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ORDER GRANTING THE RECEIVER’S THIRD MOTION
TO CLARIFY THE RECEIVER ORDER

Having heard the Receiver Peter S. Vogel’s Third Motion to Clarify the Receiver Order
(Docket No. 180), the Court declares, for purposes of clarification, that the Receiver Order’s
definition of Receivership Parties has always included Iguana Consulting, LLC, Diamond Key,
LLC, Quasar Services, LLC, Javelina, LLC, HCB, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company,
HCB, LLC, a U.S. Virgin Islands limited liability company, Realty Investment Management,
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, Realty Investment Management, LLC, a U.S. Virgin
Islands limited liability company, Blue Horizon Limited Liability Company, Simple Solutions,
LLC, Asiatrust Limited, Southpac Trust Limited, Stowe Protectors, Ltd., and Royal Gable 3129
Trust. Further, ID Genesis, LLC is removed from the Receiver Order’s definition of
Receivership Parties.

SIGNED this 7 f:_(day of February, 2011

Royal Furgésor()
Senior United States District Judge
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ORDER GRANTING THE RECEIVER’S FOURTH
MOTION TO CLARIFY THE RECEIVER ORDER

MOTIONTO CRLARIEY 30k A LA Y o

BEFORE THE COURT is the Receiver Peter S. Vogel’s Fourth Motion to Clarify the
Receiver Order (Docket No. 141). The Court considered the Motion to Clarify, the relevantl
pleadings, and the evidence on file and finds that the Motion to Clarify is well-taken and should
be GRANTED in all ways.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the definition of
“Receivership Parties” in the Court’s November 24, 2010, Order Appointing Receiver has
always included CDM Services, LLC or if CDM Services, LLC was created after the date of the
Order Appointing Receiver, the definition of “Receivership Parties” included CDM Services,
LLC since the date of CDM Services, LLC’s creation.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that all individuals
affiliated with or purporting to represent CDM Services, LLC are subject to the Order
Appointing Receiver in all respects.

I
Signed this ﬁf’day of February, 2011.

for 100 L0088~

Royal Burges
Senior United State§ District Judge




