
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

(Baltimore Division) 
 
In re:      * 
        Case No.  25-11237-NVA 
E. E. MARR ERECTORS, INC.,  * 
       
 Debtor.    * 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
MORGAN W. FISHER,   * 
CHAPTER 7 TRUSTEE, 
      * 

Plaintiff,      Adversary No. 25-00456 
      * 
v. 
      * 
BAY CRANE MID-ATLANTIC, LLC, 
      * 

Defendant.  
      * 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 

TRUSTEE’S MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
BY AND BETWEEN TRUSTEE AND DEFENDANT 

 
Morgan W. Fisher, the Chapter 7 trustee in the above-captioned bankruptcy case and the 

plaintiff in the above-captioned adversary proceeding (the “Trustee”), by his undersigned counsel, 

pursuant to Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9019, files this motion seeking the approval of a settlement agreement 

by and between the Trustee and the defendant herein, Bay Crane Mid-Atlantic, LLC (the 

“Motion”).  In support of this Motion, the Trustee states as follows: 

Background 

1. The debtor herein, E. E. Marr Erectors, Inc. (the “Debtor”), commenced the above-

captioned case (the “Bankruptcy Case”) by filing a voluntary petition under Chapter 7 of the 

Bankruptcy Code on February 14, 2025 (the “Petition Date”). 
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2. The Trustee was appointed to serve as interim trustee in the Bankruptcy Case, and 

no other trustee was appointed at the Debtor’s meeting of creditors held on March 26, 2025.  The 

Trustee has accepted his appointment, has qualified and is acting in that capacity. 

The Controversy 

3. Prior to the Petition Date, on or about December 12, 2024, and December 19, 2024, 

the Debtor issued the defendant herein, Bay Crane Mid-Atlantic, LLC (the “Bay Crane”), Check 

No. 10454 and Check No. 10466 in the amounts of, respectively, $53,482.40 and $215,784.70 (the 

“Transfers”).  The Transfers, totaling $269,267.10, were made to satisfy numerous invoices dating 

back to July of 2024.     

4. On December 29, 2025, the Trustee filed a Complaint to Avoid and Recover 

Transfers (the “Complaint”), thereby commencing the above-captioned adversary proceeding (the 

“Adversary Proceeding”) wherein the Trustee asserted that the Transfers are avoidable and 

recoverable under 11 U.S.C. §§ 547, 550 (the “Trustee’s Preference Claims”). 

5. Bay Crane has timely filed an answer to the Complaint wherein it has asserted 

defenses to the Trustee’s Preference Claims, and the Parties have conducted informal discovery 

and settlement negotiations. 

The Settlement 

6. Bay Crane and the Trustee have reached a resolution of the Trustee’s Preference 

Claim, the terms of which are more fully set forth in a settlement agreement dated May 5, 2026 

(the “Settlement Agreement”).  A copy of the Settlement Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit 

A. 

7. As more fully set forth in the Settlement Agreement, United Rentals has agreed to 

pay the Trustee $25,000.00.   
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Standard 

 8. Pursuant to Fed. R. Bankr. P. 9019, courts may approve a compromise or settlement 

after notice and a hearing. 

9. “It is well established that a bankruptcy court’s approval of a settlement . . . is within 

its sound discretion.”  St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. v. Vaughn, 779 F.2d 1003, 1010 (4th Cir. 

1985).  “Objection [to a proposed settlement] is not fatal to such a settlement if ‘[it] is found to be 

in the best interests of the estate as a whole.’”  Id. (quoting In re Flight Transp. Corp. Securities 

Litigation, 730 F.2d 1128, 1138 (8th Cir. 1984)).  See also, Rahman v. Oncology Associates, P.C., 

269 B.R. 139, 150 (D. Md. 2001) (“[T]he essential inquiry which this Court must make in this 

particular case is to determine whether the compromise reached by the parties is ‘fair and 

equitable’ and in the best interests of the estate.”); In re Smith, 210 B.R. 689, 692 (Bankr. D. Md. 

1997) (“[I]t is also the obligation of a bankruptcy court to review independently a proposed 

compromise to determine whether it is fair and equitable and in the best interests of the bankruptcy 

estate.”). 

10. When determining whether a particular settlement is “in the best interests of the 

estate,” a court must consider the following factors:  (a) the probability of success in litigation; (b) 

the difficulties, if any, to be encountered in the matter of collection; (c) the complexity of the 

litigation involved (including the expense, inconvenience and delay necessarily attending the 

litigation); and (d) the paramount interest of the creditors and a proper deference to their reasonable 

views.  Rahman v. Oncology Associates, P.C., 269 B.R. at 149. 

Argument 

11. The Trustee believes that the Settlement Agreement is in the best interest of the 

bankruptcy estate.  Taking into consideration the defenses of Bay Crane as well as the cost of 
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litigation, the Trustee believes that the Settlement Agreement is in the best interests of the 

bankruptcy estate. 

12. The Settlement Agreement is also in the best interests of the estate because it 

provides funds for payment to the Debtor’s creditors ($25,000.00).    

13. As required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9013-2, the Trustee hereby states that no 

memorandum will be filed and that he will rely solely upon this Motion. 

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, Morgan W. Fisher, the Trustee, respectfully 

requests the following relief: 

A. That the Court enter an order approving the Settlement Agreement by and between 

the Trustee and the Bay Crane; and 

B. That the Court grant the Trustee such other and further relief as is just and equitable. 

 
        /s/ Craig B. Leavers     

Craig B. Leavers, Bar No. 26914 
The Law Offices of Craig B. Leavers, LLC 
P.O. Box 306 
Cockeysville, Maryland 21030 
Phone:  (443) 318-4526 
Craig@LeaversLaw.com 
 
Attorney for Morgan W. Fisher, Trustee 
 

 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 6th day of May, 2026, a copy of the foregoing was served 

on the parties listed below by electronic service via CM/ECF:   

J. Daniel Vorsteg, Esq. 
Whiteford, Taylor & Preston LLP 
8830 Stanford Blvd., Suite 400 
Columbia, Maryland 21045 
(Attorney for Bay Crane Mid-Atlantic, LLC) 
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And on the parties listed below by first class mail, postage prepaid: 
 

Office of the United States Trustee 
101 West Lombard Street, Suite 2625 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 
 
Daniel Alan Staeven, Esq. 
Frost & Associates, LLC 
839 Bestgate Road, Suite 400 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
(Attorney for Debtor) 
 
E. E. Marr Erectors, Inc. 
2039 Hollins Ferry Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21230 
(Debtor) 

 

/s/  Craig B. Leavers  
Craig B. Leavers 
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EXHIBIT A 
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

(Baltimore Division) 
 
In re:      * 
        Case No.  25-11237-NVA 
E. E. MARR ERECTORS, INC.,  * 
       
 Debtor.    * 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
MORGAN W. FISHER,   * 
CHAPTER 7 TRUSTEE, 
      * 

Plaintiff,      Adversary No. 25-00456 
      * 
v. 
      * 
BAY CRANE MID-ATLANTIC, LLC, 
      * 

Defendant.  
      * 
 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 

ORDER APPROVING SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
BY AND BETWEEN TRUSTEE AND DEFENDANT 

 
Upon consideration of the Trustee’s Motion for Approval of Settlement Agreement By 

and Between Trustee and Defendant (the “Motion”), and no opposition to the Motion having 

been filed, and having determined that the proposed settlement at issue in the Motion is in the 
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best interests of the Debtor’s estate, it is, by the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District 

of Maryland, 

ORDERED, that the Motion is hereby GRANTED; and it is further 

ORDERED, that the terms of the settlement agreement dated May 6, 2026, attached to 

the Motion as Exhibit A (the “Settlement Agreement”), are hereby approved; and it is further  

 ORDERED, that Morgan W. Fisher, the Chapter 7 trustee, may take any and all actions 

necessary and appropriate to effectuate and consummate the Settlement Agreement. 

 

cc: J. Daniel Vorsteg, Esq., via CM/ECF 
 
Craig B. Leavers, Esq., via CM/ECF 
 
Office of the United States Trustee 
101 West Lombard Street, Suite 2625 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 
 
Daniel Alan Staeven, Esq. 
Frost & Associates, LLC 
839 Bestgate Road, Suite 400 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
 
E. E. Marr Erectors, Inc. 
2039 Hollins Ferry Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21230 
 

 
 

END OF ORDER 
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