8 Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof
Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. 1065].

% Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof
Pursuant to Section 1121 of The Bankruptcy Code and (II) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. 2449].

8 Exclusivity Motion.

671d. at 1 2. As noted above, the Committee understands that the Debtors have to date monetized 128 owned
properties and that the 23 leased properties were sold for $82 million.

88 1d.
891d. at 1 3.

18
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e The Debtors continue to prosecute their objections to MEPP and WARN Act claims,
which, if successful, will reduce the unsecured claims pool by $8.0 billion in
disallowed claims.™

e The Debtors have been served with 334 requests for production and 126
interrogatories.

e The Debtors have negotiated 72 customer setoff agreements, securing $12.6 million
in collections on outstanding accounts receivable.’?

37. On May 21, 2024, in connection with the Exclusivity Motion, the Committee served
discovery on the Debtors seeking the production of relevant documents and deposition notices for
a Rule 30(b)(6) witness and Matthew A. Doheny. As of the date of this Objection, discovery
remains on-going, and a deposition of Mr. Doheny has been scheduled for May 31, 2024.

38. To date, no substantive discussions have taken place between the Debtors and the
Committee as to the terms of a potential plan of liquidation, or the timeline on which prosecution
of a potential plan of liquidation might proceed.

OBJECTION

A Legal Standard for Exclusivity Extension

39. The Bankruptcy Code limits the period of time during which a debtor has the
exclusive right to file a plan and solicit acceptances from creditors. See 11 U.S.C. § 1121(b), (c).
A debtor seeking an extension of exclusivity bears the evidentiary burden of proving “cause.” See,
e.g., 11 U.S.C. § 1121(d)(1); In re Lehigh Valley Prof'l Sports Clubs, Inc., Case No. 00-11296-
DWS, 2000 WL 290187, at *2 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. Mar. 14, 2000). Bankruptcy Code section 1121(d)
provides bankruptcy courts with flexibility to modify any period of exclusivity at their own

discretion. See First Am. Bank of N.Y. v. Sw. Gloves & Safety Equip., Inc., 64 B.R. 963, 965 (D.

1d. at 1 4-5.
1d. at 1 22.
21d. at 1 24.

19
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Del. 1986). Although “cause” is not defined in Bankruptcy Code section 1121(d)(1), courts have
regularly considered the following factors for determining whether cause exists to terminate or
modify exclusivity:

(i)  whether the debtor has made progress negotiating with creditors;

(i)  whether the debtor is seeking an extension to pressure creditors;

(iii)  whether the debtor is paying its debts as they become due;

(iv) the size and complexity of the case;

(v)  whether or not unresolved contingencies exist;

(vi) the necessity of sufficient time to negotiate and prepare adequate information;

(vii) the existence of good faith progress toward reorganization;

(viii) whether the debtor has demonstrated reasonable prospects for filing a viable
plan; and

(ix)  the length of time the case has been pending.

See e.g., In re Adelphia Commc’ns Corp., 352 B.R. 578, 587 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2006)
(explaining that while “cause” is not defined in the Bankruptcy Code, courts have developed a
list of factors to inform the inquiry, which have come to be called the “Adelphia factors”); In
re Cent. Jersey Airport Servs., LLC, 282 B.R. 176, 184 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2002) (considering the
above factors); In re Indianapolis Downs, No. 11-11046 (BLS), Hr’g Tr. at 56:11-56:14
(Bankr. D. Del. Aug. 26, 2011) [ECF No. 410] (noting that courts consider the various

exclusivity factors in a fact-driven analysis).
40.  The mere existence of one or more of the Adelphia factors is not sufficient to justify
an extension. See In re Mid-State Raceway, Inc., 323 B.R. 63, 67-68 (Bankr. N.D.N.Y. 2005)
(citation omitted) (“[T]he court is mindful that whether or not to grant an extension of exclusivity

pursuant to [Bankruptcy] Code § 1121(d) is a matter of discretion based on all the facts and

20
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circumstances”). In determining whether to terminate or modify a debtor’s exclusivity, “the
primary consideration should be whether or not doing so would facilitate moving the case
forward.” In re Dow Corning Corp., 208 B.R. 661, 670 (Bankr. E.D. Mich. 1997); see also
Adelphia, 352 B.R. at 590; In re Indianapolis Downs, No. 11-11046 (BLS), Hr’g Tr. at 56:14-
56:16 (Bankr. D. Del. Aug. 26, 2011) [ECF No. 410] (explaining that that the analysis comes down
to whether or not reasonable progress is being made).

41. Extensions of exclusivity should “be granted neither routinely nor cavalierly,” even
in the context of a debtor’s first extension request—Iet alone third request. In re McLean Indus.,
Inc., 87 B.R. 830, 834 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y 1987); see also In re Borders Grp., Inc.,460 B.R. 818, 821
(Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2011) (““A court’s decision to extend a debtor’s exclusive periods is a serious
matter[.]”). Significantly, a “debtor’s burden gets heavier with each extension it seeks as well as
the longer the period of exclusivity lasts.” Official Comm. of Unsecured Creditors of Mirant Ams.
Generation, L.L.C. v. Mirant Corp. (In re Mirant Corp.), No. 04-CV-476-A, 04-CV-530-A, 2004
WL 2250986, at *2 (N.D. Tex. Sept. 30, 2004). Moreover, a bankruptcy court’s discretion extends
not just to whether exclusivity should be extended or terminated, but also to the length of any
extension deemed appropriate. See, e.g., In re Sharon Steel Corp., 78 B.R. 762, 763-65 (Bankr.
W.D. Pa. 1987) (explaining that, because Bankruptcy Code section 1121(d) provides that a court
“may for cause” reduce or increase the exclusive periods, a court may decline to extend exclusivity
notwithstanding a showing of “cause”); see also In re GMG Capital Partners Ill, L.P., 503 B.R.
596, 601 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2014) (explaining that “courts have not hesitated to deny a . . . motion
to extend exclusivity where the circumstances warrant it,” even if it was the debtor’s first such

motion).
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42. The Debtors rely on the non-exclusive list of factors set forth in Adelphia to support
their request for an extension of the Exclusivity Periods, however, substantially all, if not all, of
the Adelphia factors weigh against granting the extension. For the reasons set forth below, the
Debtors have not satisfied their burden of demonstrating that cause exists to extend the Exclusivity
Periods by any amount, much less for the 90 days requested. The Exclusivity Periods should
instead be terminated to enable the Committee—as the statutory fiduciary for all unsecured
creditors—to propose and prosecute a liquidating plan that will effectuate the transfer of all
remaining assets and contested matters to one or more trusts to be overseen by an independent
fiduciary or fiduciaries, provide for a waterfall of recoveries to stakeholders in accordance with
the absolute priority rule and curtail the excessive administrative costs that continue to accrue in
these cases.

B. Application of the Adelphia Factors Does Not Support Further Extension of
Exclusivity

(1) Adelphia Factor 1: Whether the Debtors Have Made Progress Negotiating with
Creditors (weighs against granting extension)

43. The Debtors have not commenced—Ilet alone progressed—negotiations with
creditors, and the first Adelphia factor weighs strongly against the requested relief. When
considering whether a debtor has made progress negotiating with creditors for purposes of granting
an extension of exclusivity, courts look to the subjective perspective of the creditors. See In re All
Seasons Industries, Inc., 121 B.R. 1002, 1006 (Bankr. N.D. Ind. 1990) (considering the creditors’
view of the situation without considering whether such view was justified). Courts will weigh
whether creditors have lost confidence in a debtor, or otherwise no longer trust the debtor’s
management to act capably. See id. (refusing to extend the exclusivity period where creditors had
“lost faith in the capability and perhaps the integrity of debtor’s management”); In re Fountain

Powerboat Industries, No. 09-07132-8-RDD, 2009 WL 4738202, at *6 (Bankr. E.D.N.C. Dec. 4,
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2009) (considering whether a creditor had lost confidence in the debtors’ management when
deciding a motion to terminate exclusivity); In re Samson Resources Corp., No. 15-11934 (CSS),
Hr’g Tr. 98:16-99:6 (Bankr. D. Del. Sept. 27, 2016) (denying the debtors’ motion for an extension
of exclusivity where the debtor failed to engage in negotiations with the creditors’ committee).

44, During the first phase of these cases, the Debtors and the Committee were
appropriately focused on the sale processes that resulted in the repayment of all of the Debtors’
prepetition and postpetition funded debt. This phase had largely concluded by the end of January
2024, by which time the Court had approved the sales of the Owned Real Estate subject to
successful bids at the Debtors’ auctions. Rather than utilize the subsequent time afforded under
the Exclusivity Periods to begin to negotiate (or even complete negotiations) regarding the terms
of a liquidating plan, the Debtors were singularly focused on litigating with their most significant
unsecured creditors.

45.  With the exception of the IBT Litigation, the Committee acknowledges that the
disputes presented by the pending litigation matters are undoubtedly important to the resolution of
the Debtors’ claims pool, and the Committee does not object to the commencement of such matters
(or to the Debtors’ obligation to defend claims asserted against them, as applicable). The
Committee does, however, object to the Debtors’ inappropriate determination to pursue all
litigation matters, across all fronts, at all costs—and without giving the parties an opportunity to
see if there might be a chance to settle all or any subset of the matters. Indeed, virtually all of the
litigation matters have progressed to a point where the parties know and understand the positions
taken by their counterparts, and in the Committee’s view, these issues are ripe for, and should be
subject to, settlement discussions through mediation. It is telling that the Debtors refused to extend

the relevant litigation deadlines by just 30 calendar days to see if consensual resolutions might be
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reached with all or a subset of the significant creditors against whom they have commenced
litigation, and the Committee can only conclude that the Debtors are using litigation for an
improper purpose.

46. The Committee believes the Debtors’ improper purpose here to be two-fold. First,
the Debtors appear to be using these Chapter 11 Cases (and the estates’ cash) to pursue their own
(or their management team’s) agenda to see the IBT held “accountable” for the Company’s demise.
Indeed, the Debtors have been extraordinarily consistent in claiming that, but for the IBT, the
Debtors never would have had cause to commence these Chapter 11 Cases. Beginning with the
First Day Declaration and in numerous subsequent pleadings filed in these cases, the Debtors have
not missed an opportunity to disparage the IBT and blame it and its members for the Debtors’
business failures.” Notwithstanding the Debtors’ unwavering commitment to the cause, the claims
asserted by the Debtors in the IBT Litigation have thus far proven to be wholly without merit.
First, the Debtors were denied a temporary restraining order prior to the commencement of these
cases when the Kansas District Court determined that the IBT was authorized to strike following
the Company’s admitted failure to make required pension and health plan contribution payments.
Next, the Debtors moved to transfer the IBT Litigation to this Court, presumably because they
believed that this Court would be more receptive to their asserted claims. The motion to transfer
was denied, with the Kansas District Court noting that there was evidence that the Debtors were

engaging in forum shopping.’* Finally, the Debtors’ claims for damages and $1.5 billion for lost

3 See, e.g., First Day Declaration at 48 (“[IBT] used Yellow as a sacrificial lamb in an apparent attempt to gain
leverage.”); Reply Supporting Third, Fourth, and Fifth Omnibus Objections at §22 (“Only the IBT’s truly irrational
conduct pushed Yellow over the brink.”); Id. at 32 (“As none of these transactions closed—primarily because of the
IBT’s obstinance and surprising willingness to sacrifice 22,000 unionized jobs—Yellow lacked the funds to continue
operating.”); Debtors’ Opposition to Central States Pension Funds’ Motion to Compel Arbitration [ECF No. 1965] 9
11 (“as a result of unconscionable, unforeseen conduct by IBT leadership . . . the Debtors commenced a permanent
reduction of their workforce, began clearing their freight network, and ceased substantially all operations.”).

4 Memorandum and Order [ECF No. 57] at 16, Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No.
23-1131-JAR-ADM (D. Kan. Oct. 12, 2023) attached hereto as Exhibit C.
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enterprise value were recently dismissed in their entirety, in connection with which the Kansas
District Court granted the unions’ motions to dismiss. Notwithstanding these rulings against them,
the Debtors have forged ahead, expending millions of dollars in estate resources prosecuting claims
against the IBT, including most recently by filing a motion to alter or amend the Kansas District
Court’s judgment and a motion to amend their complaint. These actions are wholly inconsistent
with the Debtors’ stated desire to maximize (as opposed to dissipate) value, and they do not support
an extension of the Exclusivity Periods.

47.  Further, the Debtors’ insistence that the IBT is solely responsible for the Debtors’
demise ignores the historical financial challenges faced by the Debtors and the multiple lifelines
that key stakeholders attempted to extend to the Debtors. For example, from 2009 to 2011, the
Debtors’ financial problems obligated them to temporarily cease their participation in the Central
States Pension Fund and, when participation resumed, the Debtors did so at a fraction of the
contribution rate previously paid.” In addition, the Debtors’ IBT-represented employees were also

forced to accept 15% wage cuts to keep the Debtors afloat.’

Moreover, in 2014, continuing
financial troubles resulted in the Debtors seeking to extend their contribution deferral with Central
States Pension Fund.”” Finally, in 2020, the Debtors received a $700 million loan from the United
States Treasury to address their long-standing financial challenges.”® As such, the Debtors have
struggled financially and required significant accommodations from their business partners for

many years prior to filing these Chapter 11 Cases, and to date they have not provided any evidence

to support a finding that the IBT is to blame for the Company’s ultimate demise.

S Central States Fund’s Response to Debtors’ Objections to the Funds’ Proofs of Claims [ECF No. 1833] (“Central
States’ Response™) q 15.
6d.

71d. at | 16.
81d. at ] 19.
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48. Second, the Committee is increasingly of the view that equity holders (including
the Debtors’ largest shareholder MFN, who holds two board seats and appears to be in frequent
contact with the Debtors) are exercising undue influence over the Debtors’ litigation strategy, and
that the Debtors have abdicated their duties to act in the best interests of the Debtors’ estates in
favor of a hail mary attempt to obtain a recovery for equity. The most compelling evidence
supporting the Committee’s view is the Debtors’ inexplicable refusal to pause any of the litigation
pending with respect to any of the contested matters. This fact is of particular importance here
because, based on the Committee’s understanding of the Debtors’ own claims estimates, the
Debtors must prevail on all or virtually all of the issues raised in all or virtually all of the contested

matters before equity could even hypothetically be entitled to a recovery in these cases.

49, As set forth in the DiDonato Declaration, ||
|
B ]

80
I

7 DiDonato Declaration  20.
80 |d.
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50. The Debtors have also provided estimated ranges for administrative, secured and
priority claims (“SPA Claims™) on a Professionals’ Eyes Only (“PEQO”) basis to the Committee’s

advisors as follows: 8!

° Administrative Claims - ||
. Secured Claims — |
e Priority Claims —

51. Additionally, as noted above, various creditors also have asserted WARN Act
Claims. The Debtors have estimated that the total union-related WARN Act Claims asserted are

approximately $244 million, but for purposes of this analysis and solely for illustrative purposes,

the total allowable WARN Act Claims are assumed to be zero.?? ]
|

8 1d. 7 21.
821d. 1 22.
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B

52. General unsecured claims (“GUCs”) filed in these Chapter 11 Cases can generally
be separated into two categories: (1) GUCs subject to, or expected to be subject to, litigation

(collectively, “Litigation GUCs”); and (2) non-litigation related GUCs (i.e., accounts payable

claims, former customer claims, contract rejection damage claims, trade creditor claims, and other

claims not expected to be subject to material litigation) (collectively “Non-Litigation GUCs”).8*

53. The Litigation GUCs, as filed, have been asserted in the approximate amount of

$10.6 billion and are comprised of the following: 8

Claim Category Claim Amount

Single Employer Plans $ 206,098,885
New York State Teamsters Withdrawal Liability 832,936,718
Non-SFA MEPP Withdrawal Liability 840,063,338
SFA MEPP Withdrawal Liability (excl. NYS 858,620,765
Teamsters and Central States)

Central States Contractual Guarantee Letter 917,028,152
DOJ Environmental 2,134,313,629
Central States Withdrawal Liability 4,827,470744
Total $10,616,532,231

o4, The Debtors have not provided any estimates of the expected allowed amounts of

the Litigation GUCs.* |

81d. at ] 23.
84 1d. at | 24.
8 1d. at { 25.
8 1d. at ] 25.
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e

55. As stated above, using the high end of the Debtors’ most recent assumptions, Jjj

o

89

90

56. Stated differently, the Debtors would need to prevail on virtually all of their pending
challenges to all of the WARN Act Claims and Litigation GUCs aside from the Single Employer

Plan claims before any value would potentially be available for a return to equity holders.”* Even

871d. at 1 26.
81d. at 1 27.

%1d. at 1 28.
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this scenario does not account for either (i) the claims asserted by the IBT%, in connection with
which analysis remains ongoing, or (ii) claims for postpetition interest, both of which would need
to be satisfied before value would be available for equity holders * Given this analysis and the
unlikelihood that the Debtors will succeed in reducing their allowed claims pool to such an extreme
degree, these Chapter 11 Cases demand that the Debtors consider the value-maximizing path of a
consensual resolution.

57. A settlement, by definition, requires parties to meet somewhere between the goal
posts of their respective asserted positions, and any agreement by the Debtors to deviate from their
asserted position—as to virtually any disputed matter—would almost certainly result in no
recovery for equity. Equity, therefore, only stands to benefit if the Debtors prosecute—and win—
virtually every dispute now pending in these cases, leaving the Debtors disincentivized to engage
in settlement discussions if the Committee’s suppositions are correct. As a result, the Debtors have
not made any settlement progress—opting instead to foster unnecessary animosity and expend
millions in incremental professional fees. Indeed, it is telling that the Debtors seek to justify their
requested extension of the Exclusivity Periods on the fact that “[t]he Debtors also have active
shareholders, some of whom believe that there should be sufficient value in these Chapter 11 Cases
to make a distribution to equity once all of the Debtors’ assets are sold and all of the claims against
these chapter 11 estates are reconciled.”®* Notably, the Debtors do not confirm whether their own
analyses support equity’s view. These circumstances warrant termination of the Exclusivity

Periods.

9 Although not reflected in the foregoing analysis, the IBT also has asserted claims against the Debtors totaling in
excess of $3 billion (see Claim Nos..17248, 17253, 17258, 17261). To date, the Debtors have not objected to these
claims. These claims will, however, also need to be paid (or successfully objected to) before equity holders are entitled
to receive a recovery.

% d.
% Exclusivity Motion { 22.
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58.  The Committee’s concerns as to the foregoing would be more than sufficiently
addressed if the Court were to deny the Exclusivity Motion and allow the Committee to formulate
and prosecute a liquidating plan. Among other things, any liquidation plan proposed by the
Committee would effectuate: (1) the distribution of proceeds from the monetization of the
Debtors’ remaining assets in accordance with the priority scheme set forth in the Bankruptcy Code
and (2) the establishment of a liquidation trust combined with the appointment of an independent
fiduciary—one without bias or vendetta—who would serve as trustee and make appropriate
determinations regarding whether to settle, abandon or pursue the litigation matters to which the
Debtors are now party and how best to monetize the Debtors’ remaining assets. A liquidating plan
proposed by the Committee consistent with these objectives would enable the Chapter 11 Cases to
proceed to conclusion on a timely basis preventing, among other things, the expenditure of tens of
millions of dollars in professional fees currently earmarked for the pursuit of scorched-earth
litigation and accelerating the distribution of recoveries to stakeholders.

(i)  Adelphia Factor 2: Whether the Extension is Being Sought to Pressure Creditors
(weighs against granting extension)

59. The second Adelphia factor similarly weighs strongly against the Debtors’
requested relief. Courts have recognized that a debtor’s ability to exert undue pressure on creditors
through the extension of exclusivity must be monitored and limited. In re Texaco Inc., 76 B.R.
322, 326 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1987) (“‘An extension should not be employed as a tactical device to
put pressure on parties in interest to yield to a plan they consider unsatisfactory.”) (quoting S. Re.
No. 95-989, 95th Cong. 2d Sess. 118 (1978)); United Sav. Ass 'n of Tex. v. Timbers of Inwood Forest
Assocs., Ltd. (In re Timbers of Inwood Forest Assocs., Ltd.), 808 F.2d 363, 372 (5th Cir. 1987)
(characterizing Bankruptcy Code section 1121 as “a congressional acknowledgement that

creditors, whose money is invested in the enterprise no less than the debtor’s, have a right to a say
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in the future of that enterprise™), aff 'd, 484 U.S. 365 (1988). Further, the legislative history of
Bankruptcy Code section 1121 shows that Congress was explicitly concerned in drafting this
section that “unlimited exclusivity gave a debtor ‘undue bargaining leverage,’ because it could use
the threat of delay to force unfair concessions.” Century Glove, Inc. v. First Am. Bank of N.Y., 860
F.2d 94, 102 (3d Cir. 1988) (quoting House Report, 1978 U.S.C.C.A.A.N. at 6191) (emphasis
omitted); In re Timbers, 808 F.2d at 372 (“Section 1121 was designed, and should be faithfully
interpreted, to limit the delay that makes creditors the hostages of Chapter 11 debtors.”). Here,
this factor weighs against granting an extension because the Debtors are seeking to use the
requested extension for the express purpose of pressuring and litigating against their creditors,
rather than engaging in constructive settlement or plan negotiations.

60. As noted above, the Committee takes no issue with the Debtors’ determination to
commence the pending litigation matters (again, aside from the IBT Litigation), and understands
that commencing litigation is often necessary to foster resolution of disputed issues. The
Committee does, however, take issue with the overly-burdensome manner in which the Debtors
have determined to pursue that litigation, which of course is highlighted by the Debtors’ refusal to
pause the schedules governing the contested matters as addressed at length above. In addition, the
Debtors have served extraordinarily burdensome discovery on their litigation counterparties—for
example, in the WARN Litigation alone, the Debtors have served 285 separate requests for
admission on the IBT, the International Association of Machinists and Aerospace Workers, and
other WARN Act claimants, in addition to innumerable document requests and interrogatories,
including subpoenas for depositions to President Biden, Senator Bernie Sanders, and the acting

U.S. Secretary of Labor in the IBT Litigation.*®. Moreover, the Debtors have noticed 11

% See ECF Nos. 104, 105, and 106, Yellow Corp. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Case No. 23-1131-JAR-
ADM (D. Kansas March 13, 2024).

32



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3548-1 Filed 05/31/24 Page 34 of 45
322

depositions in the SFA MEPP Claims Objection litigation alone, with likely dozens more to come
in the Non-SFA MEPP Claims Objection litigation and WARN Litigation. These tactics present at
least two issues: first, the Debtors are now expending extraordinary sums of money on various
litigation-related processes that might be avoided, in whole or in part, if the parties are able to
successfully mediate the underlying disputes; and second, the Debtors’ extreme and antagonistic
approach (culminating in their refusal to extend the relevant litigation deadlines to provide an
opportunity for settlement discussions) has driven parties farther from—not closer to—any
consensual resolution of the claims at issue. The Exclusivity Motion should thus be denied on this
basis as well.

(iii)  Adelphia Factor 3: Whether the Debtors are Paying Their Debts as They Become
Due (weighs against granting extension)

61. The inability of a debtor to pay its debts as they become due would typically weigh
in favor of terminating exclusivity. While the Debtors may nominally be able to pay their debts as
they come due in these cases (where the debts implicated largely involve the payment of
professional fees), the Debtors have a finite pool of assets and are clearly not generating any “new”
proceeds other than those obtained through the monetization of their remaining assets—which has
virtually stalled. These cases therefore represent the type of “melting ice cube” scenario that is of
particular concern to creditors who would otherwise be entitled to a distribution of the funds that
are instead being expended to pay current debts. The professional fees that have been incurred
since the Petition Date are of particular concern—approximately $79.7 million has been billed by

the Debtors’ professionals alone since the Petition Date. Moreover, the Debtors’ most recent

budget projects that the Debtors will spend approximately || R
I - fiure that does not account for the

extraordinary expense and delay that unsecured creditors will be obligated to bear if the matters
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do not settle and all parties exercise their respective appellate rights.®® The Committee is
increasingly of the view that the estates are not receiving a commensurate benefit for the continued
expenditure of such significant sums.

62. In addition, the Debtors—who ceased all business operations prior to the Petition
Date—have also made the inexplicable decision to maintain a robust suite of costly senior
executives.®” Each month, the Debtors pay $325,000 in senior executive salaries to: (i) Darren
Hawkins; (ii) Daniel Olivier; (iii) Tony Carrefio; and (iv) Matthew Doheny.*® The Committee
questions why any liquidating debtor would need to retain the services of all of these executives
nearly ten months into its chapter 11 case (and indeed without any hope of effectuating a
“restructuring” over which a chief restructuring officer would presumably preside, especially
given the Debtors’ chief restructuring officer’s apparent reluctance to engage in cost-saving
settlement discussions and focus on losing litigation after litigation against the IBT).

63.  In light of the foregoing, this factor does not support an extension of the Debtors’
Exclusivity Periods under these circumstances.

(iv)  Adelphia Factors 4 and 5: Whether the Chapter 11 Cases are Complex and Have
any Unresolved Contingencies (weigh against granting extension)

64.  As evidence in support of the fourth Adelphia factor that the Debtors’ cases are
large and complex, the Debtors cite the complexity of the various pending litigation matters, many
of which they themselves commenced. Significantly, however, courts have found that the
existence of litigation alone is not sufficient to justify an extension and, thus, the facts here simply

do not support a finding that this factor has been met. See In re Southwest Oil Co., 84 B.R. 448,

9% DiDonato Declaration 18, 28.
971d. at | 16.
% |d.
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452 (Bankr. W.D. Tex. 1987) (“[T]he fact that litigation is pending with creditors is not in itself
sufficient cause to justify an extension of the exclusivity period.”); see also In re R.G. Pharmacy,
Inc., 374 B.R. 484, 488 (Bankr. D. Conn. 2007) (denying a debtor’s request to extend exclusivity
because pending litigation and investigations were not “sufficient to establish the requisite cause
for granting an extension[]”).

65. For example, in Southwest Oil, the court considered a debtor’s motion to extend the
exclusivity deadline on the basis that ongoing litigation prevented it from formulating a plan. In
re Southwest Oil Co., 84 B.R. at 449. The court determined that the litigation did not constitute
cause for an extension because (i) the litigation itself was “no more than predictable creditor
litigation,” (ii) the litigation was initiated by the debtor, who “should not be allowed to substitute
a lawsuit for the filing of a plan” and (iii) the debtor had engaged separate litigation counsel, and
thus, could not argue that it did not have time to formulate a plan. Id. at 452-53. The facts here
are highly analogous to those presented in Southwest Oil and support a similar finding. More
specifically, the IBT Litigation, the WARN Litigation, and the Claims Objections all constitute
“predictable” litigation matters involving the Debtors’ most significant unsecured creditors, most
of the matters were commenced by the Debtors themselves, and at least one of the matters is being
pursued by special litigation counsel (Kasowitz).

66.  Further, where the litigation at issue is unlikely to be completed within the
requested extension period, the litigation on its own similarly does not justify the grant of an
extension. See In re Acceptance Ins. Co., No. BK05-80059-TJM, 2008 Bankr. LEXIS 2265, at *2
(Bankr. D. Neb. Aug. 20, 2008) (denying an extension of exclusivity because continuing litigation
in the case was unlikely to be completed within the requested timeframe for the extension). Here,

absent a settlement, the pending litigations will extend well past the 90-day extension requested
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by Debtors, which would terminate on September 2, 2024. In fact, only the SFA MEPP claims,
which are scheduled to be tried in early August, could even potentially be resolved by September,
whereas the Non-SFA MEPP claims will not proceed to trial until late September and the WARN
Litigation will not proceed to trial until mid-December. Indeed, if a plan is not proposed and the
parties do not settle the disputed matters, the Committee understands that most if not all of the
parties involved in each of the disputed matters intend to exhaust all appellate rights, including
appealing relevant rulings to the U.S. Supreme Court. As such, the mere existence of pending
litigation should not be permitted to delay the development and prosecution of a plan and/or the
Debtors’ exit from chapter 11. Any litigation that remains outstanding at the time of confirmation
can be transferred to a liquidation trust and resolved on a post-confirmation/post-effective date
basis.

67.  In addition, although the size and complexity of a case are relevant considerations,
this factor cannot warrant an extension on its own even if the Court were otherwise inclined to find
that these Chapter 11 Cases remain large and complex as of the date hereof. See, e.g., In re Pub.
Serv. Co. of N.H., 88 B.R. 521, 537 (Bankr. D.N.H. 1988) (“[S]ize and complexity must be
accompanied by other factors . . . to justify extension of plan exclusivity . . .”); see also Official
Comm. of Unsecured Creditors v. Henry Mayo Newhall Mem’l Hosp. (In re Henry Mayo Newhall
Mem’l Hosp.), 282 B.R. 444, 452 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2002) (recognizing as “debunked” the view that
complex cases require extended exclusivity). Indeed, when courts view this factor as supporting
an extension, the complexity of the cases is generally extreme. See, e.g. In re Manville Forest
Prods. Corp., 31 B.R. 991, 995 (S.D.N.Y. 1983) (“[t]he sheer mass, weight, volume and

complication of the Manville filings undoubtedly justify a shakedown period”); In re McLean
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Indus., Inc., 87 B.R. 830, 835 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1987) (“[T]he complex nature and the size and
volume of proceedings in related cases can constitute cause for the extension of exclusivity[.]”).

68. Notwithstanding their stated position, the Debtors effectively concede through the
Exclusivity Motion that these cases are no longer complex. See Exclusivity Motion 9 2 (discussing
how most of the Debtors’ assets have been sold off and how all secured debt has been eliminated);
Exclusivity Motion 9 4 (discussing how the claims pool continues to be reconciled and how
pension plans have been merged); Exclusivity Motion 4 9 (discussing the Debtors’ many
accomplishments in these Chapter 11 Cases). Indeed, these cases are simply not complex—the
Debtors are non-operating entities and a majority of the Debtors’ assets have now been sold. Any
perceived complexity inherent in the Debtors’ pending litigation can easily be addressed by the
establishment of a liquidation trust under a plan, which would drastically reduce the number of
advisors currently looking to these estates for payment. Accordingly, the Exclusivity Periods
should be terminated to allow the Committee to do that which the Debtors have thus far refused to
do—formulate and prosecute a chapter 11 plan.

69. The Debtors do not expressly address the fifth Adelphia factor of whether
unresolved contingencies exist. To the extent the Debtors rely on unresolved litigation, such
reliance is misplaced and not a valid justification for the requested relief. Instead, this factor turns
on whether “there are [any] unresolved contingencies that must occur before [the debtor] can
propose a plan[,]” which “refers to some event external to the case that must occur or not occur in
order for the case to succeed,” such as the resolution of non-bankruptcy litigation. In re GMG
Capital Partners III, L.P, 503 B.R. at 603 (citation omitted). The Debtors have not offered any

evidence of unresolved litigation that would preclude them from proposing a plan. As noted above,
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any pending litigation can and should be transferred to a liquidation trust. Accordingly, this factor
similarly does not support the Debtors’ requested relief.
(V) Adelphia Factors 6 and 7: Whether the Debtors Have Had Sufficient Time to

Negotiate a Plan and the Existence of Good Faith Progress Toward
Reorganization (weigh against granting extension)

70.  These Chapter 11 Cases have been pending for approximately ten months, during
which time the Debtors have had ample opportunity to commence (and indeed conclude)
negotiations over the terms of a consensual plan but to date have declined to do so. Courts
routinely deny extensions of exclusivity in cases where the debtors have not shown progress
toward a plan. In re New Meatco Provisions, LLC, Case No. 2:13-bk-22155, 2014 WL 917335, at
*3 (Bankr. C.D. Cal. Mar. 10, 2014) (granting motion to terminate exclusivity where, among other
things, “there is little credible evidence upon which the court can base a finding that [the debtor]
will either make further progress in negotiating with creditors or be able to present a plan of
liquidation that has creditor support and a prospect at confirmation within a reasonable period of
time”); In re New Millennium Mgmt., LLC, No. 13-35719-H3-11, 2014 WL 792115, at *7 (Bankr.
S.D. Tex. Feb. 25, 2014) (rejecting the debtor’s motion to extend exclusivity period, pointing to
the lack of progress made when denying exclusivity, where the debtor had sufficient time to
negotiate a plan, but had not done so, had made little progress toward reorganization and had not
demonstrated reasonable prospects for filing a viable plan); In re Public Svc. Co. of N.H., 99 B.R.
155, 175-77 (Bankr. D.N.H. 1989) (denying the motion to extend exclusivity when the court
considered that the stalemate between the debtor and a creditor would not promote a consensual
plan within a reasonable time frame).

71. The Debtors’ extensive litigation efforts have been addressed at length in the
preceding sections of this Objection. Notwithstanding those efforts, the Debtors undoubtedly have

the capacity and the capability to dual or even triple-track a number of different work-streams to
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minimize the timeline and costs of these cases. These work-streams could and should include
settlement discussions with the parties they are litigating against, efforts to accelerate the
monetization of the Debtors’ remaining assets and the development of a liquidating chapter 11 plan
that utilizes those monetization strategies to effectuate plan distributions in accordance with the
absolute priority rule.

72. The Debtors have clearly had sufficient time to advance a chapter 11 plan process
that would bring these cases to conclusion, but they simply have not done so. Therefore, this factor
has not been satisfied and the Exclusivity Periods should be terminated.

(vi)  Adelphia Factor 8: Whether the Debtors Have Demonstrated Reasonable
Prospects for Filing a Viable Plan (weighs against granting extension)

73. As described above in connection with other factors, the Debtors have not
demonstrated that they possess the ability, within any reasonable time frame, to propose a plan of
liquidation and secure the necessary creditor support to confirm any such plan. Indeed, in the
Exclusivity Motion, the Debtors are unable to offer, let alone commit, to any timeline for a plan
and simply say “the Debtors intend to do so as soon as they are able.”® Given that the Debtors
have made no progress—demonstrable or otherwise—in proposing a viable plan, this factor
similarly supports termination of the Exclusivity Periods. Indeed, a simple waterfall plan that
complies with the absolute priority rule is relatively easy to construct and prosecute on a reasonable
time frame. Of course, the Debtors know that to obtain the acceptance of such a plan, the votes of
unsecured creditors would be required and, while unsecured creditors undoubtedly would vote to
accept a waterfall plan, they also would want to select the independent fiduciary that would be the
liquidating trustee. Could it be that the Debtors are not filing a plan because they want to pursue

their own agenda, one that is not in accord with basic tenets upon which the Bankruptcy Code is

9 Exclusivity Motion 8.
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based: negotiation, compromise and maximization of value? See In re World Health Alternatives,
Inc., 344 B.R. 291, 296 (Bankr. D. Del. 2006) (holding that “[s]ettlements are generally favored in
bankruptcy” because “[t]hey minimize litigation and expedite administration of the estate[]”); see
also In re Martin, 91 F.3d 389, 393 (3d Cir. 1996) (holding the same); Key3Media Grp., Inc. v.
Pulver.com, Inc. (In re Key3Media Grp., Inc.), 336 B.R. 87, 93 (Bankr. D. Del. 2005) (noting that
“to minimize litigation and expedite the administration of a bankruptcy estate, compromises are
favored in bankruptcy’). This factor weighs against extending the Exclusivity Periods.

(vii)  Adelphia Factor 9: The Length of Time the Cases Have Been Pending (weighs
against granting extension)

74. The Debtors’ Chapter 11 Cases have been pending for almost ten months and this
is the Debtors’ third request for an extension of their Exclusivity Periods. The Committee notes,
yet again, that there has been no progress of any kind towards a plan of liquidation and the Debtors
can no longer point to their robust sale processes to support a further extension.’® Moreover, the
Debtors’ proposed extension would extend the Exclusivity Periods more than a year beyond the
Petition Date, which highlights the length of time these cases have been pending. These
circumstances therefore do not support an extension of the Debtors’ Exclusivity Periods. See e.g.,
In re GMG Capital Partners 11, L.P., 503 B.R. at 601 (denying the debtor’s first motion to extend

exclusivity and noting that the debtor had sufficient time to formulate a plan); In re New

100 See Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11
Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code [ECF No. 2131] § 1 (“On
December 12, 2023, following a robust postpetition marketing process and a tremendously successful auction, the
Court entered an order approving the sale of one-hundred and thirty (130) properties—approximately three-quarters
of Yellow’s owned real estate portfolio . . . allowing the Debtors to pay off the B-2 Term Loan and the Prepetition
ABL Facility following the closing of those sales. In addition, on January 12, 2024, following another robust
postpetition marketing process and tremendously successful auction, the Court entered an order approving the sales
of twenty-three (23) leased properties to six (6) winning bidders for an aggregate purchase price of approximately $90
million[.]”); 1d. at § 2 (“Despite these monumental achievements, there remains substantial work to be done . . . . By
way of example, the Debtors are in the midst of . . . continuing the marketing and sale process for approximately 160
remaining owned and leased properties[.]”).
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Millennium Mgmt., LLC, 2014 WL 792115, at *7 (Bankr. S.D. Tex. Feb. 25, 2014) (rejecting
debtor’s first motion to extend exclusivity as the debtor had sufficient time to negotiate a plan, but
had not done so).

C. Denying the Exclusivity Motion Will Move the Cases Forward for the Benefit of the
Estates and Will Not Prejudice the Debtors.

75. The factors recited above each weigh against granting the Debtors’ requested
extension under the circumstances of these Chapter 11 Cases. While these factors are all
significant in the Court’s consideration of the Exclusivity Motion, a “primary consideration” in
determining whether to terminate exclusivity is whether doing so will “facilitate moving the case
forward.” In re Dow Corning Corp., 208 B.R. at 670; In re Adelphia Communications Corp., 352
B.R. at 590 (“[T]he test is better expressed as determining whether terminating exclusivity would
move the case forward materially, to a degree that wouldn’t otherwise be the case.”); see also In
re Pliant Corp., Case No. 09-10443(MFW), Hr’g Tr. at 228:13-230:6 (Bankr. D. Del. June 30,
2009) [ECF No. 765] (denying an exclusivity extension and finding there may be value in pressing
two competing plans). There can be no doubt that terminating exclusivity is in the interests of
moving these Chapter 11 Cases forward.

76.  The Committee is prepared to propose its own liquidating plan to bring these cases
to conclusion. All of the remaining activity in the Chapter 11 Cases directly impacts recoveries to
unsecured creditors. Therefore, the Committee and unsecured creditors (whose interests the
Committee represents) have the highest degree of motivation to propose a viable liquidating plan.
The Committee is ready for the plan process to commence and is willing to lead the charge. The
process is not complex—a liquidating plan will be straightforward and can be prepared in a
relatively short period of time. Denying the Debtors’ requested extension will allow the

Committee to move swiftly and progress these Chapter 11 Cases towards conclusion.
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7. In addition, it is well established that terminating the Debtors’ Exclusivity Periods
will not prejudice the Debtors. In re All Seasons Industries, Inc., 121 B.R. at 1005 (noting that
terminating exclusivity “affords creditors their right to file the plan; there is no negative effect
upon the debtor’s co-existing right to file its plan™); In re Mother Hubbard, Inc., 152 B.R. 189,
195 (Bankr. W.D. Mich. 1993) (holding that termination of exclusivity is not prejudicial to the
debtor because the debtor retains the ability to attempt to confirm its own plan); In re Grossinger's
Assocs., 116 B.R. 34, 36 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1990) (holding that termination of exclusivity does not
foreclose the debtor from proposing a plan, it only means that the right to propose a plan will not
be exclusive with the debtor); In re R.G. Pharmacy, Inc., 374 B.R. 484, 488 (Bankr. D. Conn.
2007) (“The fact that the debtor no longer has the exclusive right to file a plan does not affect its
concurrent right to file a plan.” (emphasis in original)).

78. The Debtors and their unsecured creditors are the only constituencies that are
necessary for plan negotiations, though the Committee encourages MFN’s participation. This is a
unique opportunity that is not present in other cases with complex capital structures and various
tranches of secured debt. Because these Chapter 11 Cases essentially constitute a liquidation
proceeding that is now being pursued for the benefit of unsecured creditors, there is no rational
reason for the Debtors to maintain sole control over the plan process. In re Crescent Beach Inn,
Inc., 22 B.R. 155, 161 (Bankr. D. Me. 1982) (holding that shortening exclusive periods to permit
parties in interest to file a plan was in the “interests of all creditors and the interests of the debtor”).

79.  Asthe Debtors will not be prejudiced by allowing other parties to propose a plan at
this stage, and in light of the other reasons set forth herein, the Debtors’ Exclusivity Motion should

be denied.
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RESERVATION OF RIGHTS

80. This Objection is submitted without prejudice to, and with a full reservation of, the
Committee’s rights, claims, defenses and remedies, including the right to amend, modify or
supplement this Objection, including based on the results of discovery and to introduce evidence
at any hearing relating to the Exclusivity Motion and without in any way limiting any other rights
of the Committee to further object to the Exclusivity Motion, on any grounds, as may be

appropriate.

CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, the Committee respectfully requests that the Court deny the relief

requested in the Exclusivity Motion and grant such other relief as is just, proper and equitable.
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Date: May 28, 2024 BENESCH, FRIEDLANDER,
Wilmington, Delaware COPLAN & ARONOFF LLP

/s/ John C. Gentile

Jennifer R. Hoover (DE No. 5111)

Kevin M. Capuzzi (DE No. 5462)

John C. Gentile (DE No. 6159)

1313 North Market Street, Suite 1201

Wilmington, DE 19801

Telephone: (302) 442-7010

Facsimile: (302) 442-7012

E-mail: jhoover@beneschlaw.com
kcapuzzi@beneschlaw.com
jgentile@beneschlaw.com

-and-

AKIN GUMP STRAUSS HAUER & FELD LLP

Philip C. Dublin (admitted pro hac vice)

Abid Qureshi (admitted pro hac vice)

Meredith A. Lahaie (admitted pro hac vice)

Joseph Sorkin (admitted pro hac vice)

Kevin Zuzolo (admitted pro hac vice)

One Bryant Park

New York, NY 10036

Telephone: (212) 872-1000

Facsimile: (212) 872-1002

Email: pdublin@akingump.com
aqureshi@akingump.com
mlahaie@akingump.com
jsorkin@akingump.com
kzuzolo@akingump.com

Counsel to the Official Committee
of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, et al.
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)
YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,*
(Jointly Administered)
Debtors.
RE: D.I. 3511

DECLARATION OF JOHN C. DIDONATO IN SUPPORT OF THE OFFICIAL
COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED CREDITORS’ OBJECTION TO THE
MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE
DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND
SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121
OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

I, John C. DiDonato, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, hereby declare that the following is
true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief:

1. | am a Managing Director of Huron Consulting Services LLC (“Huron”) and have
led its Business Advisory practice for the past 17 years. Huron has been retained by the Official
Committee of Unsecured Creditors (the “Committee”) of the above-captioned debtors and debtors
in possession (the “Debtors”) as its financial advisor in these chapter 11 cases (the “Chapter 11
Cases”) pursuant to the Order Authorizing the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of
Yellow Corporation, et al. to Retain and Employ Huron Consulting Services LLC, Nunc Pro Tunc

to August 21, 2023 [ECF No. 761] (the “Retention Order”).

2. Huron is a consulting firm that specializes in, among other things, bankruptcy and

restructuring consulting, interim management, and financial and transformation consulting to

1 A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epigl1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland
Park, Kansas 66211.



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3548-2 Filed 05/31/24 Page 3 of 13
336

financially troubled companies and their creditors and stakeholders. Huron provides high-quality
advisory support services to clients in connection with both out-of-court and in-court chapter 11
restructurings, including advice related to (a) general corporate finance, (b) liquidity management,
(c) mergers, acquisitions, and divestitures, (d) corporate restructurings, (e) special committee
assignments, and (f) capital raising.

3. | have more than 35 years of experience in working with companies that have
operated in chapter 11 and in providing restructuring advisory services. Prior to Huron, | was
president of Glass & Associates, Inc. (“Glass™), a boutique restructuring and turnaround advisory
firm focused on debtor and creditor advisory services, both in and out of court. Glass was
subsequently acquired by Huron. Prior to that, | held roles at Price Waterhouse and Grant Thorton
LLP. | graduated from Pennsylvania State University with a B.S. in Accounting, and | am a
Certified Turnaround Professional. | was formerly a Certified Public Accountant and Certified
Managerial Accountant. | have been involved in numerous cases involving reorganizations,
liquidations, sales of business segments and operating assets, capital raising, and integrations. |
have provided guidance to hundreds of financially-challenged entities and their creditors,
maneuvering through both out-of-court and court-supervised restructurings. During my career, |
have worked on over 100 engagements for debtors, functioning for many as a chief restructuring
advisor, chief restructuring officer or chief transformation officer. My expertise encompasses a
wide range of industries, including transportation, logistics, distribution, retail and consumer
goods, automotive & heavy truck, aerospace, engineering and construction, exploration and
production of oil, metals manufacturing, machining, and equipment leasing among many others.
Moreover, throughout my crisis management career, | have raised more than $1.0 billion in

replacement and exit financing.
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4. | and my team also have extensive experience advising secured and unsecured
creditors. Huron frequently is retained by unsecured creditor committees, commercial banks and
private credit lenders in connection with distressed situations. In addition to this engagement,
Huron has recently served as financial advisor to the unsecured creditor committees of Lordstown
Motors Corp and Cox Operating LLC.

5. Through my role as a financial advisor for the Committee, I, along with my
colleagues, have worked at length to familiarize ourselves with the Debtors’ day-to-day operations,
liquidation efforts, financial performance, business affairs, and books and records. | have, among
other things, reviewed the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’
Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section
1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. 3433] (the “Exclusivity
Motion”), the Debtors’ liquidity forecasts and budgets, cash receipt and disbursement activity,
staffing reports, asset monetization and disposition plans, claims analyses, monthly operating
reports, and ongoing wind-down activities. | also regularly communicate with the Debtors’
advisors, including participating in recurring meetings with the Debtors’ financial advisor, Alvarez
& Marsal North America, LLC (“A&M”).

6. The statements in this declaration are, except where specifically noted, based on:
(a) my personal knowledge, belief, or personal judgment; (b) information | have received from the
Debtors’ advisors or my colleagues at Huron working directly with me or under my supervision,
direction, or control; or (c) the Debtors’ books and records.

7. | submit this declaration in support of The Official Committee of Unsecured

Creditors’ Objection to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’
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Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section
1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (I1) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. __].

8. I am not being compensated specifically for my testimony other than through
payments received by Huron as a professional retained by the Committee as its financial advisor
in these Chapter 11 Cases, as set forth in the Retention Order and Notice of Rate Increase of Huron
Consulting Services LLC as Financial Advisor to the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors
of Yellow Corporation, et al., Nunc Pro Tunc to August 21, 2023 [ECF No. 1356].

9. | am authorized to submit this Declaration on behalf of the Committee. | am over
twenty-one years of age and, if called upon to testify, | would testify competently to the facts set
forth in this Declaration.

The Debtors’ Assets

10.  OnJuly 30, 2023, the Debtors ceased operations. Subsequently, the Debtors have
conducted a series of auctions and other sales to monetize their assets, which, as of the
commencement of the Chapter 11 Cases, were largely comprised of 174 owned (collectively, the

“Owned Real Estate™) and 145 leased (collectively, the “Leased Real Estate) real properties and

approximately 65,000 units of rolling stock (collectively, the “Rolling Stock™).

11.  On February 8, 2024, the Debtors announced that they had utilized a significant
portion of the sale proceeds received as of such date to satisfy, in full, all outstanding prepetition
and postpetition funded secured indebtedness, totaling approximately $1.6 billion in debt
obligations.

12. I understand from the Committee’s advisors at Miller Buckfire that, as of the date

of this declaration, the Debtors still have approximately 25% of the Owned Real Estate,
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approximately 50% of the Leased Real Estate, and approximately 66% of the Rolling Stock

remaining to be sold or monetized.

13.  As of May 10, 2024, the Debtors have | " cash on
hand and | (" outstanding accounts receivable.

The Debtors’ Headcount, Costs and Professional Fee Burn

14. Despite ceasing operations nearly ten months ago, as of May 6, 2024, the Debtors
still employ a staff of 275 employees, including approximately 233 full-time employees and 42
flex-time employees. These employees’ monthly salaries total approximately $2.5 million,
exclusive of incremental benefit and/or non-wage employee costs.

15.  Of the 233 full-time employees, 107 are, according to the Debtors, employed in
operational roles at one or more of the remaining Owned Real Estate or Leased Real Estate
terminals. Although the Debtors have provided high-level information outlining the work that
broad categories of employees have been assigned to perform, Huron has asked the Debtors
repeatedly for more specific information that would enable Huron to understand the specific
responsibilities and work being performed by the remaining workforce, i.e., a mapping of the
employees to their primary workstreams. To date, however, the Debtors have failed to provide

any such information. In addition to the unknown utilization of the remaining employees, the

Debtors also |
I
16. The Debtors also continue to employ a suite of senior executives, with total annual

salaries of $3.9 million (or $325,000 per month) and have incurred prepetition retention bonus
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obligations totaling approximately $2.3 million. The salary and bonuses of certain of the Debtors’

senior executives as of May 20, 2024, are set forth below:?

Name Position Salary Bonus
Darren Hawkins CEO $1.3m $0.6m
Daniel Olivier CFO 0.5m 0.5m
Tony Carreno SVP, Treasury, Investor 0.3m 0.2m
Relations
Matthew Doheny CRO 1.8m 1.0m
Total $3.9m $2.3m

As with the Debtors’ other employees, and despite Huron’s repeated requests for more
information, the Debtors have failed to provide Huron with a satisfactory justification for the
continued employment of these executives, particularly in light of the progress made to date in
liquidating the Debtors’ assets.

17. The Debtors’ aggregate postpetition employee compensation, however, is far
surpassed by the Debtors’ postpetition professional fees incurred to date. As reflected in the chart
on the following page, the Debtors’ professional fees billed to date total $79,733,468.13, and the

Committee’s professional fees billed to date total $20,569,307.88:

2 The Debtors’ EVP, General Counsel and Secretary. Leah Dawson. is listed as a part-time employee paid at an hourly
rate.
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Name of Firm | Role | Time Period | Amount Billed
Debtors’ Professionals
Kirkland & Ellis LLP Counsel to the Debtors August 2023 — $26,179,079.07
' March 2024 T
) ] Investment Banker to August 2023 —
Ducera Partners L1L.C the Debtors April 2024 $25.,389,733.04
Alvarez & Marsal North Financial Advisor to August 2023 — $13.921.178.33
America, LLC the Debtors March 2024 wET T
Kasowitz Benson Torres Special Litigation August 2023 —
LLP Counsel to the Debtors March 2024 $6,839,421.62
Tax Services Provider | August 2023 —
Emst & Young LLP to the Debtors April 2024 $3.822.816.13
Pachulski Stang Ziehl & i August 2023 —
Tones LLP Counsel to the Debtors April 2024 $1,734,170.69
Audit Services August 2023 —
KPMGLLP Provider to the Debtors April 2024 $926,166.50
Canadian Restructuring | August 2023 —

Goodmans LLP Counsel to the Debtors January 2024 $920,902.75
Total (Debtors’ Professionals) §79,733,468.13
Committee’s Professionals

Akin Gump Strauss Counsel to the August 2023 —
Hauer & Feld LLP Committee March 2024 $14,206,951.18

Huron Consulting Financial Advisor to August 2023 —
Services LLC the Committee February 2024 $4,455,479.08

— i Investment Banker to August 2023 —
Miller Buckfire the Committee January 2024 $1.068,493.11
Benesch, Friedlander, Counsel to the August 2023 — $838.384 51

Coplan & Aronoff LLP Committee March 2024 T

Total (Committee’s Professionals) $20,569,307.88
Total (All Debtor and Committee Professionals) $100,302,776.01

18.  Further, under the Long-Term Budget prepared by the Debtors and sent to the
Committee’s advisors on April 11, 2024 (the “Long-Term Budget”), the Debtors further assume ||
-
|

19.  The Debtors’ financial advisors have acknowledged that professional fee cash

consumption has the potential to be substantially higher than what 1s currently included in the

Long-Term Budget. I further understand that this forecasted professional fee cash usage i1s an
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estimate based on current circumstances but may be significantly higher if litigation activity
escalates. | further understand that, given the nature of the disputes and the significant dollar
amounts at issue, virtually all of the parties to these disputes have indicated that they intend to
pursue all appellate rights absent settlement.

Equity Holders Are Unlikely to Recover Under the Debtors’ Current Assumptions

20. Based on the information provided to Huron by the Debtors, in my opinion, it is

extremely unlikely that unsecured creditor claims will be paid in full, and therefore equity holders

are almost certainly out of the money. Under the Long-Term Budget, |

.
-/ &

4
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21.  The Debtors have provided estimated ranges for administrative, secured and
priority claims (“SPA Claims”) on a Professionals’ Eyes Only (“PEQ”) basis to the Committee’s

advisors as follows:

a. Administrative Claims —
b. Secured Claims — N
. Priority Claims —

22.  Various creditors also have asserted claims under the federal Worker Adjustment
and Retraining Notification Act of 1988 and state law analogs (collectively, the “WARN Act”,

and such claims, the “WARN Act Claims”). The Debtors have estimated the total union-related

WARN Act Claims asserted are approximately $244 million.® For purposes of this analysis and

solely for illustrative purposes, | assume that the total allowable WARN Act Claims are zero.

23
1
I
I

24, For purposes of my analysis, | have separated general unsecured claims (“GUCs”)

filed in these Chapter 11 Cases into two categories: (1) GUCs subject to, or expected to be subject

to, litigation (collectively, “Litigation GUCs”); and (2) non-litigation related GUCs, i.e., accounts
payable claims, former customer claims, contract rejection damage claims, trade creditor claims,

etc. (collectively “Non-Litigation GUCs”).

8 Declaration of Brian Whittman in Support of the Debtors’ Third, Fourth, and Fifth Omnibus (Substantive)
Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [ECF No. 2579].
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25.  The Litigation GUCs, as filed, have been asserted in the approximate amount of

$10.6 billion and are comprised of the following:’

Claim Category Claim Amount

Proof(s) of Claim # / Source

Single Employer Plans $

New York State Teamsters Withdrawal Liability

Non-SFA MEPP Withdrawal Liability

SFA MEPP Withdrawal Liability (excl. NYS
Teamsters and Central States)

Central States Contractual Guarantee Letter

DOJ Environmental
Central States Withdrawal Liability

Total

206,098,885

832,936,718
840,063,338

858,620,765

917,028,152
2,134,313,629
4,827,470,744

$10,616,532,231

16527, 16446, 16439, 16523,
16537, 16473, 16423, 16533,
16539

4489-4512

See, e.g., 18617, 160, 17474,
17510, 13913, 4480, 18620, 15906

See, e.g., 14941, 5505, 18200,
14718, 15001, 15727, 16895,
14722, 16705

4337
19439
4312-35

The Debtors have not provided any estimates of the expected allowed amounts of the Litigation

GUCs.

26.  The Debtors estimate that the Non-Litigation GUCs will be allowed in an amount

7 Although not reflected in the analysis above, the International Brotherhood of Teamsters also has asserted claims
against the Debtors totaling in excess of $3 billion (see claim nos. 17248, 17253, 17258, and 17261). To date, the
Debtors have not objected to these claims. These claims will, however, also need to be paid (or successfully objected

to) before equity holders are entitled to receive a recovery.

10
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27.  As stated in paragraph 23, using the high end of the Debtors’ most recent

assumptions, |

28.  Stated differently, the Debtors would need to prevail on virtually all of their
pending challenges to all of the WARN Act Claims and the Litigation GUCs aside from the Single
Employer Plan claims before any value would potentially be available for a return to equity
holders. Even this scenario does not account for either (i) the claims asserted by the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters, or (ii) claims for postpetition interest, both of which would need to be
satisfied before value would be available for equity holders. Based on my experience and the facts
of these cases, | believe it is very unlikely that the Debtors will reduce their allowed claims pool

to such an extreme degree. Furthermore, | believe that the costs to litigate each of the disputed

11
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matters to conclusion, inclusive of appellate rights, would cost these estates, and their unsecured

creditors, tens if not hundreds of millions of dollars over multiple years.

Dated: May 28, 2024 /s/ John C. DiDonato
John C. DiDonato

12
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)
YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,*
(Jointly Administered)

Debtors.
RE: D.I. 3511

DECLARATION OF JOHN D’AMICO IN SUPPORT OF THE OFFICIAL
COMMITTEE OF UNSECURED CREDITORS’ OBJECTION TO THE
MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE
DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND
SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121
OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

I, John D’ Amico, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, hereby declare that the following is true
and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief:

1. | am a Managing Director of the advisory and investment banking firm of Miller
Buckfire. Stifel, Nicolaus & Co., Inc., the primary investment banking and broker-dealer
subsidiary of Stifel Financial Corp., uses the trade name “Miller Buckfire” for its restructuring-
focused investment banking practice.

2. Miller Buckfire has been retained by the Official Committee of Unsecured
Creditors (the “Committee”) of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (the

“Debtors™) as its investment banker in these chapter 11 cases (the “Chapter 11 Cases”) pursuant

to the Order Authorizing the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation,

1 A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epigl1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland
Park, Kansas 66211.
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et al. to Retain and Employ Miller Buckfire as Investment Banker, Nunc Pro Tunc to August 21,

2023 [ECF No. 764] (the “Retention Order”).

3. Miller Buckfire is a leading investment bank that provides strategic and financial
advisory services in large-scale corporate restructuring transactions. Miller Buckfire and its
professionals have extensive experience in providing such services to financially distressed
companies and to creditors, equity holders, and other constituencies in reorganization proceedings
and complex financial restructurings, both in- and out-of-court.

4. | have over 20 years of experience, most of which has involved complex
restructuring transactions. | have been employed by Miller Buckfire since 2019. Previously, |
was a senior member of the Restructuring and Recapitalization Group of Jefferies LLC. Before
Jefferies LLC, 1 was employed for over five years at Clear Channel Communications (“Clear
Channel”), where I was a Director of Business Development responsible for strategic planning and
execution of strategic initiatives. My role at Clear Channel included the evaluation and execution
of M&A transactions, the evaluation and execution of acquisitions and divestitures of real estate
assets, analysis of new real estate development projects, and the evaluation and negotiation of lease
agreements and joint ventures. Prior to joining Clear Channel, | was an investment banking analyst
at ING Barings Furman Selz.

5. My experience includes advising clients on restructuring, M&A, and financing
transactions. In particular, | have provided services to debtors and other constituencies, including
official committees of unsecured creditors, in numerous bankruptcy cases and out-of-court
transactions, including, among others: Invacare; Argo Blockchain; Gibson Brands; Vertellus
Specialties, Inc.; K-V Pharmaceuticals; EveryWare Global; Sager Creek; Classic Party Rentals;

Velti plc; Agera Energy; Proterra; Vital Pharmaceuticals; Compute North; GNC Holdings; Sable
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Permian Resources; Dean Foods; Alpha Media; iHeart Media; Claire’s Stores; Momentive
Performance Materials; M&G Chemicals; Caesars Entertainment Operating Company; Eastman
Kodak; Innkeepers USA Trust; MSR Resorts; Aventine Renewable Energy; Mallinckrodt plc;
Washington Prime Group; Frontier Communications; Abitibi-Bowater; Highland Hospitality;
Accuride; and Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Company.

6. | graduated from the University of Michigan with a B.B.A from the Ross School of
Business and also received an M.B.A. from the Stern School of Business at New York University.
| hold the following securities industry licenses from the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority:
Series 7, 24 and 63.

7. | submit this declaration in support of The Official Committee of Unsecured
Creditors’ Objection to the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors’
Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to
Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (I1) Granting Related Relief [ECF No. _]. The
statements in this declaration are, except where specifically noted, based on: (a) my personal
knowledge, belief, or personal judgment; (b) information | have received from the Debtors’
advisors or my colleagues at Miller Buckfire working directly with me or under my supervision,
direction, or control; or (c) the Debtors’ books and records.

8. | have, among other things, reviewed the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order
() Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances
Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (I1) Granting Related Relief [ECF
No. 3433], liquidity forecasts and budgets, the Debtors’ asset monetization and disposition plans,
and ongoing wind-down activities. I also regularly communicate with the Debtors’ advisors,

including with: (i) the Debtors’ investment banker, Ducera Partners LLC (“Ducera”); and
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(i) Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers and Nations Capital (collectively, “Ritchie Brothers™), the third-

party broker the Debtors have retained to manage the sale of the Rolling Stock (as defined
below). Through this work and in my role as an investment banker for the Committee, I, along
with my colleagues, have become intimately familiar with the Debtors’ past and projected efforts
to monetize their assets.

9. | am not being compensated specifically for my testimony other than through
payments received by Miller Buckfire as a professional retained by the Committee as its
investment banker in these Chapter 11 Cases, as set forth in the Retention Order.

10. | am authorized to submit this declaration on behalf of the Committee. | am over
twenty-one years of age and, if called upon to testify, | would testify competently to the facts set
forth in this declaration.

The Debtors’ Asset Monetization Process

11.  The Debtors filed chapter 11 bankruptcy petitions on August 6, 2023, and
continuing into August 7, 2023 (together, the “Petition Date”) with the stated goal of executing a
sale process for all of their assets. As of the Petition Date, upon information and belief, the

Debtors’ assets included 174 owned (collectively, the “Owned Real Estate”) and 145 leased

(collectively, the “Leased Real Estate”) real properties and approximately 65,000 units of rolling

stock (collectively, the “Rolling Stock™).

12. Upon its retention, Miller Buckfire immediately engaged with the Debtors and
Ducera regarding asset dispositions and other strategies for maximizing the value of the Debtors’
estates for the benefit of all stakeholders in these Chapter 11 Cases.

13. Pursuant to the Order (1)(A) Approving Bidding Procedures for the Sale or Sales of

the Debtors’” Assets; (B) Scheduling Auctions and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice
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Thereof; (C) Approving Assumption and Assignment Procedures; (D) Scheduling Sale Hearings
and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice Thereof; (11)(A) Approving the Sale of the Debtors’
Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests and Encumbrances and (B) Approving the
Assumption and Assignments of Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases; and (111) Granting

Related Relief [ECF No. 575] (the “Bidding Procedures Order”), the Debtors held auctions for the

majority of their Owned Real Estate and certain of their Leased Real Estate. The auction for the
Debtors’ Owned Real Estate commenced on November 28, 2023, and took place over four days.
The auction for the Debtors’ Leased Real Estate commenced on December 18, 2023, and took
place over two days. Miller Buckfire attended both auctions and has generally worked closely
with Ducera regarding the monetization of the Owned Real Estate and Leased Real Estate. As of
the date of this declaration, upon information and belief, the Debtors have sold or otherwise
monetized 128 Owned Real Estate properties and 35 Leased Real Estate Properties, for
approximately $1.97 billion.

14. It is my understanding that the Debtors intend to retain |
B 2 third-party real estate broker, to conduct a marketing process to solicit interest and
manage the monetization of the remaining Owned Real Estate and Leased Real Estate. To date,
however, the Debtors have not filed an application to retain Jjjjjjiij. nor have the Debtors finalized
any actionable plan to achieve value-maximizing dispositions of the remaining Owned Real Estate
and Leased Real Estate. Rather, the process to monetize the remaining Owned Real Estate and
Leased Real Estate remains undefined and to be determined, with limited progress being made on
the monetization of such assets in the last four months.

15. Separately, on October 27, 2023, the Court approved the Debtors’ retention of

Ritchie Brothers with respect to the sale of the Rolling Stock. Ritchie Brothers has held 27 auctions
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to date that included Rolling Stock, and the Debtors have also engaged in certain opportunistic
sale transactions of Rolling Stock directly with certain counterparties. Miller Buckfire has stayed
actively involved in the Rolling Stock monetization process, including having regular and ad hoc
meetings with both Ducera and Ritchie Brothers, attending an in-person auction of the Debtors’
Rolling Stock on May 23, 2024, and observing online auctions of the Debtors’ Rolling Stock. In
connection with Miller Buckfire’s efforts to oversee the monetization process of the Rolling Stock
assets, Miller Buckfire has been kept apprised of the level of buyer interest and buyer activity,
buyer feedback and the values of the Rolling Stock assets paid by third parties in auction and direct
sale transactions. As of the date of this declaration, the Debtors have completed sales of
approximately 34% of the Rolling Stock for gross proceeds of approximately |-

The Debtors’ Remaining Assets

16.  As of the date of this declaration, the Debtors still have approximately 25% of the
Owned Real Estate, approximately 50% the Leased Real Estate, and approximately 66% of the

Rolling Stock remaining to be sold or monetized (collectively, the “Remaining Assets”).

17.  As discussed above, third-party advisors have been engaged, or | understand are
about to be engaged, to conduct the monetization process for the Remaining Assets. Miller

Buckfire has been actively overseeing the process conducted by Ritchie Brothers |

18.



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3548-3 Filed 05/31/24 Page 8 of 8

w

54

=
O

Dated: May 28, 2024 /s/ John D’Amico
John D’ Amico
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “F”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

/]

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,' Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors.

)
)
)
)
)
) (Jointly Administered)
)

)

Re: Docket No. 3433

DEBTORS’ MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE LATE
REPLY IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN
ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A
CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF
PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND
(II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

The above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™) file

this motion (the “Motion for [.eave”) for entry of an order, substantially in the form attached hereto

as Exhibit A (the “Proposed Order”), granting the Debtors leave to file a late reply (the “Reply”)

in support of the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusivity
Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of
the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3433] (the “Exclusivity
Motion”) that is scheduled for a hearing on June 3, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (ET) (the "Hearing”). A
copy of the Reply is attached hereto as Exhibit B. In support of this Motion for Leave, the Debtors

respectfully state as follows:

' A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland
Park, Kansas 66211.
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Jurisdiction and Venue

1. The United States District Court for the District of Delaware has jurisdiction over
this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to the United States Bankruptcy
Court for the District of Delaware (the “Court”) under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended
Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012. This matter is a core proceeding within the meaning of 28 U.S.C.
§ 157(b)(2), and the Debtors confirm their consent pursuant to Rule 9013-1(f) of the Local Rules
of Bankruptcy Practice and Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of
Delaware (the “Local Rules”) to the entry of a final order by the Court in connection with this
Motion for Leave to the extent that it is later determined that the Court, absent consent of the
parties, cannot enter final orders or judgments in connection herewith consistent with Article I1I
of the United States Constitution.

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

3. The statutory bases for the relief requested herein are section 105(a) of title 11 of

the United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”) and Local Rule 9006-1(d).

Background

4. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date™), each of the Debtors filed a voluntary
petition for relief under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. These chapter 11 cases have been
consolidated for procedural purposes only and are being jointly administered pursuant to Rule
1015(b) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure [Docket No. 169]. The Debtors are
managing their businesses and their properties as debtors in possession pursuant to sections
1107(a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code. On August 16, 2023, the United States Trustee for the

District of Delaware (the “U.S. Trustee) appointed an official committee of unsecured creditors
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[Docket No. 269] (the “Committee”). No trustee or examiner has been appointed in these
chapter 11 cases.

5. The Debtors filed the Exclusivity Motion on May 20, 2024.

6. To ensure all parties had full notice and due to the federal holiday on Memorial
Day on May 27, 2024, the objection deadline for the Exclusivity Motion was set for May 28, 2024

at 4:00 p.m. (ET) (the “Objection Deadline”).

7. Pursuant to Local Rule 9029-3(a)(i), the agenda for the Hearing is required to be
filed on or before 12:00 p.m. (ET) on May 30, 2024. Accordingly, pursuant to Local Rule 9006-

1(d), the deadline for the Debtors to file a Reply (the “Reply Deadline”) would be 4:00 p.m. (ET)

on May 29, 2024, one day after the Objection Deadline.

Relief Requested

8. The Debtors respectfully request entry of the Proposed Order granting the Debtors
leave to file a late Reply in support of the Sale Motion on or before May 31, 2024, at
12:00 p.m. noon (ET).

Basis for Relief

0. Pursuant to Local Rule 9006-1(d), “[r]eply papers by the movant, or any party that
has joined the movant, may be filed by 4:00 p.m. prevailing Eastern Time the day prior to the
deadline for filing the agenda.” Del. Bankr. L.R. 9006-1(d). Parties may file a motion for leave
to file a late reply, which shall not require a motion to shorten notice. Id.

10. Here, cause exists to allow the late filing of the Reply. As described above, the
Objection Deadline was set for May 28, 2024 at 4:00 p.m. (ET) and the Reply was due one day

later on May 29, 2024, pursuant to Local Rule 9006-1(d),
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11. Given the timing of the agenda filing deadline, the Objection Deadline and the
Hearing, the Debtors require additional time to review and analyze the filed objections and to
continue discussions with responding parties, and to prepare and file the Reply. The Debtors
submit that no parties will be prejudiced by the filing of a late Reply. Accordingly, the Debtors
seek to extend the time to file the Reply on or before May 31, 2024, at 12:00 p.m. noon (ET).

WHEREFORE, the Debtors respectfully request that the Court enter the Proposed Order
granting the relief sought herein and grant such other and further relief as may be just and proper.

Dated: May 31, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436) Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228) David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718) KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor 333 West Wolf Point Plaza
P.O. Box 8705 Chicago, Illinois 60654
Wilmington, Delaware 19801 Telephone: (312) 862-2000
Telephone: (302) 652-4100 Facsimile: (312) 862-2200
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400 Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com david.seligman@kirkland.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com -and-

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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Exhibit A

Proposed Order
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,' Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

ORDER GRANTING DEBTORS’ MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE LATE
REPLY IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN
ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A
CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF
PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND
(II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

Upon consideration of the Debtors’ Motion for Leave to File a Late Reply in
Further Support of Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusivity
Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of
the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related Relief, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:
1. The Motion is GRANTED.
2. The Debtors are permitted to file a late Reply on or before May 31, 2024 at

12:00 p.m. noon (ET), and such Reply shall be deemed timely filed.

' A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland
Park, Kansas 66211.
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Exhibit B

Reply

DE:4861-3529-9522.2 96859.001
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,' Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

DEBTORS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF DEBTORS’ MOTION FOR
ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’
EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND
SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121
OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

The above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™) file
this reply in response to the objection [Docket No. 3511] (the “Objection”) filed by the Official
Committee of Unsecured Creditors (the “Committee”) and state as follows in support of the
Debtors’ motion to extend the exclusive periods to file and solicit acceptances of a chapter 11 plan

[Docket No. 3433] (the “Exclusivity Extension Motion™):

Preliminary Statement

1. The Debtors commenced these chapter 11 cases with the same objective they
maintain today: to maximize value for the benefit of all stakeholders. At the outset of these cases,
following an unexpected immediate shutdown of the Debtors’ businesses and expedited
preparation to smoothly land into chapter 11, the Debtors believed that doing so would involve the
liquidation of all of their assets. The Court is aware this is an atypical case, which presents a

number of novel issues.

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql 1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

4885-7895-3412.1 96859.001
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2. While the Committee asserts newfound dissatisfaction with the course of these
chapter 11 cases, the results speak for themselves. The Debtors filed these cases in August 2023
in a very different position from the Debtors today. Today, the Debtors have repaid all funded
debt (thanks to what have been massively successful sale efforts thus far), have $327 million cash
on hand that generates over $1 million per month in interest income, and, following a successful
contested hearing on the assumption of real property leases, have now secured long-term access to
what they believe to be very valuable assets to further monetize. The Debtors have also massively
reduced staffing, attempting to minimize costs while retaining the staff necessary to maintain and
protect the more than 130 properties and 27,000 pieces of equipment they still control and provide
the reporting and diligence required of a company facing thousands of claims efficiently, without
excessive reliance on consultants who would cost far more.

3. Following thoughtful and thorough analysis, the Debtors continue to develop
avenues to maximize the value of their remaining assets beyond just straight and immediate
liquidation, which would likely sacrifice real value that would otherwise benefit all creditors. Such
avenues may or may not result in a recovery to equity holders—that is yet unclear. But what is
clear is that the Debtors have earned and certainly deserve the protections provided by the
Bankruptcy Code to ensure that allowed claims receive the highest recovery possible.

4. The Committee has not only been aware but involved and well-apprised of each
and every one of the actions taken by the Debtors. The Committee was “in the room” during the
asset sales and sat shotgun during the recent successful lease assumption hearing. The Debtors
consulted with the Committee on every claim objection filed in these cases. At no point has the

Committee objected to anything the Debtors have done.

4885-7895-3412.1 96859.001 2
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5. Yet now, in the first substantive filing by the Committee ten months into these
chapter 11 cases, the Committee claims that the Debtors are running the estates into the ground
and objects to a very reasonable and routine exclusivity extension request. The facts do not bear
out the Committee’s hyperbole, and instead demonstrate the same effort to maximize value to the
estates and distributions to valid, allowed claims, with which the Debtors began these chapter 11
cases. The Committee’s actual grievance is that the Debtors refused a “pause” in litigation seeking
to disallow large claims filed by individual Committee members. The Debtors declined that
request because they believe a “pause” would not benefit the estate—but even if it would, declining
that Committee request certainly does not justify terminating exclusivity.

6. The Committee is, respectfully, conflicted. It is comprised of eight members,? five
of which—the IBT, the New York State Teamsters Pension and Health Fund, the Central States,
Southeast and Southwest Areas Pension Fund, the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation
(“PBGC”) and a WARN Claimant associated with the pending WARN class action (collectively,

the “Litigation Counterparty Members”)—are presently parties or amici in active litigation with

2 The Committee members are: (1) BNSF Railway; (2) Daimler Trucks, N.A.; (3) RFT Logistics LLC; (4) Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation; (5) International Brotherhood of Teamsters (the “IBT”); (6) Central States,
Southeast and Southwest Areas Pension Fund; (the “Central States”) (7) New York State Teamsters Pension and
Health Fund (the “New York Teamsters”); and (8) Mr. Armando Rivera. See First Amended Notice of
Appointment of Committee of Unsecured Creditors [Docket No. 3430].

4885-7895-3412.1 96859.001 3
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the Debtors related to claim objections,> the Debtors’ affirmative claims,* or both

(collectively, the “Active Litigation”).?

7. The complex and heavily negotiated litigation schedules were approved by this
Court in three separate scheduling orders without any objection from the Committee.® And for
good reason. The Debtors acknowledge that a “pause” may hold superficial appeal, but the
impracticalities of implementing it go much deeper. Even if the Debtors were to agree to the
Committees’ proposed pause, the Debtors are skeptical that its implementation is possible, given
that it would require every other counterparty to the Active Litigation to agree to the same. The
terms of the “pause” are also vague and open to interpretation. To date, the Committee has not
confirmed that they would be able to deliver such an agreement on behalf of the numerous other
litigation counterparties who are not members of the Committee or even that such an idea has been
raised with any other party, nor do the Debtors know whether the Court could reschedule three
separate trials already scheduled for weeks of time on its calendar.

8. Equally important, the Debtors are not convinced that agreeing to the 30-day pause

would have the desired effect of advancing productive settlement negotiations between the Debtors

3 See Debtors’ Third Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [Docket No. 2576];
Debtors’ Fourth Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [Docket No. 2577];
Debtors’ Fifth Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [Docket No. 2578];
Debtors’ Seventh Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability
[Docket No. 2595].

4 See Yellow Corporation et al. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters et al., 6:2023¢v01131 (D. Kan. 2023);
Yellow Corporation, et al. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, et al. 0:2023cv03132 (10th Cir. 2023).

5 See Pension Benefit Guaranty Corp. v. Yellow Corp. (In re Yellow Corp., et al), 1:24-cv-00350-JLH,
(D. Del. 2024).

See Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Objections to Proofs of
Claim Filed by the Pension Funds that Received Special Financial Assistance [Docket No. 2195], (b) Order
Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Seventh Omnibus (Substantive)
Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 2961], and (c) Scheduling Order [Docket
No. 3186] ((a)—(c), collectively, the “Scheduling Orders™).

4885-7895-3412.1 96859.001 4
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and all relevant litigation counterparties and actually may exacerbate costs if discussions failed
and all parties had to “unpause” and reestablish schedules and process.

9. Common sense dictates that a definitive litigation schedule and known trial date
only fosters settlement discussions by setting a deadline. The Debtors are absolutely open, willing,
and ready to engage, but see no reason that doing so requires pausing, which would inevitably only
prolong, the deliberate schedules currently in place and increase costs to the estate.’

10.  Dual-tracking these workstreams and allowing the Debtors to maintain their
exclusive right to propose a plan is the fastest, most cost-effective means to bring these chapter 11

cases to a resolution.®

Granting the Committee’s request to terminate exclusivity would cause
extremely expensive chaos and is wholly inconsistent with its stated goals to resolve these chapter
11 cases quickly and efficiently. Termination of the Debtors’ exclusivity at this time undoubtedly
would lead to mass confusion amongst stakeholders, the very likely request and appointment of an
equity committee (and added costs of their advisors), competing chapter 11 plans and disclosure
statements and expensive duplicative solicitations, and a highly contested confirmation process.
Instead, the Committee wields the Objection in an effort to force the Debtors into a 30-day pause
on the Active Litigation—an act that would only benefit five of its members and would

affirmatively harm the estate (and the thousands of other general unsecured creditors and other

stakeholders).

7 See Scheduling Orders.
8 See In re Aspen Limousine Serv., Inc., 187 B.R. 989, 993 (Bankr. D. Colo. 1995), aff’d, 193 B.R. 325 (D. Colo.

1996) (“Underlying the Bankruptcy Code is the general principle that an honest and diligent debtor should be
given a first opportunity to get a plan confirmed and do so in the most cost -effective manner possible”).

4885-7895-3412.1 96859.001 5
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11. A fundamental premise of the Committee’s Objection is that the Debtors have not
made sufficient progress in developing a potential plan and negotiating it with the Committee.’
While that argument misstates the legal standard, it is also false.

e Since the real estate auctions in December 2023 and January 2024, the Debtors
have worked tirelessly to continue evaluating their remaining assets and potential
means of monetizing such, including thoughtful analysis of which leases to assume
or reject. The Committee was read into, and indeed did not object to, each and
every one of the Debtors’ decisions.

e On April 23, 2024, the Debtors presented the Committee’s advisors with a potential
alternative path to maximizing the value of their lucrative real-estate portfolio,
including exploring a subleasing structure.!”

e In the weeks since April 23, 2024, the Debtors have provided additional
information regarding potential alternatives to the Committee’s advisors.'!

e On May 2, 2024, the Debtors and Committee’s advisors had a further discussion
regarding a potential go-forward subleasing structure and other means of
monetization.

e On May 13, 2024, the Committee presented a settlement overture by email to the
Debtors and their largest equity holder, but conditioned its willingness to engage
with the Debtors further (and its willingness to consensually agree to an extension
of the Debtors’ exclusivity) upon the Debtors agreement to pause the Active
Litigation for at least 30 days.!?

e On May 16, 2024, the Debtors informed the Committee that they did not think a
pause on the Active Litigation was necessary or would be beneficial to the estate or
to creditors generally. At the same time, the Debtors informed the Committee that
they were actively working on a counterproposal. At no point did the Debtors state
or indicate an unwillingness to engage, and the Debtors are in fact actively working
on a counterproposal.'?

9 Obj. 943

10 Doheny Decl.  16.

" Doheny Decl. § 17.

12 Obj. 9 16; Doheny Decl. 4 18.

13 Doheny Decl. § 19; Obj. 9 16.
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e On May 28, 2024, the Committee filed its Objection.'*

12. The Committee of course has a fiduciary responsibility to general unsecured
creditors.”> The Debtors, however, owe a fiduciary duty to all stakeholders. See 11 U.S.C. §§
1107; see Law Debenture Tr. Co. v. Kaiser Aluminum Corp. (In re Kaiser Aluminum Corp.), 339
B.R. 91, 95 (D. Del. 2006) (“[it is] well-established bankruptcy principles recognizing that the
debtor is charged with fiduciary responsibilities to all creditors to resolve claims in the best interest
of the estate”); see In re Adelphia Commc’ns Corp., 544 F.3d 420, 424 (2d Cir. 2008) (explaining
that it is “the debtor’s duty to wisely manage the estate’s legal claims, and this duty is implicit in
the debtor’s duty as the estate’s only fiduciary” (internal quotations omitted)) (emphasis added);
see In re Bellevue Place Assocs., 171 B.R. 615, 623 (Bankr. N.D. Ill. 1994) (“Chief among the
[duties owed by a chapter 11 debtor-in-possession] . . . is that the debtor-in-possession is a

fiduciary to all of to its creditors and equity security holders.”).

4 Docket No. 3511; Doheny Decl. q 19.

15 See, e.g., Official Comm. of Unsecured Creditors v. Shapiro (In re Walnut Leasing Co.) No. 99-526, 2000 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 2845, at *8 (E.D. Pa. Mar. 14, 2000) (“The Committee owes a fiduciary duty only to the class of
creditors that it represents and not to third parties, the debtor, or individual creditors”) (emphasis added); In re
Smart World Techs., LLC, 423 F.3d 166, 175 n.12 (2d Cir. 2005) (“A creditors’ committee owes a fiduciary duty
to the class it represents, but not to the debtor, other classes of creditors, or the estate”).
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13. The Debtors submit that their request to extend exclusivity for 90 days'® is not only
reasonable, but necessary and justified to enable the Debtors to continue to responsibly administer
these chapter 11 cases, which have been historically successful to date.!”

14. The Committee’s request for a 30-day pause on the Active Litigation is premised
on the assertion that the Debtors have taken a “scorched earth” approach in commencing and/or
defending the Active Litigation'® and, according to the Committee, the professional fee burn on
the estates to do so is too high.!” Respectfully, the Committee is wrong. The Debtors are doing
precisely what every Debtor should do, and indeed what is a debtor’s fiduciary duty, by objecting
to claims it views as invalid and litigating the estate’s positions consistent with the Federal Rules.
Notably, to date, none of the Debtors’ litigation opponents has even filed, let alone succeeded on,
any motion suggesting that the Debtors’ litigation efforts have been excessively aggressive. That
is because the Debtors and their advisors, as they do in every case, have worked with litigation
counterparties to ensure that all parties have sufficient information to present their clients’
positions in court—the Committee’s bald assertion in the Objection that something other than this

is happening is the first time it has suggested as much to the Debtors.

16 See Quanergy Systems, Inc., Case No. 22-11305 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. Oct. 25, 2023) (granting a third
exclusivity extension of 90 days); The Aliera Companies Inc., Case No. 21-11548 (JTD) (Bankr. D. Del. Jan. 4,
2023) (same); Destination Maternity Corporation, Case No. 19-12256 (BLS) (Bankr. D. Del. Sept. 2, 2020)
(same); Edgemarc Energy Holdings, LLC, Case No. 19-11104 (JTD) (Bankr. D. Del. March 26, 2020) (same);
Starion Energy Inc., Case No. 18-12608 (MFW) (Bankr. D. Del. Sept. 30, 2019) (same); Welded Construction,
L.P., Case No. 18-12378 (KG) (Bankr. D. Del. Sept. 18, 2019) (same); Pinktoe Tarantula Limited, Case
No. 18-10344 (KJC) (Bankr. D. Del. Feb. 1, 2019) (same); Venoco, LLC, Case No. 17-10828 (KG) (Bankr. D.
Del. April 27, 2018) (same); Cyber Litigation Inc., Case No. 20-12702 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. Nov. 5, 2021)
(granting a third exclusivity extension of 120 days).

As described in the Exclusivity Extension Motion, the Debtors have monetized 128 owned and 2 leased properties
for approximately $1.88 billion [Docket No. 1354] and 33 additional leased properties for approximately
$85.1 million [Docket Nos. 1735, 2346].

18 Obj. q2.

19 See Obj. 92, 32-33.
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15.  Fulfilling the Debtors’ fiduciary duties to stakeholders is particularly critical here.
As the Debtors advised this Court multiple times previously, holders of allowed general unsecured
claims stand to receive pennies on the dollar if the special financial assistance multi-employer
pension plan (“SFA-MEPP”) claims are allowed in their face amount despite the reality that each
SFA-MEPP was fully funded by a government bailout and has no unfunded vested benefits
(“UVBs”), which withdrawal liability would traditionally be used to mitigate. That is why, as all
parties (including the Committee) have agreed, and the Court previously confirmed,? the SFA-
MEPP litigation is among the most important issues in this case.

16.  If the Debtors are correct that the SFA-MEPP claims are invalid and should be
disallowed, then the SFA-MEPP claims should not swamp the claims pool to the detriment of all
other general unsecured creditors. The Debtors, as responsible stewards of these chapter 11
estates, have an obligation to maximize the value of the estate and right-size the claims pool so
that pro rata distributions for general unsecured creditors are as high as they can be.

17. Indeed, the Committee was actively involved in, and provided comments on, the
Debtors’ SFA-MEPP objection—which the Debtors largely accepted—before it was filed. And
the Committee has formally joined the Debtors’ other major claim objections, to the WARN claims

and the non-SFA MEPP claim objections.?! Only now does the Committee argue that the Debtors’

20 Memorandum Opinion [Docket No. 2765] at 5 (“In this case, however, the Court finds those concerns to be
outweighed by several factors: the participation of other parties-in-interest in the claims allowance process, the
fact that the parties agree that the dispute is perhaps the most important issue to be decided in the bankruptcy
case, and the uncertainties about how long an arbitration process might take, particularly in light of the arguments
advanced by the PBGC (discussed in Part IV). The motions for relief from stay will therefore be denied. The
withdrawal liability claims should be liquidated through the claims allowance process in this Court”);
Memorandum Opinion [Docket No. 2765] at 29 (“Second, this Court has entered a scheduling order providing
for trial on the claims allowance dispute to take place in August of this year. The parties agree that this dispute
is among the most important matters to be resolved in this bankruptcy case, and obtaining such a resolution
promptly is of particular importance. The outcome of this dispute is likely to determine the allocation of hundreds
of millions of dollars in proceeds of the debtors’ highly successful asset sales™);

2L See Statement of the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, et al., to Debtors’ Third,
Fourth, and Fifth Omnibus (Substantive) Objections to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [Docket No. 2755];
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litigation efforts are being carried out in an apparently misguided attempt to hit a “triple lindy” for
what they assert as a “highly unlikely” recovery for equity holders.? The Committee’s own views
as to what ultimate claims and distributions may be has no bearing on whether or not the Debtors
have met the applicable legal standard for this Court to grant their 90 day extension request (which
they have). And, if the Court rules in the Debtors’ favor in all or most of the Active Litigation,
that would be a tremendous result for general unsecured creditors that the Debtors would expect
the Committee to support, as it would inherently mean that holders of legitimate general unsecured
claims would be paid in full (or close to in full) in accordance with the absolute priority rule.?
Abandoning the Debtors’ current path of objecting to overstated or invalid claims, or—as the
Committee suggests the Debtors do—merely pursuing that litigation passively because the
counterparties are Committee members, would affirmatively harm all other stakeholders, including
unsecured creditors.**

18. The Debtors received a partial settlement proposal from the Committee on May 13,

2024.% As set forth in the Committee’s Objection, the Committee’s willingness to engage even

Joinder of the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, et al., to Debtors Seventh
Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 3057].

2 See Obj. 2.
% See 11 US.C. 1129(b)(2).

24 Indeed, in taking positions on both the non-SFA MEPP litigation and in the WARN litigation, the Committee
itself stated that discovery would be necessary before any such claims would be adjudicated. See Statement of
the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, et al., to Debtors’ Third, Fourth, and Fifth
Omnibus (Substantive) Objections to Proofs of Claim for WARN Liability [Docket No. 2755]; Joinder of the
Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, et al., to Debtors Seventh Omnibus
(Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 3057]. That is exactly what is
on going now. The Committee’s new suggestion that such discovery should be curtailed or pursued in a half-
hearted way might help the parochial interests of the particular Committee members at issue, but doing so would
clearly damage the estate and general unsecured creditors’ interest as a whole.

2> Doheny Decl. § 13.
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on that partial proposal—which did not describe what any general unsecured creditor would
recover in these chapter 11 cases or contain the vast majority of what would be necessary plan
terms—was conditioned upon the Debtors agreeing to pause of the Active Litigation for 30 days.?
To be clear, the Debtors want to engage in settlement discussions and plan negotiations with
the Committee in earnest—but the Debtors cannot force the Committee to participate, and
the Debtors do not think it is in the best interests of general unsecured creditors or other
stakeholders to postpone agreed-upon scheduling orders previously entered by the Court.

19. Thus, as the Debtors communicated to counsel to the Committee verbally between
May 13, 2024, and May 16, 2024, and again in writing on May 16, 2024, the Debtors are presently
preparing a counterproposal that they anticipate delivering to the Committee within two weeks of
the date hereof. The Debtors intend to work with the Committee on what will hopefully be an
agreed to plan construct while preparing for the first trial, scheduled for the first week of August.
But developing a measured and value-maximizing settlement proposal cannot be rushed or
undertaken haphazardly, and an extension of the Debtors exclusive period will, among other
things, provide the Debtors with sufficient time to finalize their proposal and move negotiations
with the Committee, and other litigation parties, forward. Moreover, the Debtors welcome
discussing with the Committee engaging in mediation on a parallel track. The Committee’s
Objection is the first time that the Committee put forth such an idea, and the Debtors agree that
idea is a good one.

20. In objecting to the Debtors’ Exclusivity Extension Motion, the Committee make

numerous assertions that are untrue and not relevant as to whether the Debtors have met the

26 Obj. q 31 (“Committee counsel encouraged the Debtors and MFN to engage on the Committee’s proposal, but

indicated that any such engagement would need to be combined with an initial 30-day pause and extension of
relevant litigation dates . . . ”’) (emphasis added).
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applicable legal standard for this Court to grant their requested extension of exclusivity. First, the
Committee asserts that the Debtors “have elected to set aside the interests of general unsecured
creditors and pursue a highly unlikely recovery for equity holders.”?” This is not true. As stated
above, the Debtors’ success in the Active Litigation would inure to the benefit of approximately
25,000 unsecured creditors; if the Debtors’ efforts fail, general unsecured creditors who were
actually harmed by the Debtors’ demise will be left with pennies on the dollar. The Committee
should be acting for the benefit of all the approximately 25,000 unsecured creditors. It would be
an absurd result if a creditor’s appointment to the official unsecured creditors’ committee meant
that a debtor is prohibited from litigating an objection to that creditor’s claims and instead must
settle, even if the creditor that co-chairs the Committee (as here) has zero damages but asserts an
approximately $5 billion claim that (if allowed) would devastate creditor recoveries. If
challenging any and all invalid claims filed in these chapter 11 cases (including the claims of the
Litigation Counterparty Members) ultimately results in a recovery to equity, such a result would
merely be incidental to the Debtors’ central goal—maximizing recovery for all stakeholders—and
would by definition mean that there was a remarkable result for holders of valid, allowed general
unsecured claims.

21.  Second, the notion that the Debtors are pursuing an agenda specifically for
management’s own interests?® is likewise false. The Debtors have an active board that has regular

meetings to review and make decisions.?’ Tellingly, the Committee neglects to mention that the

27 See Obj. 4 2.
3 See Obj. 99 2, 46, & 73.

2 Doheny Decl. § 32.
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IBT also has designated two directors on the Debtors’ board of directors, including the Chairman.*°
The Debtors’ board of directors has unanimously supported the Debtors’ claims objection
strategy.>! And contrary to the Committee’s insinuation,*> MFN’s appointed directors are
independent,** and MFN, as the largest equity holder in a public company, has a right to appoint
directors.* This is not atypical.

22. Third, the Committee asserts that the IBT litigation is hopeless and is being pursued
out of personal animus on the part of the Debtors’ management team.>> The Debtors recognize
that the counterparty to this litigation is the other co-chair of the Committee and that the IBT would
prefer to be relieved of that exposure. But the Debtors believe their claims have substantial value,
and the Committee fails to acknowledge that the Debtors’ original complaint was dismissed on
purely procedural grounds.*® The Debtors stand by the merits of the litigation; to that end, the
Debtors have filed an amended complaint and motion for reconsideration.’’

23. The Debtors’ legal position in the IBT litigation is not personal or political—it’s

business. The decision to commence the IBT litigation was unanimously supported by the

30 Doheny Decl. q 35.

31" See Doheny Decl. § 32.
2 See Obj. 42, 15, & 48.
33 See Doheny Decl. 4 33.
34 See Doheny Decl. § 34.

35 See Obj. J 2 (“The Debtors’ strategy similarly furthers their management team’s seemingly-personal and

seemingly-baseless desire to prove that the actions of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters (“IBT”) caused
the Debtors’ demise, notwithstanding the undisputed fact that the Debtors’ attacks have been rebuked at every
turn by the United States District Court for the District of Kansas . . ., which recently dismissed all of the Debtors’
claims against the IBT”).

36 See id.; Doheny Decl. q 24.

37 Doheny Decl. § 24.
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Debtors’ board and the Debtors have asserted more than $1 billion in damages should the Debtors
prove at trial that the IBT’s breaches of the NMFA were the legal cause of the Debtors’ bankruptcy.
Any responsible steward of these chapter 11 estates would pursue these claims.

24, Likewise, even if the trial court denies the pending motions, the Debtors’ appeal
right to the United States Courts of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit (or to actually pursue a grievance
process before reinstating litigation, which would clearly be futile but is what the District Court
suggested the Debtors should first pursue) would be worth in excess of the sunk cost plus the
additional incremental cost of pursuing the appeal.®® To abandon the IBT claim now would
obviously please the Committee’s co-chair, but it does not make economic sense for the estate, as
most of the cost of pursuing the claim is sunk and the incremental cost of finalizing the briefing
on the pending motions or taking other actions to permit the Debtors’ claims to be addressed on
the merits is de minimis in relation to the potential upside if successful. Abandoning that litigation
is not something that would benefit the Debtors’ stakeholders.*

25. Fourth, the Committee criticizes the Debtors for maintaining a management team
and approximately 231 full time employees and 41 part-time employees who are compensated for
their efforts in administering the estates. This argument is a red herring and has no bearing on
whether the Debtors have met the standard to justify an extension of their exclusivity period. The
Debtors’ remaining employees are essential to the effective administration of these chapter 11

40

cases and are compensated fairly and appropriately.”™ On or just before the Petition Date, the

38 See Doheny Decl. § 24.
3 See Doheny Decl. § 24.

40 Doheny Decl. 4 28.
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Debtors employed approximately 28,500 employees.*' Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have
reduced its employee headcount to align their employee footprint with the work to be
accomplished to administer these chapter 11 cases.*> Today, the Debtors maintain a workforce of
just 272 employees, 41 of which are used on a limited, as needed basis—each of which the Debtors
have determined are essential to the continued administration of these chapter 11 cases.*> Among
other things, the Debtors rank and file employees and management teams are charged with
maintaining the Debtors’ remaining assets (which consist of 130 pieces of real property and
approximately 27,000 pieces of equipment) in salable condition, reconciling over 12,000 proofs
of claims that have yet been objected to as of the date hereof, and responding to numerous informal
diligence requests and over 500 formal discovery requests (so far)—all of which is essential work
that must be completed to administer these chapter 11 cases.** Indeed, many of the remaining
employees work in the field, directly safeguarding valuable estate assets that sit all over the
country.®

26. In addition, the Debtors’ employees and senior executive team possess vast
institutional knowledge of the Debtors books and records, along with their assets, and maintain
invaluable relationships across the trucking industry.*® The Committee takes the position that

these employees are just another unwarranted cost to the estates*’ but neglect to offer an alternative

4.
2.
B

4 Doheny Decl. § 30.
I
4 Id.

47 See Obj, § 16-17.
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as to who would then bear their workload if the Debtors were to terminate them. Indeed, if the
Debtors terminated these employees, Alvarez & Marsal’s (“A&M”) role as financial advisor would
surely dramatically expand, costing the estates far more than continuing to employ long-standing
personnel with institutional knowledge. Accordingly, any suggestion by the Committee*® that the
Debtors’ remaining assets could be administered more efficiently or cost-effectively for the benefit
of all stakeholders without the vast wealth of institutional knowledge of the Debtors’ dedicated
workforce is, in the Debtors’ view, intellectually dishonest.

27.  Fifth, the Committee criticizes the professional fees incurred by these estates.*’
These chapter 11 cases are expensive, like all chapter 11 cases of similar size and complexity; that
said, most of the expense has been driven by the Litigation Counterparty Members filing excessive
claims and drowning the Debtors with discovery requests. The Debtors have fielded and
responded to more than 500 discovery requests thus far, and that was before the Committee
served 50 requests for production and a 25-topic Rule 30(b)(6) notice in relation to the Exclusivity
Extension Motion, and then refused to agree to push the hearing on the Exclusivity Motion,
requiring the Debtors to move heaven and earth to comply with their many demands in one week.
The Debtors have of course served the Litigation Counterparty Members with discovery in
connection with the Active Litigation, because they need to do so to fulfill their fiduciary duties to
prosecute objections to claims they believe are invalid; but the Debtors are recipients of materially
more discovery demands.

28. In any event, the Committee was well-aware of the costs associated with the

litigation when the parties asked the Court to enter the Scheduling Orders for three separate trials

4 See Obj. 99 61-63.

9 Obj. 99 32-33.
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that will ultimately decide most of the issues in these chapter 11 cases—and the Committee did
not complain about the inevitable litigation cost at that time.>® To the extent any party believes
the expenditures inappropriate, the Debtors’ professionals are required to publicly file monthly fee
applications on the docket and serve their applications on the Committee, among other parties in
interest. At no time has the Committee objected to the Debtors’ professional fees, even though
they have been afforded an opportunity to review such professional fees in real time and object if
they so chose. It also bears noting that the Committee professionals themselves have accrued
nearly $21 million on these cases to date.>!

29.  Ifthe Committee’s Objection is successful, then these chapter 11 cases will become
even more expensive because, as mentioned above, it is not unreasonable to believe an equity
committee will be appointed, and there will inevitably be: (a) multiple competing plans (e.g., a
Debtor plan, a Committee plan, and an equity committee plan), (b) multiple competing disclosure
statements (e.g, a Debtor disclosure statement, a Committee disclosure statement, and an equity
committee disclosure statement), (c) multiple competing solicitations and solicitation mailings

(i.e., holders of general unsecured claims entitled to vote on either or each of the Debtor plan, the

30 The Scheduling Orders were entered by this Court without any objection. See Scheduling Orders.

51" The Committee’s actual conduct to date is, respectfully, hard to justify. The Committee agrees with the Debtors
that proofs of claims filed by the non-SFA MEPP’s (none of which are on the Committee) should be significantly
reduced (i.e. interests of “run of the mill” unsecured creditors that the Committee should actively be advancing).
See Joinder of the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, Et. AL, to Debtors’ Seventh
Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 3057] But when it
comes to the somewhat overlapping claims of Committee members, the Committee takes no position (as it has
done on the merits of the SFA-MEPP claims). Stranger still, the Committee expressed in Court that it was
“agnostic” on the forum in which the most important issue to general unsecured creditors in the case is decided,
see March 6,2024 Hr’g Tr. at 59:16-23, and then actually supported the PBGC’s motion to withdraw the reference
on that issue—simultaneously taking positions that are affirmatively harmful for general unsecured creditors other
than those who are members of the Committee and adding to the professional fee burn for no reason whatsoever.
See Statement of the Off. Comm. of Unsecured Creditors of Yellow Corporation, Et. Al., Regarding Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corp.’s Motion to Withdraw the Reference, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corp. v. Yellow Corp.
(In re Yellow Corp., et al.), 1:24-cv-00350-JLH, (D. Del. 2024) [No. 24].
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Committee plan, and the equity committee plan will receive dueling sets of solicitation materials
and ballots, thereby exacerbating the costs associated with mailing materials to tens of thousands
of creditors), and (d) likely a highly contested confirmation trial for which the Debtors’ estates
will bear the cost. The Debtors cannot think of a more value-destructive result.

30. The Committee’s filing is particularly troublesome for another reason: the
Objection as filed violated exclusivity. The Objection, in numerous instances, describes the terms
of the Committee’s hypothetical “waterfall” plan, replete with ideas to shove the ongoing litigation
and other remaining estate assets into a liquidating trust.>> Not only does the Committee tout the
terms of its hypothetical plan before it attempts to address the law or facts at issue, but the existence

of the potential for an alternative plan is not even relevant to the question of whether exclusivity

2 Obj. 9 4 (“Indeed, the Committee files this Objection not only to voice its opposition to the Debtors’ continued

(and increasingly inappropriate) control over the trajectory of these cases, but to communicate to the Court and
all parties in interest that it stands ready and willing to formulate and propose its own plan of liquidation,
pursuant to which the Debtors’ remaining assets would be liquidated in a manner designed to maximize the
value of such assets, and pending litigation matters moved into a liquidation trust overseen by an independent,
unbiased liquidation trustee who would serve as a true, unbiased fiduciary for the trust’s beneficiaries’)
(emphasis added); Obj. § 58 (“The Committee’s concerns as to the foregoing would be more than sufficiently
addressed if the Court were to deny the Exclusivity Motion and allow the Committee to formulate and prosecute
a liquidating plan. Among other things, any liquidation plan proposed by the Committee would effectuate: (1) the
distribution of proceeds from the monetization of the Debtors’ remaining assets in accordance with the priority
scheme set forth in the Bankruptcy Code and (2) the establishment of a liquidation trust combined with the
appointment of an independent fiduciary—one without bias or vendetta—who would serve as trustee and make
appropriate determinations regarding whether to settle, abandon or pursue the litigation matters to which the
Debtors are now party and how best to monetize the Debtors’ remaining assets”) (emphasis added); Obj. q 5
(“As such, the Committee should be permitted to take immediate actions to prevent the further dissipation of
limited and rapidly diminishing estate resources, propose a straightforward waterfall plan of liquidation . . . .”)
(emphasis added); Obj. 4 42 (“The Exclusivity Periods should instead be terminated to enable the Committee—
as the statutory fiduciary for all unsecured creditors—to propose and prosecute a liquidating plan that will
effectuate the transfer of all remaining assets and contested matters to one or more trusts to be overseen by an
independent fiduciary or fiduciaries, provide for a waterfall of recoveries to stakeholders in accordance with
the absolute priority rule and curtail the excessive administrative costs that continue to accrue in these cases”)
(emphasis added). Given the composition of the Committee, it does not take much imagination to predict which
particular creditors would be beneficiaries of the regime the Committee seeks to install.
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should be terminated or extended.’ This was a clear violation of the Bankruptcy Code,** and the
mere fact that a party has not literally filed a full alternative potential plan does not matter.>> At
best, the descriptions of the Committee’s hypothetical plan were irresponsible, and, at worst, a
tactic to undercut the Debtors’ good faith efforts to maximize the value of their estates for the
benefit of all stakeholders at a critical juncture.

31. The Court should extend (not terminate) the Debtors’ exclusivity and grant such

additional relief as the Court deems appropriate.

Argument
I. The Debtors’ Exclusivity Should Be Extended, Not Terminated.

A. Exclusivity May Be Extended or Terminated Only for Cause.

32. The legal standard for extending exclusivity is neither complicated nor
controversial and is one the Debtors clearly meet. Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code permits
a court to extend or terminate a debtor’s exclusivity only for “cause.”® Courts in the Third Circuit
and other jurisdictions have held that the decision to extend a debtor’s exclusivity is left to the
sound discretion of a bankruptcy court and should be based on the totality of circumstances in each

case.”’ Courts examine a number of factors to determine whether a debtor has had an adequate

33 See 7 Collier on Bankruptcy 16th ed. 9 1121.06[2] (2011); Eagle-Picher Indus., Inc., 176 B.R. at 149 (finding
claim by official unsecured creditors committee that presentation of competing Chapter 11 plan or plans would
serve to expedite prompt resolution of cases was not persuasive and did not provide basis for finding “cause” for
terminating debtor’s exclusivity period for filing plan).

o 11US.C§1121.

55 See In re Circus & Eldorado Joint Venture, No. 12-51156 (Bankr. D. Nev. Sept. 21, 2012) (denying a creditor’s
motion to terminate exclusivity where the motion described the terms of a competing proposed plan and holding
that, by describing plan terms in a filed pleading, the creditor had violated filing exclusivity).

% 11 U.S.C. § 1121(d).

5T See, e.g., First Am. Bank of N.Y. v. Sw. Gloves & Safety Equip., Inc., 64 B.R. 963, 965 (D. Del. 1986); In re Dow
Corning Corp., 208 B.R. 661, 664 (Bankr. E.D. Mich. 1997); Geriatrics Nursing Home, Inc. v. First Fid. Bank,
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opportunity to develop, negotiate, and propose a chapter 11 plan and thus whether there is “cause”

to extend or terminate a debtor’s plan exclusivity, including:*®

j-

the size and complexity of the case;
the existence of good-faith progress;

the necessity of sufficient time to negotiate and prepare adequate
information,;

whether creditors are prejudiced by the extension;
whether the debtor is paying its debts as they become due;

whether the debtor has demonstrated reasonable prospects for filing a viable
plan;

whether the debtor has made progress negotiating with creditors;
the length of time a case has been pending;
whether the debtor is seeking an extension to pressure creditors; and

whether or not unresolved contingencies exist.

In evaluating the factors above, the concept of “cause” in section 1121(d) should

be viewed flexibly “in order to allow the debtor to reach an agreement.” Simply put, exclusivity

helps drive the chapter 11 process toward consensus by channeling negotiations through the debtor

in possession (as steward for the bankruptcy estate), and a debtor must be given time to engage in

(and continue) creditor negotiations.®® This right is the debtor’s—the “shield of exclusivity,” “a

58

59

60
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N.A. (In re Geriatrics Nursing Home, Inc.), 187 B.R. 128, 132 (D.N.J. 1995); In re McLean Indus., Inc., 87 B.R.
830, 834 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1987).

See In re Cent. Jersey Airport Servs., LLC, 282 B.R. 176, 183 (Bankr. D.N.J. 2002); McLean Indus., 87 B.R. at
834; see also Dow Corning, 208 B.R. at 664; In re Express One Int’l, Inc., 194 B.R. 98, 100 (Bankr. E.D. Tex.

H.R. Rep. No. 95, 95th Cong., 1st Sess. 232 (1997); see also In re Pub. Serv. Co. of N.H., 88 B.R. 521, 534
(Bankr. D.N.H. 1988) (“legislative intent . . . [is] to promote maximum flexibility”).

See In re Texaco Inc., 76 B.R. 322,327 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1987) (holding exclusivity extension warranted to allow
debtors and creditors to “negotiate an acceptable plan”).
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consideration at the heart of the Bankruptcy Code, on its face contradicts the notion that parties in
a Chapter 11 bankruptcy case [should] be given an equal opportunity to seek confirmation of a
261

plan.

B. Cause Exists to Extend Exclusivity.

34.  Ample cause exists to extend the Debtors’ exclusivity here. As discussed below,
all of the relevant factors point toward extending exclusivity.

1. The Debtors Have Made Progress.

35. The Committee asserts that the Debtors have failed to make progress negotiating
with creditors. This is a meritless assertion. Not only have the Debtors successfully repaid over
$1.6 billion of funded debt, and consequently cut off professional fees of four separate sets of
advisors, but the Debtors continue to advance discussions with their remaining stakeholders.®> The
Committee’s actual gripe is that it is dissatisfied with the current state of discussions between the
Debtors and the Committee. 1t is the Committee, however, who refuses to engage with the Debtors
by conditioning engagement even on its partial proposal on an unnecessary litigation pause.® As
stated above, contrary to the Committee’s assertions, the Debtors have, in fact, made progress. On
April 23, 2024, the Debtors presented the Committee with information related to a potential plan
construct whereby the Debtors could reorganize as a go-forward subleasing entity.®* In the weeks

since, the Debtors have provided additional information regarding the potential proposal to the

81 Eagle-Picher Indus., Inc., 176 B.R. 143 at 149.

62 See 9019 Motion; see Doheny Decl. q 23.

6 Obj. 9 31 (“Committee counsel encouraged the Debtors and MFN to engage on the Committee’s proposal, but

indicated that any such engagement would need to be combined with an initial 30-day pause and extension of
relevant litigation dates . . . .”).

% Doheny Decl. q 16.
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Committee.®> The Debtors received an initial settlement suggestion from the Committee on May
13, 2024, which was missing the vast majority of necessary terms.®® By May 16, 2024—12 days
prior to the Committee filing their Objection—the Debtors informed the Committee in writing that
the Debtors were formulating a settlement counterproposal and that the ball was in the Debtors’

court to respond to the Committee.®’

From the Debtors’ perspective, negotiations with the
Committee are ongoing, and the Debtors anticipate that they will be in a position to provide their
counter proposal to the Committee within two weeks.®

36. The Committee’s unhappiness with the Debtors’ rejection of their proposed 30-day
litigation pause does not create “cause” to terminate exclusivity. The case law is clear that the
Committee cannot, by its own intransigence, manufacture “cause” to deny exclusivity. As the
Adelphia court and others have recognized, creditor intransigence is a reason to extend, not
terminate exclusivity.®’

37. The Committee’s stance also misapplies the applicable standard; “cause” to extend

or terminate a debtor’s exclusivity cannot be premised on whether the debtors have made good

faith progress in negotiating with one party (i.e., the Committee). On the contrary, a debtor cannot

% Doheny Decl. § 17.
% Doheny Decl. q 18.
¢ Doheny Decl. § 19.

% Doheny Decl.  20.
% 352 B.R. at 585 (refusing to terminate exclusivity and noting “the difficulty of the intercreditor issues and the
aggressiveness with which creditors . . . have sought to maximize their individual recoveries™); Eagle-Picher, 176
B.R. at 147 (refusing to terminate exclusivity and stating: “[t]hat [discussions with the committee] were not
fruitful does not lead this court to any conclusion that there was unfairness in the process™); see also Lehigh
Valley,2000 WL 290187 at *4 (refusing to terminate exclusivity and noting that to hold that “aggressive litigation
tactics” constitute cause to terminate would allow a “litigious creditor to manufacture ‘cause’ to shorten the
exclusivity period through their own unilateral actions”).
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be forced to kowtow to an intransigent stakeholder at the expense of a viable, confirmable plan
that can maximize value for the benefit of all creditors.”

38.  When evaluating whether there is progress, courts have looked to (a) whether the
debtors have proceeded cooperatively during the pendency of the chapter 11 cases and (b) whether
the debtors appear willing to work with the committee and share draft plan proposals once the
debtors know the outcome of their sale processes and have formulated their business plan.”! Here,
from time of appointment, the Debtors have worked collaboratively and transparently with the
Committee, as evidenced by lack of contested matters before the Court in the approximately
10 months since the Petition Date. As set forth above, the Debtors are willing to work with the
Committee on a chapter 11 plan that will maximize the value of the estates. Indeed, this is the first
action taken by the Debtors that the Committee is objecting to. The Committee has not asserted
and cannot assert otherwise.

39.  Furthermore, the Debtors have demonstrated a willingness to engage in
negotiations with all creditors—not just the Committee members—to right size the claims pool in
anticipation of and in connection with formulating a chapter 11 plan. As a result of the Debtors’

sale process, the Debtors negotiated with their secured creditors to satisfy all prepetition funded

0 See Adelphia, 352 B.R. at 588 (extending exclusivity and noting “huge progress toward reorganization” where

debtors had proposed plan with support of one constituency but that was opposed by another); Eagle-Picher, 176
B.R. at 148 (refusing to terminate exclusivity where debtor’s plan term sheet was supported by certain
constituencies and opposed by creditors’ committee). Instead, progress is measured by good faith advancement
generally (i.e., not just in negotiations with the Committee). See, e.g., Adelphia, 352 B.R. at 589 (noting debtor’s
“tremendous progress in their negotiations with creditors,” including various unsecured bondholders, secured
debt agents, and other creditors, and denying bondholder committee’s request to terminate exclusivity).

' In re Borders Group, Inc. 460 B.R. 818, 825-26 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 2011) (“First, as the Court earlier observed,
from numerous hearings in this case so far, the Committee’s and Debtors’ professionals have proceeded
cooperatively and resolved almost all disputes—inevitable in a case of this magnitude—between them without
Court intervention. For this reason, the Committee’s Objection to an extension of exclusivity comes as a surprise
to the Court . . . [t]he Debtors appear willing to work with the Committee and share draft plan proposals once the
Debtors know the outcome of the sale process and the Debtors have made further progress in formulating their
business plan”).
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secured debt obligations as a result.”?> The Debtors have provided information to the Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation (“PBGC”) in connection with the merger and termination of their
Single Employer Pension Plans (“SEPPs”) with the hope that the parties will be able to affix and
resolve the PBGC’s claim in the coming month.”> And the Debtors continue to negotiate with
other creditors on a daily basis on numerous matters and in varying contexts to move these cases
forward, regularly providing the Committee with status updates related to the same.

40.  For instance, the Debtors have negotiated with hundreds of customer creditors to
resolve their alleged cargo claims and address open accounts receivable under the authority granted

4 In accordance with the Customer

to them pursuant to the Customer Collections Order.’
Collections Order, the Debtors’ advisors apprise the Committee’s advisors on the status of these
negotiations on a weekly basis and obtain Committee approval of all negotiated settlements
resulting in an offset greater than $200,000.”> Separately, the Debtors created jointly with dozens
of claimants, their insurance carrier Old Republic, and the Committee, an agreed process for
resolving Proofs of Claim and claims not yet filed as Proofs of Claim related to property damage

and personal injury,’® and (as the Debtors and Committee have been apprised) more than 300 such

claims have been resolved through that process. The Debtors also continue to negotiate with

2 Doheny Decl. § 22.

B
*Id.
Bod

76 See, e.g., Order Authorizing the Debtors to Establish Alternative Dispute Resolution Procedures for Resolution

of Certain Litigation Claims and Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2389].
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creditors regarding the transfer of title certain rolling stock assets in such creditors’ possession in
exchange for such creditors’ waiver of claims.”’

41.  Nevertheless, the Committee maintains that the Debtors have “singularly focused”
on the Active Litigation alone, rather than negotiating with the Committee.”® This is not true.
Since entry of the Second Exclusivity Order, the Debtors, among the many other case-furthering
initiatives set forth in the Exclusivity Extension Motion,” prevailed in litigation with certain of
their landlords related to the assumption of certain unexpired leases. The outcome was determined
only recently on April 19, 2024,%° which permitted the Debtors to assume certain leases and
enabled the Debtors, with the benefit of the Court’s ruling in tow, to further evaluate their assumed
lease portfolio to maximize value. That decision has caused the Debtors to work further with other
landlords with respect to other properties.

42. The Committee’s assertion that the Debtors are pursuing all litigation matters
“across all fronts, at all costs” without providing the opportunity for parties to engage in settlement
discussions is likewise not true. First, the WARN litigation Scheduling Orders already
contemplate a mediation to take place later this summer. Second, the Debtors have also been
working with the Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation (the “PBGC”) to exchange data that

should permit fixing the PBGC SEPP claim. And third, as stated above, Debtors also intend to

provide the Committee with a global settlement proposal within two weeks of the date hereof and

77 See Motion of Debtors for Entry Of An Order (I) Approving The Settlement Agreements By And Among The
Debtors and Certain Possessory Lienholders And (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3358] (“9019
Motion”); Doheny Decl. § 23.

8 Obj. §45.
79

See Exclusivity Extension Motion at 5—6.

80 See Order (4) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (B) Granting Related Relief
[Docket No. 3086].
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would be open to mediation. The Committee does not identify a single settlement proposal that
the Debtors have received from any claimant that the Debtors have declined to engage on. There
are none.?!

43. The Debtors submit that they have made sufficient progress in negotiating with the
Committee and other creditors to demonstrate “cause” for the Court to grant the requested 90-day
exclusivity extension.

2. The Debtors Have Made Good Faith Progress.

44.  When deciding whether to terminate or extend exclusivity, courts consider whether
the debtor has made good-faith efforts and progress in its restructuring and whether an extension
of exclusivity is likely to facilitate further progress.®> The Debtors clearly meet this standard. One
need only to review the case docket to see just how much progress that Debtors have made in
administering these cases for the benefit of all stakeholders. Specifically, and as set forth in the
Exclusivity Extension Motion, the Debtors have:

e Reconciled claims and interests as promptly and efficiently as possible;

e filed substantive and non-substantive claims objections to more than 2,800 proofs
of claim pursuant to their Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth,
Eleventh, and Twelfth Omnibus Objections to Claims [Docket Nos. 2576, 2577,
2578, 2586, 2595, 2799, 2800, 2801, 3255, 3256];

e obtained entry of orders in connection with their Sixth, Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth
Omnibus objections to Claims, thereby right-sizing the claims pool by more than

$23,260,000 [Docket Nos. 2911, 3184, 3252, 3253].

e drafted and filed a reply in support of their Third, Fourth, and Fifth Substantive
Omnibus Objections to Claims alleging WARN liability [Docket No. 2909];

e successfully negotiated scheduling orders with 11 pension funds, two sets of
WARN adversary plaintiffs, and claimants filing over 1,000 WARN-related proofs

81 The Debtors tried to engage with the other Committee co-chair, the IBT, for months. The IBT declined at least
14 proposed dates that the Debtors proposed for a settlement meeting. See Doheny Decl. 9] 20.

82 See McLean Indus., 87 B.R. at 834.
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of claim that contemplate resolution of all WARN claims by the end of 2024
[Docket Nos. 2195, 2892];

successfully litigated objections to, and secured a Court order authorizing, the
assumption of certain unexpired leases [Docket Nos. 3076, 3086];

filed and obtained entry of orders in connection with several stipulations with
landlord counterparties memorializing the consensual extension of the deadline to
assume or reject certain non-residential real property leases under section 354(d)(4)
[Docket Nos. 2427, 2687, 2727, 2750, 2764, 3031, 3032]

obtained entry of an order extending the deadline by which the Debtors must
remove certain actions by 121 days [Docket Nos. 2654];

continued to review an ongoing ADR process with respect to bodily injury and
property damage claims that they had previously negotiated at length with their
insurance carrier and many claimants [Docket No. 2389] and which the Debtors
understand has led to more than 300 claim settlements to date;

filed three rejection notices pursuant to the Rejection Procedures Order®® and
resulting in the rejection of 15 contracts and four leases [Docket Nos. 2463, 2955,
3046, 3232];

successfully negotiated and entered into 72 setoff agreements pursuant to the
Customer Collections First Day Order, resulting in approximately $12,680,000 in
collections in accounts receivable;

addressed a large volume of questions, concerns, and issues raised by employees,
vendors, utility companies, and other parties in interest; and

responded to diligence requests from the Committee and other key stakeholder
groups.

Granting the Debtors’ requested 90-day exclusivity extension will serve to promote

additional progress in these chapter 11 cases and allow the Debtors to capitalize on the momentum

garnered from all of their accomplishments to date. Among other things, an extension of the

83

See Order (1) Authorizing and Approving Procedures to Reject Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases and

(1l) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 550] (the “Rejection Procedures Order”).

84 See Final Order (I) Authorizing the Debtors to Consent to Limited Relief from the Automatic Stay to Permit Setoff
of Certain Customer Claims Against the Debtors, and (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 522]
(the “Customer Collections Order”).
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Debtors’ exclusivity will enable the Debtors to finalize their counterproposal to the Committee
and advance settlement negotiations in connection therewith.

3. The Debtors Are Not Seeking the Extension to Pressure Creditors.

46. The Committee states that the Debtors have requested an additional extension of
exclusivity for the “express purpose of pressuring and litigating against their creditors,” yet also
takes “no issue” with the Debtors’ determination to commence any of the pending litigation
matters, save for the IBT litigation.® Instead, the Committee object to the perceived
“overly-burdensome” manner in which the Debtors have pursued such litigation.3

47. It is notable that the Committee never once raised this alleged concern with the
Debtors prior to filing the Objection. As set forth above, the Debtors believe in their legal positions
and maintain that pursuing the Active Litigation is in the best interests of all stakeholders. While
certain Committee members might not like defending their claims, the Debtors did not commence
the Active Litigation to lose and are willing and able to devote necessary resources to prevail on
the merits—indeed, it is the Debtors’ fiduciary duty to do exactly that. The benefit to the Debtors
estates and to general unsecured creditors if the Debtors are successful will substantially outweigh
the costs associated with pursuing the litigation, benefiting all stakeholders, including the
unsecured creditors. Merely using chapter 11 tools—Ilike the automatic stay, plan confirmation
provisions, or section 502’s claims objection and disallowance process—does not qualify as

pressure tactics.®’

8 See Obj. § 59-60.
8 See Obj. 9 60.
87 See, e.g., In re Lichtin/Wade, L.L.C., 478 B.R. 204, 213 (Bankr. E.D.N.C. 2012) (finding that, where a debtor had

not sought to pressure creditors to submit to a reorganization plan’s terms or previously engaged in stall tactics
or bad faith negotiation, that the debtor did not seek to pressure creditors).
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48.  If anything, it is the Committee that is using its proposed 30-day pause on the
Active Litigation to pressure the Debtors and other creditors who are not members of the
Committee, as the Committee seeks to foreclose the Debtors’ ability to dual-track and its desire to
cull the claims wheat for the chaff while simultaneously negotiating a plan with the Committee.
The Committee has drawn a line in that sand that it can only be one or the other.

4. The Debtors Have Reasonable Prospects for Filing a Viable Plan.
49.  The Committee contends that the Debtors could not—"“in a reasonable time
frame”—propose and solicit a chapter 11 plan.®® The legal standard is whether the Debtors have

8 Of course, the

reasonable prospects of obtaining confirmation of “at least some” viable plan.
Debtors could file a “viable” plan today if they chose to do so. But the Debtors, as estate
fiduciaries, are bound to propose a plan they believe actually maximizes value for all stakeholders.

50.  Proffering no evidence, the Committee theorizes that the Debtors have not filed a
plan “because they want to pursue their own agenda, one that is not in accord with the with basic
tenets upon which the Bankruptcy Code is based: negotiation, compromise and maximization of
value.””® The Debtors are hesitant to dignify such a statement with a response. The Debtors, as
estate fiduciaries, believe an extension to their exclusive period will enable them to develop a
value-maximizing plan that general unsecured creditors will support. That value maximizing plan

may take the form of a liquidating plan or a plan of reorganization that contemplates a REIT, as

the Debtors are still working to evaluate both options. Regardless, the merits of proposed chapter

8 Obj. 9 73.

8 Adelphia, 352 B.R. at 588 (in determining whether “cause” exists to reduce or increase chapter 11 debtor’s

exclusivity period, factor examining debtor’s reasonable prospects for filing viable plan requires only that debtor
be able to attain confirmation of at least some viable plan, not necessarily a plan currently proposed).

% See Obj. § 73.
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11 plan are to be examined at confirmation—not in connection with a proposed exclusivity
extension—and do not play a meaningful role whether to terminate debtor’s plan exclusivity.”!

5. The Debtors Are Paying Their Debts as They Come Due.

51. The Committee’s statement that the Debtors are not paying their debts as they come
due is confusing. As noted in the Exclusivity Extension Motion, the Debtors repaid all of their
pre- and postpetition funded debt and continue to pay their debts as they come due or as otherwise
provided by Court order. The estates do not, as the Committee claims, present a “melting ice cube”
scenario in which creditors that may otherwise be entitled to distribution are losing their recovery
on the payment of current debts. The facts show otherwise: the Debtors have $327 million cash
on hand and continue to bring new cash into the estates—the Debtors earn over $1 million each
month in interest, continue to collect outstanding accounts receivable, and continue to market and
sell their rolling stock, all as more fully described herein.

6. These Chapter 11 Cases are Complex.

52. The Committee’s contention that these chapter 11 cases are “no longer complex”
enough to warrant an extension ignores the applicable legal standard and reality. Complexity is a

fact-intensive inquiry that courts generally construe very broadly.*?

o1 Adelphia, 352 B.R. at 588 (merits of proposed Chapter 11 plan are to be examined at confirmation, and do not

play a meaningful role in bankruptcy court’s decision as to whether to terminate debtor’s plan exclusivity).
2 See, e.g., Borders Group, 460 B.R. 818 at 823 (finding a case to be complex where the debtors’ schedules listed
$1.6 billion in assets, $2.6 billion in liabilities and the debtors were party to hundreds of leases and contracts); In
re Friedman’s, Inc., 336 B.R. 884, 888 (Bankr. S.D. Ga. 2005) (finding a case to be “large and complex” where
the retail debtors employed over 4,500 employees in approximately 650 stores across 22 states and listed
approximately $415 million in assets and $234 million in liabilities); Pub. Serv. Co., 88 B.R. at 525 (finding that
the debtors business was “unusually complex” in part because the company was subject to a high degree of federal
and state regulation and listed assets in excess of $2.8 billion and liabilities in excess of $1.6 billion); McLean
Indus., Inc., 87 B.R. at 835 (defining a case as complex where it “involve[ed] hearings held on virtually a weekly
basis and require[ed] the unstinting performance of exceptionally skilled counsel on all sides” and taking judicial
notice of the fact that one of the debtors’ dockets contained 845 entries).
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53. Given the contours of the complexity standard, it is nonsensical to claim that the
Debtors have lost their right to exclusivity because they were so successful in their sale efforts and
eliminating all four of their lender groups. In fact, the Committee’s very basis for objection is that
the Active Litigation is so technical and complex it is impossible for parties to advance said
litigation and settlement discussions simultaneously.

54.  While it is incredibly rare to have a non-operative company with this much value,
the complexity of these chapter 11 cases and the existence of significant assets yet to be sold
warrant strong consideration of all alternatives to a straight liquidation, as a liquidation may
ultimately not be the best way to maximize the Debtors’ remaining assets.

55.  Furthermore, while the Debtors acknowledge that the existence of litigation does
not alone satisfy the complexity standard, extreme circumstances may justify the existence of
litigation as cause for an extension of exclusivity “where the mass, weight, volume and
complication of the litigation” are apparent.”® In Manville, the court found that litigation was
sufficient to satisfy the complexity standard where one debtor entity faced multiple lawsuits and
possible liability of approximately $2 billion.”* The Debtors proffer that the MEPP litigation,
which involves claims over $8 billion and stands to determine the ultimate size the claims pool
and unsecured creditor recoveries, and involves the first-ever effort by MEPPs fully funded by a
government bailout with no UVBs to nonetheless assert billions of dollars in withdrawal liability,

has the same “unusual” and “exigent” qualities present in Manville.*®

% Inre Sw. Oil Co. of Jourdanton, Inc., 84 B.R. 448, 452 (Bankr. W.D. Tex. 1987) (citing In re Manville Forest
Products Corp.,31 B.R. 991,995 (S.D.N.Y. 1983)) (distinguishing such a case from one involving litigation that
is “no more than predictable creditor litigation, symptomatic of any business difficulty in its advanced stages”).

% Seeid.

% Id.
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56.  In short, the ongoing litigation is nowhere close to what the Committee calls
“routine and predictable creditor litigation.””®

7. Relatively Little Time Has Elapsed in These Chapter 11 Cases.

57. The Debtors request a third exclusivity extension of 90 days. Contrary to
Committees Objection,”” this timing does not weigh against granting extension. The only reason
that this is the third extension, as opposed to the second, is that the Debtors previously agreed to
shorter extensions with the Committee. The material issue is that this requested 90-day extension,
if granted, would result in a total exclusivity period of approximately 13 months. While the
Committee suggests that an exclusivity period of longer than one year is inappropriate, the
Bankruptcy Code provides a statutory limit of 18-months,’® and this Debtors’ requested extension
falls significantly short of that limit.

8. The Debtors Need Additional Time to Be Sufficient to Negotiate a

Chapter 11 Plan and Prepare Adequate Information to Allow a
Creditor to Determine Whether to Accept Such Chapter 11 Plan.

58. The Committee argues that the Debtors have failed to advance a chapter 11 plan
over their approximately 10 months in chapter 11. But it is the Committee that has refused to
engage in good faith negotiations unless the Debtors acquiescence to a 30-day litigation pause. As
stated above, the Debtors do not believe agreeing to such a 30-day litigation pause is prudent under
the circumstances. The Debtors accordingly encourage the Committee to dual-track settlement

discussions with the Active Litigation for the benefit of their constituents.

% Id.
97 See Obj. § 70.

% 11 U.S.C. § 1121(d)(2).
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59.  Furthermore, as the Committee observes, the initial part of these chapter 11 cases
was devoted to the sale process, which yielded tremendous results. Throughout that process, the
Committee supported the Debtors efforts to prioritize selling their real estate assets for the benefit
of the Debtors stakeholders. Now, the Committee suddenly argues that the sale process that it has
supported over the course of these chapter 11 cases has “virtually stalled.” Contrary to the
Committee’s assertions, however, the Debtors’ sale process continues, and the Committee bears
responsibility for certain of the delays and its own claimed “limited progress.”

60. Specifically, the Committee feigns ignorance as to the current status of the Debtors’
retaining a broker and real estate advisor. Yet, not only is the Committee fully informed, but after
the Debtors solicited multiple proposals from brokers and presented what they viewed as the best
option to the Committee, the Committee asked the Debtors to re-solicit proposals from the same
brokers previously solicited so that it could participate directly in the selection process. In another
example of the Debtors’ continued cooperation with the Committee, the Debtors accommodated
this request. To be clear, the Committee’s participation in the process of selecting a real estate
broker did not produce a better result—the same broker was selected, and the only impact of re-
solicitation was delay and additional cost.

61. The Debtors could go on. But without belaboring the point, the Committee now
points to delay where it has been the cause.

IL. The Court Should Strike the Objection from the Record as a Violation of Exclusivity.

62. The Debtors are presently the only party permitted to file or solicit approvals of a
plan. By including details of an alternative plan in its the Objection, the Committee violated the

Debtors’ exclusivity. Accordingly, the Objection should be stricken from the record.
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A. The Objection Violates Exclusivity.

63. It is a well-established, “bright line” rule that filing a pleading that identifies the
terms of a competing plan during the debtor’s exclusivity period is a violation of section 1121(b).”
Here, the Objection is a pleading that identifies material terms of the Committee’s hypothetical
plan. In numerous instances, the Objection describes the Committee’s hypothetical “waterfall”
plan and its various features, including, the establishment of a liquidating trust to administer the
ongoing litigation and other remaining estate assets, administered by a trustee.!’’ To be clear: the
Committee did not privately deliver a plan term sheet to the Debtors or include the contours of

their plan to the Debtors in connection with their May 13 settlement proposal. Instead, the

9 See In re Charles St. African Methodist Episcopal Church of Boston, 499 B.R. 126, 132-33 (Bankr. D. Mass.
2013) (filing of motion to terminate exclusivity, which included a competing plan as an attachment, violated
exclusivity); In re Circus & Eldorado Joint Venture, No. 12-51156 (Bankr. D. Nev. Sept. 21, 2012) (filing of
creditor’s motion to terminate exclusivity, which summarized competing plan’s terms and treatment of each
impaired class of claims, violated debtors’ exclusivity); In re Clamp-All Corp., 233 B.R. 198, 209 (Bankr. D.
Mass. 1999) (filing of objection to debtor’s disclosure statement, which included a competing plan and disclosure
statement, was a violation of section 1121(b)).

100 Obj. 4 4 (“Indeed, the Committee files this Objection not only to voice its opposition to the Debtors’ continued

(and increasingly inappropriate) control over the trajectory of these cases, but to communicate to the Court and

all parties in interest that it stands ready and willing to formulate and propose its own plan of liquidation,

pursuant to which the Debtors’ remaining assets would be liquidated in a manner designed to maximize the
value of such assets, and pending litigation matters moved into a liquidation trust overseen by an independent,
unbiased liquidation trustee who would serve as a true, unbiased fiduciary for the trust’s beneficiaries’)

(emphasis added); Obj. q 58 (“The Committee’s concerns as to the foregoing would be more than sufficiently

addressed if the Court were to deny the Exclusivity Motion and allow the Committee to formulate and prosecute

a liquidating plan. Among other things, any liquidation plan proposed by the Committee would effectuate:

(1) the distribution of proceeds from the monetization of the Debtors’ remaining assets in accordance with the

priority scheme set forth in the Bankruptcy Code and (2) the establishment of a liquidation trust combined

with the appointment of an independent fiduciary—one without bias or vendetta—who would serve as trustee
and make appropriate determinations regarding whether to settle, abandon or pursue the litigation matters to
which the Debtors are now party and how best to monetize the Debtors’ remaining assets”’) (emphasis added);

Obj. {5 (“As such, the Committee should be permitted to take immediate actions to prevent the further dissipation

of limited and rapidly diminishing estate resources, propose a straightforward waterfall plan of liquidation . . .

.”) (emphasis added); Obj. 42 (“The Exclusivity Periods should instead be terminated to enable the Committee—

as the statutory fiduciary for all unsecured creditors—to propose and prosecute a liquidating plan that will

effectuate the transfer of all remaining assets and contested matters to one or more trusts to be overseen by an
independent fiduciary or fiduciaries, provide for a waterfall of recoveries to stakeholders in accordance with
the absolute priority rule and curtail the excessive administrative costs that continue to accrue in these cases”)

(emphasis added);
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Committee filed a pleading that deliberately describes the key terms of a plan that they would
propose.

64.  Publicly filing a pleading that outlines the terms of a chapter 11 plan is a clear
violation of the Debtors “unqualified opportunity to negotiate a settlement and propose a plan of
reorganization without interference from creditors and other interests.”'”" The mere fact that a
party has not filed a full plan does not matter.'%?

B. The Court Should Strike the Objection from the Record.

65.  Bankruptcy courts have inherent power and discretion to strike documents from the
record in order to protect legitimate interests.'”> Section 105 of the Bankruptcy Code codifies this
inherent power, providing bankruptcy courts with express authority to “issue any order, process,
or judgment that is necessary or appropriate to carry out the provisions of”” the Bankruptcy Code.!**

66. The Delaware Bankruptcy Court struck a similar pleading in the Energy Future
Holdings case.'® There, as the debtors were in the midst of a contentious confirmation process, a
creditor filed a statement describing how it stood ready to propose and pursue consummation of
an alternative plan and promising full recoveries to certain creditors and “several significant

benefits” that the debtors’ plan purportedly did not provide. Upon the request of the creditors’

100 U.S. Bank Nat’l Ass’'nv. Wilmington Trust Co. (In re Spansion, Inc.), 426 B.R. 114, 139-40 (Bankr. D. Del. 2010)
(quoting In re Texaco, Inc., 18 C.B.C.2d 166, 81 B.R. 806, 809 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1988)).

102 See In re Circus & Eldorado Joint Venture, No. 12-51156 (Bankr. D. Nev. Sept. 21, 2012) (denying a creditor’s
motion to terminate exclusivity where the motion described the terms of a competing proposed plan and holding

that, by describing plan terms in a filed pleading, the creditor had violated filing exclusivity).

103 See Nixon v. Warner Commcn’s, Inc., 435 U.S. 589, 598 (1978) (“Every court has supervisory power over its
own records and files, and access has been denied where court files might have become a vehicle for improper

purposes”).
104 See 11 U.S.C. § 105(a).

195 In re Energy Future Holdings Corp., No. 14-10979 [Docket No. 7066] (Bankr. D. Del. Nov. 20, 2015).
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committee’s counsel, this Court ruled the statement to be inappropriate and struck it from the
record.'%

67. The Court can and should correct the Committee’s similar irresponsible and
improper conduct here. The longer the Objection and the Committee’s key plan terms remain in
the public eye, the greater the potential that they will interfere with the Debtors exclusive right to
be the first party to propose a chapter 11 plan and allow creditors to vote upon that chapter 11 plan.
Striking the Objection will also help the Debtors keep these chapter 11 cases on the right course
for the benefit of all stakeholders.

Conclusion

68.  For the reasons set forth herein, the Court should deny the Objection, extend (not
terminate) the Debtors’ exclusivity periods, and strike the Objection from the record, and grant

other related relief as the Court finds appropriate.

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.]

106 See id.
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Dated: May 31, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503)
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718)
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor
P.O. Box 8705
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
Telephone: (302) 652-4100
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com
tcairns@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com
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Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
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Chicago, Illinois 60654

Telephone: (312) 862-2000

Facsimile: (312) 862-2200

Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
david.seligman@kirkland.com

-and-

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,' Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

DECLARATION OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY, CHIEF RESTRUCTURING
OFFICER OF YELLOW CORPORATION, IN SUPPORT OF
ENTRY OF ORDER (I) EXTENDING THE DEBTORS’
EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN AND
SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF PURSUANT TO SECTION 1121
OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

I, Matthew A. Doheny, declare under penalty of perjury:

1. I am the Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow Corporation (together with its direct
and indirect subsidiaries, “Yellow”, and together with its affiliated debtors and debtors in
possession, the “Debtors™). [ submit this declaration (this “Declaration”) in response to the

objection (the “Exclusivity Objection”) [Docket No. 3511] filed by the Official Committee of

Unsecured Creditors’ (the “Committee™) and in support of the Debtors’ Reply In Support of Entry
of an Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit
Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (Il) Granting Related

Relief (the “Exclusivity Reply”), filed contemporaneously herewith, for the reasons set forth

below.?

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql 1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

Capitalized terms used but not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Exclusivity Reply
and Exclusivity Extension Motion, as applicable.

4888-7996-2308.1 96859.001



Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3555 Filed 05/31/24 Page 2 of 13
402

2. On July 19, 2023, T was appointed Chief Restructuring Officer by the Board of
Directors of Yellow Corporation. As Chief Restructuring Officer, I am familiar with the Debtors’
day-to-day operations, business and financial affairs, and books and records.

3. Prior to becoming Chief Restructuring Officer, I was a member of the Board of

Directors of Yellow Corporation (the “Board”) beginning in 2011 and served as Chairman of the

Board from 2019 until July 31, 2023. Effective July 31, 2023, I resigned from the board of
directors of Yellow Corporation. I have approximately 25 years of experience in board advisory
assignments, alternative investments, and operational turnarounds. I hold an undergraduate degree
from Allegheny College and a law degree from Cornell Law School.

4. Prior to joining Yellow, I was (a) managing director and investor in special
situations at Deutsche Bank Securities Inc, where I also helped run the investment committee; (b) a
portfolio manager at hedge fund Fintech Advisory, Inc.; (¢) managing director and co-head of
special situation trading at HSBC Securities Inc.; (d) an attorney at Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe
LLP, as well as at Kelly Drye & Warren LLP; and (e) the founder of North Country Capital LLC,
an alternative investment and advisory firm. In addition, I’ve also served in numerous roles in the
restructuring industry, including (a) acting as the CRO of MatlinPatterson; (b) serving as an
independent director in FTX, Fronterra, and Eastman Kodak, among others; and (c) being on the
board of liquidations of ResCap Liquidating Trust, Arcapita, and Elk Petroleum.

5. Except as otherwise indicated, all facts in this declaration are based upon my
personal knowledge, my discussions with the Debtors’ management team and advisors, my review
of relevant documents and information concerning the Debtors’ operations, financial affairs, and
restructuring initiatives, or my experience, knowledge, and familiarity with the Debtors’ business

and operations.
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The Debtors’ Chapter 11 Progress

6. As set forth in my First Day Declaration, when the Debtors commenced these
chapter 11 cases on August 6, 2023, the Debtors’ capital structure consisted of approximately
$1.2 billion in total funded debt obligations. This consisted of a $485.4 million senior secured
term loan, and approximately $737 million in US Treasury term loans, and $0.9 million in

borrowings under the ABL Facility. A summary of the Debtors prepetition capital structure

follows:
($ in millions) Maturity Outstanding Principal
UST Tranche A September 30, 2024 $337,042,758
UST Tranche B September 30, 2024 $399,999,770
B-2 Term Loan Facility June 30, 2024 $485,372,693
ABL Facility January 9, 2026 $858,520
Total Funded Debt $1,223,273,741
7. To fund the initial stages of these chapter 11 cases, the Debtors secured

$42.5 million in debtor in possession financing from MFN Partners, L.P., who today also is the
Debtors’ largest equity holder, holding approximately 42% of the Debtors’ equity.

8. Immediately after filing, the Debtors and their advisors began a robust marketing
process of the Debtors’ real-estate portfolio, which included a stalking horse bid of $1.525 billion
for substantially all of the Debtors’ owned properties; the Debtors successfully sold a significant
number of real properties for nearly $2 billion, with a material portion of owned and leased
properties remaining in the Debtors’ possession.

9. On December 12, 2023, the Court entered an order approving the sale of one-
hundred and thirty (130) properties—which comprised approximately three-quarters of the
Debtors’ owned real estate portfolio—and two (2) leased properties for an aggregate purchase

price of $1.88 billion [Docket No. 1354]. In addition, on January 12, 2024, following another
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robust postpetition marketing process and tremendously successful auction, the Court entered an
order approving the sales of twenty-three (23) leased properties to six (6) winning bidders for an
aggregate purchase price of approximately $82.9 million [Docket No. 1735]. Following the
closing of these sales, the Debtors, on December 21, 2023, paid off the B-2 Term Loan and the
Prepetition ABL Facility [Docket No. 2119], ending the monthly interest burn of over $17 million
per month, and ending the Debtors’ obligations to pay the ongoing legal fees of their secured
lenders— all told, a huge savings for the estate.
10. On April 18, 2024, the Debtors prevailed on the merits at a contested hearing as to
whether (among other litigated issues) the Debtors were permitted under section 365 of the
Bankruptcy Code to assume unexpired real property leases to maximize their value at a later date.
11. Since the Court granted the Debtors’ second exclusivity extension request, the
Debtors have also:
e reconciled claims and interests as promptly and efficiently as possible;
e filed substantive and non-substantive claims objections to more than 2,800 proofs of
claim pursuant to their Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth,
Eleventh, and Twelfth Omnibus Objections to Claims [Docket Nos. 2576, 2577, 2578,
2586, 2595, 2799, 2800, 2801, 3255, 3256];

e obtained entry of orders in connection with their Sixth, Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth
Omnibus objections to Claims, thereby right-sizing the claims pool by more than

$23,260,000 [Docket Nos. 2911, 3184, 3252, 3253].

e drafted and filed a reply in support of their Third, Fourth, and Fifth Substantive
Omnibus Objections to Claims alleging WARN liability [Docket No. 2909];

e successfully negotiated scheduling orders with 11 pension funds, two sets of WARN
adversary plaintiffs, and claimants filing over 1,000 WARN:-related proofs of claim
that contemplate resolution of all WARN claims by the end of 2024 [Docket Nos. 2195,
2892];

e successfully litigated objections to, and secured a Court order authorizing, the
assumption of certain unexpired leases [Docket Nos. 3076, 3086];
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filed and obtained entry of orders in connection with several stipulations with landlord
counterparties memorializing the consensual extension of the deadline to assume or
reject certain non-residential real property leases under section 354(d)(4)
[Docket Nos. 2427, 2687, 2727, 2750, 2764, 3031, 3032]

obtained entry of an order extending the deadline by which the Debtors must remove
certain actions by 121 days [Docket Nos. 2654];

continued to review an ongoing ADR process with respect to bodily injury and property
damage claims that they had previously negotiated at length with their insurance carrier
and many claimants [Docket No. 2389] and which we understand has led to more than
300 claim settlements to date;

filed three rejection notices pursuant to the Rejection Procedures Order® and resulting
in the rejection of 15 contracts and four leases [Docket Nos. 2463, 2955, 3046, 3232];

successfully negotiated and entered into 72 setoff agreements pursuant to the Customer
Collections First Day Order,* resulting in approximately $12,680,000 in collections in

account receivable;

addressed a large volume of questions, concerns, and issues raised by employees,
vendors, utility companies, and other parties in interest; and

responded to diligence requests from the UCC and other key stakeholder groups.

The SFA-MEPP and WARN Claims and Proceedings

As the Chief Restructuring Officer, I have become generally familiar with the

Debtors’ claims pool through my review of relevant documents, information supplied to me by

other members of the Debtors’ management and their advisors, or my based upon experience with

the Debtors’ operations, financial affairs, and restructuring and liquidity-management initiatives.

I have also asked for and received extensive legal advice regarding the Debtors’ claims pool.

See Order (1) Authorizing and Approving Procedures to Reject Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases and
(1l) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 550] (the “Rejection Procedures Order”).

See Final Order (I) Authorizing the Debtors to Consent to Limited Relief from the Automatic Stay to Permit
Setoff of Certain Customer Claims Against the Debtors, and (II) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 522]
(the “Customer Collections Order”).
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13. The Debtors have, since the entry of the Second Exclusivity Order, continued to
reconcile the claims pool, including prosecuting the Debtors’ objections to the proofs of claim
filed by, among others, certain multiemployer pension plans (the “MEPPs”) and alleged WARN
claimants, including the International Brotherhood of Teamsters (“IBT”), other unions and

union-related funds, and both individual and class claimants (the “MEPP and WARN Litigation”).

The Debtors also (effective March 1, 2024) merged together their three single employer pension
plans (the “SEPPs”), minimizing the claims pool and beginning the process of reconciling and
hopefully fixing the claim of the Pension Benefit Guarantee Corporation (the “PBGC”). It is my
understanding that, after paying off the Debtors’ funded debt obligations, the MEPP and WARN
claimants constitute two of the largest creditor groups by claim amount.

14.  Pursuant to the Scheduling Orders,’ I understand that there are trials set for the
following dates with respect to the Active Litigation:

a. August 5-9, 2024 (SFA MEPP Claims);
b. September 23-26, 2024, and September 30, 2024 (Other MEPP Claims); and
c. December 9, 2024 (WARN Claims).

15. I believe that the definitive trial schedules set by the Scheduling Orders and known
trial dates are likely to foster settlement discussions by setting a firm deadline. Accordingly, while
I am not averse to having settlement discussions at any time, I do not believe that a 30 day pause
on the Active Litigation would benefit the Debtors’ stakeholders or make these chapter 11 cases

more efficient.

See Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Objections to Proofs of
Claim Filed by the Pension Funds that Received Special Financial Assistance [Docket No. 2195], (b) Order
Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Seventh Omnibus (Substantive)
Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 2961], and (c) Scheduling Order
[Docket No. 3186] ((a)—(c), collectively, the “Scheduling Orders™).
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The Debtors Have and Continue to Negotiate with the Committee

16.  Ibelieve that the Debtors have made good faith progress in developing the contours
of a potential plan and have consistently demonstrated a willingness to engage with the Committee
in connection with the terms of a chapter 11 plan. Specifically, on April 23, 2024, the Debtors
presented the Committee with information related to a potential alternative plan construct whereby
the Debtors could reorganize as a go-forward subleasing entity. While additional work needs to
be done, I believe the Debtors should continue to explore this option because it may be value
maximizing.

17.  In the weeks since April 23, 2024, the Debtors provided additional information
regarding the potential proposal to the Committee.

18. On May 13, 2024, the Committee presented the Debtors and the Debtors’ largest
equity holder, MFN, with a partial, emailed settlement proposal that did not describe what any
general unsecured creditor would recover in these chapter 11 cases, or contain the vast majority of
what would be necessary plan terms. The only term of the Committee’s proposal was a set sum
that the Committee proposed to be set aside for the Debtors’ equity holders. That was the entirety
of the proposal. And the Committee conditioned its willingness to engage with the Debtors further
(and its willingness to consensually agree to an extension of the Debtors’ exclusivity) upon the
Debtors’ agreement to pause the Active Litigation for at least 30 days.

19. On May 16, 2024, the Debtors informed the Committee that they did not think a
pause on the Active Litigation was necessary or would be beneficial to the estate or to creditors
generally. At the same time, the Debtors informed the Committee that they were actively working

on a counterproposal. At no point did the Debtors state or indicate any unwillingness to engage,
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and the Debtors are in fact actively working on a counterproposal. Nevertheless, on May 28, 2024,
the Committee filed its Objection.

20.  From the Debtors perspective, negotiations with the Committee are ongoing, and
we anticipate that we will be in a position to provide our counter proposal to the Committee within
two weeks.°

21.  In addition to the foregoing, the Debtors continue to keep the Committee apprised
of the progress of various workstreams. Since the Committee was officially appointed on August
16, 2023, the Debtors have worked collaboratively and transparently with the Committee and have
kept the Committee apprised of all matters that are material to the Debtors’ estates, including,
without limitation, with respect to the Active Litigation Matters. The Committee was involved in,
and provided comments on, the Debtors’ SFA-MEPP objection, before it was filed. I understand
that the Committee has formally joined the Debtors’ other major claim objections, to the WARN
claims and the non-SFA MEPP claims.

22. Furthermore, I believe that the Debtors have demonstrated a willingness to engage
in negotiations with all creditors, in addition to the Committee, to right size the claims pool in
anticipation of and in connection with formulating a chapter 11 plan. As a result of the Debtors’
sale process, the Debtors negotiated with their secured creditors to satisfy all prepetition funded
secured debt obligations as a result. The Debtors have provided information to the Pension Benefit
Guaranty Corporation (“PBGC”) in connection with the merger and termination of their Single
Employer Pension Plans (“SEPPs’) with the hope that the parties will be able to affix and resolve

the PBGC’s claim in the coming month. And the Debtors continue to negotiate with other creditors

6 The Debtors tried to engage with the other Committee co-chair, the IBT, for months. The IBT declined at least
14 proposed dates that the Debtors proposed for a settlement meeting.
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on a daily basis on numerous matters and in varying contexts to move these cases forward,
regularly providing the Committee with status updates related to the same.

23.  For instance, I understand that the Debtors have negotiated with hundreds of
customer creditors to resolve their alleged cargo claims and address open accounts receivable
under the authority granted to them pursuant to the Customer Collections Order. In accordance
with the Customer Collections Order, the Debtors’ advisors also apprise the Committee’s advisors
on the status of these negotiations on a weekly basis and obtain Committee approval of all
negotiated settlements resulting in an offset greater than $200,000. Separately, the Debtors created
jointly with dozens of claimants, their insurance carrier Old Republic, and the Committee, an
agreed process for resolving Proofs of Claim and claims not yet filed as Proofs of Claim related to
property damage and personal injury, and (as the Debtors and Committee have been apprised)
more than 200 such claims have been resolved through that process. I further understand that the
Debtors also continue to negotiate with creditors regarding the transfer of title certain rolling stock
assets in such creditors’ possession in exchange for such creditors’ waiver of claims.

Pursuing the Active Litigation is in the Best Interests of The Estates

24. The Debtors have asserted more than $1 billion in damages against the IBT in the
IBT Litigation. I therefore believe that it is consistent with the Debtors’ fiduciary duties as steward
of the Debtors estate to pursue these claims. While the first complaint was dismissed on procedural
grounds, the Debtors recently briefed a motion to reconsider and attached a proposed amended
complaint. I believe that abandoning the IBT claim now does not make economic sense, as most
of the cost of re-initiating the litigation is already sunk, and the incremental cost of finalizing the

briefing on the pending motions or taking other actions to permit the Debtors’ claims to be
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addressed on the merits is de minimis in relation to the potential upside if successful. Abandoning
that litigation is not something that, in my view, would benefit the Debtors’ stakeholders.

25.  Moreover, I believe that the Committee’s proposed 30-day pause on the Active
Litigation to pursue mediation or global settlement is unnecessary. I do not believe that it is in the
best interests of the Debtors’ estate to pause litigation. If the proposed 30-day pause were not to
be successful, it is my understanding that litigation schedule would be prolonged and more
professional fees would accrue.

26. The Debtors have communicated with the Committee that the Debtors will continue
to analyze the Committee’s proposal and provide a counterproposal as quickly as they can
complete their analysis and provide as full as a proposal as possible.

217. The Debtors intend to enter into good faith, open negotiations with the Committee
in parallel with the Active Litigation.

The Debtors’ Workforce is Appropriately Sized for the Administration of these Cases

28. I believe that the current members of the Debtors’ senior executive team and rank
and file employees are essential to the effective administration of these chapter 11 cases and are
compensated fairly and appropriately.

29. On or just before the Petition Date, the Debtors employed approximately 28,500
employees. Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have reduced employee headcount to align their
employee footprint with the work that would need to be accomplished to administer these chapter
11 cases. Today, the Debtors maintain a workforce of just 231 full time employees and 41
part-time employees—each of which my team has determined to be essential to the continued

administration of these chapter 11 cases.

10
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30.  Among other things, under my direction and supervision, the Debtors rank and file
employees and management teams are charged with maintaining the Debtors’ remaining assets
(which consists of 130 pieces of real property and approximately 27,000 pieces of equipment) in
salable condition, reconciling over 12,000 proofs of claims that have yet been objected to as of the
date hereof, and responding to numerous informal diligence requests and over 500 formal
discovery requests—all of which is essential work that must be completed to fully administer these
chapter 11 cases. Many of these employees also work in the field, directly safeguarding value
estate assets that sit all over the country. Our current employees are necessary for our sale efforts
since these employees hold institutional knowledge as to the conditions and status of these assets,
which include any assets held at third party vendor locations for towing and repair services since
the Petition Date, as well as the time, expense, and other logistical information needed to sell or
otherwise dispose of these assets in a value maximizing manner.

31. I believe that the Debtors’ employees and senior executive team possess vast
institutional knowledge of the Debtors books and records, along with their assets, and maintain
invaluable relationships across the trucking industry. Consequently, I believe that if the Debtors
were to terminate the Debtors’ remaining workforce, the only viable alternative would be for
Alvarez & Marsal to take a larger role in administering these chapter 11 cases, which would be
costly to the estates and in all likelihood be far more costly than continuing to retain the remaining
workforce.

Then Debtors’ Corporate Governance

32. I regularly attend meetings of the Debtors’ board of directors (the “Board’), which
remains actively engaged in these chapter 11 cases and regularly reviews and makes decisions to

maximize the value of the estates, which includes the Active Litigation. Our more recent monthly
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meeting was yesterday, May 30, 2024. The Board regularly asks questions and scrutinizes
information presented to the Board by management and the Debtors’ advisors. The Board is
currently comprised of eleven members.

33.  MFN currently holds approximately 42.3% of the Debtors’ equity. The U.S.
Treasury holds 30.6%.

34.  MFN has appointed two independent directors to sit on the Board: (1) Tom Knott
and (2) Mary Nell Browning.

35. The IBT has also appointed two independent board members: (1) Doug Carty, who
currently serves as the Chairman of the Board, and (2) David Webber.

36.  Asof'the Petition Date, the Debtors and their advisors have kept the Debtors’ Board
to keep the Board apprised of material developments in these chapter 11 cases. The Debtors and
their advisors routinely provide the Board with budgets and financial forecasts, which among other
things, include estimated projections of the Debtors’ professional fees.

An Extension of the Debtors’ Exclusivity Period is Necessary and Appropriate

37. The Debtors will use the requested 90-day exclusivity extension to, among other
things, (a) further adjudicate claims, (b) develop their plan structure, (c) engage in settlement
negotiations with the Committee and various stakeholders, and (d) determine the sale and disposal

of the Debtors’ assets in a value maximizing manner.

[Remainder of page intentionally left blank.]
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Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, 1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing

statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

Dated: May 31, 2024 /s/ Matthew A. Doheny
Name: Matthew A. Doheny
Title: Chief Restructuring Officer,
Yellow Corporation

13
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re- Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION., e al., Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors (Jointly Administered)

Re: Docket No. 3433

STATEMENT OF AD HOC GROUP OF EQUITY HOLDERS IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER EXTENDING THE
DEBTORS’ EXCLUSIVE PERIODS TO FILE A CHAPTER 11 PLAN
AND SOLICIT ACCEPTANCES THEREOF

The Ad Hoc Group of Equity Holders of Yellow Corp. (the “Ad Hoc Group”), by and

through its undersigned counsel, hereby submits this statement (this “Statement”) regarding the
Motion of Debtors’ For Entry of An Order (I) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a
Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy
Code and (1I) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3433] (the “Motion”),! and in support hereof,

respectfully states as follows:

STATEMENT

1. These chapter 11 cases are at an important crossroads. As this Court is well aware,
since the commencement of these cases, the Debtors, under the direction of their Chief
Restructuring Officer, have done an admirable job of monetizing significant assets yielding nearly
$2 billion in proceeds, which allowed them to completely satisfy their prepetition secured debt and
all debtor-in-possession financing. Since that time, the Debtors have successfully preserved other

valuable assets, including leases, remaining rolling stock and other real property interests. The

I Capitalized terms used that are not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.

1
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Debtors have also continued to reconcile the unsecured claims pool, focusing on the substantial
(and over-stated) claims asserted by the Debtors’ multi-employer pension plans, WARN claimants
and other union and pension-related claims.

2. Over the next phase of these cases, the Ad Hoc Group is hopeful that the Debtors’
actions will continue to bear fruit, paving the way for the formulation of a chapter 11 plan of
reorganization that will deliver substantial value to all of the Debtors’ stakeholders, including
holders of the Debtors’ equity interests. To that end, the Ad Hoc Group is ready, willing and able
to engage with the Debtors on the terms of a potential plan — one that could provide for the payment
in full of all unsecured claims and a distribution of substantial value (whether in cash or equity in
a reorganized company) to holders of the Debtors’ equity interests.

3. Terminating the Debtors’ Exclusivity Periods at this critical juncture will, in all
likelihood, derail the Debtors’ efforts to build consensus and to deliver maximum value to all
stakeholders. Allowing competing plans, at this point, we believe, will cause warring stakeholders
to become further entrenched and to expend resources advocating for their respective recoveries,
rather than negotiating with the Debtors towards an efficient exit. Indeed, the Ad Hoc Group
expects that, if exclusivity is terminated, and the Committee files a plan, the Ad Hoc Group will
be forced to seek the appointment of an official equity committee to counter-balance the
Committee’s efforts.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, the Ad Hoc Group of Equity Holders submits that the Motion

should be approved.
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Dated: May 31, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

SAUL EWING LLP

By: /s/ Lucian B. Murley
Lucian B. Murley (DE Bar No. 49892)
1201 N. Market Street, Suite 2300
P.O. Box 1266
Wilmington, DE 19899
(302) 421-6898
luke.murley@saul.com

-and-

Jayme T. Goldstein (admission pro hac vice pending)
Daniel A. Fliman (admission pro hac vice pending)
Gabriel E. Sasson (admission pro hac vice pending)
PAUL HASTINGS LLP

200 Park Avenue

New York, NY 10166

Telephone: (212) 318-6000

Facsimile: (212) 319-4090
jaymegoldstein@paulhastings.com
danfliman@paulhastings.com
gabesasson@paulhastings.com

Counsel to the Ad Hoc Group of Equity Holders
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re- Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION., e al., Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors (Jointly Administered)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Lucian B. Murley, hereby certify that on May 31, 2024, a copy of the foregoing Statement
of Ad Hoc Group of Equity Holders in Support of Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order
Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances
Thereof was served through the Court’s CM/ECF system upon all registered electronic filers
appearing in this case who consented to electronic service and via electronic mail on the parties
listed on the attached Service List.

SAUL EWING LLP

By:/s/ Lucian B. Murley
Lucian B. Murley (DE Bar No. 4892)
1201 N. Market Street, Suite 2300
P. O. Box 1266
Wilmington, DE 19899
(302) 421-6898

Dated: May 31, 2024

Error! Unknown document property name.
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Laura Davis Jones, Esquire
Timothy P. Cairns, Esquire

Peter J. Keane, Esquire

Edward Corma, Esquire

Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor
P.O. Box 8705

Wilmington, DE 19801
ljones@pszjlaw.com
tcairns@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com

James M. Leamy, Esquire

Richard L. Schepacarter, Esquire
Office of the United States Trustee
844 King Street, Suite 2207
Lockbox 35

Wilmington, DE 9801
jane.m.leamy(@usdoj.gov
richard.schepacarter@usdoj.gov

Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C.

David Seligman, P.C.

Kirkland & Ellis LLP

Kirkland & Ellis International LLP
333 West Wolf Point Plaza
Chicago, IL 60654
patrick.nash@kirkland.com
david.seligman@kirkland.com

Allyson B. Smith, Esquire
Kirkland & Ellis LLP

Kirkland & Ellis International LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, NY 10022
allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Jennifer R. Hoover, Esquire
Kevin M. Capuzzi, Esquire
John C. Gentile, Esquire

Benesch, Friedlander, Coplan & Aronoff LLP

1313 North Market Street, Suite 1201
Wilmington, DE 19801
jhoover@beneschlaw.com
kcapuzzi@beneschlaw.com
jgentile@beneschlaw.com

Error! Unknown document property name.

Service List

Philip C. Dublin, Esquire

Meredith A. Lahaie, Esquire

Kevin Zuzolo, Esquire

Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP
One Bryant Park

New York, NY 10036
pdublin@akingump.com
mlahaie@akingump.com
kzuzolo@akingump.com
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “1”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

'Z*%WOQUX., o

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,’ Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N N’

Re: Docket No. 2627

ORDER GRANTING MOTION (I) TO ENFORCE SALE ORDER AND ORDER TO
COMPEL; (II) TO SANCTION ALL STAR INVESTMENTS INC. FOR CONTEMPT
FOR VIOLATING THE SAME; AND (III) FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER REQUIRING
ALL STAR TO CLOSE TRANSACTION AND TO PAY ALL OF THE COSTS AND
EXPENSES INCURRED BY THE DEBTORS IN ADDRESSING THIS MATTER

Upon consideration of the Motion (the “Motion”)? of Yellow Corporation and its above-
captioned debtor affiliates (the “Debtors”) for entry of an order (i) enforcing the Sale Order and
the Order to Compel against Allstar Investments Inc. (“All Star”), (ii) directing All Star to Close
the Quebec Transaction immediately with no further delay whatsoever; (iii) holding All Star in
civil contempt for violating this Court’s Sale Order entered December 12, 2023 and this Court’s
Order to Compel entered February 14, 2024; and (iv) ordering monetary sanctions against All
Star to pay all of the costs and expenses incurred by the Debtors in addressing such violations
and prosecuting these matters; and the Court finding that: (a) the Court has jurisdiction over this
matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1334 and 157; (b) this is a core proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 157(b)(2); (c) notice of the Motion and the hearing was sufficient and proper; and (d) the Court

having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion establish just cause for

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite
400, Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

Capitalized terms not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.
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the relief granted herein; and it appearing to the Court that the Motion should be approved, it is

HEREBY ORDERED THAT:
1. The Motion is GRANTED in its entirety and as set forth herein.
2. Allstar Investments, Inc. is hereby held in civil contempt of this Court’s

Sale Order entered on December 12, 2023 and this Court’s Order to Compel entered on February
14, 2024.

3. All Star is hereby ordered to close the Quebec Transaction immediately in
accordance with the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement, without further delay or condition
imposed upon the Debtors whatsoever, and in no event later than two (2) business days following
the entry of this Order.

4. All Star is hereby ordered to promptly, and in no event later than three (3)
days following receipt of the Debtors’ invoice, pay all of the Debtors’ costs and expenses,
including attorneys’ fees, court costs, and noticing costs, incurred by the Debtors and their
estates in connection with this matter, including, without limitation, with respect to preparing,
prosecuting, or filing, as the case may be, the Motion to Compel, the Motion to Shorten, the
Cremeans Declaration, this Motion and its accompanying motion to shorten notice, as well as all
related noticing and court costs.

5. The Debtors shall, within ten (10) days from the entry of this Order, by
way of certification of counsel, submit a bill for all such costs and expenses and serve a copy of
such certification of counsel on All Star and its known principals and representatives, along with
wiring instructions.

6. The terms and conditions of this Order shall be immediately effective and

enforceable upon its entry.

4866-0854-1870.2 96859.001
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7. This Court shall retain jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from

or related to the implementation of this Order.

s
L
CRAIG T. GOLDBLATT

Dated: March 19th, 2024 UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY JUDGE

Wilmington, Delaware

4866-0854-1870.2 96859.001
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “J”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

s ——

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,*! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

MOTION (I) TO ENFORCE SALE ORDER AND ORDER TO COMPEL; (II) TO
SANCTION ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC. FOR CONTEMPT FOR VIOLATING
THE SAME; AND (III) FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER REQUIRING ALL STAR TO
CLOSE TRANSACTION AND TO PAY ALL OF THE COSTS AND EXPENSES
INCURRED BY THE DEBTORS IN ADDRESSING THIS MATTER

Yellow Corporation and its above-captioned debtor affiliates (the “Debtors”)?, through its
undersigned counsel, hereby file this motion (the “Motion”) requesting an order (i) enforcing the
Sale Order and the Order to Compel (each as defined below) against Allstar Investments Inc.
(“All Star), (ii) directing All Star to immediately close the Quebec Transaction (defined below);
(iii) holding All Star in civil contempt for violating the Sale Order and the Order to Compel
(each as defined below); and (iv) ordering monetary sanctions against All Star to pay all costs
and expenses, including attorneys’ fees, incurred by the Debtors in addressing such violations.
In support of this Motion, the Debtors respectfully state as follows:

Jurisdiction and Venue

1. The United States District Court for the District of Delaware has jurisdiction over
this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to the United States Bankruptcy

Court for the District of Delaware (the “Court”) under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended

! A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epig11.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite
400, Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001
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Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012. The Debtors confirm their consent, pursuant to rule 9013-1(f) of the
Local Rules of Bankruptcy Practice and Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
District of Delaware (the “Local Rules”), to the entry of a final order by the Court in connection
with this motion to the extent that it is later determined that the Court, absent consent of the
parties, cannot enter final orders or judgments in connection herewith consistent with Article 111
of the United States Constitution.

2. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §8§ 1408 and 14009.

3. The bases for the relief requested herein is section 105 of title 11 of the United

States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”) and Rules 9014 and 9020 of the Federal Rules of

Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”™).

Background

4. On December 4, 2023, the Debtors filed the Notice of Winning Bidders
and, If Applicable, Back-Up Bidders With Respect to Certain of the Debtors’ Real Property
Assets [Docket No. 1268], announcing, among other things, the sale of 930 Route 147, Stanhope,

Province of Quebec, Canada (the “Quebec Property”) to All Star for $550,000 (USD).

5. Prior thereto, All Star had (i) submitted to the Debtors a Qualified Bid
(including an agreed form of Asset Purchase Agreement) by the Bid Deadline of November 9,
2023 at 5:00 p.m. (E.T.) for the Quebec Property, (ii) participated in the Debtors’ Real Estate
Auction for the Quebec Property on November 29, 2023 at 9:00 a.m. (E.T.), and (iii) submitted

to the Debtors a binding bid—the Winning Bid—for the Quebec Property.

2 Capitalized terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the meaning given to them in the Motion to Compel,
the Order to Compel, or the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement, as applicable.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 2
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6. On December 7, 2023, All Star and the Debtors executed the All Star
Asset Purchase Agreement, memorializing the terms and provisions of the sale of the Quebec

Property to All Star (the “Quebec Transaction™), which the Debtors filed on the Court’s docket

the following day as an attachment to the Notice of Filing of Form of Asset Purchase Agreement
Between the Debtors and All Star Investments, Inc. [Docket No. 1311].

7. On December 12, 2023, the Court entered the Sale Order,® approving the
“[All Star] Asset Purchase Agreement . . . and all of the terms and conditions thereof . . . and the
Sale and the related transactions contemplated thereby . . . in all respects.” Sale Order, 9 2.1
(“the [All Star] Asset Purchase Agreement is a valid and binding contract between the Sellers
and [All Star] and shall be enforceable pursuant to its terms.” Id. at  U).

8. Pursuant to the Sale Order, the Court specifically retained jurisdiction with
respect to all matters relating to the interpretation, implementation and enforcement of the terms
and provisions of the Sale Order and each of the Asset Purchase Agreements subject thereof,
including the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement. 1d. at § 7.24 (emphasis added).

9. Pursuant to section 6.5 of the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement, All Star
is obligated, but has completely failed to, in furtherance of achieving Closing by the Outside
Date (which was (i) February 6, 2024 under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement and (ii)
extended to March 7, 2024 under the Order to Compel):

use its . . . reasonable best efforts to perform its . . . obligations

hereunder and to take, or cause to be taken, and do, or cause to be

done, all things necessary, proper or advisable to cause the

Transactions to be effected as soon as practicable, but in any
event on or prior to the Outside Date, in accordance with the

3 The “Sale Order” refers to that certain Order (I) Approving Certain Asset Purchase Agreements; (II)
Authorizing and Approving Sales of Certain Real Property Assets of the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens,
Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each Case Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement;
(1) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases in
Connection Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; and
(IV) Granting Related Relief entered by the Court December 12, 2023 at Docket No. 1354.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 3
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terms hereof and to cooperate with each other Party . . . in
connection with any step required to be taken as a part of its
obligations hereunder.

All Star Asset Purchase Agreement § 6.5 (emphasis added).
10.  The parties expressly agreed under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement
that specific performance was an appropriate remedy for a failure to perform thereunder.

The Parties agree that irreparable damage, for which monetary
relief, even if available, would not be an adequate remedy, would
occur in the event that any provision of this Agreement is not
performed in accordance with its specific terms or is otherwise
breached, including if any of the Parties fails to take any action
required of it hereunder to consummate the Transactions. It is
accordingly agreed that (a) the Parties will be entitled to an
injunction or injunctions, specific performance or other
equitable relief to prevent breaches of this Agreement and to
enforce specifically the terms and provisions hereof in the courts
described in Section 10.13 without proof of damages or otherwise,
this being in addition to any other remedy to which they are
entitled under this Agreement, and (b) the right of specific
performance and other equitable relief is an integral part of the
Transactions and without that right, neither Sellers nor Purchaser
would have entered into this Agreement . . . The remedies
available to Sellers . . . will be in addition to any other remedy to
which they were entitled at law or in equity, and the election to
pursue an injunction or specific performance will not restrict,
impair or otherwise limit any Seller from seeking to collect or
collecting damages.

I1d. 8 10.12 (emphasis added).

11.  The parties further agreed that the Bankruptcy Court would resolve any
disputes under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement and be the “exclusive venue” for resolving
any such disputes:

Each of the Parties irrevocably agrees that any Action of any kind

whatsoever . . . based upon, arising out of, or related to this

Agreement or the negotiation, execution, or performance of this

Agreement of the Transactions . . . will be brought and determined

only in the Bankruptcy Court . . . .

Id. 8 10.13 (emphasis added).

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 4
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12.  The parties further agreed that the prevailing party in any such dispute
would be entitled to its fees and costs for bringing and prosecuting such dispute from the non-
prevailing party:

If any litigation or other court action . . . is sought, taken, instituted

or brought by Sellers or Purchaser to enforce its rights under this

Agreement, all fees, costs and expenses, including, without

limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees and court costs, of the

prevailing party in such action, suit or proceeding shall be borne

by the party against whose interest the judgment or decision is

rendered.

Id. § 10.22 (emphasis added).

13.  On February 9, 2024, three days after the Closing Date and in light of All

Star’s refusal to Close the Quebec Transaction by the Closing Date, the Debtors filed the

Debtors' Motion to Enforce the Sale Order and Compel Performance by All Star Investments,

Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2138] (the “Motion to Compel™)

and the Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order Shortening Notice of Debtors’ Motion to
Enforce the Sale Order and Compel Performance by All Star Investments, Inc. Under the All

Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2139] (the “Motion to Shorten”), and served the

same upon All Star. See Docket Nos. 2138 and 2139.

14.  On February 10, 2024, the Court entered the Order Shortening the Notice
and Objection Period for Debtors’ Motion to Enforce the Sale Order and to Compel
Performance by All Star Investments, Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket
No. 2142], setting a hearing (the “Hearing”) to consider the relief requested in the Motion to
Compel for February 14, 2024 at 10:00 a.m. (E.T.), and the Debtors served the same upon All

Star. See Docket No. 2142.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 5
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15.  On February 12, 2024, the Debtors filed the Notice of Hearing on Debtors'
Motion to Enforce the Sale Order and to Compel Performance by All Star Investments, Inc.

Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2146] (the “Hearing Notice”) and

served the same upon All Star. See Docket No. 2146.

16.  On February 12, 2024, the Debtors filed the Declaration in Support of Jon
Cremeans of Entry of Order Enforcing Sale Order and Compelling Specific Performance by All
Star Investments, Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2147] (the

“Cremeans Declaration”) in support of the Motion to Compel, and the Debtors served the same

upon All Star. See Docket No. 2147.

17.  On February 13, 2024, Varinder Singh of All Star (“Mr. Singh”) emailed
the Debtors that All Star “will be moving forward with this deal.” See Exhibit A.

18. At the Hearing on February 14, 2024, All Star failed to appear, the
Debtors proceeded with prosecuting the Motion to Compel, and the Court entered the Order
Enforcing Sale Order and Compelling Specific Performance by All Star Investments, Inc. Under

the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2194] (the “Order to Compel”), setting an

extended Outside Date of March 7, 2024 (the “Extended Outside Date”’) by which All Star was

compelled by the Court to Close the Quebec Transaction. Following the Hearing, the Debtors
served the Order to Compel upon All Star. See Docket No. 2194,

19.  On February 14, 2024, Spencer Applegate, Senior Vice President of
Sacramento Brokerage and real estate broker to All Star (“Mr. Applegate™), emailed the Debtors:
“I am working directly with [All Star] to get this done now. | will coordinate with escrow to

insure the process is moving forward and they can start filling out the forms required.” See

Exhibit B.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 6
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20. On February 16, 2024, the Debtors’ Canadian counsel, Goodmans LLP
(“Goodmans”) emailed Mr. Singh (copying Mr. Applegate) a closing agenda and draft closing
documents. See Exhibit C.

21.  On February 22, 2024, there being no response from All Star, Goodmans
sent a follow-up email to Mr. Singh, copying Mr. Applegate. See Exhibit D.

22.  On February 23, 2024, there still being no response from All Star,
Goodmans sent an additional follow-up email to Mr. Singh, copying Mr. Applegate:

We are following up again on this. We remind you of the Order to

Compel that was issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February

14, 2024, which among things, requires Allstar to take all actions

and steps necessary and required for the parties to close this

transaction as soon as possible. Allstar will be in violation of two

orders of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court if Allstar continues not to

respond or work towards closing.

See Exhibit E.
23.  On February 23, 2024, Mr. Applegate responded to Goodmans, copying

Mr. Singh and Mr. Singh’s business associates Messrs. Jay Singh, Gurinderjit Singh, and Jasdeep

Singh:
Allstar Investment Inc. will be ready to close next week. All Star
Investment is a CA corporation. They would like to close under
United Holding Group LLC, which I have included the Bylaws.
Jay Singh [] will provide the most up to date article of corporation,
which shows the relation between Allstar and UHG, and the GST.
See Exhibit F.

24, On February 26, 2024, Goodmans emailed Mr. Singh, Jay Singh,
Gurinderjit Singh, Jasdeep Singh, and Mr. Applegate that, pursuant to paragraph 9 of the
Canadian recognition order of the Sale Order, Allstar Investments Inc. must remain the purchaser
entity on the closing documents. See Exhibit G. Two days then passed with no word from All

Star.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 7
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25.  On February 28, 2024—one week shy of the Extended Closing Date—
Goodmans followed up by email to All Star for “any comments on the draft closing documents
that we previously circulated [on February 16].” See Exhibit H. Two additional days then
passed with no word from All Star.

26.  On March 1, 2024, Goodmans followed up by email again with All Star
(see Exhibit 1), then again on March 4, 2024— there still being no response from All Star just
three days shy of the Extended Outside Date pursuant to the Order to Compel. See Exhibit J.

27.  On March 4, 2024, All Star, through Mr. Applegate, finally responded by
email to Goodmans:

Jay, who is copied on this email is Varinder and can provide all

items required. Please provide wiring instructions and we can send

funds.
See Exhibit K. Goodmans responded with the wiring instructions. See Exhibit L.

28.  On March 5, 2024, there being no response from All Star, Goodmans sent
a follow-up email asking All Star for a response “ASAP given the upcoming March 7 closing
date.” See Exhibit M.

29.  On March 5, 2024, Gary Singh emailed Goodmans: “Varinder Singh
(AllStar) would like to know if he can close the property under a Canadian corporation which he
is the member director of the Corp. Please advise.” See Exhibit N. Goodmans responded by
email reiterating (per Goodmans’ February 26 email) that Allstar Investments Inc. must be the
purchaser entity registered on title as the purchaser of the Quebec Property.

30. On March 6, 2024, now just one day before the Extended Closing Date,
Goodmans emailed All Star an updated closing checklist and proposed execution versions of the

closing documents “in advance of closing tomorrow”, noting “[w]e have sent all transaction

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 8
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documents to the company for signature. Can Allstar please confirm that it is arranging for

signature as well?” See Exhibit O.

See Exhibit P.

31. In email response to Goodmans, on March 6, 2024, Mr. Applegate wrote:

| have sent all document[s] to Varinder of Allstar Investments to
review and execute. | am waiting for those items that you shared
to be returned signed. Please share the new Statement of
adjustment, so Allstar can schedule the full wire first thing in the
morning.

32. Time running out, the Debtors’ U.S. counsel, Kirkland

(“Kirkland™), sent a “chaser” email to All Star that morning, as well.

What is the delay now? | understand Canadian counsel has been in
touch with you to close this transaction, in accordance with that is
now two Bankruptcy Court Orders, and you have not been
responsive. Please respond and prepare for closing, so we can
avoid pursuing further remedies . . . [which] may include, among
other things, order for contempt of court and related penalties.

See Exhibit Q.

33. Mr. Applegate responded by email to Kirkland:

Allstar will be returning the documents fully executed and
scheduling their FULL wire in the AM once they receive the
updated closing statement and we can close this deal in a timely
manner.

See Exhibit R.

& Ellis LLP

34.  On March 7, 2024—the Extended Closing Date—Goodmans emailed All

Star at 5:52 a.m. (E.T.): “[C]an the Allstar team please confirm status for closing today?” (see

Exhibit S) and Kirkland emailed All Star at 9:09 a.m. (E.T.): “Checking in on where things

stand today as we need to coordinate wires/utility reads, etc. Please let us know if the funds have

been sent and when we can expect executed documents.” See Exhibit T.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001 9
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35. At 11:12 am. (E.T.) on the Extended Closing Date, Mr. Applegate
responded by email to Goodmans, copying Mr. Singh, Jay Singh, and Gurinderjit Singh:

| still have not received executed documents back yet. @ Jay

Singh please update the Seller’s team on when you expect to sign

and wire fund[s].

See Exhibit T. Mr. Applegate then emailed Kirkland at 11:49 a.m. (E.T.): “We are waiting for
Jay/Varinder to update the team on when the wires were sent and if they have signed the
documents.” See Exhibit U.

36.  All Star then went radio silent for the remainder of the day.

37.  On March 8, 2024—now a day past the Extended Closing Date imposed
by the Court in the Order to Compel—Kirkland emailed Mr. Applegate, copying Mr. Singh, at
9:34a.m. (E.T.):

Any update from your clients? It would be much easier for all

involved to close this and be done, but we’re getting [to] a point

where we will soon seek a contempt order from the court.

See Exhibit V.

38. At 1:46 p.m. (ET.) on March 8, 2024, Mr. Applegate responded to
Kirkland by email:

Jay/Varinder has been unresponsive to me as | push for them to

update the team & complete the wire and execution of the

documents . . . | will continue to reach out to him and if | hear

anything I will update all.

See Exhibit W.

39.  Three days then passed with no further word from All Star, and on March

11, 2024, Kirkland emailed Mr. Applegate (copying Mr. Singh) to “please advise of the status

and if you will be funding the closing today ASAP as we need to update the court of the same.”

See Exhibit X.
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40.  On March 12, 2024, there being no response from All Star and with yet
another day having passed, Kirkland sent the below email to Mr. Singh:

Varinder, given your lack of responsiveness and refusal to close,

we will proceed with seeking an order from the court to hold you

in contempt, including holding you liable for the costs and

expenses incurred by Yellow in connection therewith. Absent

receipt of wire today, we will proceed.
See Exhibit Y.

41.  There being no response from All Star and the Extended Closing Date
now eight (8) days ago—the Debtors filed the Motion.

Relief Requested

42. By this Motion, the Debtors seek entry of an order (i) enforcing the Sale
Order and the Order to Compel against All Star, (ii) directing All Star to close the Quebec
Transaction immediately in accordance with the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement; (iii) holding
All Star in civil contempt for violating this Court’s Sale Order and Order to Compel; and (iv)
ordering monetary sanctions against All Star to pay all costs and expenses, including attorneys’
fees, incurred by the Debtors in addressing such violations.

All Star Should Be Found in Civil Contempt and Sanctioned

43.  As the United States Supreme Court explained, a bankruptcy court has the
authority to enforce its own orders. See Travelers Indem. Co. v. Bailey, 557 U.S. 137, 151
(2009). See also, In re Continental Airlines, Inc., 236 B.R. 318, 325 (Bankr. D. Del. 1999) (“It is
axiomatic that a court possesses the inherent authority to enforce its own orders”).

44.  To that end, the Court may issue orders to enforce compliance with prior
orders. See Continental, 236 B.R. at 331 (imposing sanctions for violation of bankruptcy court’s
confirmation order). This includes the power to issue civil contempt orders. See, e.g., In re

Kennedy, 80 B.R. 673 (Bankr. D. Del. 1987) (finding party in contempt of court order and
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awarding attorneys’ fees incurred in bringing motion for contempt). See also, In re Swanson, 207
B.R. 76, 79 (Bankr. D.N.J. 1997) (“Pursuant to Bankruptcy Code § 105, a bankruptcy court may
award damages for civil contempt™); In re Baker, 195 B.R. 309, 316 (Bankr. D.N.J. 1996) (“The
bankruptcy court has the power to sanction parties for contempt™) (citations omitted). An order
finding civil contempt may be appropriate to “enforce compliance with a court order and to
compensate a party damaged by a violation of that order.” Swanson, 207 B.R. at 79 (citations
omitted).

45.  This Court is “afforded broad discretion to fashion a sanction that will
achieve full remedial relief.” John T. v. Delaware County Intermediate Unit, 318 F.3d 545, 554
(3rd Cir. 2003) (citing McComb v. Jacksonville Paper Co., 336 U.S. 187, 193-94 (1949)). See
also, In re Miller, 2007 Bankr. LEXIS 4144, *11-12 (Bankr. E.D. Penn. Dec. 11, 2007) (“the law
affords courts considerable discretion in fashioning an appropriate sanctions for contempt™)
(citing Robin Woods Inc. v. Woods, 28 F.3d 396, 399 (3rd Cir. 1994)). “Often this discretion
involves ordering payment for the costs of past non-compliance[.]” Id. In addition, “‘[a] primary
aspect of that discretion is the ability to fashion an appropriate sanction for conduct which abuses
the judicial process.”” Fellheimer, Eichen & Braverman v. Charter Technologies, 57 F.3d 1215,
1224 (3rd Cir. 1995) (quoting Chambers v. Nasco, Inc., 501 U.S. 32, 44-45 (1991)).

46.  The Debtors need only show the existence of a clear and enforceable
order, the Debtors’ notice of, and All Star’s noncompliance with that order. See In re Keene, 110
B.R. 477, 482-83 (S.D. Cal. 1990); Baker, 195 B.R. at 316-19. That is, to obtain sanctions for
civil contempt, three elements must be established: (1) a valid order of the court must exist; (2)
the person to be charged with contempt must have actual knowledge of the order; and (3) the
person must have disobeyed the order. In re Continental Airlines, Inc., 236 B.R. 318, 330

(Bankr. D. Del. 1999); In re Baker, 195 B.R. 309, 317 (Bankr. D.N.J. 1996) (quoting Roe, et al.
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v. Operation Rescue, 54 F.3d 133, 137 (3d Cir. 1995)). In order to be found in civil contempt,
the offending party must have knowingly and willfully violated a definite and specific court
order. In re Ryan, 100 B.R. 411, 417 (Bankr. N.D. Ill. 1989); In re Kennedy, 80 B.R. 673
(Bankr. D. Del. 1987) (courts have inherent contempt powers to enforce compliance with their
lawful orders).

47. Compensatory damages, including attorneys’ fees, may be awarded as
sanctions pursuant to section 105 of the Bankruptcy Code for violations of court orders. In re
Hardy, 97 F.3d 1384, 1390 (11th Cir. 1996) (violation of discharge injunction); In re Fluke, 305
B.R. 635, 644 (Bankr. D. Del. 2004) (“A bankruptcy court has the power to issue a wide range of
sanctions, including costs, attorneys’ fees and compensatory and punitive damages.”).

48.  All criteria to warrant a contempt finding and sanctions are met here.

49, First, no dispute exists that the Sale Order and the Order to Compel are
clear and unambiguous orders that includes terms All Star knew about and understood. Also, no
dispute exists that the Sale Order and the Order to Compel are enforceable. They are valid
orders of the Court, each in full force and effect and not subject to any appeal.

50.  Second, All Star did not comply with the Sale Order and subsequently did
not comply with the Order to Compel. All Star has failed to close the Quebec Transaction by
both the Outside Date (as required by the Sale Order) and the Extended Outside Date (as
required by the Order to Compel)—and has been wholly uncooperative with the Debtors to
achieve Closing despite the Sale Order, the Order to Compel, and the Debtors’ best efforts to
cooperate with All Star and achieve Closing.

51.  Third, All Star had actual notice of the Sale Order and the Order to
Compel, and received timely mail and email notice of the same and related documents and

hearings, as described above. Nevertheless, All Star has failed to comply with the Sale Order
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and the Order to Compel and to abide by the Court’s directives and rulings.

52.  All Star has caused the Debtors to incur unnecessary costs and expenses,
including attorneys’ fees, in responding to All Star’s violations and disregard of the Sale Order
and the Order to Compel—to the detriment of the Debtors’ estates. The Debtors respectfully
request that the Court order All Star pay for the cost of cleaning-up the mess that it has created.
To that end, the Court should permit the Debtors to (i) submit a bill to this Court and All Star for
all of the Debtors’ costs and expenses, including attorneys’ fees, incurred in connection with
prosecuting this matter, and (ii) order All Star to pay all such costs and expenses to the Debtors
within three (3) days thereafter.

53. All Star’s refusal to Close the Quebec Transaction has demonstrated a
clear disregard for this Court’s authority.

54. For these reasons, the Court should enforce the Sale Order and the Order
to Compel against All Star, require All Star to close the Quebec Transaction immediately, hold
All Star in civil contempt for its violations of the Sale Order, the Order to Compel, and this
Court’s authority generally, and issue the requested sanctions.

Conclusion
WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, the Debtors respectfully request that the

Court grant the Motion and enter an order, substantially in the form attached hereto.
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Dated: March 15, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Peter J. Keane

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503)
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718)
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor
P.O. Box 8705
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
Telephone: (302) 652-4100
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com
tcairns@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001

Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP

300 North LaSalle

Chicago, Illinois 60654

Telephone: (312) 862-2000

Facsimile: (312) 862-2200

Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
david.seligman@kirkland.com

-and-

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession

15
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From:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Date:

Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 2627-1 Filed 03/15/24 Page 2 of 63

Varinder Singh

Toth, Steve

#Yellow/Prime - KECorporate; Applegate, Spencer; Caruso, John G.; Descours, Caroline; Giordano, Greg; Herlin,
Ken; Hsu, Victor; Jon Cremeans; Keyvan Nassiry; Metviner, Aaron; Smith, Allyson B.; Yellow

Re: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach of Agreement and Potential Forfeiture of Deposit

Tuesday, February 13, 2024 6:38:48 PM

This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER

Be cautious, particularly with links and attachments.

Hello everyone,

we will be moving forward with this deal, close of date need to be on feb 29th or sooner.

Thanks

Varinder Singh

E: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com

On Fri, Feb 9, 2024 at 12:57 PM Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello everyone, At this moment i see alot of foul things happening regarding that property
in Canada. As you can see multiple agents had and have been listing that property. Due to
which i am not comfortable with moving in closing this property. If there is any kind of , my
attorney has been advised about this and he will be getting in touch further related to this.

Thank you

Safety | Road King Truck Lines Inc
A: 474 W Grant Line Rd Ste 200, Tracy, CA 95376

P: 209-818-7320

E: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com
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From: Applegate, Spencer
To: Toth, Steve; Smith, Allyson B.
Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate; Caruso, John G.; Descours, Caroline; Giordano, Greg; Herlin, Ken; Hsu, Victor; Jon
Cremeans; Keyvan Nassiry; Metviner, Aaron; Yellow
Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach of Agreement and Potential Forfeiture of Deposit
Date: Wednesday, February 14, 2024 3:44:27 PM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER

Be cautious, particularly with links and attachments.

Hi Steve-

I am working directly with the buyer to get this done now. I will coordinate with escrow to
insure the process is moving forward and they start filling out the forms required.

The buyer asked if it would be possible to have the property removed from all listing
services at this time. It is currently being marketed by Stephane Robillard

(https://www.savills.ca/people/stephane-robillard.aspx ) on commercial real estate listing
services (Costar & loopnet).

Let me know where I can help get these last few deals across the finish line.
Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2024 10:05 AM

To: Smith, Allyson B. <allyson.smith@kirkland.com>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Caruso, John G. <jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg <ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken
<kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor <vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans
<jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron
<aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach of Agreement and Potential Forfeiture of Deposit
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Under which State law ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC.
was incorporated and currently exists?

Does ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC. have Goods and
Services Tax (GST) and Quebec Sales Tax (QST)
numbers? If so, please provide the details.

Looking forward to your responses.

Best regards,

<image001.png>

Keyvan Nassiry | Lawyer

1250 René-Lévesque Boulevard West
Suite 2200
Montreal | Québec

H3B 4W8 | Canada
+1 (514) 944-6760

nassirylaw.com

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Friday, February 16, 2024 5:55 PM

To: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com

Cc: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegat lliers.com>;
Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Herlin, Ken
<kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>
Subject: Yellow - draft closing documents

Hi Varinder,

As you know, Goodmans is Canadian counsel to Yellow. We, with
Keyvan Nassiry, our Quebec co-counsel, are assisting with the
transaction for the Stanhope location. Please see attached for a draft
closing agenda, as well as an initial batch of draft closing
documents (all of which remain subject to further review / revision).
We will follow next week with certain additional documents.
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Please let us know if you have any comments or questions. Please
also let us know if you have counsel who will be assisting you on
this transaction.

Also, can you confirm whether Allstar Investments Inc. is registered
with Revenu Quebec for GST and QST purposes?

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923

aharmes@goodmans.ca

Bay Adelaide Centre
333 Bay Street, Suite 3400
Toronto, ON M5H 2S7

goodmans.ca

sk Attontion **EEE

This communication is intended solely for the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, protected or otherwise exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege,
protection or otherwise is made. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, or wish to
unsubscribe, please advise us immediately at privacyofficer@goodmans.ca and delete this email without
reading, copying or forwarding it to anyone. Goodmans LLP, 333 Bay Street, Suite 3400, Toronto, ON,
MSH 287, www.goodmans.ca. You may unsubscribe to certain communications by clicking here.

<Summary (French) for registration of Vesting Order at Quebec
land registry office - v3.docx>

<Order - Sale Recognition Vesting Order - December 19, 2023 -
French with Schedule D only.pdf>

<CertificateNonFile.YRC FeirghtCanadaCompany.Fr.pdf>
<Summary of adjustments.doc>

<Municipal taxes - 930, Route 147 S., Dixville, Québec.pdf>
<School Board taxes - 930, Route 147 S., Dixville, Québec.pdf>

<Summary of adjustments - 930 Route 147 Dixville Quebec.docx>
<Redline - Summary of adjustments - 930 Route 147 Dixville Quebec-1403-3587-7386-v10 and
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Please let us know if you have any comments or questions. Please
also let us know if you have counsel who will be assisting you on
this transaction.

Also, can you confirm whether Allstar Investments Inc. is registered
with Revenu Quebec for GST and QST purposes?

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923

aharmes@goodmans.ca

Bay Adelaide Centre
333 Bay Street, Suite 3400
Toronto, ON M5H 2S7

goodmans.ca

sk Attontion **EEE

This communication is intended solely for the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, protected or otherwise exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege,
protection or otherwise is made. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, or wish to
unsubscribe, please advise us immediately at privacyofficer@goodmans.ca and delete this email without
reading, copying or forwarding it to anyone. Goodmans LLP, 333 Bay Street, Suite 3400, Toronto, ON,
MSH 287, www.goodmans.ca. You may unsubscribe to certain communications by clicking here.

<Summary (French) for registration of Vesting Order at Quebec
land registry office - v3.docx>

<Order - Sale Recognition Vesting Order - December 19, 2023 -
French with Schedule D only.pdf>

<CertificateNonFile.YRC FeirghtCanadaCompany.Fr.pdf>
<Summary of adjustments.doc>

<Municipal taxes - 930, Route 147 S., Dixville, Québec.pdf>
<School Board taxes - 930, Route 147 S., Dixville, Québec.pdf>

<Summary of adjustments - 930 Route 147 Dixville Quebec.docx>
<Redline - Summary of adjustments - 930 Route 147 Dixville Quebec-1403-3587-7386-v10 and
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respond or work towards closing.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 8:29 AM
To: Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>

Cec: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Applegate, Spencer

<Spencer.Applegat lliers.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin mans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon mans.ca>

Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Varinder,

Following up on the below emails. Please let us know if you have any questions
on the closing documents.

Also, please get back to us on the questions below, namely:

1. Jurisdiction of incorporation/ existence of Allstar Investments Inc.

2. Whether Allstar has GST and QST numbers.

Also, please advise if you intend to have counsel assist you with this
transaction.

Thank you,
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Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923

aharmes@goodmans.ca

On Feb 19, 2024, at 5:09 PM, Keyvan Nassiry
<kn(@nassirylaw.com> wrote:

Hi Varinder,

Following up on Andrew’s email below, | attach the following
documents regarding the transfer of title of the Stanhope
property:

1. Summary registration form (in French) to be signed by
the officiating notary and filed at the Quebec Land Register
(Registration Division of Coaticook). The summary will be
accompanied by the following documents

1. Certified French translation of the sale recognition
and vesting order

2. Certificate of non-filing issued by the Ontario Court
of Appeal in respect of the vesting order

1. Summary Statement of Adjustment to be finalized at
closing whereby the vendor and purchaser assume their
pro rata shares of prepaid real estate taxes, utilities
(e.g.,hydro), alarm and landscaping charges, as applicable.
Other inherent expenses may be inserted once we have
received more information about them in the coming days.
Once settled, all figures in this document can be converted
to USD immediately on the morning of the closing date.

2. Statement of Municipal taxes for 2024 regarding the
Stanhope property

3. Statement of School Board taxes (another form of real
property tax unique to Quebec) for 2024 regarding the
Stanhope property

Important: In order to complete the Summary (in “A” above),
please advise:
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Allstar Investment Inc. will be ready to close next week. All Star Investment is a CA
corporation. They would like to close under United Holding Group LLC, which | have
included the Bylaws. Jay Singh (wsm.jay@gmail.com) will provide the most up to date
article of corporation, which shows the relation between Allstar and UHG, and the GST.

| have copied all parties that are involved on the buyers team(wsm.jay@gmail.com;
realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com; jas_408@yahoo.com; roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com) .

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780

301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

<image001.png> <image002.png> <image003.png> <image004.png> <image005.png> <olliers.com| View
Privacy

Policy

<image006.png>

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes(@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 12:24 PM

To: Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>

Cec: roadkingtrucklin, mail.com; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com™>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Varinder,

We are following up again on this. We remind you of the Order to Compel that
was issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 14, 2024, which, among
other things, requires Allstar to take all actions and steps necessary and required
for the parties to close this transaction as soon as possible. Allstar will be in
violation of two orders of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court if Allstar continues not to
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respond or work towards closing.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2024 8:29 AM
To: Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>

Cec: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Applegate, Spencer

<Spencer.Applegat lliers.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin mans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon mans.ca>

Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Varinder,

Following up on the below emails. Please let us know if you have any questions
on the closing documents.

Also, please get back to us on the questions below, namely:

1. Jurisdiction of incorporation/ existence of Allstar Investments Inc.

2. Whether Allstar has GST and QST numbers.

Also, please advise if you intend to have counsel assist you with this
transaction.

Thank you,
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Gurinderijit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>;
Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline

<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>;

Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Spencer,

Thanks for the below response. With respect to the request to have United
Holding Group LLC serve as the purchaser entity, we note that the Sale
Recognition and Vesting Order is specific that Allstar Investments Inc. is to be
registered on title as the purchaser of the purchased property — see paragraph 9,
in particular. Accordingly, we cannot substitute United Holding Group LLC for
Allstar Investments Inc. as the purchaser entity.

A copy of the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order, which was previously
provided, is attached for reference.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate(@colliers.com>

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 4.08 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cec: roadkingtrucklines(@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas 408@yahoo.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-
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Allstar Investment Inc. will be ready to close next week. All Star Investment is a CA
corporation. They would like to close under United Holding Group LLC, which | have
included the Bylaws. Jay Singh (wsm.jay@gmail.com) will provide the most up to date
article of corporation, which shows the relation between Allstar and UHG, and the GST.

| have copied all parties that are involved on the buyers team(wsm.jay@gmail.com;
realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com; jas_408@yahoo.com; roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com) .

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780

301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes(@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 12:24 PM

To: Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>

Cec: roadkingtrucklin, mail.com; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com™>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Varinder,

We are following up again on this. We remind you of the Order to Compel that
was issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 14, 2024, which, among
other things, requires Allstar to take all actions and steps necessary and required
for the parties to close this transaction as soon as possible. Allstar will be in
violation of two orders of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court if Allstar continues not to
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Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 10:01 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all,

We are circling up on the below. Can you please advise if you have any
comments on the draft closing documents that we previously circulated? Also,
can you please confirm whether you intend to have counsel assist with this
transaction?

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
Goodmans LLP
416.849.6923

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 10:10 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@caolliers.com>; Keyvan
Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.ja mail.com>;
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Gurinderijit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>;
Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline

<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>;

Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Spencer,

Thanks for the below response. With respect to the request to have United
Holding Group LLC serve as the purchaser entity, we note that the Sale
Recognition and Vesting Order is specific that Allstar Investments Inc. is to be
registered on title as the purchaser of the purchased property — see paragraph 9,
in particular. Accordingly, we cannot substitute United Holding Group LLC for
Allstar Investments Inc. as the purchaser entity.

A copy of the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order, which was previously
provided, is attached for reference.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate(@colliers.com>

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2024 4.08 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cec: roadkingtrucklines(@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas 408@yahoo.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-
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Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 10:01 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all,

We are circling up on the below. Can you please advise if you have any
comments on the draft closing documents that we previously circulated? Also,
can you please confirm whether you intend to have counsel assist with this
transaction?

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
Goodmans LLP
416.849.6923

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 10:10 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@caolliers.com>; Keyvan
Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.ja mail.com>;
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<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all — following up again on this. In addition to any comments you may have
on the closing documents, please also advise regarding the below points.

Your feedback is needed in order to work towards closing by March 7th:

e Under which State law ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC. was
incorporated and currently exists?

e Does ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC. have Goods and Services
Tax (GST) and Quebec Sales Tax (QST) numbers? If so, please
provide the details.

We are available to discuss if helpful.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 5:29 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all — we are following up on the below, and re-attaching the various draft
closing documents. Please let us know if you have any comments or wish to
discuss.
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Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2024 10:01 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all,

We are circling up on the below. Can you please advise if you have any
comments on the draft closing documents that we previously circulated? Also,
can you please confirm whether you intend to have counsel assist with this
transaction?

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
Goodmans LLP
416.849.6923

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 10:10 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@caolliers.com>; Keyvan
Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.ja mail.com>;
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416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 1:19 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-

Allstar Investments Inc is a California Corporation. | have attached the Statement of Info.
Jay, who is copied on this email (wsm.jay@gmail.com) is Varinder and can provide all
items required.

Please provide wiring instructions and we can send funds.

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780

301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 10:05 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
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<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all — following up again on this. In addition to any comments you may have
on the closing documents, please also advise regarding the below points.

Your feedback is needed in order to work towards closing by March 7th:

e Under which State law ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC. was
incorporated and currently exists?

e Does ALLSTAR INVESTMENTS INC. have Goods and Services
Tax (GST) and Quebec Sales Tax (QST) numbers? If so, please
provide the details.

We are available to discuss if helpful.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 5:29 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all — we are following up on the below, and re-attaching the various draft
closing documents. Please let us know if you have any comments or wish to
discuss.
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416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 1:19 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-

Allstar Investments Inc is a California Corporation. | have attached the Statement of Info.
Jay, who is copied on this email (wsm.jay@gmail.com) is Varinder and can provide all
items required.

Please provide wiring instructions and we can send funds.

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780

301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 10:05 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
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Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 2:39 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@caolliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh hoo.com

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Spencer,

With respect to wire instructions, see the attached draft direction, which at
Schedule A includes wire instructions for payment to Goodmans in trust.

Note that if Allstar does not have a GST / QST registration, then Yellow will
have to collect federal and provincial taxes on the sale (meaning there will
need to be an increase to the amount payable by Allstar on closing). If Allstar
is planning to register such that it has GST / QST numbers before closing so
not to pay such taxes, Allstar needs to be extra-provincially registered in
Quebec. Our understanding is that it takes approximately 48/72h in order for
such an application to be processed, while GST/QST registration numbers
can be obtained over the phone once the extra-provincial profile is set up.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP
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416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 1:19 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-

Allstar Investments Inc is a California Corporation. | have attached the Statement of Info.
Jay, who is copied on this email (wsm.jay@gmail.com) is Varinder and can provide all
items required.

Please provide wiring instructions and we can send funds.

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780

301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharm mans.ca>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 10:05 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
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From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 10:40 AM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria
<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-

| have attached Allstar Investments EIF form and we will be providing the articles for the
corporation shortly. Please let me know if the EIN works for what you need.

We will review the closing statement.

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780

301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 7:27 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@caolliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>;
Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria

<glauzon@goodmans.ca>; Jasdeep Singh <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi all — following up on the below, including regarding the GST / QST
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registration. As per below, we need to know whether Allstar has a GST / QST
registration, and if not, whether Allstar intends to obtain same as we will need
to determine whether the sellers must collect federal and provincial taxes on
the sale. We have attached an updated statement of adjustments based on

the March 7t closing date, but note that this will need to be updated to
include GST / QST to the extent necessary. Please advise ASAP given the

upcoming March 7th closing date.

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)

Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 5:04 PM

To: 'Applegate, Spencer' <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; 'Keyvan
Nassiry' <kn@nassirylaw.com>; 'Jay Singh' <wsm.ja mail.com>;
'Gurinderijit Singh' <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Cc: 'roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com' <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Herlin,
Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon mans.ca>;

'Jasdeep Singh' <jas_408@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Spencer and Allstar team —

Please see attached for an additional closing document, which is a side letter
that adds certain charges to the Permitted Encumbrances schedule. These
charges all relate to Yellow’s prepetition funded indebtedness, all of which
has been repaid in full. We are working with the various beneficiaries of the
charges in order to have the necessary discharge documents signed and
submitted to the Quebec land registry for processing so that the charges can
be deleted from title, however, as the Quebec land registry requires time to
process the filings, the these charges may not technically be discharged until
after closing.

Thank you,
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aharmes@goodmans.ca
goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 5:36 PM

To: 'Gurinderijit Singh' <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property
Hi Gary,

As previously advised, the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order (which is attached for reference) is
specific that Allstar Investments Inc. is to be registered on title as the purchaser of the subject
property — see paragraph 9, in particular. Accordingly, we cannot have another entity serve as the
purchaser.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca
goodmans.ca

From: Gurinderjit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 5:22 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property
Hello Team,

Varinder Singh (AllStar) would like to know if he can close the property under a Canadian
corporation which he is the member director of the Corp. Please advise

Thank you,

Realtor Gary Singh
Landstar Realty Group INC
1158 S Main St

Manteca, CA 9533

Cell: (209)400-1418
Office: (209)595-8837
CalDRE #02188884
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 7:40 AM

To: Gurinderjit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Good morning Allstar team,
In advance of closing tomorrow, please see attached for an updated closing checklist.

Note the following:

1. We are in the process of updating the statement of adjustments to include tax that will be
payable on the transaction, and will also include the deposit so that this statement will set
out the amount required to be funded by Allstar on closing. We will provide the updated
draft later today.

2. Please confirm whether you have any comments on the side letter. As noted below, we are
working with Yellow’s prepetition lenders to discharge their charges (as all amounts have
been repaid in full), but as the Quebec land registry requires time to process the filings, the
these charges may not technically be discharged until after closing.

We have sent all transaction documents to the company for signature. Can Allstar please confirm
that it is arranging for signature as well? To that end, attached are the following purchaser
documents that require execution by Allstar.

1. Purchaser’s Certificate confirming satisfaction of s. 7.3(a) and (b)

2. Purchaser GST/QST indemnity [Note: we are updating this document given that tax will be
collected on the sale — but the signature block won’t change]

3. Purchaser’s Conditions Certificate

4. Statement of Adjustments [Note: as per above, we are updating this form and will revert in
that regard — but the signature block won’t change])

5. Purchaser’s Closing Certificate to the Information Officer

6. Side letter re amendment to Permitted Encumbrances schedule

Please let us know if you need anything further at this time in advance of closing tomorrow.
Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
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aharmes@goodmans.ca
goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 5:36 PM

To: 'Gurinderijit Singh' <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property
Hi Gary,

As previously advised, the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order (which is attached for reference) is
specific that Allstar Investments Inc. is to be registered on title as the purchaser of the subject
property — see paragraph 9, in particular. Accordingly, we cannot have another entity serve as the
purchaser.

Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca
goodmans.ca

From: Gurinderjit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 5:22 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property
Hello Team,

Varinder Singh (AllStar) would like to know if he can close the property under a Canadian
corporation which he is the member director of the Corp. Please advise

Thank you,

Realtor Gary Singh
Landstar Realty Group INC
1158 S Main St

Manteca, CA 9533

Cell: (209)400-1418
Office: (209)595-8837
CalDRE #02188884
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Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca
goodmans.ca

From: Harmes, Andrew

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 6:07 PM

To: 'Applegate, Spencer' <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline

<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Thanks Spencer. See attached for the revised statement of adjustments, which accounts for the
fact that tax is payable on the transaction.

Also, see attached for the updated GST/QST indemnity, and as well as a minor edit from the
Canadian Information Officer on its form of certificate.

Please let us know if you need anything further, or if you are otherwise set to close tomorrow.

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca
goodmans.ca

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 4:18 PM

To: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>; Gurinderjit Singh
<realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Hi Andrew-

I have sent all document to Varinder of Allstar Investments to review and execute. I am
waiting for those items that you shared to be return signed. Please share the new
Statement of adjustment, so Allstar can schedule the full wire first thing in the morning.

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
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Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA
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From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 7:40 AM

To: Gurinderjit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh
<wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Good morning Allstar team,
In advance of closing tomorrow, please see attached for an updated closing checklist.

Note the following:

1. We are in the process of updating the statement of adjustments to include tax that will be
payable on the transaction, and will also include the deposit so that this statement will set
out the amount required to be funded by Allstar on closing. We will provide the updated
draft later today.

2. Please confirm whether you have any comments on the side letter. As noted below, we are
working with Yellow’s prepetition lenders to discharge their charges (as all amounts have
been repaid in full), but as the Quebec land registry requires time to process the filings, the
these charges may not technically be discharged until after closing.

We have sent all transaction documents to the company for signature. Can Allstar please confirm
that it is arranging for signature as well? To that end, attached are the following purchaser
documents that require execution by Allstar.

1. Purchaser’s Certificate confirming satisfaction of s. 7.3(a) and (b)

2. Purchaser GST/QST indemnity [Note: we are updating this document given that tax will be
collected on the sale — but the signature block won’t change]

3. Purchaser’s Conditions Certificate

4. Statement of Adjustments [Note: as per above, we are updating this form and will revert in
that regard — but the signature block won’t change])

5. Purchaser’s Closing Certificate to the Information Officer

6. Side letter re amendment to Permitted Encumbrances schedule

Please let us know if you need anything further at this time in advance of closing tomorrow.
Thank you,

Andrew Harmes
(he/him)
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
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Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 11:59 AM

To: Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Applegate, Spencer
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

BTW, “further remedies” mentioned below may include, among other things, order for contempt of
court and related penalties.

Steve Toth

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

300 North LaSalle, Chicago, IL 60654
T +1 312 862 7062

F +1 312 862 2200

steve.toth@kirkland.com

From: Toth, Steve
Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 1:55 PM
To: 'Varinder Singh' <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; 'Applegate, Spencer'

<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; 'Descours, Caroline' <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; 'Giordano, Greg'

<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; 'Herlin, Ken' <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; 'Hsu, Victor'
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; 'Jon Cremeans' <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; 'Keyvan
Nassiry' <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; 'Yellow' <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Importance: High

Allstar team,
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What is the delay now? | understand Canadian counsel has been in touch with you to close this
transaction, in accordance with that is now two Bankruptcy Court orders, and you have not been
responsive.

Please respond and prepare for closing, so we can avoid pursuing further remedies.
This (and how long the United closings took) is getting to be ridiculous.

Thank you,

Steve Toth

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

300 North LaSalle, Chicago, IL 60654
T +1 312 862 7062

F +1 312 862 2200

steve.toth@kirkland.com

From: Toth, Steve

Sent: Thursday, February 8, 2024 12:51 PM

To: 'Varinder Singh' <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; 'Applegate, Spencer'
<Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach of Agreement and Potential Forfeiture of Deposit

Further to our correspondence below (I have added your broker to this chain):

1. We have been in touch with the broker who has been errantly listing the property without
authorization, and that broker will be taking down that listing.

2. Neither that broker nor anybody else (other than Ducera) has any authority to list or seek
offers and certainly zero authority to negotiate offers on behalf of the Sellers.

3. #1 and #2 are because of, among other things, (a) reality and (b) the Sellers have no need to
list the property or seek offers, because Sellers and you have a binding, court approved
purchase agreement for the sale of the property to you at the auction price.

4. We are finishing preparation of documents to compel your performance of the purchase
agreement on its existing terms on an expedited basis before our Bankruptcy Court and seek
any related relief or remedies as a result of your breaches to date.

5. (a) Are you going to “move forward at close fast” on your existing legally binding terms or (b)
should we proceed with #47?

Please let us know promptly. Delay or silence are likely to be interpreted as #5(b).
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Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Spencer,

Checking in on where things stand today as we need to coordinate wires/utility reads, etc. Please let
us know if the funds have been sent and when we can expect executed documents.

Thanks,
Dan

Dan O’Connor

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
95 State Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84111
T +1801877 8142 M +1 309 303 3379

dan.oconnor@kirkland.com
Not admitted to practice law in Utah (Admitted to practice law in lllinois only)

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 2:23 PM

To: Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>; Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Hi Steve-

Allstar will be returning the documents fully executed and scheduling their FULL wire in the
AM once they receive the updated closing statement and we can close this deal in a timely
manner.

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
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From: Applegate, Spencer
To: Harmes, Andrew; Gurinderjit Singh; Keyvan Nassiry; Jay Singh
Cc: roadkingtrucklines@amail.com; Herlin, Ken; Descours, Caroline; Lauzon, Gloria
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

Hi Andrew-

I still have not received executed documents back yet. I did send the updated GST Cert and Statement
of Adjustment for signature as well.

@Jay Singh please update the Seller’s team on when you expect to sign and wire fund.

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 5:52 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Gurinderjit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>;
Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Good morning- further to the below, can the Allstar team please confirm status for closing today?

Andrew Harmes
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

On Mar 6, 2024, at 8:24 PM, Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca> wrote:

Spencer and Allstar team — in follow to the below, please see attached for a slightly revised version
of the statement of adjustments. The company just confirmed that it has recently paid municipal
tax for 2024 in the amount of CAS4,193.44, so you will see an adjustment to account for this.
Please confirm whether you are signed off.

Can you also confirm whether you are holding signature pages on behalf of the buyer? We have
the seller signatures pages and can circulate in escrow upon such confirmation so that the wire
process can commence tomorrow morning.
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Thanks,
Dan

Dan O’Connor

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
95 State Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84111
T +1801877 8142 M +1 309 303 3379

dan.oconnor@kirkland.com
Not admitted to practice law in Utah (Admitted to practice law in lllinois only)

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 11:49 AM

To: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>; Varinder
Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg

<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Hi Dan-

Attached is the email that I sent to Andre Harmes at Goodmans this morning. We are
waiting for Jay/Varinder to update the team on when the wires were sent and if they have
signed the documents.

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 9:09 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>;

Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>
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Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Spencer,

Checking in on where things stand today as we need to coordinate wires/utility reads, etc. Please let
us know if the funds have been sent and when we can expect executed documents.

Thanks,
Dan

Dan O’Connor

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
95 State Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84111
T +1801877 8142 M +1 309 303 3379

dan.oconnor@kirkland.com
Not admitted to practice law in Utah (Admitted to practice law in lllinois only)

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 2:23 PM

To: Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>; Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Hi Steve-

Allstar will be returning the documents fully executed and scheduling their FULL wire in the
AM once they receive the updated closing statement and we can close this deal in a timely
manner.

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate

Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage
spencer.applegate@colliers.com

CA Lic. 01938234
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From: Applegate, Spencer
To: Harmes, Andrew; Gurinderjit Singh; Keyvan Nassiry; Jay Singh
Cc: roadkingtrucklines@amail.com; Herlin, Ken; Descours, Caroline; Lauzon, Gloria
Subject: RE: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

Hi Andrew-

I still have not received executed documents back yet. I did send the updated GST Cert and Statement
of Adjustment for signature as well.

@Jay Singh please update the Seller’s team on when you expect to sign and wire fund.

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 5:52 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Gurinderjit Singh <realtor_garysingh@yahoo.com>;
Keyvan Nassiry <kn@nassirylaw.com>; Jay Singh <wsm.jay@gmail.com>

Cc: roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Descours, Caroline
<cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Lauzon, Gloria <glauzon@goodmans.ca>

Subject: Re: Yellow - draft closing documents - Stanhope property

Good morning- further to the below, can the Allstar team please confirm status for closing today?

Andrew Harmes
Goodmans LLP

416.849.6923
aharmes@goodmans.ca

On Mar 6, 2024, at 8:24 PM, Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca> wrote:

Spencer and Allstar team — in follow to the below, please see attached for a slightly revised version
of the statement of adjustments. The company just confirmed that it has recently paid municipal
tax for 2024 in the amount of CAS4,193.44, so you will see an adjustment to account for this.
Please confirm whether you are signed off.

Can you also confirm whether you are holding signature pages on behalf of the buyer? We have
the seller signatures pages and can circulate in escrow upon such confirmation so that the wire
process can commence tomorrow morning.
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From: Applegate, Spencer
To: QO"Connor, Dan; Toth, Steve; Varinder Singh; Harmes, Andrew
Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate; Caruso, John G.; Descours, Caroline; Giordano, Greg; Herlin, Ken; Hsu, Victor; Jon
Cremeans; Keyvan Nassiry; Metviner, Aaron; Smith, Allyson B.; Yellow
Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?
Date: Friday, March 8, 2024 1:46:31 PM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER

Be cautious, particularly with links and attachments.

Hi Dan-

Jay/Varinder has been unresponsive to me as I push for them to update the team &
complete the wire and execution of the documents.
Here is Jay/Varinder Singhs Contact info: 209-346-9232

I will continue to reach out to him and If I hear anything I will update all.

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2024 9:34 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>;
Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@Xkirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Spencer,

Any updates from your clients? It would be much easier for all involved to close this and be done,
but we’re getting a point where we will soon seek a contempt order from the court.
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Thanks,
Dan

Dan O’Connor

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
95 State Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84111
T +1801877 8142 M +1 309 303 3379

dan.oconnor@kirkland.com
Not admitted to practice law in Utah (Admitted to practice law in lllinois only)

From: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 11:49 AM

To: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>; Varinder
Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg

<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Hi Dan-

Attached is the email that I sent to Andre Harmes at Goodmans this morning. We are
waiting for Jay/Varinder to update the team on when the wires were sent and if they have
signed the documents.

Sincerely,

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 9:09 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>;

Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>
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Exhibit W

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001
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From: Applegate, Spencer
To: QO"Connor, Dan; Toth, Steve; Varinder Singh; Harmes, Andrew
Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate; Caruso, John G.; Descours, Caroline; Giordano, Greg; Herlin, Ken; Hsu, Victor; Jon
Cremeans; Keyvan Nassiry; Metviner, Aaron; Smith, Allyson B.; Yellow
Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?
Date: Friday, March 8, 2024 1:46:31 PM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER

Be cautious, particularly with links and attachments.

Hi Dan-

Jay/Varinder has been unresponsive to me as I push for them to update the team &
complete the wire and execution of the documents.
Here is Jay/Varinder Singhs Contact info: 209-346-9232

I will continue to reach out to him and If I hear anything I will update all.

Spencer Applegate
Senior Vice President | Sacramento Brokerage

spencer.applegate@colliers.com
CA Lic. 01938234

Direct: +1 916 563 3004 | Mobile: +1 916 216 3780
301 University Avenue, Suite 100 | Sacramento, CA 95825 | USA

colliers.com | View Privacy Policy

From: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>

Sent: Friday, March 8, 2024 9:34 AM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>;
Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@Xkirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Spencer,

Any updates from your clients? It would be much easier for all involved to close this and be done,
but we’re getting a point where we will soon seek a contempt order from the court.
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Exhibit X and Y
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From: Smith, Allyson B.
To: QO"Connor, Dan; Applegate, Spencer; Toth, Steve; Varinder Singh; Harmes, Andrew
Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate; Caruso, John G.; Descours, Caroline; Giordano, Greg; Herlin, Ken; Hsu, Victor; Jon
Cremeans; Keyvan Nassiry; Metviner, Aaron; Yellow
Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2024 11:22:48 AM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

Varinder, given your lack of responsiveness and refusal to close, we will proceed with seeking an
order from the court to hold you in contempt, including holding you liable for the costs and
expenses incurred by Yellow in connection therewith.

Absent receipt of wire today, we will proceed.

Allyson B. Smith

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

601 Lexington Avenue, New York, NY 10022
T +1212 909 3217 M +1 929 246 4034

F +1 212 446 4900

allyson.smith@kirkland.com

From: O'Connor, Dan <dan.oconnor@kirkland.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2024 1:07 PM

To: Applegate, Spencer <Spencer.Applegate@colliers.com>; Toth, Steve <steve.toth@kirkland.com>;
Varinder Singh <roadkingtrucklines@gmail.com>; Harmes, Andrew <aharmes@goodmans.ca>

Cc: #Yellow/Prime - KECorporate <Yellow-Prime_KECorporate@kirkland.com>; Caruso, John G.
<jcaruso@kirkland.com>; Descours, Caroline <cdescours@goodmans.ca>; Giordano, Greg
<ggiordano@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Herlin, Ken <kherlin@goodmans.ca>; Hsu, Victor
<vhsu@alvarezandmarsal.com>; Jon Cremeans <jcremeans@ducerapartners.com>; Keyvan Nassiry
<kn@nassirylaw.com>; Metviner, Aaron <aaron.metviner@kirkland.com>; Smith, Allyson B.
<allyson.smith@kirkland.com>; Yellow <yellow@ducerapartners.com>

Subject: RE: Yellow - Notice of Purchaser Breach -- Now what?

Varinder — please advise of the status and if you will be funding the closing today ASAP as we need
to update the court of the same.

Dan O’Connor

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP
95 State Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84111
T +1801877 8142 M +1 309 303 3379

dan.oconnor@kirkland.com
Not admitted to practice law in Utah (Admitted to practice law in lllinois only)
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,*! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

ORDER GRANTING MOTION (I) TO ENFORCE SALE ORDER AND ORDER TO
COMPEL; (II) TO SANCTION ALL STAR INVESTMENTS INC. FOR CONTEMPT
FOR VIOLATING THE SAME; AND (III) FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER REQUIRING
ALL STAR TO CLOSE TRANSACTION AND TO PAY ALL OF THE COSTS AND
EXPENSES INCURRED BY THE DEBTORS IN ADDRESSING THIS MATTER

Upon consideration of the Motion (the “Motion”)? of Yellow Corporation and its above-
captioned debtor affiliates (the “Debtors™) for entry of an order (i) enforcing the Sale Order and
the Order to Compel against Allstar Investments Inc. (“All Star”), (ii) directing All Star to Close
the Quebec Transaction immediately with no further delay whatsoever; (iii) holding All Star in
civil contempt for violating this Court’s Sale Order entered December 12, 2023 and this Court’s
Order to Compel entered February 14, 2024; and (iv) ordering monetary sanctions against All
Star to pay all of the costs and expenses incurred by the Debtors in addressing such violations
and prosecuting these matters; and the Court finding that: (a) the Court has jurisdiction over this
matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88 1334 and 157; (b) this is a core proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
8 157(b)(2); (c) notice of the Motion and the hearing was sufficient and proper; and (d) the Court
having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion establish just cause for
the relief granted herein; and it appearing to the Court that the Motion should be approved, it is

HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epigl1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite
400, Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001
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1. The Motion is GRANTED in its entirety and as set forth herein.

2. Allstar Investments, Inc. is hereby held in civil contempt of this Court’s
Sale Order entered on December 12, 2023 and this Court’s Order to Compel entered on February
14, 2024.

3. All Star is hereby ordered to close the Quebec Transaction immediately in
accordance with the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement, without further delay or condition
imposed upon the Debtors whatsoever, and in no event later than two (2) business days following
the entry of this Order.

4. All Star is hereby ordered to promptly, and in no event later than three (3)
days following receipt of the Debtors’ invoice, pay all of the Debtors’ costs and expenses,
including attorneys’ fees, court costs, and noticing costs, incurred by the Debtors and their
estates in connection with this matter, including, without limitation, with respect to preparing,
prosecuting, or filing, as the case may be, the Motion to Compel, the Motion to Shorten, the
Cremeans Declaration, this Motion and its accompanying motion to shorten notice, as well as all
related noticing and court costs.

5. The Debtors shall, within ten (10) days from the entry of this Order, by
way of certification of counsel, submit a bill for all such costs and expenses and serve a copy of
such certification of counsel on All Star and its known principals and representatives, along with
wiring instructions.

6. The terms and conditions of this Order shall be immediately effective and
enforceable upon its entry.

7. This Court shall retain jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from

or related to the implementation of this Order.

2 Capitalized terms not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001
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Dated: , 2024

The Honorable Craig T. Goldblatt
United States Bankruptcy Judge

4866-0854-1870.1 96859.001
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THIS IS EXHIBIT “K”
TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
SWORN BEFORE ME OVER VIDEOCONFERENCE
THIS 12™ DAY OF JUNE, 2024

s, ——

Commissioner for Taking Affidavits
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

4:00 p.m. ET
Hearing Date: June 3, 2024
at 10:00 a.m. ET

N N N N N N N N N N N’

MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) APPROVING THE
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS BY AND AMONG THE DEBTORS AND CERTAIN
POSSESSORY LIENHOLDERS AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

Objection Deadline: May 28, 2024 at

The above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™) state
as follows in support of this motion:2

Relief Requested

1. The Debtors seek entry of an order, substantially in the form attached hereto as

Exhibit A (the “Order”), (a) authorizing entry into the settlements annexed as Exhibit 1 through

Exhibit 7 to the Order (each, a “Settlement Agreement”, collectively, the “Settlement

Agreements”) and (b) granting related relief. The Debtors believe the Settlement Agreements are

in the best interests of the estate and creditors and should be approved.

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

A detailed description of the Debtors and their businesses, including the facts and circumstances giving rise to
the Debtors’ chapter 11 cases, is set forth in the Declaration of Matthew A. Doheny, Chief Restructuring Officer
of Yellow Corporation, in Support of the Debtors’ Chapter 11 Petitions and First Day Motions [Docket No. 14]
(the “First Day Declaration”). Capitalized terms used but not immediately defined in this motion have the
meanings ascribed to them later in this motion or in the First Day Declaration, as applicable.
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Jurisdiction and Venue

2. The United States District Court for the District of Delaware has jurisdiction over
this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to the United States Bankruptcy
Court for the District of Delaware (the “Court”) under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended
Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012. The Debtors confirm their consent, pursuant to rule 9013-1(f) of the
Local Rules of Bankruptcy Practice and Procedure of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
District of Delaware (the “Local Rules”), to the entry of a final order by the Court in connection
with this motion to the extent that it is later determined that the Court, absent consent of the parties,
cannot enter final orders or judgments in connection herewith consistent with Article III of the
United States Constitution.

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

4. The statutory bases for the relief requested herein are sections 105(a) and 363(b) of

title 11 of the United States Code, 11 U.S.C. §§ 101-1532 (the “Bankruptcy Code”), rules 6004

and 9019 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”).

Background

5. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), each of the Debtors filed a voluntary
petition for relief under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. These chapter 11 cases have been
consolidated for procedural purposes only and are being jointly administered pursuant to
Bankruptcy Rule 1015(b) [Docket No. 169]. The Debtors are managing their businesses and their
properties as debtors in possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code.
On August 16, 2023, the United States Trustee for the District of Delaware (the “U.S. Trustee™)
appointed an official committee of unsecured creditors [Docket No. 269] (the “Committee”).

No trustee or examiner has been appointed in these chapter 11 cases.

2
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The Settlement Agreements

I.  Settlement Agreement Background.
6. In the ordinary course of business, the Debtors routinely relied on the services of

third parties (the “Possessory Lienholders™), including providers of mechanic, towing, storage

yard, and other similar services, for the operation and maintenance of its nationwide trucking fleet,

tractors, trailers, forklifts, and related equipment (the “Rolling Stock Assets). When the Debtors

filed these chapter 11 cases, certain Rolling Stock Assets were in the possession of numerous
Possessory Lienholders who held a variety of statutory, common law, or possessory liens

(collectively, “Possessory Liens”) on the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Assets for prepetition amounts

due and owing for services provided on such Rolling Stock Assets.

7. As set forth in the Vendors Motion?, during these chapter 11 cases, the Debtors
have used the relief granted to them under the Vendors Order# to pay certain prepetition claims
related to the Possessory Liens only where the Debtors believed, in an exercise of their business
judgment, that the benefit to their estates from making such payments during their ongoing wind-
down would exceed the costs to the estates. The Debtors, with the assistance of their advisors,

have identified fifty-five Rolling Stock Assets (each, a “Lienholder Rolling Stock Asset,”

collectively, the “Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets™) that are currently in the possession of
Possessory Lienholders that have provided no benefit to their estates since before the Petition

Date, would require the expenditure of significant costs to retrieve and regain possession of, and

3 “Vendors Motion” means the Debtors’ Motion to Pay Critical Trade Vendor Claims Motion of Debtors for Entry
of Interim and Final Orders (I) Authorizing Debtors to Pay Prepetition Claims of Certain Critical Vendors,
503(b)(9) Claimants, Lien Claimants, and Foreign Vendors (II) Confirming Administrative Expense Priority of
Outstanding Orders, and (III) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 12].

“Vendors Order” means that entered Final Order (I) Authorizing Debtors to Pay Prepetition Claims of Certain
Critical Vendors, 503(b)(9) Claimants, Lien Claimants, and Foreign Vendors (II) Confirming Administrative
Expense Priority of Outstanding Orders, and (III) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 517].
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for which Possessory Lienholders continue to charge storage costs on a regular basis.

8. As of the date hereof, the Debtors, in consultation with their advisors, do not believe
that the aggregate value the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets would yield at auction will exceed
the estimated aggregate claims related to prepetition repairs and storage costs and postpetition
storage and towing costs to the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets of approximately $794,000.
Whittman Decl. Ex. A. The Debtors estimate the potential auction values of the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets by comparing such assets to similar Rolling Stock Asset recoveries in recent Agent
private sales and public auctions. Burke Declaration at q 5.

0. As illustrated by the summary chart attached as Exhibit A to the Declaration of

Brian Whittman (the “Whittman Declaration™), the prepetition claims and storage costs estimated

by the Debtors materially exceeds the recovery threshold value of Lienholder Rolling Stock
Assets, not including the costs to recover each Lienholder Rolling Stock Asset from its Possessory
Lienholder location. Whittman Decl. Ex. A.

10. Importantly, and as set forth in the Whittman Declaration, the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets have not been used by the Debtors during these chapter 11 cases, nor have they been
included in any marketing materials for any private sales or public auctions pursuant to the Agency

Agreement.”> Whittman Decl. at 9. The Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets provide no value to the

5 On October 27, 2023, the Court entered the Order (I) Approving Agency Agreement with Nations Capital, LLC,
Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (America) Inc., IronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (Canada) Ltd. and
IronPlanet Canada Ltd Effective as of October 16, 2023, (II) Authorizing the Sale of Rolling Stock Assets Free
and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests and Encumbrances; and (I1l) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 981]
which authorized the Debtors to enter into an agency agreement (the “Agency Agreement”) with Nations Capital,
LLC, Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (America) Inc., IronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (Canada) Ltd., and
IronPlanet Canada Ltd. (collectively, the “Agent). Pursuant to the Agency Agreement, the Debtors utilize the
Agent to sell Rolling Stock Assets through public auctions and private sales. Under the Agency Agreement,
however, the Agent is not obligated to locate or gain possession of any Rolling Stock Assets being held by third
parties. See Agency Agreement, Section VI.A (“Agent is not obligated to locate, gain possession of, or expend
any funds in connection with repossessing any such Rolling Stock Asset before the Removal Date or the
expiration of the Term, but once such Rolling Stock Asset is located and available for transportation by Agent,
Agent will include the transportation of such Rolling Stock Asset as part of Agent’s transportation services and

4
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administration of the Debtors’ estates, and it would be value-destructive for the Debtors to expend
any further estate resources to retrieve the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets. Whittman Decl. § 11.

11. To that end, the Debtors engaged in good faith, arms’-length negotiations with the
Possessory Lienholders on the terms of settlements of the Possessory Lienholders’ claims in
exchange for the transfer of title of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets to the applicable
Possessory Lienholder, resulting in a waiver or reduction of the claims held by the Possessory
Lienholders against the Debtors estates in the aggregate amount of approximately $679,000.
Whittman Decl. § 10, Ex. A. The Debtors reached settlement agreements (collectively, the

“Settlement Agreements’) with seven Possessory Lienholders, the material terms of which are set

forth in the following chart.

6
Summary of Principal Terms of the ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc. Settlement Agreement

In consideration of the transaction, Releasing Parties hereby release and
discharge any and all claims, actions and causes of action it has or may have
See Section 3 against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the
Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release
and Settlement Agreement (excepting however, the pre-petition amounts of
the Releasing Party's proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled
under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023) which shall not be
released by the Releasing Parties under this Agreement)

Release of Claims

ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc. shall release all claims against Yellow
per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described
See Section 4 in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc.
Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such
equipment to ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc. within thirty (30) days of
receiving payment from ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc., but in no
instance longer than 60 days.

Consideration

within the remaining Transportation Fees budget...”).

Capitalized terns used but not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the ACCU Trailer
& Truck Repair, Inc. Settlement Agreement.
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7
Summary of Principal Terms of the Transport Repair Service, Inc. Settlement Agreement

Release and Withdrawal
of Claims

See Release
Withdrawal of Claims

and

Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries,
respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns,
employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably
discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement
(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices). To the extent Releasing
Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under
Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims
subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its
proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five (5) business days of
remitting the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow. For
the avoidance of doubt, the claims released and withdrawn by TRS is on
account of the fifteen units subject to this Agreement.

Consideration

See Consideration

TRS shall release all claims against Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall
transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is
condition) to TRS. Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien
free) to such equipment to TRS within thirty (30) days of receiving payment
from TRS, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

Summary of Princip

8
al Terms of the McCool's Roadside Services LLC Settlement Agreement

Release and Withdrawal
of Claims

See Section 3

Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries,
respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns,
employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably
discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement
(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices).” To the extent Releasing
Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under
Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims
subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its
proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five (5) business days.

Consideration

See Section 4

McCool's Roadside Services LLC shall release all claims against Yellow per
Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in
Section 2 and in as-is condition) to ACCU Trailer. Yellow shall use its best
efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to McCool's

Capitalized terns used but

not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Transport Repair

Service, Inc. Settlement Agreement.

Capitalized terns used but not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the McCool's

Roadside Services LLC S

The Releasing Parties hav

ettlement Agreement.

e sold a material amount of its claim arising from these Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets

to a third party that is not party to this Settlement Agreement. Accordingly, this Settlement Agreement is only
for a partial waiver of claims held against these Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets, whereby only the Releasing
Parties’ claims are released and discharged in full.
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Roadside Services LLC within thirty (30) days of receiving payment from
McCool's Roadside Services LL.C, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

10
Summary of Principal Terms of the Davidson Protruck Inc. Settlement Agreement

Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries,
respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns,
employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably
discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement
(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices: T 17316). To the extent
Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled
under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to
claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party agrees to formally
withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register. within five (5)
business days of remitting the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below)
from Yellow.

Release and Withdrawal
of Claims

See Section 3

Yellow shall transfer ownership of the semi tractor units in Davidson
Protruck custody (see Exhibit A). Yellow shall transfer the title, lien free, to
See Section 4 such units to Davidson Protruck within thirty (30) days of Davidson Protruck
filing a Withdrawal Claim Form.

Consideration

Capitalized terns used but not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Davidson
Protruck Inc. Settlement Agreement.
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11
Summary of Principal Terms of the Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Settlement Agreement

Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries,
respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns,
employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably
discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement
(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing
Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under
Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims
subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its
proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five (5) business days of
remitting the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Release and Withdrawal
of Claims

See Section 3

Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc shall release all claims against
Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as
See Section 4 described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to Spartan On-Site Fleet
Maintenance, Inc. Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien
free) to such equipment to Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc within
thirty (30) days of agreement execution date, but in no instance longer than
60 days.

Consideration

12
Summary of Principal Terms of the Gary’s Garage & Transport LLC Settlement Agreement

Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries,
respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns,
employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably
discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement
(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing
Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under
case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims
subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its
proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five (5) business days of
remitting the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Release and Withdrawal
of Claims

See Section 3

Gary's Garage & Transport LLC shall release all claims against Yellow
per.Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described
See Section 4 in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to Gary's Garage & Transport LLC.
Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such

Consideration

Capitalized terns used but not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Spartan On-Site
Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Settlement Agreement.

Capitalized terns used but not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Gary’s Garage
& Transport LLC Settlement Agreement.
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equipment to Gary's Garage & Transport LLC within thirty (30) days of
agreement execution date, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

13
Summary of Principal Terms of the Temple Towing Inc. Settlement Agreement

Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries,
respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns,
employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably
discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement Agreement(including,
but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has
filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under Case No.
23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this
Agreement, Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim
from Yellow's claims register within five (5) business days from receiving
titles.

Release and Withdrawal
of Claims

See Section 3

Temple Towing shall release all claims against Yellow per Section 3. Yellow
shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in
See Section 4 as-is condition) to Temple Towing Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer
the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Temple Towing within thirty (30)
days of agreement execution date, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

Consideration

Basis for Relief

I. The Settlement Agreements are Fair, Reasonable, and in the Best Interests of the
Estate.

12. Bankruptcy Rule 9019(a) provides, in relevant part:

On motion by the [debtor in possession] and after notice and a
hearing, the court may approve a compromise or settlement.

Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9019(a).
13.  Settlements and compromises are tools often utilized to expedite case
administration and to reduce unnecessary administrative costs. As such, they are favored in

bankruptcy. See In re Nutraquest, Inc., 434 F.3d 639, 646 (3d Cir. 2006) (“[i]t is axiomatic that

Capitalized terns used but not defined in the chart shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Spartan On-Site
Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Settlement Agreement.
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settlement will almost always reduce the complexity and inconvenience of litigation™). Pursuant
to Bankruptcy Rule 9019(a), a bankruptcy court may, after appropriate notice and a hearing,
approve a compromise or settlement so long as the proposed compromise is fair, reasonable, and
in the best interest of the estate. See In re Marvel Entm’t Grp., Inc., 222 B.R. 243, 249 (D. Del
1998) (“[ TThe ultimate inquiry [is] whether ‘the compromise is fair, reasonable, and in the interest
of the estate.””); In re Nw. Corp., 2008 WL 2704341, at *6 (Bankr. D. Del. July 10, 2008)
(“[T]he bankruptcy court must determine whether the compromise is fair, reasonable, and in the
best interests of the estate.”); In re Key3Media Grp., Inc., 336 B.R. 87, 92 (Bankr. D. Del. 2005)
(“[T]he bankruptcy court has a duty to make an informed, independent judgment that the
compromise is fair and equitable.”). A proposed compromise need not be the best result that a
debtor could have achieved, but only must fall within the “reasonable range of litigation
possibilities.” In re Coram Healthcare Corp., 315 B.R. 321, 330 (Bankr. D. Del. 2004).

14. In determining whether a compromise is fair and equitable, the Third Circuit has
adopted a four-factor balancing test under which a bankruptcy court should decide whether to
approve a particular compromise or settlement: “(1) the probability of success in litigation; (2) the
likely difficulties in collection; (3) the complexity of the litigation involved, and the expense,
inconvenience and delay necessarily attending it; and (4) the paramount interest of the creditors.”
Nutraquest, 434 F.3d at 643; see also Key3Media Grp., 336 B.R. 87 at 93 (when determining
whether a compromise is in the best interests of the estate, courts must “assess and balance the
value of the claim that is being compromised against the value to the estate of the acceptance of
the compromise proposal” (internal citations omitted)).

15. In addition, section 363(b)(1) of the Bankruptcy Code authorizes a bankruptcy

court, after notice and a hearing, to authorize a debtor to “use, sell, or lease, other than in the

10
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ordinary course of business, property of the estate.” 11 U.S.C. § 363(b)(1). A debtor may use,
sell, or lease property of the estate where a sound business purpose justifies such actions. Dai-ichi
Kangyo Bank, Ltd. v. Montgomery Ward Holding Corp. (In re Montgomery Ward Holding Corp.),
242 B.R. 147, 153 (D. Del. 1999) (“In determining whether to authorize the use, sale or lease of
property of the estate under this section, courts require the debtor to show that a sound business
purpose justifies such actions.”) (citing to Committee of Equity Sec. Holders v. Lionel Corp. (In re
Lionel Corp.), 722 F.2d 1063, 1071 (2d Cir. 1983) (setting forth the “sound business purpose” test
in the context of a sale of assets under § 363(b)). Specifically, once a debtor articulates a valid
business justification for a particular form of relief, the court reviews the debtor’s request under
the business judgment rule. See In re Commercial Mortg. and Fin. Co., 414 B.R. 389, 394 (Bankr.
N.D. IlI. 2009) (noting that a debtor in possession ‘“has the discretionary authority to exercise his
business judgment in operating the debtor’s business similar to the discretionary authority to
exercise business judgment given to an officer or director of a corporation”).

16. The Debtors submit that the Settlement Agreements satisfy the requirements for
approval under Bankruptcy Rule 9019 and sections 105(a) and 363(b)(1) of the Bankruptcy Code.
The Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets (i) are significantly underwater, (ii) have provided zero
benefit to their estates since before the Petition Date, and (iii) would require the expenditure of
significant costs and time to retrieve and regain possession of such assets, which continue to accrue
daily storage fees on a postpetition basis. The Settlement Agreements are the product of an arms-
length negotiation process that resolves certain Possessory Lienholder claims in a consensual,

expedient, cost-effective manner that benefits the Debtors’ estates and creditor interests.

11
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17. Accordingly, the Debtors believe the settlements and compromises embodied in the
Settlement Agreements are fair and equitable and in the best interests of their estates and
respectfully request that the Court approve the settlement pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 9019.

II.  Assignment of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets Should Be Approved Free and
Clear of Liens, Claims, and Other Encumbrances.

18. Section 363(f) of the Bankruptcy Code permits a debtor to sell property free and
clear of another party’s interest in the property if: (a) applicable nonbankruptcy law permits such
a free and clear sale; (b) the holder of the interest consents; (c) the interest is a lien and the sale
price of the property exceeds the value of all liens on the property; (d) the interest is the subject of
a bona fide dispute; or (e) the holder of the interest could be compelled in a legal or equitable
proceeding to accept a monetary satisfaction of its interest. See 11 U.S.C. § 363().

19. Section 363(f) of the Bankruptcy Code is drafted in the disjunctive. Thus,
satisfaction of any of the requirements enumerated therein will suffice to warrant the Debtors’
assignment of the Lienholder Rolling Stock free and clear of all interests (i.e., all liens, claims,
rights, interests, charges, or encumbrances). See In re Kellstrom Indus., Inc., 282 B.R. 787, 793
(Bankr. D. Del. 2002) (“[I]f any of the five conditions are met, the debtor has the authority to
conduct the sale free and clear of all liens.”).

20. The Debtors’ prepetition funded debt secured lenders’ claims have been fully
satisfied and their security interests on the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets have accordingly been
released. The Debtors believe there are no other valid third-party property interests in the
Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets; however, to the extent there are any interests related to the
Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets, any such interest satisfies or will satisfy at least one of the five

conditions of section 363(f) of the Bankruptcy Code.

12
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21. The Debtors accordingly request authority to convey the Lienholder Rolling Stock
free and clear of all liens, claims, rights, interests, charges, and encumbrances.

Separate Contested Matters

22. To the extent that a response is filed regarding any Settlement Agreement identified
in this motion and the Debtors are unable to resolve the response, the objection by the Debtors to
each such Settlement Agreement asserted herein shall constitute a separate contested matter as
contemplated by Bankruptcy Rule 9014. Any order entered by the Court regarding an objection
asserted in this motion shall be deemed a separate order with respect to each such Settlement
Agreement.

Reservation of Rights

23. Nothing contained in this motion or any order granting the relief requested in this
motion, and no action taken by the Debtors pursuant to the relief requested or granted (including
any payment made in accordance with any such order), is intended as or shall be construed or
deemed to be: (a) an admission as to the amount of, basis for, priority, or validity of any claim
against the Debtors under the Bankruptcy Code or other applicable nonbankruptcy law; (b) a
waiver of the Debtors’ or any other party in interest’s rights to dispute any claim on any grounds;
(c) a promise or requirement to pay any particular claim; (d) an implication, admission or finding
that any particular claim is an administrative expense claim, other priority claim or otherwise of a
type specified or defined in this motion or any order granting the relief requested by this motion;
(e) arequest or authorization to assume, adopt, or reject any agreement, contract, or lease pursuant
to section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code; (f) an admission as to the validity, priority, enforceability
or perfection of any lien on, security interest in, or other encumbrance on property of the Debtors’

estates; or (g) a waiver or limitation of any claims, causes of action or other rights of the Debtors

13
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or any other party in interest against any person or entity under the Bankruptcy Code or any other
applicable law.

Waiver of Bankruptcy Rule 6004(a) and 6004(h)

24, To implement the foregoing successfully, the Debtors seek a waiver of the notice
requirements under Bankruptcy Rule 6004(a) and the fourteen-day stay of an order authorizing the
use, sale, or lease of property under Bankruptcy Rule 6004(h).

Notice

25. The Debtors will provide notice of this motion to: (a) the U.S. Trustee; (b) the
Committee and Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP as counsel to the Committee; (c) the office
of the attorney general for each of the states in which the Debtors operate; (d) United States
Attorney’s Office for the District of Delaware; (e) the Internal Revenue Service; (f) the United
States Securities and Exchange Commission; (g) the Possessory Lienholders; and (h) any party
that has requested notice pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 2002 (collectively, the “Notice Parties). In
light of the nature of the relief requested, no other or further notice need be given.

No Prior Request

26.  No prior request for the relief sought in this Motion has been made to this or any

other court.

14
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WHEREFORE, the Debtors request entry of the Order, substantially in the form attached
hereto as Exhibit A, (a) granting the relief requested herein and (b) granting such other relief as

the Court deems appropriate under the circumstances.

Dated: May 13, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436) Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228) David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503)

Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718) KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor 333 West Wolf Point Plaza

P.O. Box 8705 Chicago, Illinois 60654

Wilmington, Delaware 19801 Telephone: (312) 862-2000

Telephone: (302) 652-4100 Facsimile: (312) 862-2200

Facsimile: (302) 652-4400 Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com david.seligman@kirkland.com

tcairns@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com -and-

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

Objection Deadline: May 28, 2024, at 4:00 p.m. (ET)
Hearing Date: June 3, 2024, at 10:00 a.m. (ET)

NOTICE OF MOTION OF DEBTORS FOR ENTRY OF AN ORDER (I) APPROVING
THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS BY AND AMONG THE DEBTORS AND
CERTAIN POSSESSORY LIENHOLDERS AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, on May 13, 2024, the above-captioned debtors
and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors”) filed the Motion of Debtors for Entry of
an Order (1) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors and Certain

Possessory Lienholders and (Il) Granting Related Relief (the “Motion”) with the United States

Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware, 824 Market Street, 3rd Floor, Wilmington,

Delaware 19801 (the “Bankruptcy Court”). A copy of the Motion is attached hereto.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that any response or objection to the
Motion must be filed with the Bankruptcy Court on or before May 28, 2024, at 4:00 p.m.
prevailing Eastern Time.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that at the same time, you must also
serve a copy of the response or objection upon: (i) the Debtors, Yellow Corporation, 11500

Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, Kansas 66211, Attn.: General Counsel; (i1) counsel to

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

DE:4861-1082-2590.1 96859.001
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the Debtors, (A) Kirkland & Ellis LLP, 601 Lexington Avenue, New York, New York 10022,
Attn.: Allyson B. Smith (allyson.smith@kirkland.com) and (B) Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones
LLP, 919 North Market Street, 17th Floor, PO Box 8705, Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Attn.:
Laura Davis Jones (ljones@pszjlaw.com), Timothy P. Cairns (tcairns@pszjlaw.com), Peter J.
Keane (pkeane@pszjlaw.com), and Edward Corma (ecorma@pszjlaw.com); (iii) the Office of
United States Trustee for the District of Delaware, 844 King Street, Suite 2207, Lockbox 35,
Wilmington, Delaware 19801, Attn.: Jane Leamy (jane.m.leamy@usdoj.gov) and Richard
Shepacarter (richard.shepacarter@usdoj.gov); and (iv) counsel to the Committee, (A) Akin
Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP, One Bryant Park, Bank of America Tower, New York, NY
10036-6745 US, Attn.: Philip C. Dublin (pdublin@akingump.com), Meredith A. Lahaie
(mlahaie@akingump.com), and Kevin Zuzolo (kzuzolo@akingump.com) and (B) co-counsel to
the Committee, Benesch Friedlander Coplan & Aronoff LLP, 1313 North Market Street, Suite
1201, Wilmington, DE, 19801, Attn.: Jennifer R. Hoover (jhoover@beneschlaw.com) and Kevin
M. Capuzzi (kcapuzzi@beneschlaw.com).

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT IF YOU FAIL TO RESPOND IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THIS NOTICE, THE COURT MAY GRANT THE RELIEF
REQUESTED BY THE MOTION WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE OR HEARING.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE THAT A HEARING TO CONSIDER
THE RELIEF SOUGHT IN THE MOTION WILL BE HELD ON JUNE 3, 2024, AT
10:00 A.M. PREVAILING EASTERN TIME BEFORE THE HONORABLE CRAIG T.
GOLDBLATT, UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT JUDGE, AT THE UNITED
STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE, 824 MARKET

STREET, 3RD FLOOR, COURTROOM NO. 7, WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801.

DE:4861-1082-2590.1 96859.001 2
DOCS_DE:245597.1 96859/001
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Dated: May 13, 2024
Wilmington, Delaware

/s/ Laura Davis Jones

Laura Davis Jones (DE Bar No. 2436)
Timothy P. Cairns (DE Bar No. 4228)
Peter J. Keane (DE Bar No. 5503)
Edward Corma (DE Bar No. 6718)
PACHULSKI STANG ZIEHL & JONES LLP
919 North Market Street, 17th Floor
P.O. Box 8705
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
Telephone: (302) 652-4100
Facsimile: (302) 652-4400
Email: ljones@pszjlaw.com
tcairns@pszjlaw.com
pkeane@pszjlaw.com
ecorma@pszjlaw.com

DE:4861-1082-2590.1 96859.001 3

DOCS_DE:245597.1 96859/001

Patrick J. Nash Jr., P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

David Seligman, P.C. (admitted pro hac vice)

KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP

333 West Wolf Point Plaza

Chicago, Illinois 60654

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: patrick.nash@kirkland.com
david.seligman@kirkland.com

-and-

Allyson B. Smith (admitted pro hac vice)
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP

KIRKLAND & ELLIS INTERNATIONAL LLP
601 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Telephone: (212) 446-4800

Facsimile: (212) 446-4900

Email: allyson.smith@kirkland.com

Co-Counsel for the Debtors and Debtors in
Possession
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Exhibit A

Proposed Order
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N N

Re: Docket No.

ORDER (I) APPROVING THE SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENTS BY AND AMONG THE DEBTORS AND
CERTAIN POSSESSORY LIENHOLDERS AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

Upon the motion (the “Motion’’)? of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession
(collectively, the “Debtors™) for entry of an final order (this “Order”), (a) authorizing the Debtors
to enter into the Settlement Agreements attached hereto as Exhibit 1 though Exhibit 7, and
(b) granting related relief, all as more fully set forth in the Motion; and upon the Whittman
Declaration; and upon the Burke Declaration; and the district court having jurisdiction under
28 U.S.C. § 1334, which was referred to this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 157 pursuant to the Amended
Standing Order of Reference from the United States District Court for the District of Delaware,
dated February 29, 2012; and this Court having found that this is a core proceeding pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2); and this Court having found that this Court may enter a final order
consistent with Article III of the United States Constitution; and this Court having found that venue
of this proceeding and the Motion in this district is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409;

and this Court having found that the relief requested in the Motion is in the best interests of the

I A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of the Debtors’ principal
place of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

2 (Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the Motion.
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Debtors’ estates, their creditors, and other parties in interest; and this Court having found that the
Debtors’ notice of the Motion and opportunity for a hearing on the Motion were appropriate and
no other notice need be provided; and this Court having reviewed the Motion and having heard the
statements in support of the relief requested therein at a hearing before this Court (the “Hearing”);
and this Court having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion and at the
Hearing establish just cause for the relief granted herein; and upon all of the proceedings had

before this Court; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause appearing therefor, it is HEREBY

ORDERED THAT:
1. The Motion is granted as set forth herein.
2. The Settlement Agreements, including all terms and conditions therein, are

approved in all respects.

3. The Debtors and each respective Possessory Lienholder are authorized to perform
all obligations under the respective Settlement Agreements.

4. Pursuant to sections 105(a), 363(b), and 363(f) of the Bankruptcy Code, the Debtors
are authorized to transfer the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets to the respective Possessory
Lienholders in accordance with the Settlement Agreements, and such transfer shall constitute a
legal, valid, binding and effective transfer of the Lienholder Rolling Stock and shall vest the
Possessory Lienholders with title in and to the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets and the Possessory
Lienholders shall take title to and possession of their respective Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets
free and clear of all liens, claims, encumbrances, and other interests of any kind or nature
whatsoever.

5. The lack of any specific description or inclusion of any particular provision of the

Settlement Agreements in this Order shall not diminish or impair the effectiveness of such
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provision, it being the intent of this Court that the Settlement Agreements be approved in their
entirety.

6. In the event of any discrepancy between the Settlement Agreements and this Order,
the terms of this Order shall govern.

7. An objection to each of the Settlement Agreement addressed in the Motion
constitutes a separate contested matter as contemplated by Bankruptcy Rule 9014. This Order
shall be deemed a separate order with respect to each Settlement Agreement. Any stay of this
Order pending appeal by any interested party subject to this Order shall only apply to the contested
matter that involves such interested party and shall not act to stay the applicability or finality of
this Order with respect to the other contested matters covered hereby.

8. Notwithstanding any provision in the Bankruptcy Rules to the contrary,
(a) the Settlement Agreements are not subject to any stay in the implementation, enforcement, or
realization of the relief granted in this Order, unless otherwise provided herein or in such
Settlement Agreement, and (b) the Debtors and the Possessory Lienholders, in their discretion, and
without further delay, may take any action and perform any act authorized under this Order with
respect to the applicable Settlement Agreement.

0. Nothing contained in the Motion or this Order, and no action taken pursuant to the
relief requested or granted (including any payment made in accordance with this Order), is
intended as or shall be construed or deemed to be: (a) an admission as to the amount, validity or
priority of, or basis for any claim against the Debtors under the Bankruptcy Code or other
applicable nonbankruptcy law; (b) a waiver of the Debtors’ or any other party in interest’s right to
dispute any claim on any grounds; (c) a promise or requirement to pay any particular claim; (d) an

implication, admission or finding that any particular claim is an administrative expense claim,
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other priority claim or otherwise of a type specified or defined in the Motion or this Order; (e) a
request or authorization to assume, adopt, or reject any agreement, contract, or lease pursuant to
section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code; (f) an admission as to the validity, priority, enforceability or
perfection of any lien on, security interest in, or other encumbrance on property of the Debtors’
estates; or (g) a waiver or limitation of any claims, causes of action or other rights of the Debtors
or any other party in interest against any person or entity under the Bankruptcy Code or any other
applicable law.

10. Notice of the Motion as provided therein shall be deemed good and sufficient notice
of such Motion and the requirements of Bankruptcy Rule 6004(a) and the Local Rules are satisfied
by such notice.

11. Notwithstanding Bankruptcy Rule 6004(h), the terms and conditions of this Order
are immediately effective and enforceable upon its entry.

12. The Debtors are authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate the relief
granted in this Order in accordance with the Motion.

13. This Court retains jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from or related to

the implementation, interpretation, and enforcement of this Order.
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Exhibit 1

The ACCU Trailer & Truck Repair, Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 24, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between ACCU Trailer & Truck
Repair, Inc. having its principal place of business at Franksville, WI 53126 ("ACCU Trailer”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware corporation, having
its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow"), which may each individually be referred
to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1. Parties

1.1. Thereleasing parties to this Agreement include each of ACCU Trailer, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective successors, heirs,
assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

1.2. The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

2. Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair and/or storage fees
for Yellow’s equipment currently held by ACCU Trailer (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow equipment consists of
15 units, see exhibit A.

3. Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement (excepting however, the pre-petition amounts of the Releasing Party’s proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled
under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023) which shall not be released by the Releasing Parties under this Agreement)

4. Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. ACCU Trailer shall release all claims against Yellow per
Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to ACCU Trailer. Yellow
shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to ACCU Trailer within thirty (30) days of receiving payment
from ACCU Trailer, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

5. No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

6.  Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.
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Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies atlaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written,

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
ITWITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.,
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Printed Name:;DW“( Me\\jl'e‘/-
Title: Owlq e‘/
Date: 1’/' ‘:20/ g 2099/

/

ACCU Trailtir\‘&iuck Repair, Inc.
Signature:_\t/ Uanre. W %
ad

Yellow Corp. .

Signature: Mﬂﬁ@é
brinted Namer J 21€.4" €S £ /0/ ot
re Fleb e B i i
e =3 -2
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Exhibit A
Cnt | vendor UNIT TYPE | YEAR | MAKE | VIN Inv Inv Amt
! | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES507448 | RTL | 2008 | GRIDN | 1GRAA962XBB702556 | 49807 | $2,325
> | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES515310 | RTL | 2015 | STGHT | 1DW1A5329F8577810 | 4903 $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES532344 | RTL | 2022 | VANGU | 5vBvAs325NM211205 | 49302 | $2,325
% | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES533191 | RTL | 2014 | STGHT | 1DW1A5320EB487346 | 49304 | $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES535320 | RTL | 2005 | GRTDN | 1GRAAOG285/610620 | 49311 | $2,325
® | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES536466 | RTL | 2006 | GRTDN | 1GRAAOG286/612627 | 49305 | $2,325
7| ACCUTRAILER 8 TRUCKREPAIR | HMES536697 | RTL | 2006 | GRTDN | 1GRAAO62X6J610247 | 49310 | $2,325
8 | ACCUTRAILER&TRUGKREPAIR | HMES537075 | RTL | 2007 | GRTDN | 1GRAA06237D424002 | 49300 | $2.325
® | ACCUTRAILER&TRUCKREPAIR | HMES546634 | RTL | 2006 | GRTDN | 1GRAAO6256Ts21822 | 49309 | $2:325
10 ] ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES535124 | RTL | 2005 | GRTDN | 16RAAOG285/610424 | 49301 | $2,325
1 | ACCUTRAILER & TRUCKREPAIR | HMES453381 | RTL | 2008 | WABSH | 1vs32wigL111734 | 49306 | $2,325
'2 | ACCUTRAILER & TRUCK REPAIR | HMES453694 | CTL | 2003 | WABSH | 1vagowosLgdo7eo | 49308 | $2,325
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Exhibit 2

The Transport Repair Service, Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Fwd: TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE - 15 Units - SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

From: Molly Nevseta (molly.trs1212@gmail.com)
To:  transportrepairser@sbcglobal.net

Date: Wednesday, April 24, 2024 at 01:23 PM EDT

--------- Forwarded message --~emer—

From: Butaviciute, Sandra <Sandra Butaviciule@myyellow.com>

Date: Wed, Apr 24, 2024 at 11:34 AM

Subject: TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE - 15 Units - SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
To: molly.trs1212@gmail.com <molly.trs1212@gmail.com>

Hi Molty,

Here is a summary of the Settlement Agreement:

+ Ron and | agreed that Transport Repair Service will settle up to $18,000 of debt in exchange for free and clear titles for the 15 units listed below.
Per our discussion there were only $10,535.59 in outstanding invoices in your system pertaining to the units below. The intent of the settlement is

to settle all debt pertaining to the 15 units including but not limited to the invoices listed in the agreement.

Transport Repair Service will update their claim to remove liability pertaining to these 15 units if such claim has been filed.

Yellow will mail 11 titles to the address provided below (Forklifts and Yard Tractor do not have titles). The titles are ready to be mailed though we

added more time just in case of emergencies

Transport Repair Service will need to proceed with the regular bankruptcy court regarding outstanding liability that does not relate to the units
below.

| attached signed settlement agreement. If your legal department needs to update the agreement, feel free to update the word version that is attached,
but please outline the changes in the email so our legal department can easily locate them and provide feedback.

Cnt | Vendori Cust/ Tow / Other Name LSE/ OWN TYPE 2 EUNIT TYPE1 EYEAR EMAKE EFSERIAL

1 TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own FKL RDWY4692 FKL 2002 | KMTSU 559217A

2 TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own YIR RDWY525 YTR 2004 | OTTWA 3
3 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | owN CTR-SA RDWY65069 CTR 2007 | VOLVO 4V4AM19GF67N406797
4 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own FKL RDWY5383 EKL 2003 [ TOYOT 7TFGCU20-81747

5 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own FKL RDWY6992 KL 2007 | TOYOT 8FGCU25-14173

6 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA RDWY79037 CTR 2008 | VOLVO 4VAMCYGF87N449676
7 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA ROWY79137 CTR 2008 | VOLVO 4VAMCOEG48N263517
8 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA ROWY79527 CTR 2006 | INTL 2HSCNAPR46C 189978
9 TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA RDWY79525 CTR 2007 | VOLVO 4V4MCOGF37N449391
10 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own CTR-TA RDWY79530 CTR 2007 | VOLVO 4VAMCIGFX7N451820
11_| TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE OWN CTR-SA RDWY21665 CTR 2001 | INTL 1HSCAAHNS1J007774
12_| TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own RTL-TA RDWY560435 RTL 2008 | WABSH 1JJVE32WO08L 111708
13 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE OWN RTL-TA HMESS534348 RTL 2005 | GRTDN 1GRAAQ06235D409884
14 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE | own RTL-TA RDWY§58846 RTL 2007 | WABSH 1JJVE532W17L043224
15 | TRANSPORT REPAIR SERVICE OWN RTL-SA RDWY132717 RTL 2015 | STGHT 1DW1A2811FS620325

From: Brooke & Molly <accounting@transportrepairgr.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 9:47 AM

To: Butaviciute, Sandra <Sandra.Butaviciute @myyellow.com>
Subject: YRC invoices

CAUTION EXTERNAL EMAIL SENDER: NEVER enter passwords or click finks unless the SENDER IS KNOWN. Report
suspicious emails via Outiock REPORT PHISH

Sandra,

Here is what I have for you.

about:blank 12
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Release and Settlement Agreement

. This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 23, 2024 (the “Effective
Date™), between Transport Repair Service, Inc. having its principal place of business at 541 Burton St SW,
Grand Rapids, M1 49507 (“I'RS") and Yellow Corp, a Delaware corporation, having its principal place of
business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may cach
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Partics”.

. WIHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage
fees; and

. WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

. NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings,

relcascs and agreements contained hercin, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt,
adcquacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as follows:

Parties

The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of TRS, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective
successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its
behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with
their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, dircctors, shareholders, agents,
attorneys, employces, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being releascd is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entitics,
their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future
predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, dircctors, sharcholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their
respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair
and/or storage fees for Yellow’s equipment currently held by TRS (hercinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”).
Such Yellow equipment consists of 15 units, sec exhibit A.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any
and all claims, actions and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective
affiliates, agents, servants, employces, successors or assigns, cmployees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even
if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Releasc and Settlement Agreement(including, but not limited to,
the altached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled
under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing
Party agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow's claims register within five {5) business days of
remitting the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. TES shall relecase all claims against
Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment {as described in Scction 2 and in as-is
condition) to TRS. Yellow shall usc its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to TRS within
thirty (30) days of receiving payment from TRS, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

No Admission of Liability
Yellow and its subsidiarics, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employccs, successors or assigns deny all liability
and it is understood and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the

payments made are not to be construed as an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as
to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by Releasing Partics.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity
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Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or
interest in the proceeds of this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner
against Yellow for any cause arising from or related to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer,
cmployer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In any cvent, Releasing Parties agree to
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and licns against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or
derivative claims arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including
but not limited to, any customer, cmployer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further
understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective
affiliales, agents, servants, employecs, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of
action that may hereafter be made or brought on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the
current or former title holders of the commodities in question and relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns,
agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Partics
hereto or their assets, and as to business entitics, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together
with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, sharcholders,
agents, attorneys, cmployces, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full
bar to the enforcement of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent
they conflict with any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Partics represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not hercin expressed have been made or
offered and that this Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as

specifically sct out herein. It is understood and agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not
mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Kach person signing this Agrecment warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of
himself or herself and of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly
authorized and constitutes a legally binding and enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the
cxistence thereof (the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party secks to compel the Releasing Party’s
disclosure of any or all of the Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party
intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow
with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seck an injunction, protective order or any other available remedy to
prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the Releasing Party shall furnish only
such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the cntire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters sct forth herein and
supersedes all prior agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any
respect in the future exceptin a writing signed by the Parties.

Severability
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It is cxpressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement arc
severable and if, at any time in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared

unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid, the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and
enforceable as written.

. Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully
cxecuted all on one copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Partics hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS
RELEASE AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE
OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF
OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.

Transport Repair Service

Signature: _
Printed Namc:/RaD Ziun Meﬂ-umaab
Title: ﬁu@y_&é
Date: }7("5" L/'o?—%

Yellow Corp.

Signature: ; o i {Q'\’Q‘!EQ

Printed Naml;}\e‘"es“\ Q'l lﬁf
Title: ﬁ [CQP{' O/() N\Pl\l anc
Date: J\%/J« q '(QJ’/

Exhibit A:
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*and any and all other invoices related to the units listed above

Cnt | UNIT Inv# | InvDate | Inv Amnt | Type | Year VIN

I | RDWY4692 N FKL 2001 | 559217A )
2] rRDWYs25 A - YTR 2004 308666
3| RDWY65069 374799 | 120270023 | $ 95.00 | CTR 2007 | 4VAMI9GEGTNADS797
| 3 | RDWY63069 370064 7292023 | § 219933 | CTR 2007 | AVAMIOGEGTNA06797
3 | RDWY65069 369733 7212023 | $ 13600 | CTR 2007 { AVAMIIGE6TNAO6T9T
4| RDWY5383 FKL 2003 | 7FGCU20-81747
5| RDWY6992 369866 7272023 | $ 13600 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU23-14173 ]
5 | RDWY6992 369634 7192023 | $ 101648 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU2S-14173

5 | RDWYG6992 369432 7112023 | $ 5100 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU25-14173

5 | RDWY6992 369290 7712023 | $ 68.00_ | FKL 2007 | 8FGCL25-14173
3| RDWY6992 369192 7/3/2023 | $ 318.00 | FKL 2007 | BFGCU25-14)73

5 | RDWY6992 369055 61272023 | § 68.00 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU25-14173

5 | RDWY6992 368954 6/232023 | $ 29047 | FKL 2007 | 8FGCU25-14173

6_| RDWY79037 369836 72402023 | $ 96027 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFBTNA49676

6 | RDWY79037 369737 7212023 | § 3897 | CIR 2008 | 4VAMCIGF87N449676

6 | RDWY79037 369619 7/19/2023 | $ 10200 | CTR 2008 | 4V4AMCOGF87N449676
6 | RDWY79037 369392 7/10/2023 | $ 32181 | CTR 2008 | 4V4MCOGF8TN449676 |

6 | RDWY79037 369300 77/2023 1§ 13600 | CIR 2008 | AVAMCOGI8TN449676
6 | RDWY79037 369326 7772023 | § 5685 | CTR 2008 | AVAMCOGFS7N449676

6 | ROWY79037 369241 752023 | § 10607 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFS8TNA49676

6 | RDWY79037 369061 72712023 | § 9098 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFSTN449676

6 | RDWY79037 363898 7222023 | § 28787 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIGFSTN49676

7 | RDWY79137 | 369610 7192023 | § 65242 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCIEG48N263517

7 | RDWY79137 369455 722023 | § 66628 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCOEGASN263517

7 | RDWY79137 369409 7102023 | 5 129037 | CTR 2008 | 4V4MCOEGASN263517

7 | RDWY79137 369610 7192023 | § 65242 | CTR 2008 | 4VAMCOEG48N263517

8 | RDOWY79527 374847 2102024 | § 95.00 | CTR 2006 | 2HSCNAPR46C189978

9 | RDWY79525 363700 1142023 | s 85.00 | CIR 2007 | 4VAMCOGF37N449391

9 | RDWY79525 374848 2102024 | § 95.00 | CTR 2007 | 4V4MCOGF37N449391

10 | RDWY79530 374845 2102024 | $ 23500 | CTR 2007 | 4V4MCOGIX7N451820

11 | RDWY21665 374846 2102024 | § 9500 | €TR 2001 | THSCAAHNOLJ007774

12 | RDWY560435 374851 2/10/2024 | $ 9500 | RTL 2008 | 1IIV532W08L111708

13 | HMESS34348 RTI, 2005 | 1GRAA06235D4098%4

14 | RDWYS58846 | 374850 2102024 | $ 9500 | RTL 2007 | LIV532W17L.043224 _

is | ROWY132717 RTL 2015 | IDWIA2811FS620325

$ 10,535.59
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Exhibit 3

The McCool's Roadside Services LLC Settlement Agreement
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_Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 24, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between McCool's Roadside
Services LLC having its principal place of business at 303 S Walnut St, Westville, IL 61883 (“McCool’s”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware
corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may each
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1. Parties

1.1. The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of McCool's Roadside Services LLC, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective
successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all
related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and
future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective
heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

1.2. The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

2.  Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair and/or storage fees
for Yellow’s equipment currently held by McCool's Roadside Services LLC (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow
equipment consists of 11 units, see exhibit A.

3. Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
orassigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow’s chapter
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party
agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days.

4. Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. McCool's Roadside Services LLC shall release all claims
against Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to ACCU
Trailer. Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to McCool's Roadside Services LLC within
thirty (30) days of receiving payment from McCool's Roadside Services LLC, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

5. No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

6. Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

Allremedies atlaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law
This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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Yellow Corp.

Signature: \M&\Q w—

Printed Name: [M'ﬁ&ﬁ (}y\r\:ﬁ{’
Title: Fleedt C/GW(P\('O\V\LQ,

e HlasBA
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Exhibit A:
Cnt | Vendor LSE/ UNIT TYPE YEAR MAKE VIN
OWN

1 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES17017 | RTR 2017 | FRGHT | 1FUGGEDVXHLHS3776
2 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES25297 | CTR 2005 | INTL 2HSCNAPR05C046377
3 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES25570 | CTR 2005 | INTL 2HSCNAPRX5C178921
4 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES26217 | CTR 2006 | INTL 2HSCNAPR86C 190096
5 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES535084 | RTL 2005 | GRTDN | 1GRAA06235D414714
6 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES15261 | RTR 2015 | FRGHT | 3AKGGEDV2FSGK3558
7 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES15153 | RTR 2015 | FRGHT | SAKGGEDVAFSGK3450
8 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES26144 | CTR 2006 | INTL 2HSCNAPR36C190023
9 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES393047 | CTL 2003 | GRTDN | 1GRAA80233K247867

10 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES515279 | RTL 2015 | STGHT | 1DW1A5328FB577779

11 | McCool's Roadside Services LLC OWN HMES28241 | CTR 2009 | VOLVO | 4V4MC9EG69N263620
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Exhibit 4

The Davidson Protruck Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 1, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Davidson Protruck Inc.

having its principal place of business at 409 Beards Lane, Woodstock, Ontario N4S 7W3, Canada (“Davidson Protruck”) and Yellow Corp, a
Delaware corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which
may each individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid towing, repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as

follows:
1. Parties
i

1.2,

The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Davidson Protruck for itself, its parent corporation, their respective successors,
heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being released is Yellow Corp., its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary,
affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers,
directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid towing, repair and/or
storage fees for Yellow’s equipment currently held by Davidson Protruck (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow
equipment consists of eight (8) semi tractor units with vin #: see exhibit A.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices: T 17316). To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in
Yellow's chapter 11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement,
Releasing Party agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days of remitting
the Agreed Payment Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the semi tractor units

in Davidson Protruck custody (see Exhibit A). Yellow shall transfer the title, lien free, to such units to Davidson Protruck within thirty
(30) days of Davidson Protruck filing a Withdrawal Claim Form.

No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as

an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,

~ servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims

arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,




10.

11.

12.

13,

14.

15.

16.

17

i Case 23-11069-CTG Doc 3358-2 Filed 05/13/24 Page 24 of 40

employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this

Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. Itis understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and

of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.
Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior

agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

It is expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, atany time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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[Signatures to follow on next page]

Davidson

Prqguck Inc :
Signature: W —

Printed Namezm‘i\ Q ) BOQ\\CQ\Q()/\ :
Title: Qe%\\&)\y\;(

Date: OL‘[! \” 1/7,0 2_L1L

Yellow Corp.

Signature: %’
U/

Printed Name: Semes S wford

Title:  S&. FrravCia~ Adp

Date: 4/12/2‘1'
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YEAR |MAKE | VIN _

: REIM67203 2016 | VOLVO 4V4AM19EGXGN962767
< REIM66100 2016 | MACK IMIAW32X3GM008725
> REIM67247 2016 | VOLVO 4VAM19EGXGN962834
g REIM66105 2016 | VOLVO 4VAMI9EG1GN944822
5 REIM66101 2016 | MACK IMI1AW32XXGM008723
8 REIM66107 2016 | VOLVO AVAMI19EGIGN944812
’ REIM67246 2016 | VOLVO 4V4MI9EG3GN962786
8 REIM65115 2007 | VOLVO 4VAM19GF4TN451589
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Exhibit S

The Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Settlement Agreement
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ettlement Agreement

Release and S

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made April 23, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Spartan On-Site Fleet

Maintenance, Inc. having its principal place of business at 1619 N Plaza Dr, Visalia, CA 93291 (“Spartan On-Site”) and Yellow Corp, a Delaware
corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may each
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1.

1.1

1.2.

Parties

The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc, for itself, its parent corporation, their
respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf,
and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present
and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their
respective heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party”).

The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid repair and/or storage fees
for Yellow’s equipment currently held by Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such
Yellow equipment consists of two (2) semi-tractors with the following VINs: 4V4M19EG5HN962905, 3HSDGAPN7GN214609.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow’s chapter
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party
agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days of remitting the Agreed Payment
Amount (as defined below) from Yellow.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc shall release all
claims against Yellow per Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition)
to Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc. Yellow shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Spartan
On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc within thirty (30) days of agreement execution date, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

Allremedies at law or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure: provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
ITWITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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Spartan On-Site Fleet Maintenance, Inc

Signature:

Printed Name:

Title:

Date:

Yellow Corp.

Signature: jw C; kU/@("
Printed Namﬁ,\f‘e—sﬁ CD: \« (.‘D\t—
Title: F "C E_;" CDYY\P\ canNc L

Date: Y \’lq \l\{
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Exhibit A:
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Exhibit 6

The Gary’s Garage & Transport LL.C Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release:and Settlement Agreement {“Agreement”) is made April 23,2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Gary's Garage & Transport

LLC having its principal place of business at 8A Apollo: Drive, Albany, NY 12205 {("Gary’s Garage”) and Yellow Corp; a Delaware corperation,
having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlgsk Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may-each individually be

referred to-as "Party” or together the "Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party: {definied below] allege Yellow owes unpaid repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as
follows:

1.
1.1

1.2.

Parties

The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Gary’s Garage & Transport LLC, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective
successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all
related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and
future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective
heirs and legal representatives (the “Releasing Party"),

The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries; and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past; present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives,

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaidrepair and/or storage fees
for Yellow's equipment currently held by Gary’s Garage & Transport LLC (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow
equipment consists of four (4) semi-trailers with the following VINs: 1GRAA96277 D424122, 3H3V532C5GT673009,
1J]V281W66L965350, 1GRAP06239T553686.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release anddischarge any and all claims, actions
and causes af action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
orassigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrénce even if not reasonably discoverable atthe time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including; but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow
11 cases {styled under Case No. 23-11069 (€TG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Gary's Garage & Transport LLC shall release all claims
against Yellow perSection 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment {as described in Section 2 andin as-is condition) to Gary's
Garage & Transport LLC. Yellow shall ise'its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Gary’s Garage & Transport

LLC within thirty (30) days of agreementexecution date, butin no instance longer than 60 days.
Ne Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreementis a compromise of doubtful' and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as
an admission of liability-on the part of the Yellow or asany admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained hy
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no ather person orentity who has any lien-against orinterestin the proceeds of
this Agreement.or who may claimthrough:Releasing Parties in a derivative manneragainst Yellow for any cause arising from-or related
to the Dccurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants;employees, successors or assignsfrom any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
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employer, insurer; attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens'are included herein,

arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any custonier,

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors-or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or-arising out of the Oceurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be hinding on and inure to the benefit-of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as tobusiness
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remediesatiaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any clalms:arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be anaid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not meré recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he orshe has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and
of the person or entity he:or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.

Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the-existence thereof
(the "Confidential Information”); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party's disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any orall of the Confidential
Information, thé Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,

protective order or any other-available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, furthier, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish.only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior
agreements orunderstandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

It is expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for ariy reason, any termor provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, 6r otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and-shall be valid and binding oneach Party as if fully executed:all on one
copy: Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.
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BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTAN DS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.

Gary’s Garage & Tr LLC
Signature:

J
Printed Name: M )CK H'&/ZW)TZ
Tite: ¥ € e T
Date: y } 71) 9*4/

Yellow Corp.
Printed Name: __| nex @S CB\‘ \ \ﬁ
Tige: Fleed Qﬁtm{)\\- ance,
4|30l
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Exhibit A:

invoice # invoice Amount
HMES507031 176138 12150 | RTL ' 2007 GRTDN 1GRAA96277D424122
2 NPME516309 176138 ) 12150 | RTL 2016 | HYUND 3H3VE32C5GT873009
RDWY261143 1 761 38 12150 | RTL 2006 | WABSH | 11JV281W66L965350
4 RDWY390189 176138 12150 | RTL 2009 | GRTDN | 1GRAPOG239T553686
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Exhibit 7

The Temple Towing Inc. Settlement Agreement
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Release and Settlement Agreement

This Release and Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is made May 7, 2024 (the “Effective Date”), between Temple Towing Inc having

its principal place of business at 3815 SHALLOW FORD WEST ROAS, TEMPLE, TX 76502 (“Temple Towing") and Yellow Corp, a Delaware
corporation, having its principal place of business at 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400, Overland Park, KS 66211 (“Yellow”), which may each
individually be referred to as “Party” or together the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Releasing Party (defined below) allege Yellow owes unpaid towing, repair and/or storage fees; and
WHEREAS, Releasing Party and Yellow desire to settle the disputed claims.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises, covenants, undertakings, releases and agreements contained herein, and

other good and valuable consideration, the receipt, adequacy and sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, the Parties agree as

follows:
1. Parties
1.1. The releasing parties to this Agreement include each of Temple Towing, for itself, its parent corporation, their respective successors,

1.2

heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,
successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives (the “Releasing Party").

The party being released is Yellow, its subsidiaries, and their respective successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys, representatives,
insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed on its behalf, and all related business entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and
related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors, successors, assigns, officers, directors,
shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal representatives.

Subject Matter of this Agreement

This Agreement is based upon claims made by Releasing Parties for damages allegedly arising out of unpaid towing, repair and/or
storage fees for Yellow's equipment currently held by Temple Towing (hereinafter referred to as the “Occurrence”). Such Yellow

equipment consists of two (2) semi-trailers and one (1) dolly with the following VINs: 5V8VC2816PM309512, 1]JD061X7NL305377,
1DW1A2811HB719620.

Release and Withdrawal of Claims

In consideration of the transaction set forth in Section 4 below, Releasing Parties hereby release and discharge any and all claims, actions
and causes of action it has or may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors
or assigns, employees, arising from or out of the Occurrence even if not reasonably discoverable at the time of this Release and Settlement
Agreement(including, but not limited to, the attached invoices. To the extent Releasing Party has filed a proof of claim in Yellow’s chapter
11 cases (styled under Case No. 23-11069 (CTG) (Bankr. D. Del. 2023)) with respect to claims subject to this Agreement, Releasing Party
agrees to formally withdraw its proof of claim from Yellow’s claims register within five (5) business days from receiving titles.

Consideration

This Agreement is made for and in consideration of the following transaction. Temple Towing shall release all claims against Yellow per
Section 3. Yellow shall transfer ownership of the equipment (as described in Section 2 and in as-is condition) to Temple Towing Yellow
shall use its best efforts to transfer the titles (lien free) to such equipment to Temple Towing within thirty (30) days of agreement
execution date, but in no instance longer than 60 days.

No Admission of Liability

Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees, successors or assigns deny all liability and it is understood
and agreed that this Agreement is a compromise of doubtful and disputed claims and that the payments made are not to be construed as

an admission of liability on the part of the Yellow or as any admission as to the nature and extent of any damages allegedly sustained by
Releasing Parties.

Liens and Subrogation Interest; Indemnity

Releasing Parties represents and warrants that there is no other person or entity who has any lien against or interest in the proceeds of
this Agreement or who may claim through Releasing Parties in a derivative manner against Yellow for any cause arising from or related
to the Occurrence, including without limitations, any customer, employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. In
any event, Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents,
servants, employees, successors or assigns from any and liens against and interests in the proceeds of this settlement or derivative claims
arising from or related to the Occurrence which any other person or entity might have, including but not limited to, any customer,
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employer, insurer, attorney, lien holder, or other subrogated party. It is further understood and agreed that all claims, if any, for
attorneys’ liens are included herein.

Other Related Claims and/or Suits Indemnity

Releasing Parties agree to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Yellow and its parent corporation, respective affiliates, agents, servants,
employees, successors or assigns from any and all claims, demands, actions or causes of action that may hereafter be made or brought
on behalf of Releasing Parties, through Releasing Parties, or the current or former title holders of the commodities in question and
relating to or arising out of the Occurrence.

Binding Effect

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the Parties hereto, their successors, heirs, assigns, agents, attorneys,
representatives, insurers, any trustees or conservators appointed for or on behalf of the Parties hereto or their assets, and as to business
entities, their parent, subsidiary, affiliated and related companies, together with their respective past, present and future predecessors,

successors, assigns, officers, directors, shareholders, agents, attorneys, employees, insurers, and their respective heirs and legal
representatives.

Enforcement

All remedies atlaw or in equity shall be available for the enforcement of this Agreement. This may be pled as a full bar to the enforcement
of any claims arising from the Occurrence.

Captions

The captions used in this Agreement are for clarification and are meant to be an aid in interpreting it. To the extent they conflict with
any substantive provisions of this Agreement, they are to be disregarded.

Advice of Counsel

Releasing Parties represent that no promises, inducements, or agreements not herein expressed have been made or offered and that this
Agreement is not executed in reliance upon any statement or representation except as specifically set out herein. It is understood and
agreed that the terms of this Agreement are contractual and not mere recitals.

Warranty of Capacity to Execute Agreement

Each person signing this Agreement warrants and represents that he or she has the authority to sign on behalf of himself or herself and

of the person or entity he or she represents, and that this Agreement has been validly authorized and constitutes a legally binding and
enforceable obligation.

Governing Law

This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas.
Confidentiality

Releasing Party agrees to hold in confidence and not disclose to any party the terms of this Agreement, including the existence thereof
(the “Confidential Information®); provided that if any party seeks to compel the Releasing Party’s disclosure of any or all of the
Confidential Information, through judicial action or otherwise, or the Releasing Party intends to disclose any or all of the Confidential
Information, the Releasing Party shall immediately provide Yellow with prompt written notice so that Yellow may seek an injunction,
protective order or any other available remedy to prevent such disclosure; provided, further, that, if such remedy is not obtained, the
Releasing Party shall furnish only such information as the Releasing Party is legally required to provide.

Entire Agreement

This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the Parties with regard to the matters set forth herein and supersedes all prior

agreements or understandings between the Parties. This Agreement cannot be modified in any respect in the future except in a writing
signed by the Parties.

Severability

Itis expressly understood to be the intent of the Parties that the terms and provisions of this Agreement are severable and if, at any time
in the future, or for any reason, any term or provision in this Agreement is declared unenforceable, void, voidable, or otherwise invalid,
the remaining terms and provisions shall remain valid and enforceable as written.

Counterparts

This Agreement may be signed in counterparts by the Parties and shall be valid and binding on each Party as if fully executed all on one
copy. Facsimile signatures shall be acceptable to bind the Parties hereto.

BEFORE SIGNING BELOW, THE UNDERSIGNED DECLARES THAT HE OR SHE IS COMPETENT TO EXECUTE THIS RELEASE AND

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, THAT HE OR SHE HAS READ AND FULLY UNDERSTANDS IT, AND THAT HE OR SHE VOLUNTARILY EXECUTES
IT WITH FULL KNOWLEDGE OF ITS CONTENTS AND MEANING FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING THE ABOVE-STATED PAYMENT.
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

DECLARATION OF BRIAN WHITTMAN
IN SUPPORT OF ENTRY OF ORDER (I) APPROVING THE
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS BY AND AMONG THE DEBTORS AND
CERTAIN POSSESSORY LIENHOLDERS AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

I, Brian Whittman, hereby declare under penalty of perjury as follows:

1. I am a Managing Director at Alvarez & Marsal North America, LLC (“A&M”), a
limited liability corporation, which has served as financial and restructuring advisor to the
above-captioned debtors and debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors”) prior to and
throughout these chapter 11 cases. I have more than twenty-five years of experience serving as a
financial advisor in distressed situations and providing restructuring and performance
improvement services to corporations, various creditor classes, equity owners, and directors of
financially distressed companies. For the past twenty-five years, I have advised companies
requiring performance improvement or financial restructuring across a wide range of industries,
including automotive, communications, distribution, manufacturing, media, mining, and retail.
I have also led complex engagements for companies, secured lenders, and creditors, serving in
both interim management and advisory roles. I am a Certified Insolvency and Restructuring

Advisor and a Certified Public Accountant.

' A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.
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2. I have served as a Managing Director in A&M’s Restructuring & Turnaround group
since 2008 and as the group’s co-head of the Midwest region since 2019. During my tenure at
A&M, among other engagements, I served as interim chief financial officer of Horizon Global in
2018-19, chief restructuring officer of UCI International in 2016, and interim chief financial
officer of PSAV, Inc. in 2014. In addition, my recent company-side restructuring engagements
include, among others, Virgin Orbit Holdings, Fast Radius, Boy Scouts of America, and Paddock
Enterprises. Prior to joining A&M in 2002, I spent seven years working as a director in the
restructuring practice at a “Big Five” accounting firm.

3. A&M’s practice consists of senior financial, management consulting, accounting,
and other professionals who specialize in providing financial, business, and strategic assistance,
typically in distressed business and restructuring settings and situations. A&M serves distressed
companies, debtors, secured and unsecured creditors, equity holders, and other parties in both in-
court and out-of-court restructuring engagements. A&M has been managing the Debtors’
liquidity, forecasting, and budgeting, as well as generally assisting in financial planning and
analysis, which includes developing cash flow forecasts.

4. I submit this declaration (this “Declaration”) in support of the Motion of the
Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors
and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (II) Granting Related Relief filed substantially

contemporaneously herewith (the “Settlement Motion™) for the reasons set forth below.?

5. Except as otherwise indicated herein, all facts set forth in this Declaration are based

upon my personal knowledge of the Debtors’ employees, operations, and finances, information

2 Capitalized terms used but not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Settlement Motion

as applicable.
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learned from my review of relevant documents, information supplied to me by other members of
the Debtors’ management and their advisors (including A&M employees working under my
supervision), or my opinion based upon my experience, knowledge, and information concerning
the Debtors’ operations, financial affairs, and restructuring and liquidity-management initiatives.
I am over the age of eighteen and am authorized to submit this Declaration on behalf of the
Debtors. If called upon to testify, I could and would testify competently to the facts set forth in
this Declaration.

Approval of the Settlement Agreements is in the Best Interests of the Debtors’ Estates

6. In the ordinary course of the Debtors’ business, the Debtors routinely relied on the
services of Possessory Lienholders for the operation and maintenance of its Rolling Stock Assets.
Upon the filing of these chapter 11 cases, certain Rolling Stock Assets were in the possession of
certain Possessory Lienholders who held a variety Possessory Liens on the Debtors’ Rolling Stock
Assets for prepetition amounts due and owing for services provided on such Rolling Stock Assets.
As illustrated by Exhibit A attached hereto, fifty-five Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets have been
held captive by seven Possessory Lienholders.

7. My team at A&M conducted a comprehensive analysis of the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets. First, we identified the likely value of these assets based on an analysis of the results
of the Rolling Stock Asset sales to date. We held discussions with the Agent regarding recent
Rolling Stock Asset recoveries to estimate the approximate values the Lienholder Rolling Stock
Assets would yield at auction. As confirmed in the declaration of Jim Burke filed alongside this
one, the approximate values received in recent auctions for similar assets to the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets provides a good proxy for what the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets would fetch in
a near-term auction. These estimates, moreover, did not include any requisite commissions owing

to the Agent or the potential additional costs to complete repairs to get the Lienholder Rolling
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Stock Assets in sellable condition, given that certain Possessory Lienholders have not yet
confirmed that the repairs and maintenance required to bring such Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets
into working order have been completed.

8. Second, we estimated the value of the claims that each of the Possessory
Lienholders hold against the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets that the Debtors would need to
satisfy to release such assets for sale. We estimated the claims based on all known prepetition and
postpetition amounts owed to the Possessory Lienholders, including estimated unliquidated,
unbilled amounts. Furthermore, the Debtors would incur additional, unestimated costs needed to
both bring the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets to working order and to transport back to either
the Debtors’ premises or the Agents’ facilities for sale.

0. Given that these costs significantly exceed the value of the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets, the Debtors engaged in good faith, arms’ length negotiations with the Possessory
Lienholders to resolve the Possessory Liens by transferring title of the Lienholder Rolling Stock
Assets to the applicable Possessory Lienholders. As a result of this negotiation process, the
Debtors entered into the Settlement Agreements. The Settlement Agreements result in a waiver
or reduction of the known claims held by the Possessory Lienholders against the Debtors’ estates
in the aggregate amount of approximately $679,320 in exchange for surrendering title to the
equipment. I believe entry into the Settlement Agreements maximizes the value of the Debtors’
estates for the benefit of all stakeholders.

10. In addition, it is my understanding that the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets have
been held captive at the Possessory Lienholder locations prior to the Petition Date, so such assets
have not been used in the Debtors’ operations during these chapter 11 cases. Furthermore, I

understand that, pursuant to the Agency Agreement, the Agent does not have an obligation to
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locate and release any Rolling Stock Assets held captive at third party locations. I also understand
that the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets have not been used in marketing materials by the Agent
nor the Debtors. Therefore, I believe that the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets have provided no
benefit to the administration of the Debtors’ estates during the pendency of these chapter 11 cases.

11. For the reasons set forth above, I respectfully submit that the Court should grant
the relief proposed in the Settlement Motion so that the Debtors may enter into the Settlement
Agreements with each respective Possessory Lienholder. I believe that the Settlement Agreements
are fair and reasonable and are a sound exercise of the Debtors’ business judgment. I believe it is
in the best interests of the Debtors to transfer title of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets to each
applicable Possessory Lienholder because the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets provide no value
to the administration of the Debtors’ estates, and it would be value-destructive for the Debtors to
expend any further estate resources to retrieve the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing
statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

Dated: May 13, 2024 /s/ Brian Whittman

Brian Whittman

Managing Director
Alvarez & Marsal, LLC
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Exhibit A

Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets Schedule
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Number of Estimated Est. Claim
Vendors Units Claim1 Reduction Description of Settlement

Transport Repair Service 15 108,942 108,942 Release of titles in exchange for waiver of claim related to these units
Accu Trailer & Truck Repair 12 153,960 68,604 Release of titles in exchange for waiver of post-filing claims
McCool's Roadside Services LLC 1 316,600 287,100 Release of titles in exchange for partial waiver of claims
Davidson Protruck 8 102,814 102,814 Release of titles in exchange for waiver of all claims
Gary's Garage 4 48,600 48,600 Release of titles in exchange for waiver of all claims
Temple Towing 3 37,761 37,761 Release of titles in exchange for waiver of all claims
Spartan 'On-Site' Fleet Maintenance 2 25,499 25,499 Release of titles in exchange for waiver of all claims
Total 55 794,176 679,320

Notes:

1. Estimated Claim includes known prepetition repairs, prepetition storage, post petition storage, and post petition tow costs; amounts may not match
claims filed by the vendors to date due to additional storage costs or costs for unrelated services provided.
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
In re: Chapter 11

YELLOW CORPORATION, et al.,! Case No. 23-11069 (CTG)

Debtors. (Jointly Administered)

N N N N N N N

DECLARATION OF JIM BURKE
IN SUPPORT OF ENTRY OF ORDER (I) APPROVING THE
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS BY AND AMONG THE DEBTORS AND
CERTAIN POSSESSORY LIENHOLDERS AND (II) GRANTING RELATED RELIEF

The undersigned declares under penalty of perjury:
1. I, Jim Burke, am the Executive Vice President of Nations Capital, LLC (“NCI”).
I have over fifteen years of experience selling commercial, industrial and rolling stock assets and
have organized and overseen liquidations and appraisals of such assets totaling billions of dollars.
2. I submit this declaration (this “Declaration”) in support of the Motion of the
Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors

and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (II) Granting Related Relief (the “Settlement Motion™)

for the reasons set forth below.?
3. Except as otherwise indicated in this Declaration, all facts set forth in this
Declaration are based upon my personal knowledge of the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Asset auctions

and other sales, information learned from my review of relevant documents, or information

A complete list of each of the Debtors in these chapter 11 cases may be obtained on the website of the Debtors’
claims and noticing agent at https://dm.epiql1.com/YellowCorporation. The location of Debtors’ principal place
of business and the Debtors’ service address in these chapter 11 cases is: 11500 Outlook Street, Suite 400,
Overland Park, Kansas 66211.

Capitalized terms used but not defined shall have the meanings given to them in the Settlement Motion as
applicable.
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supplied to me by other members of the Debtors’ management and their advisors (including NCI
employees working under my supervision). I am over the age of eighteen and am authorized to
submit this Declaration on behalf of the Debtors. If called upon to testify, I could and would testify
competently to the facts set forth in this Declaration.

Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets Subject to the Settlement Agreements

4. The Debtors are engaged in an active and ongoing marketing process among
numerous potential transaction counterparties for the sale of the Debtors’ extensive portfolio of
assets, including a marketing and sale process conducted by NCI, North America Sales of Richie
Bros. Auctioneers (America) Inc., IronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (Canada) Ltd., and
IronPlanet Canada Ltd. (collectively, the “Agent”), on the Debtors’ behalf, for the Rolling Stock
Assets. The Agent is serving as the Debtors’ exclusive marketer, broker, and auctioneer for the
Rolling Stock Assets. The Rolling Stock Assets comprise over sixty thousand truck tractors,
trailers and related rolling stock assets and represent significant estate value.

5. I have assessed recent Rolling Stock Asset recoveries so that the Debtors’ advisors
may formulate sound strategies for the disposal of certain Rolling Stock Assets, such as the
Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets. I have determined the recent recovery values of Rolling Stock
Assets similar to the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets by facilitating appraisals, private sales, and
public auctions of an extensive portfolio of Rolling Stock Assets. Recent Rolling Stock Asset
recoveries provide an accurate estimate, as of today, of the potential values that the Lienholder
Rolling Stock Assets would yield at a near-term auction. Based on those recoveries, the proposals
for which approval is sought in the Settlement Motion are sound and reasonable as of today.

6. For the reasons set forth above, I respectfully submit that the Court should grant
the relief proposed in the Settlement Motion so that the Debtors may enter into the Settlement

Agreements with each respective Possessory Lienholder.
2
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Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, each of the undersigned declares under penalty of perjury

that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date: May 13, 2024
NATIONS CAPITAL, LLC

/s/ Jim Burke
By: Jim Burke
Title: Authorized Signatory
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Court File No. CV-23-00704038-00CL

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
(COMMERCIAL LIST)

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT
ACT, R.S.C. 1985, c. C 36, AS AMENDED

AND IN THE MATTER OF YRC FREIGHT CANADA COMPANY, YRC
LOGISTICS INC., USF HOLLAND INTERNATIONAL SALES
CORPORATION AND 1105481 ONTARIO INC.

APPLICATION OF YELLOW CORPORATION UNDER SECTION 46 OF
THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT ACT, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-
36, AS AMENDED

Applicant

AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
(Sworn June 12, 2024)
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Court File No. CV-23-00704038-00CL

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
(COMMERCIAL LIST)

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT
ACT, R.S.C. 1985, c. C 36, AS AMENDED

AND IN THE MATTER OF YRC FREIGHT CANADA COMPANY, YRC
LOGISTICS INC., USF HOLLAND INTERNATIONAL SALES
CORPORATION AND 1105481 ONTARIO INC.

APPLICATION OF YELLOW CORPORATION UNDER SECTION 46 OF
THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT ACT, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-
36, AS AMENDED

Applicant

AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW A. DOHENY
(Sworn June 12, 2024)

I, Matthew A. Doheny, of the Village of Alexandria Bay, in the State of New York,
United States of America, MAKE OATH AND SAY:

l. INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

1. I am the Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow Corporation (the “Yellow Parent”). | was
appointed as the Chief Restructuring Officer by the Board of Directors of the Yellow Parent
(the “Board”) on July 19, 2023. As Chief Restructuring Officer, | am familiar with the day-to-
day operations, business and financial affairs, and books and records of YRC Freight Canada
Company (“YRC Freight Canada”), YRC Logistics Inc. (“YRC Logistics”), USF Holland
International Sales Corporation (“USF”) and 1105481 Ontario Inc. (*1105481”, and collectively
with YRC Freight Canada, YRC Logistics and USF, the “Canadian Debtors”), and the other

Debtors (as defined below). Prior to becoming the Chief Restructuring Officer, | was a member
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of the Board beginning in 2011 and served as Chairman of the Board from 2019 until July 31,
2023, when | resigned from the Board. As such, | have knowledge of the matters deposed to
herein, save where | have obtained information from others, including the Debtors’ advisors, or
public sources. Where | have obtained information from others or public sources | have stated the
source of that information and believe it to be true. The Debtors do not waive or intend to waive

any applicable privilege by any statement herein.

2. Capitalized terms used and not otherwise defined herein, unless otherwise indicated, have
the meanings given to them in my affidavit sworn February 21, 2024 (the “February Doheny
Affidavit”), including by way of cross-reference therein. A copy of the February Doheny
Affidavit (without exhibits) is attached as Exhibit “A” hereto. Unless otherwise indicated, dollar

amounts referenced in this affidavit are references to U.S. Dollars.

3. On August 6, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), the Yellow Parent and certain of its affiliates,
including the Canadian Debtors (collectively, the “Debtors”), commenced cases (the “Chapter
11 Cases”) in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware (the “U.S.
Bankruptcy Court”) by filing voluntary petitions for relief under chapter 11 of title 11 of the
United States Code (the “U.S. Bankruptcy Code”). The Chapter 11 Cases are being overseen by

the Honourable Judge Craig T. Goldblatt.

4. On August 8, 2023, the Yellow Parent, in its capacity as the proposed foreign representative
in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases, brought an application before the Ontario Superior Court of
Justice (Commercial List) (the “Court”) pursuant to Part IV of the Companies’ Creditors
Arrangement Act, R.S.C., 1985, c. C-36, as amended (the “CCAA”) and section 106 of the Courts

of Justice Act, RSO 1990, ¢ C.43, and obtained an interim stay order, among other things, granting
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a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, and their

respective directors and officers, in Canada.

5. Following a hearing on August 9, 2023, in respect of the first day motions filed by the
Debtors in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granted certain first day orders
(“First Day Orders”), including an order appointing the Yellow Parent as the foreign

representative in respect of the Chapter 11 Cases (the “Foreign Representative”).

6. On August 29, 2023, the Yellow Parent, as the Foreign Representative, returned to this

Court for recognition of the Chapter 11 Cases under Part IV of the CCAA and obtained:

(@  an Initial Recognition Order (Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things,
recognizing the Chapter 11 Cases as a “foreign main proceeding” pursuant to

section 45 of the CCAA; and

(b) a Supplemental Order (Foreign Main Proceeding), among other things, (i) ordering
a stay of proceedings in respect of the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent,
and their respective directors and officers, in Canada, (ii) appointing Alvarez &
Marsal Canada Inc. as the Information Officer, (iii) recognizing certain of the First
Day Orders and certain other orders issued by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, and

(iv) granting the Administration Charge, the D&O Charge and the DIP Charge.
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7. This affidavit is filed in support of a motion made by the Foreign Representative for an
Order (the “Sixth Supplemental Order”), among other things, recognizing and enforcing in

Canada:

@) the Order (1) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors and
Certain Possessory Lienholders and (1) Granting Related Relief (the “Lienholder
Rolling Stock Settlement Order”), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “B”

hereto; and

(b) subject to its entry by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the Order Authorizing the
Abandonment and Destruction of Certain Digital Records (the “Mailbox
Destruction Order” together, with the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order,
the “U.S. Orders”), a draft form of which is attached as Exhibit “A” to the Mailbox
Destruction Motion (as defined below), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “C”

hereto.

8. Each of the U.S. Orders is described further below in this affidavit. As discussed further
below, the Debtors have recently adjourned the U.S. Bankruptcy Court hearing in respect of the
Mailbox Destruction Order to June 28, 2024 to allow the Debtors time to work to address a limited
objection and certain reservation of rights that have been filed. If the Mailbox Destruction Order
is not granted in advance of the hearing of the Foreign Representative’s motion for the Sixth
Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative will adjourn its request for recognition of the
Mailbox Destruction Order to a later date. To the extent the Mailbox Destruction Order is granted
by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court in advance of the hearing of the Foreign Representative’s motion

for the Sixth Supplemental Order, I understand that Goodmans LLP, Canadian counsel to the
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Canadian Debtors, intends to file a copy of the entered Mailbox Destruction Order with the Court

in advance of such hearing.

1. UPDATE ON CERTAIN MATTERS

A. General Overview
(1) Sale Matters

0. The Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings
to facilitate an orderly wind-down of their operations and conduct an orderly and value-

maximizing sale process for their portfolio of real estate and trucking assets.

10. In furtherance of the foregoing, the Debtors developed the bidding procedures (the
“Bidding Procedures”) pursuant to which the Debtors would seek bids for the sale or sales of
substantially all of their assets. The Bidding Procedures, which provide for separate processes for
the sale of the Debtors’ Real Property Assets and Rolling Stock Assets, were approved by the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court pursuant to the Bidding Procedures Order.! The Bidding Procedures Order was
recognized by this Court pursuant to the Second Supplemental Order granted on September 29,

2023.

11.  As described in the February Doheny Affidavit, the Debtors’ sale efforts have been

overwhelmingly successful. With respect to the marketing and sale of the Debtors’ Real Property

1 The Bidding Procedures Order is the Order (1)(A) Approving Bidding Procedures for the Sale or Sales of the Debtors’
Assets; (B) Scheduling Auctions and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice Thereof; (C) Approving Assumption
and Assignment Procedures, (D) Scheduling Sale Hearings and Approving the Form and Manner of Notice Thereof;
(IN(A) Approving the Sale of the Debtors’ Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests and Encumbrances and
(B) Approving the Assumption and Assignments of Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases; and (l11) Granting
Related Relief [Docket No. 575].
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Assets, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered orders on December 12, 2023, January 12, 2024 and
February 22, 2024 (collectively, the “U.S. Sale Orders”) authorizing the Debtors to enter into
certain asset purchase agreements in respect of their Real Property Assets (including Owned
Properties and Leased Properties) and to consummate the transactions contemplated thereby.?
Pursuant to the U.S. Sale Orders, the Debtors have to date monetized 128 Owned Properties for
approximately $1.88 billion of proceeds, and 35 Leased Properties for approximately $85 million
of proceeds. The Debtors have used certain of the proceeds generated by these sales to pay off all

prepetition secured debt and all postpetition debtor-in-possession financing.

12.  The Debtors have also spent significant time determining which remaining Leased
Properties would bring value to the estates through assumption for later sale and assignment or
other use. On February 26, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court granted the Lease Assumption Order,
among other things, authorizing the Debtors to assume 29 unexpired leases (including 10 leases in
respect of Canadian properties).®> The Lease Assumption Order was recognized by this Court

pursuant to the Fifth Supplemental Order granted on February 28, 2024.

2 See the (a) Order (1) Approving Certain Asset Purchase Agreements; (11) Authorizing and Approving Sales of Certain
Real Property Assets of the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each Case
Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; (111) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain
Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant to the
Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 1354] (the “December 12 Sale
Order”), (b) Order (I) Approving Certain Asset Purchase Agreements; (1) Authorizing and Approving Sales of
Certain Real Property Assets of the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances, in Each
Case Pursuant to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; (I11) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of
Certain Executory Contracts and Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith, in Each Case as Applicable Pursuant
to the Applicable Asset Purchase Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 1735], and (c) Order (1)
Approving the Asset Purchase Agreement; (I1) Authorizing and Approving the Sale of Certain Leased Properties of
the Debtors Free and Clear of Liens, Claims, Interests, and Encumbrances Pursuant to the Asset Purchase Agreement;
(111) Approving the Assumption and Assignment of Certain Unexpired Leases in Connection Therewith Pursuant to
the Asset Purchase Agreement; and (IV) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2346].

3 The Lease Assumption Order is the Order (A) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (B)
Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 2385].
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13.  On April 19, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered a further order authorizing the

Debtors to assume an additional 14 non-Canadian unexpired leases.*

14.  The Debtors and their advisors continue to evaluate strategies and alternatives for their
remaining owned and leased real properties. As of the date of this affidavit, the Debtors have
remaining approximately 47 Owned Properties (including two Canadian Owned Properties, as
discussed further below) and approximately 50 Leased Properties (including 10 Canadian Leased
Properties, as discussed further below), with an additional 29 Leased Properties being subject to
extensions of the deadline under section 365(d)(4) of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code for the Debtors to

assume or reject such Leased Properties.

15. Regarding the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Assets, as previously described in materials filed
with the Court, the Debtors entered into an agreement (the “Rolling Stock Agency Agreement”)
with Nations Capital, LLC, Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (America) Inc., lronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie
Bros. (Canada) Ltd., and IronPlanet Canada Ltd. (collectively, the “Rolling Stock Agent”)
providing for the Rolling Stock Agent to act as the Debtors’ exclusive marketer, broker, and
auctioneer of the Rolling Stock Assets, and to provide certain other critical and related services.
The U.S. Bankruptcy Court approved the Rolling Stock Agency Agreement pursuant to the Rolling
Stock Sale Order, which was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Third Supplemental Order

granted on November 8, 2023.°

4 See the Order (A) Authorizing the Debtors to Assume Certain Unexpired Leases and (B) Granting Related Relief
[Docket No. 3086].

> The Rolling Stock Sale Order is the Order (1) Approving Agency Agreement with Nations Capital, LLC, Ritchie Bros.
Auctioneers (America) Inc., IronPlanet, Inc., Ritchie Bros. Auctioneers (Canada) Ltd. and IronPlanet Canada Ltd.
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16.  The Debtors’ efforts to market and sell the Debtors’ Rolling Stock Assets pursuant to the
Rolling Stock Sale Order are ongoing. The Rolling Stock Agent has held over 25 auctions to date,

the majority of which relate to sales of U.S. Rolling Stock Assets.

(i)  Claims Process

17. On September 13, 2023, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered the Bar Date Order.® The Bar
Date Order, among other things, approved the procedures and deadlines for the submission of
claims against the Debtors (including the Canadian Debtors, who are also debtors in the Chapter
11 Cases) and the procedures for providing notice of the claims procedure to known and unknown
creditors of the Debtors. The Bar Date Order was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Second

Supplemental Order.

18. In total, approximately 13,540 proof of claims asserting over $10 billion in claims against
the Debtors were filed. The Debtors continue to review and reconcile proofs of claim filed in

accordance with the Bar Date Order.

19.  Among the claims filed, there have been approximately 1,300 proofs of claim filed that
relate to claims under the Workers’ Adjustment Notification Act or its state level equivalents
(collectively, “WARN Act”), as well as various claims filed by multiemployer pension plans (the

“MEPPs”) alleging withdrawal liability. The Debtors have objected to the claims of certain of the

Effective as of October 16, 2023; (1) Authorizing the Sale of Rolling Stock Assets Free and Clear of Liens, Claims,
Interests and Encumbrances; and (I11) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 981].

& The Bar Date Order is the Order (1) Setting Bar Dates for Filing Proofs of Claim, Including Requests for Payment
Under Section 503(B)(9), (I1) Establishing Amended Schedules Bar Date and Rejection Damages Bar Date, (l11)
Approving the Form of and Manner for Filing Proofs of Claim, Including Section 503(B)(9) Requests, and (I1V)
Approving Form and Manner of Notice Thereof [Docket No. 521].
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MEPPs and WARN Act claimants (the “MEPP and WARN Litigation”). If the Debtors prevail
in the MEPP and WARN Litigation, the general unsecured claims pool will be reduced by up to
approximately $8.0 billion in disallowed claims. The U.S. Bankruptcy Court has granted certain
scheduling orders regarding the MEPP and WARN Litigation (the “Scheduling Orders”), which

generally provide for the MEPP and WARN Litigation to continue through late 2024."

20. In addition, the Debtors have also continued to review and reconcile the remainder of
claims, which review will also inform potential recoveries in the Chapter 11 Cases. As of the date
of this affidavit, the Debtors have filed fourteen omnibus objections to claims, which includes
claims asserted against the Canadian Debtors, on the basis that certain claims are duplicative,
asserted against the incorrect Debtor entity, or incorrectly asserted administrative priority, amongst
other objectionable grounds. It is anticipated that additional objections to claims will be filed in

the coming weeks and months.

(iii)  Extension of Exclusivity Periods

21. Since the Petition Date, the Debtors have filed certain motions seeking to extend the
exclusive periods during which only the Debtors may file a chapter 11 plan and solicit acceptances
thereof. A copy of the Debtors most recently filed exclusivity motion (the “Third Exclusivity
Motion”) is attached as Exhibit “D” to this affidavit. The Third Exclusivity Motion requested an
extension of the period during which the Debtors have the exclusive right to file a chapter 11 plan

(the “Filing Exclusivity Period”) through and including September 2, 2024, and the exclusive

" The Scheduling Orders consist of the (a) Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the
Debtors’ Objections to Proofs of Claim Filed by the Pension Funds that Received Special Financial Assistance
[Docket No. 2195], (b) Order Scheduling Certain Dates and Deadlines in Connection with the Debtors’ Seventh
Omnibus (Substantive) Objection to Proofs of Claim for Withdrawal Liability [Docket No. 2961], and (c) Scheduling
Order [Docket No. 3186].



586
-10 -

period during which the Debtors have the exclusive right to solicit votes on any such chapter 11
plan (the “Solicitation Exclusivity Period” and, together with the Filing Exclusivity Period, the
“Exclusivity Periods”) through and including October 29, 2024, in each case without prejudice to

the Debtors’ right to seek further extensions to such Exclusivity Periods.

22.  On May 28, 2024, the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors (the “UCC”) filed under
seal an objection to the Third Exclusivity Motion (the “UCC Objection”), along with two
declarations in support thereof (the “UCC Declarations”). On May 31, 2024, the UCC filed
redacted versions of the UCC Objection and the UCC Declarations, copies of which are attached

as Exhibit “E” hereto.

23.  The Debtors filed the following in response to the UCC Obijection:

@) Debtors” Motion for Leave to File a Late Reply in Further Support of Motion of
Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors Exclusivity Periods to File
a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the
Bankruptcy Code and (1) Granting Related Relief, which is attached as Exhibit “F”
hereto and which at Exhibit “B” thereto includes the Debtors’ reply in support of

the Third Exclusivity Motion;® and

(b) Declaration of Matthew A. Doheny, Chief Restructuring Officer of Yellow

Corporation, in Support of Entry of Order (I) Extending the Debtors Exclusive

8 The Debtors’ motion was granted by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court pursuant to the Order Granting Debtors’ Motion
for Leave to File Late Reply in Further Support of Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (1) Extending the Debtors’
Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the
Bankruptcy Code and (1) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3577].
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Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances Thereof Pursuant to
Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code and (I1) Granting Related Relief, a copy of

which is attached as Exhibit “G” hereto.

24, In addition, an ad hoc group of equity holders of the Yellow Parent filed a statement in
support of the Debtors” Third Exclusivity Motion, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “H”

hereto.

25.  The U.S. Bankruptcy Court heard the Debtors’ Third Exclusivity Motion on June 3, 2024.
At the hearing, the UCC Objection was overruled by Judge Goldblatt, and the U.S. Bankruptcy
Court granted the Third Exclusivity Motion and entered an order granting the requested extensions
of the Plan Exclusivity Period through and including September 2, 2024, and the Solicitation
Exclusivity Period through and including October 29, 2024, in each case without prejudice to the

Debtors’ right to seek further extensions.®

B. Canadian Sale Matters
(1) Canadian Owned Properties

26.  The December 12 Sale Order, which was recognized by this Court pursuant to the Sale
Recognition and Vesting Order granted on December 19, 2023, included two Canadian Owned
Properties. As described in the February Doheny Affidavit, the RGH Transaction in respect of an
Ontario property owned by YRC Freight Canada, was completed on January 23, 2024 for proceeds

of approximately $2.97 million. Pursuant to the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order, the proceeds

% See the Order (1) Extending the Debtors’ Exclusive Periods to File a Chapter 11 Plan and Solicit Acceptances
Thereof Pursuant to Section 1121 of the Bankruptcy Code, and (11) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 3590].
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from the RGH Transaction form part of the Real Property Holdback Amount (as defined in the
Sale Recognition and Vesting Order) and are currently held by the Information Officer in trust on

behalf of the Debtors pending further Order of this Court.

27.  The second Canadian transaction approved by the December 12 Sale Order and recognized
by the Sale Recognition and Vesting Order is the Allstar Transaction in respect of a Quebec
property also owned by YRC Freight Canada (the “Quebec Property”). As described in the
February Doheny Affidavit, the Allstar Purchaser failed to honour its obligations to close the
Allstar Transaction and on February 14, 2024, the Debtors sought and obtained the Order to
Compel from the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on February 14, 2024, among other things, ordering the

Allstar Purchaser to close the Allstar Transaction by no later than March 7, 2024.%°

28.  The Allstar Purchaser failed to complete the transaction despite the granting of the Order
to Compel. Accordingly, the Debtors sought and obtained from the U.S. Bankruptcy Court the
Order Granting Motion (1) To Enforce Sale Order and Order to Compel; (Il) to Sanction Allstar
Investments Inc. for Contempt for Violating the Same; and (1) for Entry of an Order Requiring
All Star to Close Transaction and to Pay All of the Costs and Expenses Incurred by the Debtors in
Addressing this Matter (the “Contempt Order”), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “I”” to this
affidavit.!* The Contempt Order, among other things, ordered the Allstar Purchaser to close the

transaction immediately.

10 The Order to Compel is the Order Enforcing Sale Order and Compelling Specific Performance by All Star
Investments Inc. Under the All Star Asset Purchase Agreement [Docket No. 2194].

11 For further background regarding the circumstances that led to the Debtors obtaining the Contempt Order from the
U.S. Bankruptcy Court, see the Motion (I) To Enforce Sale Order and Order to Compel; (1) To Sanction Allstar
Investments Inc. for Contempt for Violating the Same; and (1) For Entry of an Order Requiring All Star to Close
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29.  The Allstar Purchaser has continued to fail to close the transaction despite the extensive

efforts of the Debtors and their advisors.

30.  There was no back-up bidder for the Quebec Property, and the Debtors are evaluating next

steps regarding the Quebec Property.

31. In addition to the Quebec Property, there is one additional remaining Canadian Owned
Property, located at 285 Blair Street, Oshawa, Ontario, which the Debtors, with the assistance of

their investment banker, Ducera Partners LLC, are continuing to market.

(i)  Canadian Leased Properties

32.  Asreferenced above, pursuant to the Lease Assumption Order, the Debtors have assumed
10 unexpired leases in respect of Canadian Leased Properties. The Debtors continue to explore
alternatives for such Leased Properties as part of overall efforts to maximize the value of the

Debtors’ lease portfolio for the benefit of all stakeholders.

33. Since the February Doheny Affidavit, the Debtors have rejected one of YRC Freight
Canada’s Leased Properties. The Debtors and Acheron Land Holdings, ULC and Crown
Enterprises, LLC (collectively “Crown Enterprises”) entered into certain joint stipulations in
respect of the lease relating to the Leased Property at 6130 Netherhart Road, Mississauga, ON,
Canada L5T 1B7 (the “Mississauga Lease”) pursuant to which the Debtors and Crown
Enterprises, among other things, agreed to extend the deadline under section 365(d)(4) of the U.S.

Bankruptcy Code for the Debtors to assume or reject the Mississauga Lease. On April 18, 2024,

Transaction and Pay All of the Costs and Expenses Incurred by the Debtors in Addressing This Matter [Docket No.
2627], a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “J” to this affidavit.
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the Debtors filed their ninth rejection notice pursuant to the Omnibus Rejection Order, which

provided for the rejection of the Mississauga Lease.'?

34, Prior to the rejection of the Mississauga Lease, the Debtors had rejected three of YRC
Freight Canada’s Leased Properties pursuant to the Omnibus Rejection Order. Accordingly, four

of YRC Freight Canada’s Leased Properties have been rejected as of the date hereof.*3

35.  The Debtors’ also filed on May 1, 2024, a tenth rejection notice pursuant to the Omnibus
Rejection Order, in which the Debtors seek to reject a sublease agreement (the “Mississauga
Sublease Agreement”) between YRC Freight Canada and Transport Morneau Inc. (“TMI”) under
which TMI subleases from YRC Freight Canada certain property that YRC Freight Canada leases
pursuant to the Mississauga Lease. TMI has filed responses to the ninth and tenth rejection notices

objecting to the rejection of the Mississauga Sublease Agreement.

(ili))  Canadian Rolling Stock Assets

36. The Debtors, with the assistance of the Rolling Stock Agent, have continued to advance
efforts to remove Rolling Stock Assets from the Canadian Owned Properties and Leased
Properties, and to prepare such assets for sale. The removal of Rolling Stock Assets from Canadian
Owned Properties and Leased Properties is currently expected to be completed in the second half

of 2024.

2 The Omnibus Rejection Order is the Order (1) Authorizing (A) Rejection of Certain Executory Contracts and
Unexpired Leases Effective as of Dates Specified Herein and (B) Abandonment of Certain Personal Property, if any,
and (I1) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 548]. The Omnibus Rejection Order was recognized by this Court
pursuant to the Second Supplemental Order.

13 1n addition, one of the U.S. Debtors, YRC Inc., has exited one of its leased locations located in Ontario.
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37.  To date, the Rolling Stock Agent has completed sales of certain of the Canadian Rolling
Stock Assets for approximately CA$364,000 of proceeds. Pursuant to the Third Supplemental
Order, such proceeds form part of the Holdback Amount (as defined in the Third Supplemental
Order) and have been retained by the Canadian Debtors in a Canadian bank account, pending

further order of the Court in respect of such funds.

38.  The Debtors have also made other efforts to dispose of certain Rolling Stock Assets by
other means where the sale of such assets may not maximize value, and have worked to progress
the wind-down their portfolio of Rolling Stock Assets. As described further below, the Debtors
have obtained the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order providing for the transfer of title to
the seven Possessory Lienholders of certain Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets determined by the
Debtors to have no value to the Debtors pursuant to settlement agreements with such Possessory
Lienholders, including the Davidson Protruck Settlement Agreement (as defined below) in respect
of certain Canadian Rolling Stock Assets. The Debtors have also filed certain notices of
abandonment pursuant to the De Minimis Assets Order,* which was recognized by this Court
pursuant to the Second Supplemental Order. These notices relate to, among other assets, certain
obsolete Canadian Rolling Stock Assets and certain Canadian Rolling Stock Assets being held at
vendor locations. The Debtors conducted a comprehensive analysis and determined that the pre-
and post-petition amounts owed to the vendors, plus additional costs needed to bring the subject
assets into working condition and back to the Debtors’ or the Rolling Stock Agent’s premises,

would significantly outweigh the estimated recovery at auction.

14 The De Minimis Assets Order is the Order Approving Procedures for De Minimis Asset Transactions and
Abandonment of De Minimis Assets [Docket No. 551].
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C. Wind-Down of the Canadian Business
39.  The Canadian Debtors have continued to work, along with their advisors, to wind-down
their business operations. As referenced above, YRC Freight Canada has continued to work
towards exiting its owned and leased real property premises, and will continue to work with the
Company’s advisors to maximize the value of its remaining Owned Properties and Leased

Properties.

40.  As discussed in prior affidavits filed in these proceedings, all of YRC Freight Canada’s
unionized employees were placed on lay-off prior to the Petition Date and all but approximately
65 non-unionized employees were terminated. Over the course of these proceedings, the
employment of additional employees has been terminated as the Canadian Debtors have continued
to wind-down their operations in Canada. At this time, approximately five employees continue to

be employed to assist with further remaining wind-down efforts of the Canadian Debtors.

I11. RECOGNITION OF THE U.S. ORDERS

41. Pursuant to the proposed Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative seeks
recognition by this Court of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order and, if granted by the

U.S. Bankruptcy Court, the Mailbox Destruction Order.

A. Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order

42. In the ordinary course of business, the Debtors routinely relied on the services of third
parties (the “Possessory Lienholders”), including providers of mechanic, towing, storage yard,
and other similar services, for the operation and maintenance of their Rolling Stock Assets. When

the Debtors commenced the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings, certain
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Rolling Stock Assets were in the possession of numerous Possessory Lienholders who held a
variety of statutory, common law, or possessory liens (collectively, “Possessory Liens”) on such
Rolling Stock Assets for prepetition amounts due and owing for services provided on such Rolling

Stock Assets.

43.  The Debtors have used the relief granted to them by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to pay
certain prepetition claims related to the Possessory Liens where the Debtors believed, in an
exercise of their business judgment, that the benefit to their estates from making such payments
during their ongoing wind-down would exceed the costs to the estates.'® As described in the
Declaration of Brian Whittman in Support of Entry of Order (I) Approving the Settlement
Agreements by and Among the Debtors and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (I1) Granting
Related Relief (the “Whittman Declaration”), a copy of which is enclosed within the Lienholder
Rolling Stock Settlement Motion (as defined below) and attached as Exhibit “K” hereto, the
Debtors, with the assistance of their advisors, identified 55 Rolling Stock Assets (each, a
“Lienholder Rolling Stock Asset” and collectively, the “Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets”) that

have been in the possession of Possessory Lienholders since before the Petition Date.

44.  As explained in the Whittman Declaration, Alvarez & Marsal North America, LLC, as the
Debtors’ financial and restructuring advisor (the “Debtors’ Financial Advisor”), conducted a
comprehensive analysis of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets, which included, without

limitation, (a) identifying, in consultation with the Rolling Stock Agent, the likely value of these

15 See the Final Order (1) Authorizing Debtors to Pay Prepetition Claims of Certain Critical Vendors, 503(b)(9)
Claimants, Lien Claimants, and Foreign Vendors (I1) Confirming Administrative Expense Priority of Outstanding
Orders, and (111) Granting Related Relief [Docket No. 517].
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assets based on an analysis of the results of the Rolling Stock Asset sales to date, and (b) estimating
the value of the claims that each of the Possessory Lienholders against the Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets, including all known prepetition and postpetition amounts owing to the Possessory
Lienholders, including estimated unliquidated, unbilled amounts, that the Debtors would need to

satisfy to release such assets for sale.

45, Based on this analysis, the Debtors determined that the costs to release such assets and
bring such assets to working order and prepare for sale significantly exceeded the value of the
Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets. The Debtors are of the view that the estimated aggregate claims
related to both the prepetition repairs and storage costs and postpetition storage and towing costs
of approximately $794,000, as illustrated by the summary chart attached as Exhibit “A” to the
Whittman Declaration, materially exceeded the recovery threshold value of Lienholder Rolling
Stock Assets, not including the costs to recover each Lienholder Rolling Stock Asset from its

Possessory Lienholder location.

46. Further, these assets have not been used in the Debtors’ operations nor have these assets
been included in marketing materials prepared by the Rolling Stock Agent or the Debtors since
the commencement of the Chapter 11 Cases and these CCAA recognition proceedings given that

they have been held at the Possessory Lienholder locations since prior to the Petition Date.

47.  The Debtors determined that the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets provided no value to the
administration of the Debtors’ estates, and that it would be value-destructive for the Debtors to

expend any further estate resources to retrieve the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets.
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48. Based on the foregoing, the Debtors engaged in good faith, arms’ length negotiations with
the Possessory Lienholders. On May 13, 2024, the Debtors filed the Motion to Approve
Compromise under Rule 9019 / Motion of Debtors for Entry of an Order (I) Approving the
Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors and Certain Possessory Lienholders and (I1)
Granting Related Relief (the “Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Approval Motion”), a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “K”, seeking U.S. Bankruptcy Court approval of settlement

agreements entered into with seven Possessory Lienholders (the “Settlement Agreements”).

49.  The Settlement Agreements are described in further detail in the Lienholder Rolling Stock
Settlement Approval Motion. In summary, the Settlement Agreements result in a waiver or
reduction of the known claims held by the Possessory Lienholders against the Debtors’ estates in
the aggregate amount of $679,320 in exchange for surrendering title of the applicable Lienholder

Rolling Stock Assets to such Possessory Lienholders.

50.  The Settlement Agreements include a settlement agreement entered into between Yellow
and Davidson Protruck Inc. (“Davidson Protruck”) on April 1, 2024 (the “Davidson Protruck
Settlement Agreement”), in respect of the transfer of title to eight semi-tractor units owned by
and registered to YRC Freight Canada held by Davidson Protruck (the “Semi-Tractor Units”).
Under the Davidson Protruck Settlement Agreement, Davidson Protruck agreed to release Yellow
and its subsidiaries, among others, from any and all claims, actions and causes of action it has or
may have against Yellow and its subsidiaries, respective affiliates, agents, servants, employees,
successors or assigns, employees, arising from or out of unpaid towing, repair and/or storage fees
for the Semi-Tractor Units and withdraw its proof of claim filed in the Chapter 11 Cases, as

consideration for Yellow transferring ownership of the Semi-Tractor Units to Davidson Protruck.
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51.  On May 30, 2024, the Debtors filed the proposed Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement
Order with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court on certification counsel. On May 31, 2024, the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court granted the Lienholder Rolling Stock Settlement Order without the need for a

hearing.

52. I am advised by the Debtors’ Financial Advisor that the settlement with Davidson Protruck
has now been implemented. It was expected that the transfer of titles in respect of the Semi-Tractor
Units to Davidson Protruck would take additional time to complete; however, | am advised by the
Debtors’ Financial Advisor that the titles (i.e., the Semi-Tractor Units’ registration documentation)
were contained within the units themselves (which units were being held by Davidson Protruck at
its location), and thus the transfer of such titles has been completed. Accordingly, pursuant to the
proposed Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative is seeking the Court’s approval

of such title transfers on a nunc pro tunc basis.

B. Mailbox Destruction Order

53.  YRC Enterprise Services, Inc., a Debtor in the Chapter 11 Cases, and Microsoft
Corporation (“Microsoft”) are parties to certain enrollment agreements (collectively, the
“Enrollment”) through which the Debtors obtained licenses to use certain Microsoft software and
products. On January 19, 2024, the U.S. Bankruptcy Court entered an order authorizing the
Debtors to assume the Enrollment.'® Under the Enrollment, the Debtors may annually reduce, or

“true down,” the number of subscription licenses that the Debtors maintain related to each product

16 See the Order (1) Authorizing Assumption of the Microsoft Enrollments and (I1) Granting Related Relief [Docket
No. 2144].
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accessible under the Enrollment in return for a reduced annual fee commensurate with the

reduction in services and licenses (a “True-Down”).

54, Pursuant to terms of the Enrollment, given the shut-down of the Debtors’ businesses, the
Debtors and Microsoft agreed to True-Down the Debtors’ license enrollment and use, and in turn,

reduce the annual cost under the Enrollment from $3.9 million to $300,000.

55.  As described in the Debtors’ Motion for Entry of an Order Authorizing the Abandonment
and Destruction of Certain Digital Records (the “Mailbox Destruction Motion”), a copy of which
is attached as Exhibit “C” to this affidavit, the Debtors identified approximately 6,100 electronic
mailboxes (the “Mailboxes”) associated with Microsoft user accounts (“Accounts”) that were
disabled in 2023 after the Petition Date. These Mailboxes are Mailboxes that are: (i) not on legal
hold; (ii) of previous employees below the status of Vice President; (iii) in which the active
directory account is disabled; (iv) that were not used in the year 2024; and (v) that are not shared

with any current employee.

56. If the Mailboxes associated with the Accounts are not deleted, the Debtors will be liable
for the $2.9 million annual fee for the associated licenses billed by Microsoft pursuant to the
original Enrollment. Accordingly, the Debtors filed the Mailbox Destruction Motion seeking

authorization of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy, or cause to be destroyed, the Mailboxes.

57.  The Mailboxes contain digital data, including confidential business information and
employee records that may contain Personally Identifiable Information and other personal
information of employees. The Debtors have no reason to believe that the Mailboxes, or the digital

data contained therein, are needed any longer. The digital data is not necessary for the Debtors to
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complete the sales and wind down the Debtors are currently pursuing through the Chapter 11
Cases, and the Debtors have no reason to believe that the digital data is germane to any pending

litigation and/or to any of the proofs of claim that have been filed with the U.S. Bankruptcy Court.

58.  With respect to any Mailboxes of Canadian employees or which relate to Canadian
vendors, it is my understanding that the Debtors have no reason to believe that these Mailboxes
have any information pertaining to Canadian tax or employee records that are not otherwise

available to the Canadian Debtors and stored elsewhere.

59. In sum, the costs of maintaining the Mailboxes and the associated licenses exceed their
value, and the Debtors thus are seeking the authority of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court to destroy, or

cause to be destroyed, the Mailboxes.

60. The Mailbox Destruction Motion was originally scheduled to be heard by the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court on June 3, 2024. The Debtors have adjourned the hearing of the Mailbox
Destruction Motion — initially to June 12, 2024 and most recently to June 28, 2024 — to allow the
Debtors time to work to address a limited objection and certain reservation of rights that have been
filed. If the Mailbox Destruction Order is not granted in advance of the hearing of the Foreign
Representative’s motion for the Sixth Supplemental Order, the Foreign Representative will
adjourn its request for recognition of the Mailbox Destruction Order to a later date. If the Mailbox
Destruction Order is granted in advance of the hearing in respect of the Sixth Supplemental Order,

the Debtors will cause a copy of the entered Mailbox Destruction Order to be filed with the Court.

61.  The Foreign Representative believes it is appropriate to seek recognition of the Mailbox

Destruction Order, if granted, as part of these proceedings.
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IV.  CONCLUSION

62. I believe that the recognition of the U.S. Orders and the other relief sought in the proposed
Sixth Supplemental Order is necessary to protect the Canadian Debtors and preserve the value of

the Canadian Business for the benefit of a broad range of stakeholders.

63. The requested relief will assist with and facilitate the efforts of the Yellow group, including
the Canadian Debtors and the Yellow Parent, to pursue an orderly wind-down of their business
and operations in the Chapter 11 Cases with a view to maximizing value for the benefit of the

Company’s creditors, including the Company’s Canadian creditors.

SWORN before me by videoconference on
this 12" day of June, 2024 in accordance
with O. Reg. 431/20, Administering Oath or
Declaration Remotely. The affiant was
located in the City of Watertown, in the State >
of New York, United States of America and
I was located in the City of Toronto in the
Province of Ontario.

J

A Commissioner for taking affidavits Matthew A. Doheny
Name: Andrew Harmes
LSO# 73221A
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Court File No. CV-23-00704038-00CL

ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE
(COMMERCIAL LIST)
THE HONOURABLE CHIEF ) WEDNESDAY, THE 19™
)
JUSTICE MORAWETZ ) DAY OF JUNE, 2024

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT ACT,
R.S.C. 1985, ¢. C 36, AS AMENDED

AND IN THE MATTER OF YRC FREIGHT CANADA COMPANY, YRC
LOGISTICS INC.,, USF HOLLAND INTERNATIONAL SALES
CORPORATION AND 1105481 ONTARIO INC.

APPLICATION OF YELLOW CORPORATION UNDER SECTION 46 OF
THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT ACT, R.S.C. 1985, ¢. C-
36, AS AMENDED

Applicant

SIXTH SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER

THIS MOTION, made pursuant to the Companies’ Creditors Arrangement Act, R.S.C.
1985, c. C-36, as amended (the “CCAA”) by Yellow Corporation (“Yellow Parent”) in its
capacity as the foreign representative (the “Foreign Representative”) in respect of the
proceedings commenced by the Yellow Parent and certain of its affiliates on August 6, 2023 in the
United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Delaware (the “U.S. Bankruptcy Court”)
pursuant to chapter 11 of title 11 of the United States Code (the “Foreign Proceeding”), for an
Order, among other things, recognizing certain orders made in the Foreign Proceeding, was heard

this day by videoconference in Toronto, Ontario.

ON READING the Notice of Motion, the affidavit of Matthew A. Doheny sworn June 12,
2024 (the “Seventh Doheny Affidavit”), and the sixth report of Alvarez & Marsal Canada Inc.,

in its capacity as information officer (the “Information Officer”), each filed,
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.

AND UPON HEARING the submissions of counsel for the Foreign Representative,
counsel for the Information Officer, and counsel for such other parties as were present and wished
to be heard, no one else appearing although duly served as appears from the affidavit of service of

® sworn June @, 2024

SERVICE AND DEFINITIONS

1. THIS COURT ORDERS that the time for service of the Notice of Motion and the Motion
Record is hereby abridged and validated so that this Motion is properly returnable today

and hereby dispenses with further service thereof.

2. THIS COURT ORDERS that capitalized terms used and not otherwise defined herein
shall have the meanings given to them in the Supplemental Order (Foreign Main

Proceeding) of this Court dated August 29, 2023 (the “Supplemental Order”).

RECOGNITION OF FOREIGN ORDERS

3. THIS COURT ORDERS that the following orders (the “Foreign Orders”) of the U.S.
Bankruptcy Court made in the Foreign Proceeding are hereby recognized and given full

force and effect in all provinces and territories of Canada pursuant to section 49 of the

CCAA:

(a) Order (I) Approving the Settlement Agreements By and Among the Debtors and
Certain Possessory Lienholders and (Il) Granting Related Relief (the “Lienholder
Rolling Stock Settlement Order”), a copy of which is attached as Schedule A

hereto; and

(b) Order Authorizing the Abandonment and Destruction of Certain Digital Records
(the “Mailbox Destruction Order”), a copy of which is attached as Schedule B

hereto,

provided, however, that in the event of any conflict between the terms of the Foreign Orders
and the Orders of this Court made in the within proceedings, the Orders of this Court shall

govern with respect to Property in Canada.
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THIS COURT ORDERS that, notwithstanding paragraph 5 of the Initial Recognition
Order (Foreign Main Proceedings) of this Court granted August 29, 2023, YRC Freight
Canada Company, YRC Logistics Inc., USF Holland International Sales Corporation and
1105481 Ontario Inc. (the “Canadian Debtors”) are hereby authorized to:

(a) transfer title of the Lienholder Rolling Stock Assets (as defined in the Lienholder
Rolling Stock Settlement Order) referenced on Exhibit A to the Davidson Protruck
Settlement Agreement (as defined in the Seventh Doheny Affidavit) to Davidson
Protruck Inc., nunc pro tunc, in accordance with the Lienholder Rolling Stock

Settlement Order; and

(b) to destroy (or cause to be destroyed) the Mailboxes (as defined in the Mailbox

Destruction Order) in accordance with the Mailbox Destruction Order.

GENERAL

THIS COURT HEREBY REQUESTS the aid and recognition of any court, tribunal, or
regulatory or administrative body having jurisdiction in Canada, the United States of
America or any other foreign jurisdiction, to give effect to this Order and to assist the
Debtors, the Foreign Representative, the Information Officer, and their respective counsel
and agents in carrying out the terms of this Order. All courts, tribunals, and regulatory and
administrative bodies are hereby respectfully requested to make such orders and to provide
such assistance to the Debtors, the Foreign Representative and the Information Officer, the
latter as an officer of this Court, as may be necessary or desirable to give effect to this
Order, or to assist the Debtors, the Foreign Representative, the Information Officer, and

their respective counsel and agents in carrying out the terms of this Order.

THIS COURT ORDERS that each of the Debtors, the Foreign Representative and the
Information Officer shall be at liberty and is hereby authorized and empowered to apply to
any court, tribunal, or regulatory or administrative body, wherever located, for the

recognition of this Order and for assistance in carrying out the terms of this Order.
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THIS COURT ORDERS that this Order shall be effective as of 12:01 a.m. (Toronto time)
on the date of this Order without the need for entry or filing of this Order.

Chief Justice G. B. Morawetz
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SCHEDULE A
LIENHOLDER ROLLING STOCK SETTLEMENT ORDER

[Attached]
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SCHEDULE B
MAILBOX DESTRUCTION ORDER

[Attached]
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