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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 

No. 11-90050 

In re: HALO WIRELESS, INCORPORATED, 

Debtor 

HALO WIRELESS, INCORPORATED, 

Petitioner 
v. 

ALENCO COMMUNICATIONS INCORPORATED; ALMA 
COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY; BPS TELEPHONE COMPANY; 
BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, L.L.C., doing business as AT&T 
Alabama; BIG BEND TELEPHONE COMPANY, INCORPORATED; BLUE 
RIDGE TELEPHONE COMPANY; BRAZORIA TELEPHONE COMPANY; 
CAMDEN TELEPHONE & TELEGRAPH COMPANY, INCORPORATED; 
CHARITON VALLEY TELECOM CORPORATION; CHARITON VALLEY 
TELEPHONE CORPORATEION; CHOCTAW TELEPHONE COMPANY; 
CITIZENS TELEPHONE COMPANY OF HIGGINSVILLE, MISSOURI; 
CONCORD TELEPHONE EXCHANGE, INCORPORATED; CRAW-KAN 
TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED; EASTEX TELEPHONE 
COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED; ELECTRA TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED; ELLINGTON TELEPHONE COMPANY; FARBER 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; FIDELITY COMMUNICATION SERVICES I, 
INCORPORATED; FIDELITY COMMUNICATION SERVICES II, 
INCORPORATED; FIDELITY TELEPHONE COMPANY; FIVE AREA 
TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED; GANADO TELEPHONE 
COMPANY; GOODMAN TELEPHONE COMPANY; GRANBY TELEPHONE 
COMPANY; GRAND RIVER MUTUAL TELEPHONE COMPANY; GREEN 
HILLS AREA CELLULAR; GREEN HILLS TELEPHONE CORPORATION; 
GUADALUPE VALLEY TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED; 
HILL COUNTRY TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED; 
HOLWAY TELEPHONE COMPANY; HUMPHREYS COUNTY 
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TELEPHONE COMPANY; IAMO TELEPHONE COMPANY; ILLINOIS 
BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, doing business as AT&T Illinois; INDIANA 
BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, INCORPORATED, doing business as 
AT&T Indiana.; INDUSTRY TELEPHONE COMPANY; K.L.M. 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; KINGDOM TELEPHONE COMPANY; LAKE 
LIVINGSTON TELEPHONE COMPANY, INCORPORATED; LATHROP 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; LE-RU TELEPHONE COMPANY; LIVINGSTON 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; MARK TWAIN COMMUNICATION COMPANY; 
MARK TWAIN RURAL TELEPHONE COMPANY; MCDONALD COUNTY 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; MICHIGAN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
doing business as AT&T Michigan; MID-MISSOURI TELEPHONE 
COMPANY; MID-PLAINS RURAL TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INCORPORATED; MILLER TELEPHONE COMPANY; MOKAN DIAL, 
INCORPORATED; NELSON-BALL GROUND TELEPHONE COMPANY; 
NEVADA BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, doing business as AT&T Nevada; 
NEW FLORENCE TELEPHONE COMPANY; NEW LONDON TELEPHONE 
COMPANY; NORTEX COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY; NORTH TEXAS 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; NORTHEAST MISSOURI RURAL TELEPHONE 
COMPANY; ORCHARD FARM TELEPHONE COMPANY; OZARK 
TELEPHONE COMPANY; PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, doing 
business as AT&T California; PEACE VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED; PEOPLES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INCORPORATED; QUINCY TELEPHONE COMPANY; RIVERA 
TELEPHONE COMPANY, INCORPORATED; ROCK PORT TELEPHONE 
COMPANY; SANTA ROSA TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, 
INCORPORATED; SENECA TELEPHONE COMPANY; SOUTHWEST 
TEXAS TELEPHONE COMPANY; SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE 
COMPANY, doing business as AT&T Arkansas; STEELVILLE TELEPHONE 
EXCHANGE, INCORPORATED; STOUTLAND TELEPHONE COMPANY; 
TATUM TELEPHONE COMPANY; TELLICO TELEPHONE COMPANY; 
TENNESSEE TELEPHONE COMPANY; THE MISSOURI PUBLIC 
SERVICE COMMISSION; THE OHIO BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
doing business as AT&T Ohio; TOTELCOM COMMUNICATIONS, L.L.C.; 
VALLEY TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE INCORPORATED; WEST PLAINS 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INCORPORATED; WISCONSIN BELL 
TELEPHONE, INCORPORATED doing business as Wisconsin, AT&T 
KANSAS; AT&T MISSOURI; AT&T OKLAHOMA; AT&T TEXAS; AT&T 
FLORIDA; AT&T GEORGIA; AT&T KENTUCKY; AT&T LOUISIANA; 
AT&T MISSISSIPPI; AT&T NORTH CAROLINA; AT&T SOUTH 
CAROLINA; AT&T TENNESSEE, 
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Respondents 

Motion for Leave to Appeal 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 158(d) 


Before KING, JOLLY, and GRAVES, Circuit Judges. 

PER CURIAM: 

IT IS ORDERED that the motion for leave to appeal under 28 U.S.C. 

§ 158(d) is GRANTED. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petition for writ of mandamus 

is DENIED. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the motion to stay the bankruptcy 

proceedings pending appeal is DENIED. 
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