
JU
N

E
 2016

V
O

LU
M

E
 12 N

U
M

B
E

R
 4

P
R

A
T

T
’S

 J
O

U
R

N
A

L
 O

F
 B

A
N

K
R

U
P

T
C

Y
 L

A
W

PC / Ivory Vellum Carnival 35x23 / 80

LEXISNEXIS® A.S. PRATT®� JUNE 2016

Editor’s Note: Lender Nightmares 
Steven A. Meyerowitz

So You Thought You Had a Senior Lien? Losing Priority under Wisconsin 
and Federal Law (and Other Lender Nightmares) 
Peter C. Blain

Structured Dismissals: Saving Time and Money in Corporate Bankruptcy 
Richard A. Bixter Jr.

Daebo International Shipping: Reaffirmation of Chapter 15 Power and Policy 
Michael B. Schaedle, Thomas H. Belknap, Jr., Alan M. Root, and Gregory F. Vizza

The Ninth Gets It Right—Absolute Priority Is the Code of  the West Again 
Pamela Egan

Second Circuit Wyly’ing Out? Asset Freeze Order Does Not Violate the 
Automatic Stay 
Andriana Georgallas

The Intersection of  Bankruptcy and Health Savings Accounts:  
Are HSAs Exempt from Bankruptcy Estate? 
Ryan D. Thompson

Second Circuit Slams the Door Shut on a Loophole in Section 546(e) of  
the Bankruptcy Code 
Sunny Singh

Federal Court Finds Private Equity Funds Liable for Pension Liabilities 
of  Portfolio Company 
Ronald E. Richman, Ian L. Levin, Holly H. Weiss, and Scott A. Gold

Florida Bankruptcy Court Finds That It Should Abstain From Involuntary 
Cases Against Florida Real Estate Developer (No, Not That Florida Real 
Estate Developer) 
Brenda L. Funk

When Vendors Are Consigned to a Lower Authority 
Michael G. Parisi, C. Jordan Myers, and David A. Wender



QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS PUBLICATION?

For questions about the Editorial Content appearing in these volumes or reprint permission,
please call:
Kent K. B. Hanson, J.D. at ............................................................................ 415-908-3207
Email: ........................................................................................... kent.hanson@lexisnexis.com
For assistance with replacement pages, shipments, billing or other customer service matters,
please call:

Customer Services Department at . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (800) 833-9844
Outside the United States and Canada, please call . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (518) 487-3000
Fax Number . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (518) 487-3584
Customer Service Web site . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . http://www.lexisnexis.com/custserv/
For information on other Matthew Bender publications, please call

Your account manager or . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (800) 223-1940
Outside the United States and Canada, please call . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . (518) 487-3000

Library of Congress Card Number: 80-68780

ISBN: 978-0-7698-7846-1 (print)

ISBN: 978-0-7698-7988-8 (eBook)

ISSN: 1931-6992

Cite this publication as:

[author name], [article title], [vol. no.] PRATT’S JOURNAL OF BANKRUPTCY LAW [page number]
([year])
Example: Patrick E. Mears, The Winds of Change Intensify over Europe: Recent European Union
Actions Firmly Embrace the “Rescue and Recovery” Culture for Business Recovery, 10 PRATT’S JOURNAL

OF BANKRUPTCY LAW 349 (2014)

This publication is sold with the understanding that the publisher is not engaged in rendering legal,
accounting, or other professional services. If legal advice or other expert assistance is required, the services of
a competent professional should be sought.

LexisNexis and the Knowledge Burst logo are registered trademarks of Reed Elsevier Properties Inc., used
under license. A.S. Pratt is a registered trademark of Reed Elsevier Properties SA, used under license.

Copyright © 2016 Reed Elsevier Properties SA, used under license by Matthew Bender & Company, Inc.
All Rights Reserved.

No copyright is claimed by LexisNexis, Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., or Reed Elsevier Properties SA,
in the text of statutes, regulations, and excerpts from court opinions quoted within this work. Permission to
copy material may be licensed for a fee from the Copyright Clearance Center, 222 Rosewood Drive, Danvers,
Mass. 01923, telephone (978) 750-8400.

An A.S. Pratt® Publication

Editorial Office
630 Central Ave., New Providence, NJ 07974 (908) 464-6800
www.lexisnexis.com

(2016-Pub.4789)



Editor-in-Chief, Editor & Board of
Editors

EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
STEVEN A. MEYEROWITZ

President, Meyerowitz Communications Inc.

EDITOR
VICTORIA PRUSSEN SPEARS

Senior Vice President, Meyerowitz Communications Inc.

BOARD OF EDITORS

Scott L. Baena
Bilzin Sumberg Baena
Price & Axelrod LLP

Thomas W. Coffey
Tucker Ellis & West LLP

Robin E. Keller
Lovells

Leslie A. Berkoff
Moritt Hock & Hamroff
LLP

Michael L. Cook
Schulte Roth & Zabel LLP

Matthew W. Levin
Alston & Bird LLP

Ted A. Berkowitz
Farrell Fritz, P.C.

Mark G. Douglas
Jones Day

Patrick E. Mears
Barnes & Thornburg LLP

Andrew P. Brozman
Clifford Chance US LLP

Timothy P. Duggan
Stark & Stark

Alec P. Ostrow
Stevens & Lee P.C.

Kevin H. Buraks
Portnoff Law Associates,
Ltd.

Gregg M. Ficks
Coblentz, Patch, Duffy &
Bass LLP

Deryck A. Palmer
Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw
Pittman LLP

Peter S. Clark II
Reed Smith LLP

Mark J. Friedman
DLA Piper

N. Theodore Zink, Jr.
Chadbourne & Parke LLP

PRATT’S JOURNAL OF BANKRUPTCY LAW is published eight times a year by Matthew
Bender & Company, Inc. Copyright 2016 Reed Elsevier Properties SA., used under license by
Matthew Bender & Company, Inc. All rights reserved. No part of this journal may be reproduced
in any form—by microfilm, xerography, or otherwise—or incorporated into any information
retrieval system without the written permission of the copyright owner. For permission to
photocopy or use material electronically from Pratt’s Journal of Bankruptcy Law, please access
www.copyright.com or contact the Copyright Clearance Center, Inc. (CCC), 222 Rosewood
Drive, Danvers, MA 01923, 978-750-8400. CCC is a not-for-profit organization that provides
licenses and registration for a variety of users. For subscription information and customer service,
call 1-800-833-9844.

Direct any editorial inquires and send any material for publication to Steven A. Meyerowitz,

iii



Editor-in-Chief, Meyerowitz Communications Inc., 26910 Grand Central Parkway, No. 18R,
Floral Park, NY 11005, smeyerowitz@meyerowitzcommunications.com, 718.224.2258. Material
for publication is welcomed—articles, decisions, or other items of interest to bankers, officers of
financial institutions, and their attorneys. This publication is designed to be accurate and
authoritative, but neither the publisher nor the authors are rendering legal, accounting, or other
professional services in this publication. If legal or other expert advice is desired, retain the
services of an appropriate professional. The articles and columns reflect only the present
considerations and views of the authors and do not necessarily reflect those of the firms or
organizations with which they are affiliated, any of the former or present clients of the authors
or their firms or organizations, or the editors or publisher. POSTMASTER: Send address changes
to Pratt’s Journal of Bankruptcy Law, LexisNexis Matthew Bender, 630 Central Avenue, New
Providence, NJ 07974.

iv



Federal Court Finds Private Equity Funds
Liable for Pension Liabilities of Portfolio
Company

By Ronald E. Richman, Ian L. Levin, Holly H. Weiss, and Scott A. Gold*

The U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts recently ruled
that three private equity funds were engaged in a “trade or business” and
their investment in a portfolio company was made through a “partnership-
in-fact,” thereby subjecting the funds to withdrawal liability. The authors
of this article discuss the decision and its implications.

In a much-anticipated decision addressing the reach of multiemployer
pension plans in imposing withdrawal liability, a U.S. District Court recently
ruled that three private equity funds were engaged in a “trade or business” and
their investment in a portfolio company was made through a “partnership-in-
fact,” thereby subjecting the funds to withdrawal liability. The ruling in Sun
Capital Partners III, LP v. New England Teamsters & Trucking Indus. Pension
Fund by the U.S. District Court for the District of Massachusetts comes almost
three years after the high-profile decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
First Circuit that one of the funds managed by Sun Capital Advisors (“Sun
Capital”) was engaged in a “trade or business,” setting the stage for the district
court’s recent decision.

FIRST CIRCUIT’S 2013 DECISION

Sun Capital involves the 2007 investment in Scott Brass Inc. (“SBI”) by three
private equity funds (“SCP Funds”) established and managed by Sun Capital.
Sun Capital Partners IV, LP (“SCP IV Fund”) owned 70 percent of SBI and two
“parallel funds”—Sun Capital Partners III, LP and Sun Capital Partners III QP,
LP (“SCP III Funds”)—owned the remaining 30 percent of SBI. In October
2008, SBI stopped contributing to the New England Teamsters and Trucking
Industry Pension Fund, a multiemployer pension plan, which triggered
withdrawal liability. The Teamsters Plan assessed withdrawal liability on SBI

* Ronald E. Richman is a partner at Schulte Roth & Zabel LLP and co-head of the firm’s
Employment & Employee Benefits Group. His practice concentrates on the litigation of
employment and employee benefits cases in federal and state courts throughout the United States
involving trade secrets, non-competition, nonsolicit, and breach of confidentiality and breach of
loyalty issues. Ian L. Levin and Holly H. Weiss are partners at the firm. Scott A. Gold is special
counsel at the firm. The authors may be reached at ronald.richman@srz.com, ian.levin@srz.com,
holly.weiss@srz.com, and scott.gold@srz.com, respectively.
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and the SCP Funds. The Teamsters Plan’s position was that the SCP Funds were
members of SBI’s ERISA-controlled group. Under ERISA, to be liable as a
member of a contributing employer’s controlled group, the entity must be: (1)
a “trade or business”; and (2) under “common control” with the obligated entity
through ownership of at least 80 percent.

On appeal, the First Circuit set forth an “investment plus” standard to
evaluate whether a private equity fund was engaged in a “trade or business,”
which includes analysis of the profit-making purpose, the involvement in
portfolio company management and operations, governance control, and any
direct economic benefit received by the fund. Based on “the sum of all of these
factors,” the First Circuit held that the SCP IV Fund satisfied “the ‘plus’ in the
‘investment plus’ test.” The First Circuit remanded the case to the district court
to determine whether the SCP III Funds also constituted trades or businesses
and, if so, whether SBI was under the “common control” of the SCP Funds.

DISTRICT COURT DECISION

Using the First Circuit’s “investment plus” test, the district court found that
the SCP IV Fund and the SCP III Funds were trades or businesses based on the
economic benefits they received from their management activities with respect
to SBI. The SCP III Funds’ economic benefit was offsets from the management
fees that each owed to Sun Capital by certain fees (such as management fees,
directors’ fees, corporate services fees, investment banking fees, and any net
fees) that Sun Capital and its affiliates received from SBI. The SCP IV Fund
argued that the First Circuit’s holding that the fund was a trade or business was
based on an erroneous factual determination. The SCP IV Fund asserted there
was no economic benefit because it never utilized any offset due to SBI’s
bankruptcy and Sun Capital’s waiver of fees. The district court rejected the
argument, holding the economic benefit was a potential offset that could be
carried forward to reduce the fund’s future management fees.

As to “common control,” the district court determined that the three SCP
Funds should be deemed to have formed a de facto partnership—a
“partnership-in-fact”—in connection with their investment in Sun Scott Brass
LLC (“TopCo LLC”), which, in turn, owned SBI. The district court rejected
the SCP Funds’ argument that the choice of organizational form under state law
should be determinative of treatment under federal law. In reaching its
conclusion, the district court found that:

• An intent to form a partnership was evident from the SCP Funds’
decision to split SBI’s ownership to address the SCP Funds’ different
investment life cycles, income diversification preferences and desire to
avoid common control under ERISA. The decision showed a “coordi-
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nation” and “joint action” that “stem from top-down decisions to
allocate responsibilities jointly” and was not the action of “independent
funds choosing, each for its own reasons, to invest at a certain level.”

• The SCP Funds engaged in a “period of joint investigation and action
prior to the formation of an LLC” to identify potential investments.

• The SCP Funds are closely affiliated entities and “part of the larger
ecosystem” of Sun Capital entities created and directed by general
partners, each of which is controlled by the co-CEOs of Sun Capital.

• The SCP Funds were not passive investors in SBI that invested “by
happenstance, or coincidence,” but the SCP Funds created the TopCo
LLC to invest in SBI—a form of investment structure that the SCP
Funds used to invest in five other companies between 2005 and 2008.

• There was no record of any actual independence of the SCP Funds with
respect to their co-investments, such as co-investments with outside
entities or evidence of disagreement between the SCP III Funds and
SCP IV Fund over how to operate the TopCo LLC, as might be
expected from independent members. “The smooth coordination is
indicative of a partnership-in-fact sitting atop the [TopCo] LLC: a site
of joining together and forming a community of interest.”

The district court also determined that the partnership-in-fact created by the
SCP Funds was engaged in a trade or business. The SCP Funds already have
appealed the district court’s decision.

CONCLUSION

The decision marks the first time that a court has held that private equity
funds, each owning less than 80 percent of a portfolio company, were liable for
the pension obligations of the portfolio company. As a result of the decision, we
expect that multiemployer pension plans and the Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation will become more aggressive in pursuing private equity funds for
a portfolio company’s withdrawal liability. We also expect that private equity
funds will undertake additional precautions in structuring and managing
portfolio company investments to prevent being held liable for a portfolio
company’s withdrawal liability.
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