
The Drones, the Debt, and the Defense That Isnâ??t There

Description

When someone says you owe them money, the cleanest defense is the simplest: you donâ??t owe
them anything.

But in the months-long fight between Cyberlux Corporation and its creditorsâ??most notably Atlantic
Wave Holdingsâ??thatâ??s the one defense Cyberlux has never made. Not once. Not in hundreds of
pages of filings, declarations, objections, or letters.

Instead, Cyberlux has leaned into a more tactical approach: dispute the amount, challenge the
procedure, and stall the process. Itâ??s clever. It buys time. But it doesnâ??t erase the fact that they
have never once denied the underlying debt.

At various times, Cyberlux has claimed that the judgment amount is $848,000, $1.4 million, or even
$949,000, depending on the day and the document. Now plaintiffs say the number is over $2.1 million,
including interest, fees, and penalties. Cyberlux calls that math fuzzy. Maybe it is. But fuzzy math
isnâ??t a defense to owing moneyâ??itâ??s a negotiation about how fast the check clears.

If the judgment were fundamentally flawed, theyâ??d have said so. If the debt didnâ??t exist, theyâ??d
have denied it. Instead, theyâ??ve told the court they would like to post a supersedeas bond, and have
asked for help determining the amount. Thatâ??s not something you do if you think the whole thing is
invalid. Thatâ??s something you do when youâ??re trying to delay enforcement you know is coming.

One of Cyberluxâ??s longest-running legal deflections has taken flightâ??literally. For months, they
have claimed that the drones sitting in their Spring, Texas warehouse are U.S. government property
and therefore untouchable by any court-appointed receiver. Their argument? That title to the drones
transferred to the government under FAR 52.249-6(c)â??a clause that applies to cost-
reimbursement contracts.

One problem. Cyberlux doesnâ??t have a cost-reimbursement contract. Their contract with HII,
the prime contractor, is a firm-fixed-price (FFP) subcontract. That means Cyberlux bears the
cost, the risk, and retains ownership of the goods until delivery and acceptance. And yet,
Cyberlux has been repeating this ownership claim for months, waving around regulations that donâ??t
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apply to them while failing to provide a single document from HII or the federal government confirming
it. Not one email, contract term, or handover receipt to prove the drones arenâ??t theirs.

Instead, theyâ??ve leaned heavily on general policy languageâ??most notably from Major General
Cameron Holtâ??s declarationâ??but nothing specific to this contract, this delivery, or this equipment.
Thatâ??s not a transfer of title. Thatâ??s a narrative.

What Cyberlux is doing here isnâ??t new. Itâ??s strategic misdirectionâ??invoking defense language,
regulatory jargon, and government affiliations in a way that sounds authoritative enough to confuse
anyone who doesnâ??t live and breathe federal procurement. Theyâ??re not saying, â??We donâ??t
owe this.â?• Theyâ??re saying, â??We donâ??t owe that much.â?• Theyâ??re not saying, â??We
donâ??t own this equipment.â?• Theyâ??re saying, â??Maybe someone else does. Possibly.
Eventually.â?•

Itâ??s not a defense. Itâ??s a fog machine. And at some point, that fog clears. When it does, all
thatâ??s left is the judgment, the assets, and a court thatâ??s already running out of patience.

119860690Download
119860693Download
118626786-2Download

Disclaimer

All posts, articles, and op-eds about Cyberlux Corporation are grounded entirely in information sourced
from publicly available court records, government documents, and financial disclosures filed with OTC
Markets. This content is intended for informational purposes onlyâ??itâ??s not legal advice, itâ??s not
financial guidance, and itâ??s definitely not an invitation to dive headfirst into investment decisions. Our
interpretations, opinions, and conclusions stem exclusively from these accessible resources. Ultimate
adjudication of legal matters rests with the courts and qualified legal professionals. As always,
youâ??re encouraged to verify independently because, letâ??s face it, trust but verify is a motto that
never goes out of style. If you believe there is an error in our reporting and have verifiable proof, we
encourage you to present it, and we will promptly review and address any inaccuracies.
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