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MEMORANDUM OPINION  [FN1]
 

FN1. The Court is not required to state findings of fact or conclusions of law, pursuant to Rule 7052(a)(3) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, on a motion to dismiss.

 MARY F. WALRATH, Bankruptcy Judge.

 *1 In its Motion to Dismiss, the Defendant contends that the Trustee's Complaint for recovery of a preference fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, because it sets forth only conclusory allegations parroting the statutory language of section 547 of the Bankruptcy Code. The Court agrees and accordingly will grant the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss. The Court will, however, allow the Trustee leave to amend the Complaint for the reasons set forth below.

 I. BACKGROUND
 Crucible Materials Corporation ("Crucible") produced a wide array of steel products for manufacturers, principally in the automotive industry. After experiencing a significant drop in demand, sparked in part by the disruption in the automotive industry, Crucible and its affiliates (the "Debtors") filed for chapter 11 reorganization on May 6, 2009 (the "Petition Date").

 Under the Debtors' plan of reorganization, which was confirmed on August 26, 2010, Richard D. Caruso was appointed Litigation Trustee (the "Trustee"). On November 8, 2010, the Trustee filed an adversary proceeding (the "Complaint") against The Lenick Company (the "Defendant") to avoid transfers pursuant to section 547 ("Count 1"), to avoid fraudulent conveyances pursuant to section 548 ("Count 2"), to recover post-petition transfers pursuant to section 549 ("Count 3"), to recover property transferred pursuant to section 550 ("Count 4"), and to disallow any claims the Defendant may have pursuant to section 502 ("Count 5").

 On January 12, 2011, the Defendant moved to dismiss the Complaint pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) for failure to state a claim. The Trustee has agreed to withdraw Counts 2 and 3 of the Complaint without prejudice in exchange for the Defendant's agreement to withdraw its Motion to Dismiss those Counts. (Pl.'s Resp. 2). The Motion has been fully briefed as to the remaining counts and is ripe for decision.

 II. JURISDICTION
 This Court has core jurisdiction over this adversary proceeding. 28 U.S.C. §§ 1334 & 157(b)(2)(F).

 III. DISCUSSION
 The Defendant moves for dismissal of the preference count under Rules 8(a) and 12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, made applicable to adversary proceedings by Rules 7008 and 7012(b) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure. The Defendant argues that the Complaint fails to establish a plausible claim for the avoidance of preferential transfers.

 A. Standard of Review
 1. Rule 8(a)(2)
 Rule 8(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure requires only that a complaint contain "a short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief." Fed.R.Civ.P. 8(a). The statement must provide "the defendant fair notice of what the plaintiff's claim is and the grounds upon which it rests." Conley v. Gibson,
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 2. Rule 12(b)(6)
 *2 A Rule 12(b)(6) motion serves to test the sufficiency of the factual allegations in the plaintiff's complaint. Kost v. Kozakiewicz,
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FN2. 550 U.S. 544 (
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 A claim is sufficient if it is facially plausible, that is "when the plaintiff pleads factual content that allows the court to draw the reasonable inference that the defendant is liable for the misconduct alleged." Iqbal,
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 After Iqbal, the Third Circuit has instructed the courts to "conduct a two part analysis. First the factual and legal elements of a claim should be separated. The [court] must accept all of the complaint's well-pleaded facts as true, but may disregard any legal conclusions." Fowler,
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 B. Count 1--Failure to State a Claim
 The Defendant argues that the Complaint must be dismissed because it fails to establish a plausible claim for a preference. Even before the Iqbal and Twombly decisions, courts required that to survive a motion to dismiss, a preference complaint must allege more than just the statutory elements of a preference and must include: "(a) an identification of the nature and amount of each antecedent debt and (b) an identification of each alleged preference transfer by (i) date [of the transfer], (ii) name of debtor/transferor, (iii) name of transferee and (iv) the amount of the transfer." OHC Liquidation Trust v. Credit Suisse First Boston (In re Oakwood Homes Corp.),
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 *3 Courts have held that alleged preferential transfers must be identified with particularity to ensure that the defendant receives sufficient notice of what transfer is sought to be avoided. See, e.g., DVI, Inc.,
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 The Defendant contends that the Trustee simply asserts the elements of  section 547(b) and relies on legal conclusions rather than factual assertions. Specifically, the Defendant asserts that Exhibit A to the Complaint does not contain any proof of transfers such as invoices, bills, canceled checks or other evidence to substantiate the Trustee's claims. Further, the Defendant argues that any factual allegations in the Complaint regarding the alleged transfers are insufficient to withstand a motion to dismiss.

 The Trustee responds that the Complaint contains enough factual details to describe adequately the alleged transfers. The Trustee contends that Exhibit A provides the name of the transferee (The Lenick Company), check numbers, check amounts, invoice dates, invoice numbers, and the clear dates of the transfers sought to be avoided. (Compl. at Ex. A.) This, the Trustee contends makes Count 1 plausible on its face. In addition, the Trustee contends that Exhibit A shows that the transfers took place within the 90-day preference period. Id. Further, the Trustee asserts that section 547's presumption of insolvency and the Complaint's allegation that the Defendant received more than it would have under a chapter 7 bankruptcy are sufficient to make the claim plausible.

 As an initial matter, the Court concludes that the Trustee is not required, as the Defendant contends, to provide actual copies of the invoices, bills, canceled checks or other tangible evidence to substantiate his claims at the motion to dismiss stage. Branson v.. Exide Electronics Corp.,
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 The Court finds that the Complaint adequately alleges facts identifying the date of transfer, name of transferee, and transfer amount. (Compl. at ¶¶ 8, 10 (stating that between "February 5, 2009 and May 6, 2009 (the "Preference Period") ... one or more of the Debtors made transfers to Defendant ... in an amount not less than $122,070.69 (the "Transfers").") In addition, the Complaint identifies the check numbers, check amounts, clear dates, invoice numbers, invoice dates and invoice amounts. (D.I. # 1 at Ex. A.)

 *4 The Court finds, however, that the Complaint is deficient in two areas. First, the Trustee has not sufficiently identified the transferor of the alleged preferential payments. Because there is more than one debtor in this proceeding, the Court concludes that the Trustee must identify the transferor by name. The Trustee's allegation that "one or more of the Debtors made transfers" is not sufficient. (Compl. at ¶ 10.)

 Second, the Complaint fails to provide sufficient facts detailing the nature of the alleged antecedent debt. Valley Media,
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 The Complaint fails to provide any details to show that there was in fact an antecedent debt. (Compl. at ¶ 14 (stating only that "[t]he Transfers were for, or on account of, antecedent debts owed by one or more of the Debtors before the Transfers were made").) The recitation of the elements of section 547 in place of any factual allegations is insufficient to withstand a motion to dismiss. Iqbal,
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 The Complaint even fails to provide the Court with evidence of a pre-existing debtor/creditor relationship from which an antecedent debt could have arisen. (Compl. at ¶ 12.) The Complaint provides no detail of any contracts between the parties or any description of the goods or services exchanged. Beyond stating that the "Defendant was a creditor of one or more of the Debtors at the time of the Transfers," the Trustee completely fails to describe any type of relationship between the Defendant and any of the Debtors. Without such information, the Court determines that the Trustee has failed to describe sufficiently the nature of the antecedent debt.

 C. Count 4--Recovery of Avoided Transfers
 Count 4 of the Complaint seeks to recover avoided transfers pursuant to section 550(a). [FN4] The Defendant contends that Count 4 is derivative of Count 1 and should be dismissed because the Trustee did not state a valid claim for Count 1. The Trustee contends that Count 1 has been sufficiently plead; therefore, Count 4 is properly before the Court. Because the Court is granting the Motion to Dismiss Count 1, the Count under section 550(a) must also be dismissed. See In re Charys Holding Co.,
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FN4. Section 550(a) states: 

Except as otherwise provided in this section, to the extent that a transfer is avoided under section ... 547 ... of this title, the trustee may recover, for the benefit of the estate, the property transferred ... from 

(1) the initial transferee of such transfer or the entity for whose benefit such transfer was made; or 

(2) any immediate or mediate transferee of such initial transferee. 

11 U.S.C. § 550(a).

 D. Count 5--Disallowance of All Claims
 Count 5 of the Complaint seeks to disallow any and all claims the Defendant or its affiliates may have against the Debtors until the avoided transfers are recouped. 11 U.S.C. § 502(d). [FN5] The Defendant contends that Count 5 is derivative of Count 1 and should be dismissed because the Trustee did not state a valid claim for Count 1. The Trustee contends that Count 1 has been sufficiently plead; therefore, Count 5 is properly before the Court. Because the Court is granting the Motion to Dismiss Count 1, Count 5 must also be dismissed.

FN5. Section 502(d) states: 

Notwithstanding subsections (a) and (b) of this section, the court shall disallow any claim of any entity ... that is a transferee of a transfer avoidable under section ... 547 ... unless such entity or transferee has paid the amount ... for which such entity or transferee is liable under section ... 550.... 

11 U.S.C. § 502(d).

 D. Amendment of Complaint
 *5 If the Complaint is found to be insufficient in detail, the Trustee has asked the Court for leave to amend the Complaint. The Defendant argues that the Complaint should be dismissed with prejudice but fails to articulate any argument why beyond the fact that the Complaint was insufficiently plead.

 Rule 15(a) states that "leave to amend shall be freely given when justice so requires." Fed.R.Civ.P. 15(a). Because the Defendant presents no reason why leave to amend should not be granted, the Court will allow the Trustee to amend the Complaint.

 IV. CONCLUSION
 For the reasons set forth above, the Court will grant the Motion to Dismiss the Complaint in the instant adversary proceeding but will allow the Trustee to amend the Complaint.

 An appropriate order is attached.

 Slip Copy, 2011 WL 2669113 (Bankr.D.Del.)
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