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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 ----------------------------------------------------------------------  X  

 

In re: 

 

Décor Holdings, Inc., et al.,1 

 

 Debtors. 

 : 
 : 

 : 
 : 
 : 

 : 
 : 

 : 
 : 

 : 

 

Chapter 11 

 

Case No. 19-71020 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71022 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71023 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71024 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71025 (REG) 

 

Joint Administration Requested 
 ----------------------------------------------------------------------  X  

 

MOTION OF THE DEBTORS TO (A) REJECT CERTAIN UNEXPIREDLEASES  

OF NON-RESIDENTIAL REAL PROPERTY, AND (B) ABANDON  

DE MINIMIS PROPERTY IN CONNECTION THEREWITH 

Décor Holdings, Inc. (“Décor”), and its affiliated debtors and debtors in possession 

(collectively, the “Debtors”), as debtors and debtors in possession in the above-captioned 

chapter 11 cases (these “Chapter 11 Cases”), hereby submit this motion (the “Motion”) for 

entry of an order (the “Order”), in substantially the forms attached hereto, authorizing the 

Debtors to (a) reject the unexpired leases of certain real property as set forth on Exhibit A 

                                                 
1  The Debtors in these chapter 11 cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax 

identification number, are: Décor Holdings, Inc. (4174); Décor Intermediate Holdings LLC (5414); The 

Robert Allen Duralee Group, Inc. (8435); The Robert Allen Duralee Group, LLC (1798); and The Robert 

Allen Duralee Group Furniture, LLC (2835).  The corporate headquarters and the mailing address for the 

Debtors listed above is 49 Wireless Boulevard, Suite 150, Hauppauge, NY 11788.  The Debtors also maintain 

a separate corporate office at 2 Hampshire Street, Suite 300, Foxboro, MA 02035. 
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attached to the Motion, and (b) abandon any personal property or other assets located on or 

in connection with such leased properties. In support of this Motion, the Debtors 

respectfully state as follows:  

Jurisdiction 

1. This Court has jurisdiction to consider this matter pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334. 

2. This is a core proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b). 

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

4. The statutory bases for the relief requested herein are sections 105(a) and 

365(a), and 554(a) of title 11 of the United States Code, 11 U.S.C. §§ 101 et seq. (the 

“Bankruptcy Code”) and Rules 6006 and 6007 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy 

Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”). 

Background 

5. On the date hereof (the “Petition Date”), each of the Debtors filed a voluntary 

petition for relief under chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code. 

6. The Debtors continue to operate their business and manage their properties as 

debtors in possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code. 

7. No trustee, examiner, creditors’ committee, or other official committee has 

been appointed in the Debtors’ Chapter 11 Cases. 

8. The Debtors are the second largest supplier of decorative fabrics and furniture 

to the design industry in the United States.  They design, manufacture and sell decorative 

fabrics, wall coverings, trimmings, upholstered furniture, drapery hardware and accessories 

for both residential and commercial applications.  The Debtors have three primary business 

lines: (a) selling decorative fabrics and furniture to interior designers; (b) providing 
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decorative fabrics and fabricated products to hospitality customers, including hotels and 

resorts, and retail manufacturers who sell products to the trade and/or consumers; and (c) 

manufacturing custom-made furniture for both residential and commercial use. 

9. The Debtors maintain showroom premises located in major metropolitan 

cities across the United States and Canada, and an extensive worldwide agent showroom 

network that collectively services more than 30 countries around the globe.  The Debtors 

offer more than 5,000 fabrics and 1,000 wall coverings, ranging from $20 to $600 retail, and 

they have relationships with more than 100 textile mills from around the world.  Every year, 

the Debtors’ design studio creates new fabric collections consisting of as many as thirty 

designs per collection, with each design available in a variety of colors, and introduces 

extensive collections of passementerie tassels, braids, fringes, ropes and cords. 

10. The Duralee Debtors2 have sold their products under a variety of brands, 

including Duralee Furniture, Duralee Drapery Hardware, Duralee Contract, Suburban 

Home, DF Monogram, Highland Court, Bailey & Griffin, Lulu DK, Clarke & Clarke and 

James Hare brands.  The Robert Allen Group Debtor3 has sold its products under the 

Robert Allen, Beacon Hill, Robert Allen Contract, and Robert Allen @ Home brands and is 

renowned for the Robert Allen Color Library, widely known as the first fine fabric 

collection to be designed by color.  The Robert Allen Group Debtor has been one of the 

world’s largest designers of fine fabrics for the interior design trade, and recognized for over 

75 years as a brand leader in its field. 

                                                 
2  The Duralee Debtors include, The Robert Allen Duralee Group, LLC and The Robert Allen Duralee 

Group Furniture, LLC (together, the “Duralee Debtors”). 

3  The Robert Allen Group Debtor includes, The Robert Allen Duralee Group, Inc. (the “Robert Allen 

Group Debtor”). 
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11. In March, 2017, the Duralee Debtors and certain of their non-debtor affiliates 

(the “Duralee Group”) and the Robert Allen Group Debtor and certain of its non-debtor 

affiliates (the “Robert Allen Group”, and together with the Duralee Group, the “Robert 

Allen Duralee Group”) entered into a merger (the “Merger”) that resulted in the 

combination of the Duralee business and the Robert Allen Group business.  After the 

Merger, the Debtors implemented a number of cost-cutting measures, including significant 

reduction in the size of their workforce.  The Debtors encountered difficulty, however, 

implementing additional cost-cutting measures, such as consolidating redundant leased 

showroom spaces and integrating a single computer system which would unify the 

company’s accounts payable, sales, and other essential software systems. 

12. The Debtors’ inability to effectively implement necessary cost-cutting 

measures, coupled with the recent decline in the home furnishing market, caused the 

Debtors to incur substantial losses, necessitating these chapter 11 filings.  Through the 

chapter 11 process, the Debtors intend to undertake a going concern sale to preserve and 

maximize the value of their business.  To fund operations during these Chapter 11 Cases, 

the Debtors are seeking approval of a debtor in possession financing facility (the “DIP 

Financing”), as well as further reduce the company’s overhead costs and expenses through 

various forms of consolidation. 

13. A more detailed description of the Debtors’ business, capital structure, and 

the circumstances leading to the chapter 11 filings is set forth in the Declaration of Lee 

Silberman in Support of Chapter 11 Petitions and First Day Motions and Applications (the “First 

Day Declaration”) filed contemporaneously herewith and incorporated herein by reference. 
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The Leases  

14. The Debtors collectively lease 36 properties, including 1 warehouse and 

manufacturing facility, 6 commercial office spaces, and 29 showrooms. The showrooms are 

used for displaying and advertising the Debtors’ finished products in order to solicit sales 

and to exhibit the Debtors’ product line to prospective customers and interior designers. The 

Debtors’ large total portfolio of showrooms is the result of a previous merger between 

Debtor-entities, The Robert Allen Group and Duralee Fabrics. While the merger provided 

the combined entity with an extensive portfolio of showrooms at its disposal, many 

showroom spaces were in extremely close proximity to one another, if not located in the 

same building. Thus, in many instances, the Debtors are leasing two showrooms in the 

same vicinity or exact same location where only one showroom in such location will meet 

the Debtors’ business needs. After conducting an extensive review of their leased showroom 

portfolio, the Debtors have identified 11 showrooms which, based upon their duplicative 

positioning with other remaining showrooms, only multiply costs for the Debtors and do 

not provide a benefit to the Debtors’ ongoing operations (the “Duplicative Showrooms”).    

15. After carefully evaluating the occupancy costs, available capital, and business-

planning variables surrounding each Duplicative Showroom, the Debtors have concluded 

that the Duplicative Showrooms do not provide the requisite benefit to the Debtors’ 

business to rationalize maintaining such Showrooms on an ongoing basis. Given the 

duplicative rents and the current market conditions in connection with the Duplicative 

Showrooms, the Debtors have concluded, in consultation with their advisors, that the leases 

of such Duplicative Showrooms (collectively, the “Duplicative Showroom Leases” or 

“Leases”) are not marketable and are unlikely to generate any value for the Debtors’ estates 

and such be rejected. 
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16. Prior to the Petition Date, the Debtors began the process of winding down 

operations at the Duplicative Showrooms, but have not yet vacated these Showrooms. 

Accordingly, the Debtors request that such rejections be deemed to occur as of the date the 

Debtors surrender possession of the Duplicative Showrooms to their respective landlords 

(for each Duplicative Showroom, the “Rejection Date”). Since possession of the Duplicative 

Showrooms will be surrendered in the near future, it is likely that some Duplicative 

Showrooms may be surrendered, and the Rejection Dates may occur, prior to the date this 

Court enters an order on the relief requested in this Motion. The Debtors request that such 

rejections be approved nunc pro tunc to the Rejection Date.  

17. In addition, during the ordinary course of business, the Debtors have 

accumulated certain miscellaneous assets at the Duplicative Showrooms, including certain 

furniture, fixtures, and equipment. To the extent reasonable, the Debtors generally will 

remove such items from the Duplicative Showrooms and transport these items to the 

Debtors’ remaining showrooms or to a storage facility of the Debtors’ choosing. The 

Debtors have determined, however, in the exercise of their business judgment, that certain 

remaining items will be exceedingly difficult or expensive to remove or store (the 

“Remaining Property”). The Debtors estimate that the Remaining Property is of de minimis 

value and therefore the Debtors will not realize any economic benefit by retaining the 

Remaining Property. Accordingly, the Debtors and seek to abandon the Remaining 

Property.  

Relief Requested 

18. By this Motion, the Debtors request, pursuant to sections 365 and 554(a) of 

the Bankruptcy Code, and Rules 6006 and 6007 of the Bankruptcy Rules, entry of an Order 

authorizing the Debtors to: (a) reject the Duplicative Showroom Leases, each effective as of 
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the Rejection Date, and (b) abandon any Remaining Property at each Duplicative 

Showroom as it deems necessary. Schedules identifying and describing the Duplicative 

Showrooms are annexed hereto as Exhibit A.      

Basis For Relief  

A. Rejecting the Duplicative Showroom Leases is a Valid Exercise of the Debtors’ 

Business Judgement and Should be Approved by the Court 

19. Section 365(a) of the Bankruptcy Code provides that a debtor, “subject to the 

court's approval, may assume or reject an executory contract or unexpired lease.” 11 U.S.C. § 

365(a). A debtor’s determination to reject an executory contract is governed by the “business 

judgment” standard. See Orion Pictures Corp. v. Showtime Networks, Inc. (In re Orion 

Pictures  Corp.), 4 F.3d 1095, 1098-99 (2d Cir. 1993) (stating that a debtor’s decision to reject 

an executory contract is governed by the business judgment standard and can only be 

overturned if the decision was the product of bad faith, whim or caprice). 

20. Once the debtor articulates a valid business justification, “[t]he business 

judgment rule ‘is a presumption that in making a business decision the directors of a 

corporation acted on an informed basis, in good faith and in the honest belief that the action 

taken was in the best interests of the company.’” Official Comm. of Subordinated 

Bondholders v. Integrated Res., Inc., 147 B.R. 650, 656 (S.D.N.Y. 1992) (quoting Smith v. 

Van Gorkom, 488 A.2d 858, 872 (Del. 1985)); see also Nostas Assocs. V. Costich (In re Klein 

Sleep Products, Inc.), 78 F.3d 18, 25 (2d Cir. 1996) (recognizing the “business judgment” 

standard used to authorize rejection of executory contracts); In re Minges, 602 F.2d 38, 42-43 

(2d Cir. 1979) (holding that the “business judgment” test is appropriate for determining 

when an executory contract can be rejected); In re Kong, 162 B.R. 86, 94-95 (Bankr. 
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E.D.N.Y. 1993) (explaining that the business judgment standard requires only a 

demonstration that rejection will benefit the estate). 

21. Upon finding that a debtor has exercised its sound business judgement in 

determining that rejection of the lease is in the best interest of the debtor, its creditors and 

other parties in interest, the Court should approve the rejection of the lease under section 

365(a) of the Bankruptcy Code. See, e.g., In re Bradlees Stores, Inc., 194 B.R. 555, 558 fn.1 

(Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1996); Summit Land Co. v. Allen (In re Summit Land Co.), 13 B.R. 310, 

315 (Bankr. D. Utah 1981) (holding that, absent extraordinary circumstances, court 

approval of a debtor’s decision to assume or reject an executory contract “should be granted 

as a matter of course”). 

22. Rejecting the Duplicative Store Leases is well within the Debtors’ business 

judgment and will serve the best interests of their estates. The Debtors are seeking authority 

to reject these Leases to avoid the incurrence of duplicative and unnecessary expenses 

related to the Leases and the maintenance of the Duplicative Showrooms. Given the close 

proximity of the Duplicative Showrooms to other showrooms which the Debtors wish to 

maintain, and given that the Debtors are incurring identical costs for showroom space that 

is not needed to meet the Debtors’ ongoing business demands, continuing to occupy the 

Duplicative Showrooms serves no beneficial purposes for the Debtors at this time. By 

maintaining the Duplicative Showrooms, the Debtors will only continue to incur substantial 

costs for property that is simply unnecessary given the Debtors’ current lease portfolio. 

Accordingly, the Debtors have concluded that rejection of the Duplicative Showroom 

Leases is in the best interests of the Debtors’ estates, their creditors, and other parties in 

interest. 
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B. Abandonment of Any Remaining Property is Authorized by Section 554(a) of the 

Bankruptcy Code 

23. Under section 554(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, a debtor, after notice and a 

hearing, is authorized to “abandon any property of the estate that is burdensome to the 

estate or that is of inconsequential value and benefit to the estate.” 11 U.S.C. § 554(a). The 

right to abandon property is virtually unfettered, unless (a) abandonment of the property 

will contravene laws designed to protect public health and safety or (b) the property poses an 

imminent threat to the public’s welfare. See In re Midlantic Nat’l Bank, 474 U.S. 494, 501 

(1986). Neither of these limitations is relevant under the instant facts. 

24. Any Remaining Property left at the Duplicative Showrooms is of 

inconsequential value to the Debtors’ estates, and the costs to the Debtors of removing or 

storing the Remaining Property will exceed any realistic economic benefit that might be 

realized by retaining such property. Accordingly, the Debtors have determined, in the 

exercise of their sound business judgment, that abandoning the Remaining Property will be 

in the best interest of the Debtors and their estates. 

Reservation of Rights 

25. Nothing contained herein is intended or shall be construed as (i) an admission 

as to the validity of any claim against the Debtors; (ii) a waiver of the Debtors’ or any 

appropriate party in interest’s rights to dispute the amount of, basis for, or validity of any 

claim against the Debtors; (iii) a waiver of any claims or causes of action which may exist 

against any creditor or interest holder; or (iv) an approval, assumption, or adoption of any 

agreement, contract, lease, program, or policy between the Debtors and any third party 

under section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code. 
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Notice 

1. Notice of this Motion shall be provided to: (a) the Office of the United States 

Trustee for the Eastern District of New York; (b) the Office of the United States Attorney 

for the Eastern District of New York; (c) the Debtors’ consolidated top thirty (30) largest 

unsecured creditors; (d) Counsel to Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. and PNC Bank, N.A., the 

Debtors’ secured creditors and proposed DIP Lenders; (e) Corber Corp., the Debtors’ 

secured creditor; (f) the Internal Revenue Service; (g) the Securities Exchange Commission; 

(h) the Tax Division of the United States Department of Justice; (i) the Office of the New 

York State Attorney General; (j) the New York State Department of Taxation and Finance; 

(k) the landlords of all Duplicative Showrooms; (l) any other parties required to receive 

service under Bankruptcy Rule 2002, Rule 2002-2 of the Local Bankruptcy Rules for the 

Eastern District of New York, and the Guidelines for First Day Motions adopted by the 

Board of Judges for the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Eastern District of New 

York.  

2. A copy of this Motion is also available on the website maintained by the 

Debtors’ noticing and claims agent, Omni Management Group LLC, at 

https://omnimgt.com/radg.  Due to the urgency of the circumstances surrounding this 

Motion and the nature of the relief requested, the Debtors submit that no other or further 

notice of this Motion is required.   

No Prior Request 

3. No prior motion for the relief requested herein has been made to this or any 

other Court. 
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WHEREFORE, the Debtors respectfully request that the Court grant the relief 

requested herein and such other and further relief as is just and appropriate. 

 

Dated:  February 12, 2019 
 New York, New York 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
  /s/ Mark T. Power  

HAHN & HESSEN LLP  
488 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York   

Telephone: (212) 478-7200 
Facsimile: (212) 478-7400 

Mark T. Power, Esq.  
Janine M. Figueiredo, Esq. 
 

 
Proposed Counsel for the 

Debtors and Debtors in Possession 
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Case 8-19-71020-reg    Doc 22    Filed 02/12/19    Entered 02/12/19 23:55:28



 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 ----------------------------------------------------------------------  X  

 

In re: 

 

Décor Holdings, Inc., et al.,1 

 

 Debtors. 

 : 
 : 

 : 
 : 
 : 

 : 
 : 

 : 
 : 

 : 

 

Chapter 11 

 

Case No. 19-71020 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71022 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71023 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71024 (REG) 

Case No. 19-71025 (REG) 

 

Joint Administration Requested 
 ----------------------------------------------------------------------  X  
 

ORDER AUTHORIZING THE DEBTORS TO (A) REJECT CERTAIN UNEXPIRED 

LEASES OF NON-RESIDENTIALREAL PROPERTY, AND (B) ABANDON DE 

MINIMIS PROPERTY IN CONNECTION THEREWITH 

 
Upon the motion (the “Motion”)2 of the above-captioned debtors and debtors in 

possession (collectively, the “Debtors”), for entry of an order (this “Order”) authorizing: (i) 

reject the unexpired leases of certain real property, and (b) abandon any personal property 

or other assets located on or in connection with such leased properties; and upon the First 

Day Declaration; and this Court having found that (a) it has jurisdiction to consider the 

Motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334; (b) the Motion is a core proceeding 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 157(b); and (c) venue of these Chapter 11 Cases and the Motion in 

this District is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409; and this Court having further 

determined that the relief requested in the Motion is in the best interests of the Debtors, their 

estates, their creditors, and other parties in interest; and it appearing that proper and 

                                                 
1  The Debtors in these chapter 11 cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax 

identification number, are: Décor Holdings, Inc. (4174); Décor Intermediate Holdings LLC (5414); The 

Robert Allen Duralee Group, Inc. (8435); The Robert Allen Duralee Group, LLC (1798); and The Robert 

Allen Duralee Group Furniture, LLC (2835).  The corporate headquarters and the mailing address for the 

Debtors listed above is 49 Wireless Boulevard, Suite 150, Hauppauge, NY 11788.  The Debtors also maintain 

a separate corporate office at 2 Hampshire Street, Suite 300, Foxboro, MA 02035. 

2  Capitalized terms used but not defined herein shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Motion 
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adequate notice of the Motion has been given and that no other or further notice is 

necessary; and this Court having reviewed the Motion and having heard statements in 

support of the Motion at a hearing held before this Court (the “Hearing”); and this Court 

having determined that the legal and factual bases set forth in the Motion and the First Day 

Declaration and at the Hearing establish just cause for the relief granted herein; and any 

objections to the relief requested herein having been withdrawn or overruled on the merits; 

and after due deliberation thereon and good and sufficient cause appearing therefor, it is 

HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. The Motion is granted to the extent set forth herein. 

2. The Leases in connection with the Duplicative Showrooms identified on 

Exhibit A attached hereto are hereby rejected as of the Rejection Date of each Duplicative 

Showroom Lease. For the avoidance of all doubt, the Rejection Date of each Duplicative 

Showroom Lease shall be the date upon which the Debtors surrendered possession of each 

Duplicative Showroom to their counterparty under such Duplicative Showroom Lease. To 

the extent such Rejection Date precedes the date of this Order, the rejection of such Lease is 

effective nunc pro tunc to the Rejection Date.  

3. The Debtors do not waive any claims that they may have against any 

counterparty to the Leases, whether or not such claims arise under, are related to the 

rejection of, or are independent of the Leases. 

4. The Debtors are authorized to abandon any Remaining Property located at all 

Duplicative Showrooms free and clear of all liens, claims, encumbrances, interests, and 

rights of third parties. 

5. Nothing herein shall prejudice the rights of the Debtors to argue that any of 

the Leases were terminated prior to the Petition Date; that any claim for damages arising 
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from the rejection of the Leases is limited to the remedies available under any applicable 

termination provision of such Lease; or that any such claim is an obligation of a third party 

and not that of the Debtors or their estates. 

6. Nothing in the Motion or this Order shall be deemed or construed as an 

approval of an assumption of any lease, sublease, or contract pursuant to section 365 of the 

Bankruptcy Code. 

7. To the extent that there is any inconsistency between the terms of the interim 

or final order approving the DIP Financing, if and when entered, and this Interim Order, 

the terms of the interim or final order approving the DIP Financing, as applicable, shall 

govern. 

8. Notwithstanding entry of this Order, nothing herein shall create, nor is 

intended to create, any rights in favor of, or enhance the status of any claim held by, any 

party. 

9. Notice as provided for in the Motion shall be deemed good and sufficient 

notice of such Motion. 

10. The Debtors are hereby authorized to take all actions necessary to effectuate 

the relief granted pursuant to this Order. 

11. This Court shall retain jurisdiction to hear and determine all matters arising 

from or related to the implementation or interpretation of this Order.    
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Exhibit A 

 

Duplicative Showrooms 
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 A-2 

Debtor 
Property Location (Address 

including zip code and county) 
Name and Address of Lessor 

Anticipated 

Rejection Date 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

ADAC 351 Peachtree Hill Ave NE 

Suite 401  

Atlanta, GA 

BRE IMC ADAC, LLC 

c/o Blackstone Real Estate Advisors 

345 Park Avenue 

New York, NY 10154 

2/28/2019 

Boston, MA - Duralee 

Fabrics LLC 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, LLC) 

Boston Design Center IDB, One 

Design Center Place, #428 

Boston, MA 02210 

Jamestown 1 Design Place, LP 

One Overton Park 

3625 Cumberland Blvd, SE, 12th Fl. 

Atlanta, GA 30339 

Attn: Michael Phillips (COO) 

2/28/2019 

Chicago, IL, Duralee 

Fabrics LLC 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, LLC) 

Merchandise Mart  222 

Merchandise Mart Plaza, Ste. 624 

Chicago, IL 60854 

Merchandise Mart LLC 

c/o Merchandise Mart Properties 

222 Merchandise Mart Plaza, Ste. 470 

Chicago, IL 60854 

2/28/2019 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

Dallas Design Center 

1240 Slocum, Building D, Ste. 747 

Dallas, TX 75207 

Dunhill Partners, Inc. 

3100 Monticello Avenue, Ste. 300 

Dallas, TX 75207 

2/28/2019 

Dania, FL, Duralee 

Fabrics LLC 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, LLC) 

Design Center of America 

1855 Griffin Road, #C-100 

Dania Beach, FL  33004 

Design Center of the Americas LLC 

750 Lexington Ave., 28th Fl.  

New York, NY 10022 

2/28/2019 

Duralee Fabrics LLC 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, LLC) 

Market Square Tower 

305 West High Street, #630 

High Point, NC 27260 

Market Square AC IV, LLC 

International Market Centers 

209 S. Main Street, Suite 301 

High Point, NC 27260 

2/28/2019 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

Decorative Center 

5120 Woodway Drive, Suite 1000 

Houston, TX  77056 

Decorative Center of Houston LP 

c/o Cohen Brothers Realty 

750 Lexington Ave. 28th Fl. 

 New York, NY 10022 

2/28/2019 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

Pacific Design Center 

8687 Melrose Avenue Ste. 499  

Los Angeles, CA  90069 

Pacific Design Center 1, LLC 

c/o Cohen Brothers Realty 

750 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022 

2/28/2019 
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 A-3 

Debtor 
Property Location (Address 

including zip code and county) 
Name and Address of Lessor 

Anticipated 

Rejection Date 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

D & D Building 

979 Third Ave, Ste. #305 

New York, NY  10022 

D&D Building Company, LLC 

c/o Cohen Brothers Realty 

750 Lexington Ave, 28th Fl.  

New York , NY  10022 

2/28/2019 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

Michigan Design Center 

1700 Stutz Drive, Ste. 25 

Troy Michigan, 48064 

Michigan Design Center 

1700 Stutz Drive, Ste. 28 

Troy, Michigan, 48064 

2/28/2019 

Robert Allen Group, Inc. 

(n/k/a The Robert Allen 

Duralee Group, Inc.) 

Washington Design Center 

1099 14thStreet, NW, Ste. 410 

Washington, DC 20005 

Franklin Court, Inc. 

c/o Lincoln Property Company 

1099 14thStreet NW, Ste 1001 

Washington, DC 20005 

2/28/2019 
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