
IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

C. ALAN WALKER, in his capacity )
as Secretary for the Department of )
Community and Economic )
Development, )

)
) Docket No. 569 MD 2011
)

v. )

Petitioner,

CITY OF ARRTSBURG,

Respondent.

)
)
)

APPLICATION OF THE RECEIVER TO SUSPEND THE RUNNING OF
THE TIME TO SUBSTANTIVELY ANSWER THE OBJECTIONS TO

PLAN OF RECOVERY AND REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED
CONSIDERATION

William B. Lynch, Receiver for the City of Harrisburg (the "Receiver"), by

and through McKenna Long & Aldridge LLP, counsel to the Receiver, respectfully

submits, in accordance with and pursuant to Pa. R.A.P. 123 and other applicable

authority, the following Application of the Receiver to Suspend the Running of the

Time to Substantively Respond to the Objections to Plan of Recovery and for

Expedited Consideration ("Application!). The Receiver has separately and



contemporaneously filed his Response to the Objections to Plan of Recovery (the

"Objectioe), filed by Daniel C. Miller, City Controller (the "City Controllee or

"Mr. Mille), addressing procedural defects and other non-substantive objections

to the Objection (the "Procedural Response).1

On Septeinber 20, 2013, the City Controller attempted to file, pro se, his

Objection. Because the City Controller appeared to be represented by an attorney,

the Objection was not entered into the record until October 1, 2013, after a motion

to withdraw as counsel had been filed by Mr. Miller's attorney and approved by

the Court. However, the Objection was entered into the record as of the date on

which Mr. Miller had first attempted to file his Objection, to wit: Friday,

September 20, 2013. In addition, the certificate of service attached to the

Objection states that it was served by mail on that same date. However, the postal

service date stamp on the envelope in which the Objection was received by counsel

to the Receiver bears the date of Tuesday, September 24, 2013. A true and correct

copy of the Objection served on counsel for the Receiver, including the envelope

in which the Objection was received, is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

Pursuant to the Case Management Order and the applicable Rules of

Appellate Procedure, answers to Mr. Miller's Objection appear to be due "within

1 The factual background set forth in the Procedural Response is hereby incorporated herein by
reference. In addition, capitalized terms not defined herein shall have the meaning ascribed to
such terms in the Procedural Response.
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14 days after service of his Objectioe. Pa.R.A.P. 123(b). When an objection is

served by mail, this period of time is extended to 17 days, pursuant to Pa.R.A.P.

121(e). Assuming the September 20 service date as accurate (rather than

September 24, the actual date on which the Objection was mailed), the Receiver's

response to the Objection would be due October 7.

As noted above, the Receiver has promptly, and in advance of this deadline,

submitted his Procedural Response to the Objection. As set forth in. the Plan and

emphasized at the Hearing, time is of the essence with respect to the closing of the

transactions contemplated in the Plan. As such, an expedited adjudication of Mr.

Miller's Objection, if possible, is well merited. As found by the Court in the Plan

Approval Order, "the transactions contemplated by the Plan need to be

consummated in order to ensure that the City will be able to continue to provide

necessary public services and in order to avoid the City running out of cash in a

matter of a few months," Plan Approval Order at 2, ¶ 8. In addition, the

transactions must close and fund, "by early Decembee to permit the City to,

"among other things, balance its budget in 2013, achieve balanced budgets in years

2014-2016, meet its restructured debt service obligations, and be benefited by

fundings for City infrastructure improvements, economic development within the

City and the initiation of a healthcare trust fund." Id. at 3, If 11.

3



The Receiver is hopeful that his procedural objections will be sufficient

grounds on which the Court may expeditiously reject the Objection. In addition,

there is considerable confusion and uncertainty surrounding the date on which a

response to the Objection is due (both as a result of the failed attempt of Mr. Miller

to properly file his Objection on September 20, and the delay by Mr. Miller in

serving the Objection on counsel for the Receiver). For bóth of these reasons, the

Receiver hereby requests that the Court permit him to submit his substantive

response to the Objection subsequent to the Court's consideration of and ruling on

his Procedural Response, requiring such substantive response only if the Receiver

is unsuccessful in defeating the City Controller's Objection based upon the

procedural objections advanced in the Receiver's Procedural Response. The

Receiver respectfully requests that such substantive response due date, if any, be

set seven (7) days following the entry of the Order addressing Receiver's

Procedural Response, though, in the event such response were to be required, the

Receiver would endeavor to submit such response more expeditiously, and likely

in advance of the set due date.

Because the entirety of the Receiver's response to the Objection could

arguably be due October 7, the Receiver further respectfully requests that the Comt

consider the relief requested herein as expediently as possible.

4



I. Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, the Receiver respectfully requests that the Court

grant the relief requested herein. Attached hereto as Exhibit B, for the Court's

consideration, is a proposed order, granting the requested relief.

Date: October 3, 2013

Respectfully submitted,

McKenna Long & Aldridge, LLP

difeA; 
Joseph Krolikowski, Esq.
Pennsylvania Bar No. 26300
303 Peachtree Street, NE, Suite 5300
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Tel: (404) 527-4000
Fax: (404) 527-4198
krolikowski@mckennalong.com

/0,b1/432/zYi-J
„CO))

Mark Kaufman, Esq.
Georgia Bar No. 409194
B. Summer Chandler
Georgia Bar No. 120521
303 Peachtree Street, Suite 5300
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Phone: (404) 527-4000
Fax: (404)527-4198
mkaufinan@mckennalong.com
schandler@mckennalong.com

Attorneys for William B. Lynch, in his
official capacity as Receiver for the City
of Harrisburg



IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

C. Alan Walker, in his capacity as Secretary
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Department :
of Community and Economic Development,

Petitioner

v.

City of Harrisburg,
Respondent

No. 569 M.D. 2011

OBJECTIONS TO PLAN OF RECOVERY

AND NOW comes Daniel C. Miller, pursuant to the Municipal Finance R.ecovery Aq, 53 P.S.

11701.101 et seq., and objects to the City of Harrisburg Recovery Plan„ as follows:
".)

J. A plan for recovery for the City of Harrisburg was filed on or about August :2013,
• •7::. • •

approved by the Harrisburg City Council on Septenaber 16, 2013, and presented to this CourCon SepteMber

19, 2013.

2. The Objector objects, initially, on due process grounds to the procedure governing these

objections. Objector, acting pro se, believes that he has 30 days from the date of the confimiation of the Plan

in which to file objections to the plan, or alternatively, that hie had 30 days fiom the date the plan was filed,

which, upon information and belief, was on August 26, 2013, and that he has not been provided with an

adequate opportunity to file these objections. Objector believes that there afe other interested persons and/or

parties who also have been dethed a full and fair opportunity to file objections to the referenced plan, and

that the plan is objectionable on grounds beyond the face of these objections, including the failure to

adequately protect the interests of the taxpaying citizens and residents of the City of Harrisburg. A full and

fair opportunity for all interested persons and parties should specifically be provided.

3. Objector notes that the Court suggested that the time for filing objections has passed, and that

no objections have been filed; however, Objector was denied the chance to present pertinent information in

court on September .19, 2013, and files these objections accordingly. Objector had also objected to the plan

in March 2012 and was allowed to testify, and today was merely an amendment to the original plan, and



• opposed the ratification of the Plan by the FIarrisburg City Council on September 16, 2013, and presumed

that the March, 2012 objection was still open, a it had not been resolved.

4. Objector objects on the same basis as he did in March, 2012, and that is that the plan is not

comprehensive and sustainable. Objector has grave concerns that this plan will not enable the City to

balance its budget for the three years described or the thirty-seven not mentioned. While Objector has

concerns that many of the estimated increases and decreases prese ted in the plan may be incorrect, Objector

accepts them for purposes of this analysis. Objector believes, however, the original revenue starting point is•

in error.

5. Objector's analysis begins with the 2012 actual revenue, the most recently completed year,

and makes all relevant adjustments including the plan assumptions for year 2014. The plan states total

revenue as $60.3M however we believe it to be $55.9M. The major differences are that the plan includes

items that we believe will not be received, processing fees from sewer and water (the city will no longer be

processing after 1/1/14) and a one-time $1.75M grant received only in 2012. These items along with other

minor items account for the $4.4M reduction in stated plan revenue. This variance is significant and changes

a $0.4M surplus into a $4.OM deficit.

6. The plan budget also does not sufficiently address the potential Verizon expense of $7.4M

beginning annually in 2017 or the $11.7M annual OPEB expense. Both of these items have significant

negative budget consequences.

7. It is Objector's view that, with the sale and transfer of municipally owned assets, the burden is

placed disproportionately on the residents and taxpayers of the city.

8. The plan dismantles city government by removing control of basic city functions from the

city's residents. It reinforces the misperception that residents of a majority minority city can't govern

themselves. This suggests arbitrariness and caprice.



9. The plan also does not call for any real concessions from AGM or Dauphin County, and

minimal to no concessions from others. It is not fair in a shared plan, and reflects arbitrariness and caprice.

10. The plan further leaves other debt issues unresolved insofar as it The plan does not address .

the potential $7.4 million annual debt service due from the City Guaranteed Harrisburg Redevelopment

Authority for the Verizon building beginning in 2017. The plan doesn't address the shortfall on stadiurn

bond payments. The plan doesn't contemplate the loss of parking revenue which would be due in the event

of a Hanisburg University debt default.

1.1. The Receiver's plan may result in considerable liability after the sale of the incinerator to the

LCSWMA. The city is party to a long term contract that requires it to produce a minimum amount of

tonnage, 35,000 tons annually at $190 per ton, to the LCSWMA. Increases in recycling or reductions in solid

waste for any other reason still leaves the city financially obligated for the contracted amount, a minimutn of

$6,650,000 annually. There was also no site assessment done for the incinerator.

12. As if these issue's were not troubling enongh, the plan projects very little future revenue to go

to the city's general fund where the city's democratically elected officials deteimine the best use of this

revenue for the benefit of the citizens of Harrisburg. Rather, the plan generously funds non-city controlled

entities that don't answer to the residents of the city. The $3.7 million the plan assigns for OM debt

(retirees health insurance) is insignificant in comparison to the $180 million unfunded liability.

13. The Receiver's plan balances the city budget with srnolce, mirrors and uncertainty. Although

recent history has proven the state subsidy to be unreliable, the plan relies on $5 million annually from the

Commonwealth. The plan relies on $4 million in savings from union contracts that have not yet been

achieved. Although the 100% increase in the city's EIT is only scheduled to last until 2616, the likelihood

that it will become permanent can't be ignored. Other distressed connnunities in the Act 47 program have

seen their EIT increased to 3.4% and more.



14. The plan also does not adequately address whether bankruptcy would have been a better

economic option for the City.

15. The attached analysis supports all of the foregoing concerns, and also indicates concerns with

the plan budget assumptions that are troubling. Objector also attaches a copy of his September 11, 2013

correspondence to the Harrisburg City Council.

16. Objector requests the opportunity to appear and testify in. regard to all of the foregoing, and to

be available to assist in any way possible to find solutions to Harrisburg's unfortunate financial crisis.

17. Objector reserves the right to supplement these objections, join in the objections of others, or

otherwise present filings and/or evidence in regard to the City of Harrisburg Recovery Plan.

WHEREFORE, Objector requests a further hearing be scheduled to consider these, and any other

objections, to the referenced recovery plan.

Respectfully Submitted,

Daniel C. Miller



Receiver's Plan

Harrisbug City Adj. Recovery Plan Projections Post Plan

Financial Projections Budget Projections

(in millions) 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017. 

Estimated General Fund Revenues:

Harrisburg City Sustainable Revenue

PA Commonwealth subsidy
General Fund Revenues

Increases:
EIT from 1% to 2%
Parking Meter - Fines

Priority Parking Distributions

Supplement to Priority Parkng Dist

Total Estimated Revenues

45.0
5.0

50.0

5.9
0.0
0.0

46.5
5.0

51.5

7.9
0.4
0.5

46.6 46.8 . 46.8

5.0 5.0 5.0 1

51.6 51.8 51.8

7.9
0.4
0.5
0.5

7.9
0.4
0.5
1.0

7.9 2

0.4
0.5
1.0 3

55.9 60.3 60.9 61.6 61.6

General Fund Exp (Net of Debt Service) 51.3 52.3 53.4 54.4 54.4 4

Plus Debt Service:
General Obligation Bonds 6.0 7.7 7.7 7.7 7.7

Capital Equipment Obligations 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

Payments to Suburban Communities 4.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.0

Less:
Labor Contract Modifications

Reduction in Workforce

Total Estimated Expenses

Net Surplusi(Deficit)

0.7 4.0 4.5 4.8 4.8 6

0.0 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 6

64.1 59.9 60.5 61.2 60.7

-8.2 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.9

Deficit -8.2

Working Capital/Accts Pay Funding -5.0

2013 Budget Balancing Amount -13.2

1 PA Commonwealth subsidy - no guarantee it will continue or be $5M/year

2 EIT Revenue could be overstated by $1M or more

3 Supplement to Priority Parkng Dist ends in 2019

4 General Fund Exp - we have not confirmed this arnount and question it

5 Labor Contract Modifications - we question if this amount can actually be achieved

6 Reduction in Workforce we question if this amount can actually be achieved



Comparison Receiver vs Actual

Receivers Estimated Revenue

Actual 2012 Revenue irvith Plan Additions

Variance
Receiver Plan Adj Surplus/Deficit

Potential Expenses:
Receiver Plan Adj Surplus/Deficit
Less - Annual shortfall on Stadium Debt
Less - Verizon Building Guarantee

Potential Plan Surplus/Deficit

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

60.3 604 61.6

55.9 56.5 57.2

Other Post Retirement Benefits - OPEB (Health Insurance)

Most Recent Data - 2011
Annual Expense Incurred - $16,445,618

• 2011 Expense Paid - $ 4,697,333
Annual Unfunded Expense - $11,748,285

(4.4) (4.4) (4.4)
(4.0) (4.0) (4.0) (4.0)

(4.0) (4.0) (4.0)
0.2 0.2 0.2

3.7

(4.0)
0.2
7.4

(4.2) (4.2) (7.9)

11.7 11.7

(11.6)

11.7 11.7

Total Actual Annual Deficit (16.9) (15.9) (19.6) (23.3)
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-
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0
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1
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_GENERAL REVE 342009 'VEHICLE EXTRACTION FEES
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4 1
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_.... 27,775
Irmira.Sr..7,1-..-... . -.11.1.....• ......p....7.0-7......“7.1
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-- 
Oi 01
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,
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•
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—. -Y. r-r.- - -1--.--.--- . - —.

-0/ 504,080
:4- — — ......- .

7,GENERAL REVENJ 343002 iSTREET CUT INSPECT   1 35,0005 Oi 89,150  ar   6,150
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iGENERAL REVENt 343030 WMC CHARGES THA-COVANTA•• 80,000 5781 66 814 0 66,814
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343032 .i./i.,16 CHRGS.- WATER UTIL-I-TY ,1  63,0001
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15,0971 65,596 65,596
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NE L E-VENI 34 001 TP OL #1
GENERAL REVEN; 345002,0?90L #2 13,000p

GENERAL REVEN 345011 ialADE TREE FEES . _ . .
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48 I 1,470 0
441

10! 704

0 0

0

8001_ 8,787

01! 10 374

0

1,470

704

7

E1 
o+.14441.O.4,44,14.5.44.41....1441•11.M.V 1.41.7...... -.-......o....4
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- 25,000

1.4 I Si
422,202F
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)GENERAL REV- EN3 347010 iALC-OH-OLICIEVE-RA-G-E-LICENS 1 31,800 0 28,7404

-GE'NE-F-1A1; REVEN7; 34702-0 FV-F-R-A-11164-5E LIEEWSE. . _
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41+

• ••••••••4

OR' 14 I 0 14

2.-91  

iINT ON CDS 6,0321 42,813

`.3GENERAL REVEN
4EENERAL  REVE4
;GENERAL REVEK
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'NERAL REVEN1 380000 IREIMB FOR LOSS /DAMAGE 
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, • • -. ••-;-••• --.. • • •-• .- -..: .-"nr-......., -.7=17.7CT......-3,......—..-
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-LI ry,tra..=ree ......- ... ....=...7y.s.-. '," "." •••• •://CIIMIWIPAISI.

., 
-=1.-C--  

/ 0

• ..........,,..-.•_ .....,., 
0 
. 

0 
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Office of City Controller
Daniel C. Miller

10 N 2nd Street, Suite 403
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101

Wanda Williams, President
Members of Harrisburg City Council •
10 N 2nd St.
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Ms. Williams and all Members:

September 11, 2013

As the City of Harrisburg's elected fiscal watchdog,I have read and studied the receiver's plan, and feel
compelled to share some of my concerns with City Council.

Whether Council. ultimately votes to support or reject the plan, it should be sure that its decision is based on a
comprehensive understanding of the details and their short and long term ramifications. Council took a step
in the right direction by seeking assistance fiom Alvarez and Marcel to conduct an independent review of the
parking transaction.

One of the first questions that should be answered is whether the plan represents shared pain and shared
sacrifice.

In my view, with the sale and transfer of municipally owned assets, the burden is placed disproportionately
on the residents and taxpayers of the city. While it's true that the city's major creditors have agreed to accept
an immediate partial payment of approximately $210 million of the nearly $300 million debt, the plan calls
for additional distribution of future funds that Nvill make the creditors whole.

As willing participants in the incinerator retrofit financing deal at the root of many of the city's financial
woes shouldn't the plan require these creditors to make substantial concessions?

am also uncomfortable with the plan's proposed increases in parking fees and the questionable assumptions
of its financial projections.

To begin with, there has been no cost benefit analysis to determine how the increases will affect businesses
and no consideration of their effect on residents, particularly low income city dwellers and elderly residents
who live on fixed incomes, who find it necessary to park in. one of the areas subject to the new fees.

Shouldn't we have those answers before we move forward? Shouldn't Council consider just how much
additional revenne could be raised frorn the parking proposal if rate hikes are off-set by dramatically reduced
demand?

Given the interdependence of various elements of the plan, shouldn't City Council have an independent
professional Economic Impact Statement on each of the elements before approving any part of the measure?



What follows is a specific breakdown of the various elements of the receiver's plan that raisè red flags, major
concerns and troubling questions for me. If they also raise red flags and. troubling questions for Council
members, shouldn't we have answers and assurances before we proceed?

Receiver Lynch's plan dismantles city government by removing control of basic city functions from
the city's residents. It reinforces the misperception that residents of a majority minority city can't
aovern themselves.

The city loses control of its parking assets for a minimwn of 40 years, allowing others to set rates,
terms and conditions.

The city loses control of the sewer and water systems, including billing and collections, with the
transftr of this asset to The Harrisburg Authority.

The city's solid waste collection is outsourced.

The plan creates a competing entity, fiinded by the ciO, for the pwpose of economic
development. However, the board is not controlled by the city and may include non- residents.

The plan also creates a competing entity, funded by the ci6P, for the purpose of infrastructure
improvenient. However, the board is not controlled by the city and may include non- residents.

Receiver Lynch's plan doesn't call for any real concessions from AGM or Dauphin County, and
minimal to no concessions from others. Is that fair and shared pain?

Upon the sale of the incinerator and lease of the parking assets these major creditors get a lump sum
payment and get the rest from fiture revenues.

Other claimants make minimal to no concessions:

C1T--$3.5 million concession

AMBAC-no concession

MetroBank-no concession

SunTrustLeasing-no concession at this time

Covanta-what appears to be a $16.5 million concession could be niade up
through grants and contracts



• Receiver Lynch's plan leaves other debt issues unresolved.

The plan does not address the potential $7.4 million annual debt service due from the City
Guaranteed Harrisburg Redevelopment Authority for the Verizon building beginning iii 2017.

The plan doesn't address the shortfall on stadium bond payments.

The plan doesn't contemplate the loss ofparking revenue which would be due in the event of a
Harrisburg University debt default.

The Receiver's plan may result in considerable liability after the sale of the incinerator to the
LCSWMA.

The city is party to a long term contract that requires it to produce a minimum amount of tonnage,
35,000 tons annually at $190 per ton, to the LCSTVIVIA. Increases in recycling or reductions in solid
waste for any other reason still leaves the city financially obligated for the contracted amount, a
minimum of $6,650,000 annually.

The Receiver's plan balances the city budget with smoke, mirrors and uncertainty.

Although recent history has proven the state subsidy to be unreliable, the plan relies on $5 million
annually fi-om the Commonwealth.

The plan relies on $4 million in savings fi-om union contracts that have not yet been achieved.

Although the 100% increase in the city's NT is only scheduled to last until 2016, the likelihood that it
will become permanent can't be ignored. Other distressed communities in the Act 47 program have
seen their NT increased to 3.4% and more.

As if these issues were not troubling enough, the Receiver's plan projects very little fiiture revenue to go to
the city's general fund where the citys democratically elected officials determine the best use of this revenue
for the benefit of the citizens of Harrisburg. Rather, the plan generously funds non-city controlled entities
that don't answer to the residents of the city. The $3.7 million the plan assigns for OPEB debt (retirees health
insurance) is insignificant in comparison to the $1.80 million unfunded liability.

Yet, none of the loss of Hanisburg's citizens decision making powers is necessary. The monetization,
refinancing, added subsidy from the Commonwealth and fee increases. proj ected with the lease of the parking
assets could all be achieved without removing them Ron" the city's control.



In the end, the question is whether this plan is best for the citizens of Harrisburg or best for Wall Street,

which enabled the city's slide into its current morass. I feel confident that City Council, in consultation with

their independent advisor, will thoroughly consider all the ramifications of this plan before taking action. I

am also confident that the Council's final decision will be in the city's best interest.

I also encourage Council to request a formal opinion from advisors, Alvarez and Marcel, asking if this

is the best deal that Harrisburg could achieve either in or outside of bankruptcy.

am available to assist in any way Council may find appropriate and helpful.

I3est regards,

Daniel C. IvIiller

cc: William Leinberger



IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

, • C. Alan Walker, in his capacity as Secretary
• of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Department :

of Community and Economic Development,
Petitioner

v.

City of Harrisburg,

No. 569 M.D. 2011

Respondent

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Daniel C. Miller, hereby certify that I have served a true and correct copy of the

Objections to Recovery Plan filed this date upon counsel for all the parties, postage pre-paid, and

addressed as follows:

Kenneth Lee
Post & Schell Attorneys at Law
17 N. Second Street
12th. Floor
Harrisburg, PA

Mark Kaufman
McKenna Long & Aldridge LLP
303 Peachtree Street NE
Atlanta, GA 30308

Neil Grover
2201 N Second Street
Harrisburg, PA

Daniel. C. Miller
10 N. 2nd Street
Suite 403
Harrisburg, PA 17101
717-234-2250

Date: September 20, 2013
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IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

C. Alan Walker, in his capacity as
Secretary for the Department of
Community and Economic
Development,

Petitioner,

v.

City of Harrisburg,

Respondent.

No. 569 M.D. 2011

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION OF THE RECEIVER
TO SUSPEND THE RUNNING OF THE TIME TO SUBSTANTIVELY

ANSWER THE OBJECTIONS TO PLAN OF RECOVERY AND REQUEST
FOR EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION

This Honorable Court, having considered the relief requested by William B.

Lynch, the Receiver for the City of Harrisburg ("Receiver") in his Application of

the Receiver to Suspend the Running of the Time to Substantively Answer the

Objections to Plan of Recovery and Request for Expedited Consideration

(Application"), and in light of the arguments offered at the September 19, 2013



hearing (Hearine) on the Receiver's modified recovery plan ("Harrisburg Strong

Plan"), the representatjons contained in the Harrisburg Strong Plan, the record of

this Case, the testimony offered at the }Tearing, and any other evidence presented,

hereby finds good cause shown for the relief requested in the Application,

including the expedited consideration thereof, and, wherefore, it is hereby

ORDERED as follows:

A. The relief requested in the Application is GRANTED.

13. The time for the Receiver to respond substantively to the Objections to

Plan of Recovery filed by Daniel C. Miller, City Controller ('Objection") is hereby

suspended, pending the Court's consideration of and ruling on the response of the

Receiver that raises certain procedural and other non-substantive objections to Mr.

Miller's Objection ("Procedural Response).

C. Such substantive response shall only be required if the Receiver is

unsuccessful in defeating the Objection based upon the procedural objections

advanced in the Receiver's Procedural Response.

D. In the event such substantive response were to be required, such

response shall be due seven (7) days following the entry of the Order addressing

the Receiver's Procedural Response.

B ONNIE BRTGANCE LEADBET IER,
Judge



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that, through counsel, William B. Lynch, in

his capacity as Receiver for the City of Harrisburg, has this day caused true and

correct copies of the foregoing APPLICATION OF THE RECEIVER TO

SUSPEND THE RUING OF THE TIME TO SUBSTANTIVELY ANSWER

THE OBJECTIONS TO PLAN OF RECOVERY AND REQUEST FOR

EXPEDI1ED CONSIDERATION to be served, via first class mail, postage

prepaid upon the individuals identified on Exhibit A hereto at the addressees

indicated on Exhibit A. 

Respectfully submitted this 3rd day of October, 2013

McKenna Long & Aldridge, LLP

By: 640.004../444` //wi 1Jose'ph Krolikowski, EsÇ
Pennsylvania Bar No. 26300
303 Peachtree Street, NE, Suite 5300
Atlanta, GA 30308
Phone: (404) 527-4000
Fax: (404) 527-4198
jkrolikowski@mckennalong.com

Attorneys for William B. Lynch, in
his official capacity as Receiver for
the City of Harrisburg



EXHIBIT A

Neil Anthony Grover
Attorney at Law
2201 N 2nd St
Harrisburg, PA 17110
(717) 260-9651
(Attorney for the Harrisburg City
Council)

Kenneth W. Lee
Post & Schell, P.C.
17 North Second Street
12th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
(717) 612-6035
(Attorneys for the Mayor of the City of
Harrisburg)

Jeffrey G. Weil
Cozen O'Connor
1900 Market St
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 665-5582
(Attorneys for C. Alan Walker, DCED
Secretary)

Brian Allen Kint
Cozen O'Connor
1900 Market St
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 665-4686
(Attorneys for C. Alan Walker, DCED
Secretary)

Neal David Colton
Cozen O'Connor
1900 Market St
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 665-2060
(Attorneys for C. Alan Walker, DCED
Secretary)

Eric Louis Scherling
Cozen O'Connor
1900 Market St
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 665-2042
(Attorneys for C. Alan Prtalker, DCED
Secretaiy)

Scott T. Wyland
Salzmann Hughes PC
105 N. Front Street, Suite 205
Flarrisburg, PA 17101
(717) 249-6333
(Attorneys for certain Suburban
Municipalities)

Stephen Aaron Miller
Cozen O'Connor
1900 Market St
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 665-2000
(Attorneys for C. Alan Walker, DCED
Secretary)



Nevin J. Mindlin
2550 N. 3rd Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110
(717) 238-8705
(Debt Watch Harrisburg)

Edward Lee Stinnett, H
Salzmann Hughes PC
354 Alexander Spring Rd Ste 1
Carlisle, PA 17015
(717) 249-6333
(Attorneys for certain Suburban
Municipalities)

Markian Roman Slobodian
Law Offices of Markian R. Slobodian
801 N 2nd St
Harrisburg, PA 17102-3213
(717) 232-5180
(Attorneys for Ainbac Assurance
Corporation)

Lee E. Morrison
420 Lamp Post Lane
Camp Hill, PA 17011
(717) 761-9090
(Attorney for Harrisburg City Council)

Howard B. Klein
Law Office of Howard Bruce Klein, P.C.
1700 Market Street, Suite 3025
Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 972-1411
(Attorneys for David Unkovic)

Marck Joachim
Arent Fox LLP
1050 Connecticut Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 857-6018
(Attorneys for Ambac Assurance
Corporation)

Daniel L. Sullivan
Saidis, Flower & Lindsay
Saidis Sullivan & Rogers
26 W High St
Carlisle, PA 17013
(717) 243-6222
(Attorneys for County of Dauphin)

Geoffrey R. Johnson
Sprague & Sprague
1110 Wellington Road
Jenkintown, PA 19046
(215) 490-7436
(Attorneys for MarlcD. Schwartz)

Ronald L. Finck
Mette, Evans & Woodside
3401 N Front PO Box 5950
Harrisburg, PA 17110
(717) 232-5000
(Attorneys for County of Dauphin)

Charles B. Zwally
Mette, Evans & Woodside
3401 N Front St
PO Box 5950
Harrisburg, PA 17110
(717) 232-5000
(Attorneys for County of Dauphin)  



Paul M. Hummer
Saul Ewing LLP
Centre Square West
1500 Market Street, 38th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2186
(215) 972-7777
(Attorneys for Assured Guaranty
Municipal Com)

Matthew M. Haar
Saul Ewing LLP
Centre Square West
1500 Market Street, 38th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2186
(215) 972-7777
(Attorneys for Assured Guaranty
Municipal Corp)

James S. Gkonos Daniel C. Miller
Saul Ewing LLP 10 N. Second Street, Suite 403
Centre Square West Harrisburg, PA 17101
1500 Market Street, 3 8th Floor (717) 255-3060
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2186 (Pro se)
(215) 972-8667
(Attorneys for Assured Guaranty
Municipal Corp)


