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 DISCLOSURE STATEMENT PURSUANT TO 22 N.Y.C.R.R. 500.1(f) 

Consolidated Restaurant Operations, Inc. has the following parents, 

subsidiaries, and/or affiliates: Consolidated Restaurant Companies, Inc.; CRO 

International Franchising, LLC; ECRI, Inc.; El Chico Restaurants of America, Inc.; 

El Chico License, Inc.; Pronto Restaurant Design & Equipment, Inc.; ECRHC, Inc.; 

Cantina Laredo Restaurants, LLC; Good Eats Restaurants, Inc.; Good Eats 

Restaurants of Texas, LP; Good Eats Restaurants of Texas LP, Inc.; Good Eats 

Restaurants of America, Inc.; Good Eats Franchising, Inc.; Good Eats License, Inc.; 

Silver Fox Restaurants LP, LLC; SF Acquisition, LLC; Silver Fox Restaurants, LP; 

CRO Development LP, LLC; CRO Development I, LP; Cantina Laredo Branson, 

LP; CRO-SSRH Development, LP; Cantina Laredo Jacksonville, LLC; Silver Fox 

Frisco, LP; CRO-San Luis Development, LLC; Branson Café, LP; Cantina Laredo 

MOA, LP; and Cantina Laredo Clayton, LLC. 

STATEMENT OF RELATED LITIGATION 

There are no actions or proceedings pending in any court of this State related 

to this appeal at the time of filing this brief. 
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