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4 
 

Settlement Agreement as applicable, Debtors shall make a payment to fund the 
Environmental Response Trust in the amount of no less than $641,434,945...  
(Consent Decree, ¶¶ 32, pp. 15-16) (emphasis added). 
 
Funding.  On the Effective Date, the Settlors [MLC] shall transfer or cause to be 
transferred to the Environmental Response Trust [RACER Trust] or at the 
direction of the Environmental Response Trust Administrative Trustee cash in the 
amount of $641,414,653, which constitutes the Environmental Response Trust 
Funds” (Trust Agreement, ¶ 2.5.1, pp. 10-11) (emphasis added). 
 
“Environmental Response Trust Assets” means the funding placed in the 
Environmental Response Trust Accounts and the assets transferred to the 
Environmental Response Trust in accordance with this Agreement, the Settlement 
Agreement [Consent Decree] and Plan.…  The Environmental Response Trust 
Assets are comprised of (i) Cash in the amount of $641,434,945…. (Trust 
Agreement, ¶ 1.1.23, p. 5) (emphasis added). 
 
Environmental Response Trust Assets.  … The Environmental Response Trust 
Assets shall be comprised of (i) Cash in the amount of $641,434,945, less any 
deductions made pursuant to Paragraph 36 of the Environmental Response Trust 
Consent Decree and Settlement Agreement… (Plan ¶ 1.68, p. 11) (emphasis 
added) 
 
Definitions.  Cash means legal tender of the United States of America.  (Plan ¶ 
1.33) 
 
Environmental Response Trust Assets.  The Environmental Response Trust shall 
consist of the Environmental Response Trust Assets, as described in the 
Environmental Response Trust Consent Decree and Settlement Agreement.  On 
the Effective Date, the Debtors shall transfer all the Environmental Response 
Trust Assets to the Environmental Response Trust, as provided in and subject to 
the provisions of the Environmental Response Trust Consent Decree and 
Settlement Agreement.  Such transfer shall include the transfer of Environmental 
Response Trust Cash in the amount of $641, 434,945, less any deductions made 
pursuant to Paragraph 36 of the Environmental Response Trust Consent Decree 
and Settlement Agreement, which represents the aggregate amounts approved by 
the Bankruptcy Court to pay the costs that will be incurred by the Environmental 
Response Trust with respect to the Environmental Actions and the costs of  
administering the Environmental Response Trust (Plan § 6.4(c), p. 49) (emphasis 
added). 
 
Environmental Response Trust Agreement and Environmental Response Trust 
Consent Decree and Settlement Agreement.  On the Effective Date, the 
Environmental Response Trust Agreement and Environmental Response Trust 
Consent Decree and Settlement Agreement shall become effective and the 
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FOR THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 
 
Date: February 3, 2012  LISA MADIGAN 
     Attorney General of Illinois 
 
 
     ________/s/_____________________ 

  JAMES L. MORGAN 
  Assistant Attorney General 

  Office of the Attorney General 
  Environmental Bureau South 
  500 South Second Street 
  Springfield, IL  62706 
  302 West Washington Street 

   Indianapolis, IN 46204 
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FOR THE STATE OF INDIANA 
 
Date: February 3, 2012 ________/s/_____________________ 

 TIMOTHY J. JUNK 
 Deputy Attorney General 

 Atty. No. 5587-02 
 Office of the Attorney General 
 Indiana Government Center South, Fifth Floor 
 302 West Washington Street 

  Indianapolis, IN 46204 
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FOR THE STATE OF KANSAS 
 
Date: January 26, 2012   ______________/s/_______________ 
      Timothy E. Keck 
      Deputy Chief Counsel 
      Kansas Department of Health and Environment 
      1000 SW Jackson, Suite 560 
      Topeka, KS 66612-1371 
       785-296-1334 
      Tkeck@kdheks.gov 
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FOR THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 
 
Date: February 3, 2012   ______________/s/_______________ 
      BILL SCHUETTE 
      Attorney General 
 
      Celeste R. Gill (P52484) 
      Assistant Attorney General 
      Environment, Natural Resources and  
      Agriculture Division 
      6th Floor, G. Mennen Williams Building 
      525 West Ottawa Street 
      P.O. Box 30755 
      Lansing, MI  48909 
      Tel.: (517) 373-7540 
      Fax: (517) 373-1610 
      gillc1@michigan.gov 
      Attorneys for the Michigan Department 
      Of Environmental Quality 
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FOR THE STATE OF MISSOURI 
 
Date: February 3, 2012   CHRIS KOSTER 
      Attorney General of Missouri 
 

       
       ______________/s/_______________ 

Jeff Klusmeier 
Assistant Attorney General 
P.O. Box 899 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 
(573) 751-4854 
(573) 751-4323 Fax 
Jeff.klusmeier@ago.mo.gov 
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FOR THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
 
Date: February 3, 2012   JEFFREY S. CHIESA 
      Attorney General for the State of New Jersey 
      
      ______________/s/_______________  
     By: Richard F. Engel 
 Deputy Attorney General 
 Richard J. Hughes Justice Complex 
 25 Market Street 
 P.O. Box 093 
 Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0093 
 Tel.:  (609) 984-4863 
 Fax:  (609) 984-9315 
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FOR THE STATE OF OHIO 
 
Date: February 3, 2012   MICHAEL DEWINE 
      Attorney General for the State of Ohio 
 
 
      ______________/s/_______________ 
      Michael Idzkowski 
 Assistant Attorney General 
 30 E. Broad Street, 25th Floor 
 Columbus, Ohio  43215 
 Tel.:  (614) 466-2766 
 Email:michael.idzkowski@ohioattorneygeneral.gov 
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FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
 
Date: February 3, 2012   MASSACHUSETTS DEPARTMENT OF 

  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
By its attorney,  
 
MARTHA COAKLEY,  
ATTORNEY GENERAL 

 
      ______________/s/_______________ 
      Carol Iancu, MA BBO # 635626 

Assistant Attorney General 
Environmental Protection Division 
Massachusetts Office of the Attorney General 
One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor 
Boston, MA 02108 
(617) 963-2428 
carol.iancu@state.ma.us 
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FOR THE SAINT REGIS MOHAWK TRIBE 
 
Date:  February 3, 2012 ______________/s/_______________ 
 McNAMEE, LOCHNER, TITUS  
 & WILLIAMS, P.C. 
      John J. Privitera, Esq. 
      Jacob F. Lamme, Esq. 
      677 Broadway 
      Albany, New York 12207 
      Tel.:  (518) 447-3200 
      Fax:  (518) 426-4260 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 Maureen F. Leary, hereby certifies that on the 3rd day of February, 2012 that she served a 
true copy of the State and Tribal Governmental Entities’ Motion to Join in the RACER Trust’s 
Motion for an Order Enforcing the Amended Plan and Confirmation Order upon each of the 
parties set forth below by electronic or first class mail, postage prepaid, or by the Electronic Case 
Management Filing System maintained by the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern 
District of New York: 
 
Harvey R. Miller 
Stephen Karotkin  
Joseph H. Smolinsky  
Weil, Gotshal & Manges, LLP 
767 Fifth Avenue  
New York, NY  10153  
harvey.miller@weil.com 
stephen.karotkin@weil.com 
Joseph.Smolinsky@weil.com 
Attorneys for Debtors 
 
David R. Berz  
Thomas Goslin  
Weil Gotshal & Manges, LLP  
1300 Eye Street, NW, Suite 900 
Washington, DC 20005 
david.berz@weil.com  
thomas.goslin@weil.com 
Attorneys for General Motors 
 
Thomas Morrow  
c/o Motors Liquidation Company 
401 South Old Woodward Ave., Suite 370 
Birmingham, Michigan  48009 
 
Ted Stenger, Executive Vice President 
Motors Liquidation Company 
General Motors LLC  
500 Renaissance Center, Suite 1400 
Detroit, Michigan 48243 
tstenger@alixpartners.com 
 
Lawrence S. Buonomo  
General Motors LLC 
400 Renaissance Center 
Detroit, Michigan  48265

John J. Rapisardi, Esq. 
Cadwalader Wickersham & Taft LLP 
One World Financial Center 
New York, New York  10281 
john.rapisardi@cwt.com 
Attorney for the United States Department of 
Treasury 
 
Jeffrey Kehne  
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