MICHAEL F. CONSEDINE, INSURANCE
COMMISSIONER OF THE COMMONWEALTH
OF PENNSYLVANIA,
Plaintiff,
V. ; DOCKET NO. 5 M.D. 2009

PENN TREATY NETWORK AMERICA

INSURANCE COMPANY, =2
Defendant. Fé-
MICHAEL F. CONSEDINE, INSURANCE s 1S
COMMISSIONER OF THE COMMONWEALTH >
OF PENNSYLVANIA, = =
Plaintiff, =
V. : DOCKET NO. 4 M.D. 2009
AMERICAN NETWORK
INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant.
ORDER
AND NOW, this ___ day of , 2012, upon consideration of the

Application of Michael F. Consedine, Insurance Commissioner of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, in his capacity as statutory rehabilitator of Penn Treaty Network America
Insurance Company a.nd American Network Insurance Company (the “Rehabilitator”), and for
good cause shown, it is hereby ORDERED that the Application is GRANTED. The Rehabilitator
shall have twenty-one (21) days from this date to make any objections to the text of the

transcripts transmitted to this Court pursuant to Pennsylvania Rule of Appellate Procedure 1922.




IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA
MICHAEL F. CONSEDINE, INSURANCE

COMMISSIONER OF THE COMMONWEALTH
OF PENNSYLVANIA,

Plaintiff,
V.

PENN TREATY NETWORK AMERICA
INSURANCE COMPANY, '

Defendant.

MICHAEL F. CONSEDINE, INSURANCE

COMMISSIONER OF THE COMMONWEALTH
OF PENNSYLVANIA,

RV G AON I

Plaintiff,

V. DOCKET NO. 4 M.D. 2009

AMERICAN NETWORK
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Defendant.

APPLICATION FOR RELIEF PURSUANT TO PENNSYLVANIA RULES OF
APPELLATE PROCEDURE 123 AND 105(b)

Michael F. Consedine, Insurance Commissioner of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
in his capacity as statutory rehabilitator of Penn Treaty Network America Insurance Company
and American Network Insurance Company (the “Rehabilitator”), through his counsel, hereby
requests a reasonable extension of time to review and object to the transcripts that were
transmitted to the Court on November 7, 2012. See Notice of Filing of Transcript, attached as
Exhibit “A.”

Pennsylvania Rule of Appellate Procedure (“Rule”) 105(b) provides for the enlargement

of the time prescribed for any act for good cause shown. Pa. R.A.P. 105(b). Here, there is good

DOCKET NO. 5 M.D. 2009



cause to extend the time for the Rehabilitator to file any objections to the transcripts as permitted
by Rule 1922(a).

First, on the face of the notice, there are multiple omissions and inaccuracies that appear.
As an example, the transcript of the proceedings of April 12, 2011 is not included in the
transcripts listed; March 20, 2012 does not appear to be a date on which any proceedings
occurred; and the incorrect year is listed for the October and November 2012 transcripts. These
inconsistencies raise questions about the possibility of further inaccuracies in the text of the
transcripts.

Second, counsel was not served with the enclosed notice. Instead, the notice was
improperly addressed to Carl Buchholz, counsel for the Rehabilitator, at his former law firm,
Blank Rome (not DLA Piper, as noted in our September 19, 2012 correspondence to the Court).
The notice also was not served on co-counsel, Jayne Risk. Counsel received it only indirectly,
days after it was sent.

Third, because the Rehabilitator has retained new counsel that was not present at the trial
proceedings, additional time is necessary for counsel to review the transcripts and confer with
co-counsel to ensure their accuracy.

Fourth, due to the large volume of the transcripts, good cause exists to provide counsel
with additional time to review them for accuracy. The transcripts comprise more than thirty days
of testimony over a nine-month period, and their extensiveness warrants a reasonable extension
of the five-day review period.

WHEREFORE, the Rehabilitator respectfully requests that the time for making
objections to the transcripts pursuant to Rule 1922(a) be extended by twenty-one (21) days from

the date of the order granting this Application for Relief.



Dated: November 15, 2012 Respectfully submitted,

1650 Market Street, Suite 4900
Philadelphia, PA 19103-7300

Telephone: 215.656.3300
Facsimile: 215.656.3301

Attorneys for Rehabilitator
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