LANCASTER LAW REVIEW

Chief Judge Juan R. Sdnchez and the Judges of the District Court
cordially invite you to join as our guests for a
Reception and Tribute
To the History of the Eastern District of Pennsylvania’s
Magistrate Judges

Thursday, December 14, 2023 at 4:00 p.m.
James A. Byrne U.S. Courthouse
Third Floor Hallway
601 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA

Please RSVP to:
George_Wylesol@paed.uscourts.gov
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LANCASTER LAW REVIEW

OFFICE OF THE CIRCUIT EXECUTIVE
United States Third Circuit
November 2, 2023

PUBLIC NOTICE FOR
REAPPOINTMENT OF BANKRUPTCY JUDGE

The current 14-year term of office for U.S. Bankruptcy Judge Magde-
line D. Coleman for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania is due to expire
on April 11, 2024. The United States Court of Appeals for the Third Cir-
cuit is considering the reappointment of Judge Magdeline D. Coleman
to a new 14-year term of office.

Upon reappointment, the incumbent would continue to exercise the
jurisdiction of a bankruptcy judge as specified in Title 28, United States
Code; Title 11, United States Code; and the Bankruptcy Amendments
and Federal Judgeship Act of 1984, Pub. L. No. 98-353, §§ 101- 122,
98 Stat. 333-346. In bankruptcy cases and proceedings referred by
the district court, the incumbent would continue to perform the duties
of a bankruptcy judge that might include holding status conferences,
conducting hearings and trials, making final determinations, entering
orders and judgments, and submitting proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law to the district court.

Members of the bar and the public are invited to submit comments for
consideration by the Court of Appeals regarding the reappointment of
Judge Magdeline D. Coleman. All comments should be directed to one
of the following addresses:

By e-mail: Coleman Reappointment@ca3.uscourts.gov

By mail: Margaret Wiegand, Circuit Executive
Office of the Circuit Executive
22409 U.S. Courthouse
601 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106-1790

Comments must be received no later than noon on December 4, 2023.
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LANCASTER LAW REVIEW

Public Notice
Appointment of New Magistrate Judge in the
United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania

The Judicial Conference of the United States has
authorized the appointment of a full-time United States
magistrate judge for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania at Phil-
adelphia. The appointee may be required to preside at court
sessions to be held at Reading, Philadelphia, Allentown, and
Easton. The essential function of courts is to dispense justice.
An important component of this function is the creation and main-
tenance of diversity in the court system. A community's belief that a
court dispenses justice is heightened when the court reflects the com-
munity's diversity.

The duties of the position are demanding and wide-ranging, and will
include, among others: (1) conduct of most preliminary proceedings
in criminal cases; (2) trial and disposition of misdemeanor cases; (3)
conduct of various pretrial matters and evidentiary proceedings on del-
egation from a district judge; and (4) trial and disposition of civil cases
upon consent of the litigants. The basic authority of a United States
magistrate judge is specified in 28 U.S.C. § 636.

To be qualified for appointment an applicant must:

1. Be, and have been for at least five years, a member in good
standing of the bar of the highest court of a state, the District
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Territory of
Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, or
the Virgin Islands of the United States, and have been engaged in
the active practice of law for a period of at least five years;

2. Be competent to perform all the duties of the office; be of good
moral character; be emotionally stable and mature; be commit-
ted to equal justice under the law; be in good health; be patient
and courteous; and be capable of deliberation and decisiveness;

3. Be less than seventy years old; and

4. Not be related to a judge of the district court.

A merit selection panel composed of attorneys and other members of
the community will review all applicants and recommend to the district
judges in confidence the five persons it considers best qualified. The
court will make the appointment following an FBI full-field investigation
and an IRS tax check of the applicant selected by the court for appoint-
ment. The individual selected must comply with the financial disclosure
requirements pursuant to the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, Pub. L.
No. 95-521, 90 Stat. 1824 (1978) (codified at 5 U.S.C. app. 4 §§ 101-111)
as implemented by the Judicial Conference of the United States. An af-
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firmative effort will be made to give due consideration to all qualified ap-
plicants without regard to race, color, age (40 and over), gender, religion,
national origin, or disability. The current annual salary of the position is
$213,992.00. The term of office is eight (8) years.

The application is available on the court’s web site at
https:/ /www.paed.uscourts.gov/ Only applicants may submit applica-
tions and applications must be received by Friday, December 15,
2023.

All applications will be kept confidential, unless the applicant con-
sents to disclosure, and all applications will be examined only by mem-
bers of the merit selection panel and the judges of the district court. The
panel’s deliberations will remain confidential.

Applications must be submitted by email to
Paed Applv@paed.uscourts.gov with the subject line “Magistrate
Judge Application.” An /s/ or e-signature on the application will be
accepted.

Applications will only be accepted by email. Applications sent by mail
will not be considered. Due to the overwhelming number of applications
expected, applicants should not contact the court regarding the status
of their application.
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Lausell v. County of Lancaster, et al.

Court of Common Pleas of Lancaster County
Civil Action

Lausell v. County of Lancaster, et al.

Summary judgment is appropriate where a plaintiff fails to plead
facts showing deliberate indifference to medical need as required in to
establish an 8" Amendment violation.

Opinion. Noemi I. Lausell and David R. Lausell individually and as
Co-Administrators of the Estate of Michael D. Lausell, deceased v.
County of Lancaster Pennsylvania c/o Lancaster County Government
Center Office of the County Commissioners, Paul K. Smeal, Warden,
Correctional Officer, James Paxson, Dennis Molyneaux, Warden, Cor-
rectional Officer, Derek Martin, Correctional Officer, Stephen Shenk,
c/o Lancaster County Prison, Primecare Medical, Inc., Bonnie Bair,
John Wickizer, Marc Turgeon, D.O., Paula Haigh, LSW, Jennifer Disla,
LPN, Diane Poole, Lori Hostetter, Jamie Plank, Dr. Ken Wioczewski,
Correctional Officer. No. CI-16-11551.

OPINION BY SPONAUGLE, J., August 24, 2023.

I. INTRODUCTION

This action arises from Michael R. Lausell’s death on January 10,
2015, following his attempted suicide at the Lancaster County Pris-
on on January 6, 2015. Multiple motions for summary judgment are
pending before this Court. Lancaster County Defendants! filed a mo-
tion for summary judgment on January 12, 2023, seeking dismissal of
all claims against the County and its individual employees for failure
to show defendants were deliberately indifferent to Mr. Lausell’s needs.
PrimeCare Medical Defendants? filed a motion for summary judgment
on January 13, 2023, seeking dismissal of Plaintiffs’ federal claims and
punitive damages demand. After thorough review of the record and ap-
plicable law, Lancaster County’s motion is granted in full; PrimeCare
Medical’s motion is granted as to the federal claims only.

II. BACKGROUND
A. Relationship between the parties.

Lancaster County Prison (“LCP”) operates a Mental Health Unit where
inmates in need of mental health services are housed, and the prison
has an inmate suicide policy. Def.s, Cnty. of Lancaster, Warden Paul K.
Smeal, Warden Dennis Molyneaux, and Corr. Officers James Paxson,
Derek Martin, and Stephen Shenk’s Mot. for Summ. J. (“Lanc. MSJ”),
Ex. K. It is LCP’s policy that “all staff is vigilant for behavior or indica-
tions of the threat of suicide among inmates and to directly intervene
in suicide attempts whenever reasonably possible.” Id. While suicide
watch is a medical decision, correctional officers may intervene to stop
an inmate from self-harming, and the prison provided suicide preven-
tion training classes to staff. Id. Ex. L. Correctional Officers (“CO”) Mar-

1 Lancaster County manages and oversees the Lancaster County Prison. Along with the municipal entity,
plaintiffs sued correctional staff and prison wardens who were employed at LCP at the time of the incident:
former wardens Dennis Molyneaux and Paul K. Smeal, and correctional officers James Paxson, Derek
Martin, and Stephen Shenk.

2 Primecare Medical, Inc. is the company contracted to provide medical and mental health care at LCP at
the time of the incident. Along with the company, plaintiffs sued Bonnie Bair, John Wickizer, Marc Tur-
geon, Paula Haigh, Jennifer Disla, Diane Poole, Jamie Plank, and Ken Wlockzewski.
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tin and Paxson had been trained in addressing suicidal behaviors. Id.
Ex.s M, D.

Independent of suicide status, certain prisoners can be designated
for House Alone Block Alone (“HA/BA”) status. Id. Ex. D. Under HA/
BA status, an inmate does not have a cellmate and generally takes his
block out period separately; the correctional officers sometimes allow
HA/BA prisoners to block out with other inmates. Id. HA/BA status
is not a disciplinary status, but it is imposed when an inmate poses a
danger to others. Pl.’s Response in Opp’n to the Lancaster Cnty. Def.s’
Mot. for Summ. J. (“Pl. Opp’n Lanc. MSJ”), 3/6/2023, Ex.s D, J, H.

LCP contracted with PrimeCare Medical, Inc. to provide medical and
mental health services to inmates. Id., Ex. B. PrimeCare’s suicide pre-
vention policy sets out three tiers of mental health status: SS-1,° SS-2,*
and PO-IIL. Id., Ex. C. Correctional staff can refer potentially suicidal
inmates to mental health providers. Id. If an inmate is identified as
potentially suicidal, the policy requires the inmate be placed on suicide
precautions—either SS-1 or SS-2—and referred immediately to mental
health staff. Id. Only licensed mental health professionals can modify
or discontinue suicide watch levels; to do so, the staff member must
evaluate and assess the patient and document a justification for the
precautions being taken by designating the level of suicide risk and
what supervision is needed. Id. Psychiatric Observation (PO-III) is the
third tier of mental health status. Id. It is “not used for suicide preven-
tion” and “does not meet criteria for suicide precaution,” but it does
require inmates to be checked every thirty minutes and visited by men-
tal health staff daily during weekdays Id. Inmates on PO-III are housed
in the prison’s Mental Health Unit and permitted personal items and
blankets. Lanc. Defs’ Mot. Summ. J. Ex. K.

John Wickizer, a Licensed Professional Counselor (“LPC”), was re-
sponsible for assessing patients’ needs, including diagnosis and treat-
ment options, and working with the mental health team to provide
care; the team consisted of Bonnie Bair, a mental health clinician,
Paula Haigh, a licensed social worker, Diane Poole, LPC, and Dr. Marc
Turgeon, who had worked for PrimeCare for nearly 10 years and was
experienced treating patients with schizophrenia. PrimeCare Medical
Def.s’ Partial Mot. Summ. J. Against PL.s, (“PrimeCare MSJ”) Ex.s C, D.
Bair, Haigh, and Poole primarily conducted Mr. Lausell’s mental health
follow-ups/PO-III status reviews. Pl. Opp’n Lanc. MSJ, Ex. A. Jennifer
Disla, a Licensed Practical Nurse, worked as a mental health nurse
and assistant director of nurses at the prison; she performed a mental
health check with Mr. Lausell on January 5, 2015. Id.

B. Mr. Lausell’s 2014-2015 Incarceration.

On July 10, 2014, Mr. Lausell was admitted to LCP. Def.s’ Mot. for
Summ. J. Ex. A. His intake documents record a mental health his-
tory that included psychiatric admission; a history of mental illness,
3 SS-1 inmates are given a suicide smock, suicide blanket, and mattress. They aren’t permitted bedsheets,
are required to have daily visits from medical staff, and must be visited by mental staff on weekdays. PLs’
Resp in Opp to Mot. Summ. J. Ex. C.

4 SS-2 inmates are allowed to wear jumpsuits and shoes without laces. They can have a mattress and
suicide blanket but are not allowed sheets. Id. SS-2 requires random checks at fifteen-minute intervals. Id.
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segregation, psychosis, and suicidality; and a diagnosis of paranoid
schizophrenia. PrimeCare MSJ, Ex. A. Mr. Lausell denied having sui-
cidal ideation at the time. Id. Dr. Turgeon issued verbal intake orders
for Trazodone, Depakote, and Risperdal, and Mr. Lausell was moved to
the Medical Housing Unit. Id.

During the nearly six months Mr. Lausell spent in Lancaster Coun-
ty Prison, he was treated by PrimeCare. On September 3, 2014, he was
placed on a HA/BA status not because he was exhibiting any suicidal
behaviors, but because he assaulted a fellow inmate. Pl.s’ Resp. Ex.
J at 91. He later assaulted two correctional officers on September 21,
2014, and spent time on the prison’s Restricted Housing Unit, though
he continuously received visits from PrimeCare staff. Id. Ex. A. Imme-
diately following the assault, Mr. Lausell was placed on SS-1 status;
he upgraded to SS-2 status days later, and by September 29, 2014, he
returned to PO-III status after denying suicidal ideation and reporting
that his medication was working well. Id.

The record shows that PrimeCare defendants met with Mr. Lausell
at least weekly for mental health evaluations and responded to his re-
quests and complaints. Id. When Mr. Lausell reported hearing violent
voices or an increase in voices, Dr. Turgeon adjusted his medication.
Id. He was moved to suicide status on several occasions after express-
ing suicidal ideation but moved back to PO-III status after reporting
feeling okay again. Id. He requested a prescription injection he’d been
receiving prior to prison, and it was provided. Id.

On January 5, 2015, Mr. Lausell spoke to his half-sister by phone
about his upcoming release from prison. Lanc. MSJ Ex. H. Although he
was worried and stressed, “he was fine, after he spoke to my mom and
they talked and we talked.” Id. The phone call was not recorded. Id. Ex.
U.5> Mr. Lausell’s relatives had previously notified the prison when Mr.
Lausell’s behaviors or statements raised concerns. Id. Ex. H at 41:18-
24. No family member called the prison that night. Id.

On January 6, 2015, correctional officers in the Mental Health Unit
made security rounds in fifteen-minute intervals. Id. Ex. F. CO Shenk
began performing block checks at 2:15 a.m. and he did not see Mr.
Lausell behaving suspiciously. Id. G, I. Mr. Lausell’s cell light was on,
and CO Paxson saw Mr. Lausell’s face in the window of his cell door
“a little bit” before 3:00 a.m. Id. Ex. D. Then the light clicked off. Id.
Mr. Lausell was found hanging in cell at 3:00 a.m. Prison staff initi-
ated a “code blue,” and attempted to resuscitate Mr. Lausell until the
paramedics arrived. Id. Ex. 1. Afterward, a fellow inmate, who shared a
“Block Out” period with Mr. Lausell on January 5, 2015, reported Mr.
Lausell had been “off” and talking of suicide that night; the inmate had
not reported it to prison staff. Pl.s’ Opp’n Lanc. MSJ, Ex. W. Mr. Lausell
died of his injuries on January 10, 2015.

III. STANDARD OF REVIEW

Summary judgment is appropriate “whenever there is no genuine

5 At least until October 2014, phone monitoring was performed randomly due to the number of inmates

housed at LCP. Id. at 32:1-3. Dr. Wickizer never asked LCP correctional staff to record Mr. Lausell’s phone
calls. Id. Ex. J.
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issue of any material fact as to a necessary element of the cause of ac-
tion or defense.” Pa. R.C.P. 1035.2(1). A motion for summary judgment
will be granted “if, after the completion of discovery relevant to the
motion . . . an adverse party who will bear the burden of proof at trial
has failed to produce evidence of facts essential to the cause of action
or defense.” Pa. R.C.P. 1035.2(2).

“[I]t is not the court’s function upon summary judgment to decide
issues of fact, but only to decide whether there is an issue of fact to be
tried.” Fine v. Checcio, 870 A.2d 850, 862 (Pa. 2005). Summary judg-
ment may be granted only where the right to judgment is clear and
free from doubt. Ario v. Ingram Micro, Inc., 965 A.2d 1194, 1200 (Pa.
2009). To determine whether to grant a motion for summary judgment,
“the court must examine the record in the light most favorable to the
non-moving party and resolve all doubts against the moving party as to
the existence of a triable issue.” Biernacki v. Presque Isle Condos, Unit
Owners Ass’n Inc., 828 A.2d 1114, 1116 (Pa. Super. 2003).

IV. DISCUSSION

A. The Motions for Summary Judgment as to Counts II and III

are granted as plaintiffs failed to raise facts establishing an 8"
Amendment violation.

Summary judgment on Counts II and III must be granted in favor of
Lancaster County and PrimeCare because plaintiffs failed to present
the evidence necessary to establish defendants’ deliberate indifference
to Mr. Lausell’s medical needs.

Under the Eighth Amendment, there shall be no cruel and unusual
punishments inflicted on people held in custody. U.S. Const. amend.
XIII. The Constitution forbids deliberate indifference to the serious
medical needs of inmates, whether “by prison doctors in their response
to the prisoner’s needs or by prison guards in intentionally denying
or delaying access to medical care or intentionally interfering with the
treatment once prescribed.” Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S. 97, 104-05,
(1976). A particular vulnerability to suicide is a serious medical need.
Palakovic v. Wetzel, 854 F.3d 209, 222 (3d Cir. 2017) (citation omitted).
Prison officials are liable for their failure to prevent suicide if evidence
shows:

1. that the individual had a particular vulnerability to

suicide, meaning that there was a “strong likelihood,
rather than a mere possibility,” that a suicide would
be attempted;

2. that the prison official knew or should have known of

the individual’s particular vulnerability; and

3. that the official acted with reckless or deliberate indif-

ference, meaning something beyond mere negligence,
to the individual’s particular vulnerability.

Id. at 223-24. Examples of deliberate indifference include where the
prison official:
(i) knows of a prisoner’s need for medical treatment
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but intentionally refuses to provide it; (ii) delays
necessary medical treatment based on a non-med-
ical reason; (iii) prevents a prisoner from receiving
needed or recommended medical treatment; or (iv)
persists in a particular course of treatment in the
face of resultant pain and risk of permanent in-
jury.
Rokita v. Pennsylvania Dep’t of Corr., 273 A.3d 1260, 1269 (Pa.
Commw. 2022) (citations omitted).
i. Lancaster County Prison staff were not deliberately
indifferent to Mr. Lausell’s medical needs.

Plaintiff argues that Mr. Lausell’s diagnosis, HA/BA status, and a
recent suicide in the prison converged to make Mr. Lausell particularly
vulnerable to suicide such that the defendants should have put him on
suicide status, increased his mental health care, or transferred him to
a mental hospital; Defendants’ failure to do so led to Mr. Lausell’s sui-
cide. Pl.s’ Response in Opp’n to the PrimeCare Def.s’ Mot. for Summ.
J. (“Opp’n to PrimeCare”), 3/6/2023, at 27. While those all may be risk
factors for suicide, it does not follow merely from their presence that
Mr. Lausell exhibited, and correctional officers observed, behavior in-
dicating he was personally at risk.

Prison officials have a duty to provide medical care to inmates and
to ensure prisoners’ reasonable safety. See Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S.
97, 103 (1976); Farmer v. Brennan, 511 U.S. at 837, 844-45 (1970). A
prison official who responded reasonably to an alleged risk cannot be
found liable under the Eighth Amendment, even if the response did not
resolve the risk. Farmer, 511 U.S. at 844-45. Prison officials are afford-
ed a range of discretion to execute policies to “preserve order and main-
tain security” within prisons, and prisoners’ rights are weighed againt
the government’s concern for order, discipline, and security. Tindell v.
Dep’t of Corr., 87 A.3d 1029, 1035-36 (Pa. Commw. 2014) (citations
omitted). Use of restricted housing units and isolation cells does not
constitute cruel and unusual punishment. Id. at 1042 (citing Rivera v.
Pa. Dep’t of Corr., 837 A2d 525 (Pa. Super. 2003)).

Plaintiffs failed to present evidence that shows prison officials re-
fused to provide Mr. Lausell with mental health care, prevented him
from seeking mental health care, or persisted in a course of care de-
spite contrary orders from Mr. Lausell’s mental health team. The prison
initially placed Mr. Lausell in the Mental Health Housing Unit on PO-III
status due to his diagnosis and history. He remained there for most of
his incarceration, under medical observation by PrimeCare staff and
was subject to cell checks by correctional officers during this period.

From the time Mr. Lausell was initially incarcerated at LCP on July
10, 2014 until his death on January 10, 2015, Mr. Lausell received
consistent treatment from the staff at PrimeCare. The record shows
that PrimeCare defendants met with Mr. Lausell at least weekly and
responded to his requests and complaints. When Mr. Lausell reported
hearing violent voices or an increase in voices, Dr. Turgeon adjusted
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his medication. He was moved to suicide status on several occasions
after expressing suicidal ideation but moved back to PO-III status af-
ter reporting feeling okay again. During his incarceration, Mr. Lausell
received at least weekly visits from mental health professionals. He
requested a prescription injection he’d been receiving prior to prison,
and it was provided.

There is no evidence of interference, delay, or denial of care by prison
staff. Deposition testimony does not establish that correctional officers
knew of Mr. Lausell’s suicidality on January 5, 2015. Mr. Lausell’s
family members also stated that he sounded happy and fine during
their phone call around 11:00pm on the night of the incident, and they
felt no need to contact LCP regarding his behavior. Additionally, the
record is devoid of evidence demonstrating prison staff ever interfered
with Mr. Lausell’s mental health treatment.

i) PrimeCare defendants were not deliberately indifferent to
Mr. Lausell’s medical needs.
Where a prisoner has received some amount
of medical treatment, it is difficult to estab-
lish deliberate indifference, because prison
officials are afforded considerable latitude in
the diagnosis and treatment of prisoners. Al-
legations of mere negligent treatment or even
medical malpractice do not trigger the protec-
tions of the Eighth Amendment. Where a pris-
oner has received some medical attention and
the dispute is over the adequacy of the treat-
ment, federal courts are generally reluctant
to second guess medical judgments and to
constitutionalize claims which sound in state
tort law. Deference is given to prison medical
authorities in the diagnosis and treatment of
patients, and courts disavow any attempt to
second-guess the propriety or adequacy of a
particular course of treatment [which] remains
a question of sound professional judgment.
Palakovic v. Wetzel, 854 F.3d 209, 227-28 (3d Cir. 2017) (cleaned up).

Mr. Lausell was admitted to LCP with a mental health history, and
he was transferred to the Mental Health Housing Unit with an order for
continued prescription medication. Amended Complaint, 9/19/2017,
at 10. During his incarceration, Dr. Turgeon met with Mr. Lausell for
medication management and evaluation, lab work was completed, and
medications adjusted based upon the results. PrimeCare MSJ, Ex. A.
Medications were also adjusted based on what Mr. Lausell reported to
or requested from Dr. Turgeon at visits. Id.

Mr. Lausell also received mental health follow-up visits at least week-
ly, which included assessing his suicide risk and psychiatric status.
Mr. Lausell was elevated to SS-1 status after assaulting correctional
officers and after hitting his head and making statements of self-harm
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to correctional officers. Id. Both times, PrimeCare defendants evalu-
ated Mr. Lausell and gradually stepped him down to PO-III status. Id.
Records from Mr. Lausell’s evaluations in the weeks leading up to his
attempted suicide state Mr. Lausell appeared alert and cooperative,
oriented, and with no reported mental health complaints or concerns.
Id.

Plaintiffs cannot genuinely dispute the fact that Mr. Lausell received
mental health care during his incarceration. Their qualms seem to lie
with the quality of care rendered, an area where prisons are afforded
“considerable latitude” in 8" Amendment litigation. See Palakovic, 854
F.3d at 227-28. Based on the evidence submitted and the deference
owed to PrimeCare Defendants’ professional judgment, plaintiffs have
not shown “deliberate indifference” necessary to substantiate their 8th
Amendment claim.

ii) Plaintiffs failed to allege facts to support a Monell claim

against Lancaster County or PrimeCare Medical, Inc.

Monell liability attaches against a municipality when the entity’s
policy or custom results in a constitutional violation. Monell v. N.Y.C.
Dep’t of Soc. Servs., 436 U.S. 658, 694 (1978). To prove a constitu-
tional claim against a municipality, Plaintiffs must first establish that
their employees are primarily liable under Section 1983. Id. Monell is
also applicable to private corporations contracted to provide services
in prisons. Natale v. Camden Cnty. Corr. Facility, 318 F.3d 575, 583-
84 (3d Cir. 2003). If there is no violation in the first instance, there
cannot be a derivative Monell liability. Brown v. Muhlenberg Twp., 269
F.3d 205, 214 (3d Cir. 2001) (quoting City of Canton v. Harris, 489 U.S.
378, 385 (1989)).

Plaintiffs failed to establish an underlying constitutional vio-
lation by the Lancaster County or PrimeCare defendants. Mr. Lausell
received regular care from Primecare Medical during his 2014-2015
incarceration, including evaluations and medication to address his
mental health. Mr. Lausell’s status would be updated periodically de-
pending on his statements, behavior, and judgment of the Primecare
medical team. There is also no evidence that indicates that Lancaster
County defendants interfered or tried to prevent Mr. Lausell from re-
ceiving care. Because there is no underlying violation, plaintiffs fail to
show a plausible Monell claim against Lancaster County. Thus, Lan-
caster County’s and PrimeCare defendants’ motion for summary judg-
ment on Counts II and III are granted in full.

B. Lancaster County’s motion for summary judgment as to
Count I (Wrongful Death/Survival Action) is granted because
plaintiff failed to prove facts to support an underlying claim.

A wrongful death action is derivative of the decedent’s own cause of
action and cannot impose a new burden on the defendant where the
decedent would have been barred. Kaczorowski v. Kalkosinski, 184 A.
663, 664 (Pa. 1936) (citations omitted) (wrongful death action derives
from tortious act itself). The cause of action is the defendant’s action,
not the resulting death. DiBelardino v. Lemmon Pharma. Co., 208 A.2d
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283, 284 (Pa. 1965) (“death is not the tort but simply its consequence”).
Both wrongful death and survival actions are derived from the same
tortious conduct. Moyer v. Rubright, 651 A.2d 1139, 1143 (Pa. Super.
Ct. 1994) (emphasis added).

As stated above, Mr. Lausell continuously received care from Prime-
Care medical staff with no interference from Lancaster County defen-
dants; there is no evidence or medical records to indicate otherwise.
Therefore, because Plaintiffs’ allegations of deliberate indifference are
unsupported by the record, their derivative wrongful death and surviv-
al action claims also fail.

C. PrimeCare’s motion for summary judgment as to punitive
damages requested in Count IV is denied as there remain genu-
ine issues of material fact in dispute.

In Count IV, plaintiffs raise a claim for punitive damages. PrimeCare
moves for summary judgment on punitive damages, arguing plaintiffs
failed to present facts supporting an award. PrimeCare MSJ. Punitive
damages may be awarded “only for outrageous conduct.” SHV Coal v.
Continental Grain, 587 A.2d 702, 705 (Pa. 1991). Outrageous conduct
requires “acts done with a bad motive or with a reckless indifference to
the interests of others.” Id. (citations and quotations omitted). Reck-
less indifference “must be supported by evidence sufficient to establish
that (1) a defendant had a subjective appreciation of the risk of harm to
which the plaintiff was exposed and that (2) he acted, or failed to act . . .
in conscious disregard of that risk.” Hutchison v. Luddy, 870 A.2d 766,
772 (Pa. 2005). Whether a person’s actions rise to the level of reckless
indifference warranting punitive damages is a question of fact for the
jury. Dubose v. Quinlan, 125 A.3d 1231, 1240 (Super. Ct. 2015).

Plaintiffs present evidence supporting their allegations that Prime-
Care staff improperly recorded medication refusals, did not commu-
nicate with correctional officers regarding Mr. Lausell’s treatment his-
tory, and performed mental health evaluations of indeterminate time
through a slat in Mr. Lausell’s cell door. This raises a question of fact
as to defendants’ indifference that must be resolved by a jury.

V. CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, Defendant Lancaster County’s motion
for summary judgment as to Counts I-III is granted. Defendant Prime-
Care’s motion for summary judgment as to Counts II-III is granted.
PrimeCare’s motion for summary judgment as to plaintiffs’ request for
punitive damages is denied.

BY THE COURT:

THOMAS B. SPONAUGLE, JUDGE
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ESTATE AND TRUST NOTICES

Notice is hereby given that, in the
estates of the decedents set forth be-
low, the Register of Wills has granted
letters testamentary or of adminis-
tration to the persons named. Notice
is also hereby given of the existence
of the trusts of the deceased settlors
set forth below for whom no personal
representatives have been appointed
within 90 days of death. All persons
having claims or demands against
said estates or trusts are request-
ed to make known the same, and all
persons indebted to said estates or
trusts are requested to make pay-
ment, without delay, to the execu-
tors or administrators or trustees
or to their attorneys named below.

FIRST PUBLICATION

Atchison, Virginia M., dec’d.
Late of Penn Township.
Executor: Suzanne C. Rem-
hof c¢c/o Young and Young, 44
S. Main Street, P.O. Box 126,
Manheim, PA 17545.

Attorney: Young and Young.

Barton, Peggy L., dec’d.
Late of West Lampeter Town-
ship.
Executor: Robert L. Barton c/o
May Herr & Grosh, LLP, 234
North Duke Street, Lancaster,
PA 17602.
Attorney: Matthew A. Grosh.

Bishop, Barbara A., dec’d.
Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.
Executor: Scott A. Bishop c/o
Kluxen, Newcomer & Dreis-
bach, Attorneys-at-Law, 2221
Dutch Gold Drive, Dutch Gold
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Business Center, Lancaster, PA
17601.

Attorney: Melvin E. Newcomer,
Esquire.

Burger, Judy A., dec’d.
Late of Lancaster.
Executrix: Amanda Klugh, 339
East Ross Street, Lancaster, PA
17602.
Attorney: None.

Cowart, Jon H., dec’d.
Late of Little Britain Township.
Executrix: Kathleen M. May-
nard c/o James N. Clymer,
Esq., 408 West Chestnut Street,
Lancaster, PA 17603.
Attorney: Clymer Musser & Sar-
no, PC.

Daly, Martin P., dec’d.
Late of W. Hempfield Twp.
Executor: Catherine D. Wimp-
sett c/o 327 Locust Street, Co-
lumbia, PA 17512.
Attorney: John F. Markel, Ni-
kolaus & Hohenadel, LLP, 327
Locust Street, Columbia, PA
17512.

Flexer, Paul A., dec’d.
Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.
Executrix: Lisa Flexer Rag-
land c/o Randy R. Moyer, Es-
quire, Barley Snyder LLP, 126
East King Street, Lancaster, PA
17602.
Attorneys: Barley Snyder LLP.

Groff, Mildred Mae a/k/a Mil-

dred M. Groff, dec’d.
Late of Warwick Township.
Executor: Richard G. Groff, Jr.
c/o Thomas M. Gish, Sr., Attor-
ney, P.O. Box 5394, Lancaster,
PA 17606.
Attorney: Gibbel

Kraybill &
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Hess, LLP.

Groff, Robert F., Jr., dec’d.

Late of Lancaster Township.
Co-Executors: Elizabeth M.
Groff, Timothy I. Watt c/o
Randy R. Moyer, Esquire, Bar-
ley Snyder LLP, 126 East King
Street, Lancaster, PA 17602.
Attorneys: Barley Snyder LLP.

Haines, Blaine M., dec’d.

Late of East Drumore Township.
Executor: Thomas B. Haines
c/o Law Office of Shawn Pier-
son, 105 East Oregon Road,
Lititz, PA 17543.

Attorney: Shawn M. Pierson,
Esq.

Hogan, Barry D., dec’d.
Late of Manheim Township.
Executrix: Kimberly Ann Mc-
Dade c/o Melvin H. Hess, Attor-
ney, P.O. Box 5349, Lancaster,
PA.
Attorney: Gibbel Kraybill &
Hess, LLP.

Huffman, Charles A., dec’d.
Late of West Lampeter Town-
ship.
Personal Representative: Wil-
liam A. Huffman c¢/o John
W. Metzger, Esquire, 901
Rohrerstown Road, Lancaster,
PA 17601.
Attorneys: Metzger and Spen-
cer, LLP.

Leitgeb, Delores A. a/k/a De-
lores Anne Leitgeb, dec’d.
Late of New Holland Borough.
Executor: Keith H. Leitgeb c/o
Michele A. Werder, Attorney,
P.O. Box 5349, Lancaster, PA
17606.
Attorneys: Gibbel Kraybill &
Hess LLP.
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Miller, Monroe a/k/a Monroe J.
Miller, dec’d.
Late of East Earl Township.
Executrix: Cynthia Hurst c/o
Good & Harris, LLP, 132 West
Main Street, New Holland, PA
17557.
Attorneys: Good & Harris, LLP.

Morgan, Barry L., dec’d.
Late of Lancaster City.
Administrator: Steven P. Wiker
c/o John H. May, Esquire, 49
North Duke Street, Lancaster,
PA 17602.
Attorney: May, Herr & Grosh,
LLP.

Myers, Jeffrey C., dec’d.
Late of Elizabethtown Borough.
Executrix: Valerie A. Myers c/o
Nikolaus & Hohenadel, LLP,
222 South Market Street, Suite
201, Elizabethtown, PA 17022.
Attorney: Kevin D. Dolan, Esq.

Peters, Randy T., dec’d.
Late of West Donegal Township.
Executrix: Kelly L. Ginder c/o
Nikolaus & Hohenadel, LLP,
222 South Market Street, Suite
201, Elizabethtown, PA 17022.
Attorney: Kevin D. Dolan, Esq.

Ross, Mark J., dec’d.
Late of Lititz.
Administrator: Eric C. Ross,
44 Wilson Avenue, Leola, PA
17540.
Attorney: None.

Ross, William R., Sr. a/k/a Wil-
liam R. Ross a/k/a William Ron-
ald Ross, Sr., dec’d.
Late of Manheim Borough.
Executrix: Sondra E. Ross c/o
Vance E. Antonacci, Esquire,
McNees Wallace & Nurick LLC,
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570 Lausch Lane, Suite 200,
Lancaster, PA 17601.

Attorney: McNees Wallace &
Nurick LLC.

Sheaffer, Joani Kay, dec’d.

Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.

Administrator: Ian G. Sheaffer
c/o E. Richard Young, Jr., Esq.,
1248 W. Main St., Ephrata, PA
17522.

Attorney: E. Richard Young, Jr.,
Esq.

Souders, Ann Louise, dec’d.

Late of W. Hempfield Township.
Executors: Thomas G. Souders,
Kathy A. Eby c/o 327 Locust
Street, Columbia, PA 17512.
Attorney: John F. Markel, Ni-
kolaus & Hohenadel, LLP, 327
Locust Street, Columbia, PA
17512.

SECOND PUBLICATION

Allen, Derotha Lucille, dec’d.

Late of Elizabethtown Borough.
Executors: Thomas N. Allen,
Amanda M. Allen c/o 327 Lo-
cust Street, Columbia, PA
17512.
Attorney: John F. Markel, Ni-
kolaus & Hohenadel, LLP, 327
Locust Street, Columbia, PA
17512.

Beiler, Ruth Ann, dec’d.
Late of Ronks.
Co-Administrators: Michael
J. Beiler, Marvin L. Beiler c/o
Legacy Law, PLLC., 147 W. Air-
port Road, Suite 300, Lititz, PA
17543.
Attorney: Katelyn M. Haldeman,
Esq.

Burkhart, Donald U. a/k/a Don-
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ald Ulrich Burkhart, dec’d.

Late of West Lampeter Town-
ship.

Co-Executors: Douglas E. Bur-
khart, Pamela S. Pavetto c/o
Jeffrey C. Goss, Esquire, 480
New Holland Avenue, Suite
6205, Lancaster, PA 17602.
Attorneys:  Brubaker Con-
naughton Goss & Lucarelli LLC.

Goss, James M., dec’d.

Late of West Earl Township.
Co-Executors: Douglas W.
Goss, Lucus W. Goss, Kyle D.
Goss, Daniel C. Goss c/o Jef-
frey C. Goss, Esquire, 480 New
Holland Avenue, Suite 6205,
Lancaster, PA 17602.
Attorneys:  Brubaker Con-
naughton Goss & Lucarelli LLC.

Kaufmann, Frances Y., dec’d.

Late of Pequea Township.
Executrix: Karen S. Kaufmann
c/o Lindsay M. Schoeneberg-
er, RKG LAW, 108 West Main
Street, Ephrata, PA 17522.
Attorney: Lindsay M. Schoene-
berger.

Maxcy, Leland C., Jr., dec’d.

Late of Ephrata Borough.
Executrix: Kim M. Lappe c/o
Gardner and Stevens, P.C., 109
West Main Street, Ephrata, PA
17522.

Attorney: John C. Stevens.

Miller, Michael Steven, dec’d.

Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.

Executor: Diane C. Paul, 1105
Riverview Drive, Reading, PA
19605.

Attorney: Robert D. Katzenmoy-
er, Esq., 2309 Perkiomen Ave.,
Reading, PA 19606.
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Neimer, Scott Charles, dec’d.
Late of Lancaster Township.
Administrator: Ruth Ann Live-
ly-Groff c/o Pyfer, Reese,
Straub, Gray & Farhat, P.C.,
128 N. Lime Street, Lancaster,
PA 17602.

Attorney: Pyfer, Reese, Straub,
Gray & Farhat, P.C.

Owens, Larry A., dec’d.
Late of West Hempfield Town-
ship.
Executrix: Cynthia Owens c/o
Patrick J. Schaeffer, Esquire
and Laura E. Bayer, Esquire,
Trinity Law, 1681 Kenneth
Road, Suite 2, York, PA 17408.
Attorneys: Trinity Law.

Rambler, Joyce C., dec’d.
Late of Rapho Borough.
Executor: Donald K. Ram-
bler c/o Young and Young, 44
S. Main Street, P.O. Box 126,
Manheim, PA 17545.
Attorney: Young and Young.

Saner, Martha J. a/k/a Martha
Jane Saner, dec’d.
Late of Colerain Township.
Executor: Trent R. Saner c/o
Nikolaus & Hohenadel, LLP,
212 North Queen Street, Lan-
caster, PA 17603.
Attorney: Barbara Reist Dillon.

Schein, Sharon J., dec’d.
Late of Elizabethtown Borough.
Executor: Brent R. Schein c/o
Nikolaus & Hohenadel, LLP,
222 South Market Street, Suite
201, Elizabethtown, PA 17022.
Attorney: Kevin D. Dolan, Esq.

Shelly, Alta G., dec’d.
Late of Manheim Township.
Executor: Jeffrey L. Shelly c/o
Young and Young, 44 S. Main

25

Street, P.O. Box 126, Manheim,
PA 17545.
Attorney: Young and Young.

Smith, Terry L., dec’d.
Late of Lancaster City.
Executor: Quentin M. Smith
c/o Pyfer, Reese, Straub, Gray
& Farhat, P.C., 128 N. Lime
Street, Lancaster, PA 17602.
Attorney: Pyfer, Reese, Straub,
Gray & Farhat, P.C.

Snyder, Alice Z., dec’d.
Late of Clay Township.
Executor: Harry E. Snyder c/o
Good & Harris, LLP, 132 West
Main Street, New Holland, PA
17557.
Attorneys: Good & Harris, LLP.

Trimble, Helen L. a/k/a Helen
Trimble, dec’d.
Late of East Lampeter Town-
ship.
Executrix: Colette A. Landis
c/o Barley Snyder, LLP, 2755
Century Blvd., Wyomissing, PA
19610.
Attorney: Sarah R. McCahon,
Esquire - Barley Snyder, LLP.

Wayne, Terrance L., dec’'d.
Late of Manor Township.

Executor: Ken Kramer, 5874
Old Rte. 22, Bernville, PA
19506.

Attorney: Brett M. Fegely,
Esquire, Hartman, Valeia-
no, Magovem & Lutz, P.C.,
1025 Berkshire Blvd., Suite
700, Wyomissing, PA 19610.

Weir, Robert E., dec’d.
Late of Earl Township.
Executor: Larry E. Weir c/o
Angelo J. Fiorentino, Attorney,
P.O. Box 5349, Lancaster, PA
17606.
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Attorney: Gibbel Kraybill & Hess
LLP.

Executors: Michael Zabatta, Jr.,
Alevnis S. Zabatta c/o Young
and Young, 44 S. Main Street,
P.O. Box 126, Manheim, PA
17545.

Attorney: Young and Young.

Williams, Ruth N. a/k/a Ruth
Williams a/k/a Ruth Nikitscher
Williams, dec’d.

Late of Peach Bottom.

Executor: Keith R. Pavlack, Es- Findley, Claudia, dec’d.

quire, Pavlack Law Offices, P.C.,
1415 Blakeslee Blvd., Dr. E., Le-
highton, PA 18235.

Attorney: Keith R. Pavlack, Es-
quire, Pavlack Law Offices, P.C.,
1415 Blakeslee Blvd., Dr. E., Le-
highton, PA 18235.

Zimmerman, Eva H., dec’d.

Late of Ephrata Township.
Co-Executors: Aaron Ray Zim-
merman, Marlin Oberholtzer c/o
Nicholas T. Gard, Esquire, 121
E. Main Street, New Holland, PA
17557.

Attorneys: Smoker Gard Associ-
ates LLP.

Late of Manheim Borough.
Administrator: Susan Young
Nicholas c/o Young and Young,
44 S. Main Street, P.O. Box 126,
Manheim, PA 17545.

Attorney: Young and Young.

Fisher, Howard K., dec’d.

Late of East Drumore Township.
Co-Executors: Howard K. Fish-
er, Jr., Carol A. Templeton c/o
Kluxen, Newcomer & Dreisbach,
Attorneys-at-Law, 2221 Dutch
Gold Drive, Dutch Gold Business
Center, Lancaster, PA 17601.
Attorney: Melvin E. Newcomer,
Esquire.

Gainer, Roberta L., dec’d.

Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.

Executor: Zachary W. Frey,
Katelyn A. Weiss c/o Cody &
Pfursich, 53 North Duke Street,
Suite 420, Lancaster, PA 17602.
Attorney: Stephen W. Cody.

THIRD PUBLICATION

Bloom, Thomas Douglas a/k/a
Thomas D. Bloom, dec’d.
Late of Manor Township.
Executor: Matthew Bloom c/o
David P. Turocy, Esq., Ream,
Carr, Markey, Woloshin & Hunt-
er LLP, 119 East Market Street,
York, PA 17401.
Attorney: David P. Turocy, Esq.

Glass, Ruth V., dec’d.
Late of Pequea Township.
Co-Executors: Barbara A. Glass,
Brenda E. Wilson.
Glass Family Trust dated July,
22, 1999.
Trustees: Barbara A. Glass,
Brenda E. Wilson.
c/o Jeffrey C. Goss, Esquire,
480 New Holland Avenue, Suite
6205, Lancaster, PA 17602.
Attorneys: Brubaker Connaugh-
ton Goss & Lucarelli LLC.

Davis, V. Louise, dec’d.
Late of Providence Township.
Executrix: Donna Devonshire
c/o Law Office of Gretchen M.
Curran, LLC, 1337 Byerland
Church Road, P.O. Box 465,
Willow Street, PA 17584.

Findley, Charles E., dec’d.
Late of Manheim Borough.
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Haskell, Virginia M., dec’d.
Late of New Holland Borough.
Executor: Nancy S. Duncan c/o
Kling, Deibler & Glick, LLP, 131
W. Main Street, New Holland,
PA 17557.
Attorneys: Ashley A. Glick,
Esq., Kling, Deibler & Glick,
LLP; Samuel Goodley, III, Esq.,
Sam Goodley Law, LLC.

Huyard, Alice F. a/k/a Alice
Fay Huyard, dec’d.
Late of East Cocalico Township.
Executor: John E. Lefever c/o
E. Richard Young, Jr., Esq.,
1248 W. Main St., Ephrata, PA
17522.
Attorney: E. Richard Young, Jr.,
Esq.

Horning, Henry W., dec’d.

Late of West Earl Township.
Co-Executrices: Suzanne Y.
Baker, Anne L. Becker c/o Mi-
chele A. Werder, Esq., P.O. Box
5349, Lancaster, PA, 17606.
Attorneys: Gibbel Kraybill &
Hess LLP.

Knotwell, Doris E., dec’d.

Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.

Executor: Michael G. Knotwell
c/o Richard R. Reilly, Esquire,
54 N. Duke Street, York, PA
17401-1210.

Attorney: Richard R. Reilly, Esq.

Lodish, Diane R., dec’d.
Late of Lititz Borough.
Executrix: Jodi D. Kreider c/o
Ann L. Martin, Attorney, P.O.
Box 5349, Lancaster, PA 17606.
Attorneys: Gibbel Kraybill &
Hess LLP.

Longenecker, John C., dec’d.
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Late of East Hempfield Town-
ship.

Executrix: Debra L. Naumann
c/o Steven R. Blair, Attorney at
Law, 650 Delp Road, Lancaster,
PA 17601.

Attorney: Steven R. Blair, Esq.

O’Brian, Kathryn A., dec’d.
Late of Mount Joy Borough.
Executrix: Mary Kate Linebarg-
er c/o Anthony P. Schimaneck,
700 North Duke Street, P.O.
Box 4686, Lancaster, PA 17604-
4686.
Attorney: Morgan, Hallgren,
Crosswell & Kane, P.C.

Pembleton, Marilyn A. dec’d.
Late of Martic Township.
Executrix: Wendy L. Steen
c/o Law Office of Gretchen M.
Curran, LLC, 1337 Byerland
Church Road, P.O. Box 465,
Willow Street, PA 17584.
Attorney: Gretchen M. Curran.

Steudler, Frederick W., Jr.
a/k/a Frederick William Steud-
ler, Jr. a/k/a Fred W. Steudler
a/k/a Fred Steudler, dec’d.
Late of Conestoga Township.
Executrix: Beverly A. Steud-
ler c/o Barley Snyder LLP, 126
East King Street, Lancaster, PA
17602.
Attorney: Randy R. Moyer - Bar-
ley Snyder LLP.

Sullivan, Barbara C., dec’d.
Late of West Lampeter Town-
ship.
Administratrix: Kathleen M.
Keener c/o Russell, Krafft &
Gruber, LLP, 101 North Pointe
Blvd, Suite 202, Lancaster, PA
17601.
Attorney: Lindsay M. Schoene-
berger, Esquire.
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Trejo-Castro, J.

dec’d.
Late of Ephrata Township.
Administrator: Martha Gar-
cia-Detrejo c/o Douglas A.
Smith, Attorney, P.O. Box 5349,
Lancaster, PA 17606.
Attorneys: Gibbel Kraybill &
Hess LLP.

Guadalupe,

Waltz, Donna M., dec’d.
Late of Lancaster City.
Administrator: Jeffrey B. Guito
c/o Russell, Krafft & Gruber,
LLP, 101 North Pointe Blvd,
Suite 202, Lancaster, PA 17601.
Attorney: Lindsay M. Schoene-
berger, Esquire.

CORPORATE NOTICES

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
Articles of Incorporation have been
filed with the Department of State
of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania, at Harrisburg, PA on
4/24/2023, for:

Ortholive Medical Group PA, PC
having a registered office address
of:

c/o Harbor Business Compliance
Corporation
The corporation has been incor-
porated under the provisions of
the Pennsylvania Business Cor-
poration Law of 1988, as amend-

ed.
D-1

Whalen, June L., dec’d.
Late of Mount Joy Borough.
Executors: Kim L. Whalen,
Scott A. Whalen c/o Scott E. Al-
bert, Esq., 50 East Main Street,
Mount Joy, PA 17552.
Attorney: Scott E. Albert, Esq.

ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
that Articles of Incorporation were
filed with the Department of State
of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, at Harrisburg, Pennsylva-
nia, for O’Neal Holdings, Inc. on
November 21, 2023. The said cor-
poration has been incorporated
under the provisions of the Busi-
ness Corporation Law of 1988 of
the Commonwealth of Pennsylva-
nia.

McNEES WALLACE & NURICK
LLC

Attorneys at Law

100 Pine Street

Harrisburg, PA 17101
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Notice is hereby given that, pur-
suant to the Business Corpora-
tion Law of 1988, Pennsylvania
Risk and Insurance Services, Inc.,
a domestic corporation intends
to withdraw from doing business
in Pennsylvania. The address of
its principal office in its jurisdic-
tion of incorporation is 39 N Duke
St, Lancaster, PA 17602 and the
name of its commercial registered
office provider in Pennsylvania is
C T Corporation System.

D-1

NOTICE BY PUBLICATION

LOGS LEGAL GROUP LLP

BY: CHRISTOPHER A. DeNAR-
DO, PA1.D. NO. 78447

JASON DIONISIO, PA I.D. NO.
333475

SAMANTHA GABLE, PA 1.D. NO.
320695

LESLIE J. RASE, PA I.D. NO.
58365

HEATHER RILOFF, PA 1.D. NO.
309906

KEVIN T. TONCZYCZYN, PA I.D.
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NO. 332616
ELIZABETH L. WASSALL, PA 1.D.
NO. 77788
3600 HORIZON DRIVE, SUITE
150
KING OF PRUSSIA, PA 19406
TELEPHONE: (610) 278-6800
E-MAIL: PAHELP@LOGS.COM
LLG FILE NO. 21-066426 Re-
verse Mortgage Funding LLC
PLAINTIFF
VS.
Unknown Heirs, Successors, As-
signs and All Persons, Firms or
Associations Claiming Right or
interest from or under Barba-
ra E. Bowman, deceased; Dean
Bowman, Known Heir of Barbara
E. Bowman, deceased; Gary Alle-
man, Known Heir of Barbara E.
Bowman, deceased; Cindy Fitter,
Known Heir of Barbara E. Bow-
man, deceased; and Lisa Conover,
Known Heir of Barbara E. Bow-
man, deceased
DEFENDANTS

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CIVIL DIVISION
NO: C1-21-08306
To the Defendants, Dean Bow-
man, Known Heir of Barbara E.
Bowman, deceased: TAKE NO-
TICE THAT THE Plaintiff, Reverse
Mortgage Funding LLC has filed
an amended action Mortgage
Foreclosure, as captioned above.
NOTICE

IF YOU WISH TO DEFEND, YOU
MUST ENTER A WRITTEN AP-
PEARANCE PERSONALLY OR BY
ATTORNEY AND FILE YOUR DE-
FENSE OR OBJECTIONS WITH
THE COURT. YOU ARE WARNED
THAT IF YOU FAIL TO DO SO THE
CASE MAY PROCEED WITHOUT
YOU AND A JUDGMENT MAY BE
ENTERED AGAINST YOU WITH-
OUT FURTHER NOTICE FOR
THE RELIEF REQUESTED BY

THE PLAINTIFF. YOU MAY LOSE
MONEY OR PROPERTY OR OTH-
ER RIGHTS IMPORTANT TO YOU.

YOU SHOULD TAKE THIS
NOTICE TO YOUR LAWYER AT
ONCE. IF YOU DO NOT HAVE A
LAWYER GO TO OR TELEPHONE
THE OFFICE SET FORTH BE-
LOW. THIS OFFICE CAN PRO-
VIDE YOU WITH INFORMATION
ABOUT HIRING A LAWYER.

IF YOU CANNOT AFFORD TO
HIRE A LAWYER, THIS OFFICE
MAY BE ABLE TO PROVIDE YOU
WITH INFORMATION ABOUT
AGENCIES THAT MAY OFFER
LEGAL SERVICES TO ELIGIBLE
PERSONS AT A REDUCED FEE
OR NO FEE.

Lancaster County Bar Associa-
tion Office
28 East Orange Street
Lancaster, PA 17602
D-1

NOTICE OF ANNUAL MEETING

NOTICE OF THE ANNUAL
POLICYHOLDERS MEETING OF
WINDSOR-MOUNT JOY MUTUAL
INSURANCE COMPANY

Notice is hereby given that
the Annual Meeting of the
Policyholders of  Windsor-
Mount Joy Mutual Insurance
Company will be held at the
Corporate Office, 1 East Main
Street, Ephrata PA, on Monday,
January 15, 2024 commencing
at 10:00 a.m., for the purpose of
Election of Directors and/or the
transaction of other business.
Douglas L. Underwood
President/CEO
Ephrata PA
ATTEST: Hisham M. Sallit
Chief Financial Officer/Vice
President/Treasurer
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PO Box 587
Ephrata PA 17522
N-24; D-1, 8

ORPHANS’ COURT NOTICES

Orphans’ Court Division
Auditing Notices

To All Claimants, Beneficiaries,
Heirs and Next of Kin, and oth-
er persons interested: NOTICE IS
GIVEN that the following accounts
in decedents’, incapacitated per-
sons, minors’, and trust estates
have been filed in the office of the
Clerk of the Orphans’ Court divi-
sion of the Court of Common Pleas
of Lancaster County and will be
presented to said Orphans’ Court
Division for Audit and confirma-
tion therein to the parties legally
entitled thereto on

December 5, 2023

at 9 o’clock a.m. in Courtroom No.
11 on the fourth floor of the Court-
house, 50 North Duke Street, Lan-
caster, PA

1. OSTERMEIER, FELICIA A.,
decd., 2020-1673. First & Fi-
nal Acct. Terrel Kenneth Nau-
mann, Jr., Exec. Barbara
Reist Dillon, Atty.

2. MYERS, RALPH L., decd.,
2023-0472. Account. Marion
E. Brooks, Exec. Jeffrey C.
Goss, Atty.

3. WORK, TRAVIS R. a/k/a
TRAVIS WORK a/k/a TRAVIS
RICHARD WORK, decd. 2020-
1897. First & Final Acct. Dor-
othy S. Work, Admin. Michael
J. Mongiovi, Atty.

4. NOLT, LORNA S., Trust under
Will. 1995-0041. First & Final
Acct. PNC Bank, N.A., Trust-
ee. Kendra D. McGuire, Atty.

Anne L. Cooper
Clerk of the Orphans’ Court
Division of the Court of
Common Pleas.
N-24; D-1

SUITS ENTERED

Defendant’s name appears first

in capitals, followed by plaintiff’s

name, number and plaintiff’s or
appellant’s attorney.

November 20, 2023
to November 21, 2023

CONNORS, EMILIE; CKS Prime
Investments LLC; 08250; Tsa-
rouhis

EVANS, KORY, TOTAL PACK-
AGE LANDSCAPE LLC, ALL
AROUND TOTAL PACKAGE
LANDSCAPE & LAWN CARE LLC;
Shawn Latocha; 08261; Campbell

HINTON, WILLIAM; Pennsylva-
nia State Employees Credit Union,;
08260; Urban

HOFFMAN-BARBER, AMY,
BARBER, BRIAN; Troy Capital
LLC; 08255; Tsarouhis

KERCHOFF, JAMIE; Pennsylva-
nia State Employees Credit Union,;
08258; Urban

ORTIZ-FERRERAS, RUTH,
ELIZABETH, RUTH, FERRERAS
SANCHEZ, LUIS; Martha Wilson;
08300; Greenfield

STILLWAGON, CHRISTINE F.;
Truist Bank, In Successor By
Merger To Suntrust Bank DBA
Lightsream; 08298; Ratchford
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