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Tincher et al. v. Omegaflex, Inc. et al.
Nonsuit motion – Directed verdict motion – Strict liability – New trial and judg-
ment n.o.v. motions – Product liability – Defects – Crashworthiness doctrine

1. A compulsory nonsuit can only be granted in cases where it is clear that a cause
of action has not been established.  A nonsuit should not be granted where,
after viewing the evidence in the light most advantageous to the plaintiff, recov-
ery is reasonably possible on the legal principles upon which plaintiff’s case is
dependent.

2. A directed verdict may be granted only where the facts are clear and free from
doubt.  In deciding a motion for a directed verdict, the trial court must consid-
er the facts in the light most favorable to the nonmoving party, accepting as true
all evidence which supports that party’s contention and reject all adverse testi-
mony.

3. Three types of defective conditions may give rise to strict liability, including
manufacturing defect, a design defect, and a failure to warn defect.

4. Negligent design is not a proper consideration in a strict liability consideration.
In a strict liability design defect claim, the plaintiff must establish that the prod-
uct was unsafe for its intended user.  A manufacturer will not be held strictly
liable for failing to design a product that was safe for use by any reasonably
foreseeable user as such a standard would improperly import negligence con-
cepts into strict liability law.

5. The general rule requires that a timely and specific objection at trial is required
to preserve an issue for review on appeal.     

6. Pennsylvania Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 227.1, which governs post-trial
relief, provides in relevant part that a ground may not serve as the basis for
post-trial relief, including a judgment n.o.v., unless it was raised in pre-trial
proceedings or at trial.  The Rule further notes that error that could have been
corrected by timely objection in the trial court may not constitute a ground for
such a judgment.

7. A judgment n. o. v. (non obstante verdicto) should be entered only in a clear
case, and any doubts should be resolved in favor of the verdict.

8. In considering a motion for judgment n. o. v., the evidence, together with all
reasonable inferences arising from the evidence, is considered in the light most
favorable to the verdict winner.

9. When considering whether to grant a new trial, the court must first determine
whether there was legal or factual trial error or an abuse of discretion, and
whether that error, if any, is sufficient basis for granting a new trial.  The deci-
sion is a discretionary matter because it requires consideration of the particular
circumstances of the case.

10. The Restatement (Second) of Torts § 402A, governs all claims of products lia-
bility and allows recovery where a product in a defective condition, unreason-
ably dangerous to the consumer or user, causes harm to the plaintiff.
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11. Under Pennsylvania law, the finding of a defect requires a balancing of the util-
ity of the product against the seriousness and likelihood of the injury and the
availability of precautions that, though not foolproof, might prevent the injury.

12. The case is given to the jury only after the court has initially considered the risk
associated with the product weighed against its utility, an analysis characterized
by the courts as implicating social policy considerations.  Once admitted at
trial, the jury determines whether the product lacks any element necessary to
make it safe for its intended use.

13. Factors that are required to be considered in the court’s risk-utility analysis
before allowing the case to reach the jury for decision on the issue of strict lia-
bility include the following: (a) the usefulness and desirability of the product-
its utility to the user and to the public as a whole; (b) the safety aspects of the
product-the likelihood that it will cause injury, and the probable seriousness of
the injury; (c) the availability of a substitute product which would meet the
same need and not be as unsafe; (d) the manufacturer’s ability to eliminate the
unsafe character of the product without impairing its usefulness or making it
too expensive to maintain its utility; (e) the user’s ability to avoid danger by the
exercise of care in the use of the product; (f) the user’s anticipated awareness
of the dangers inherent in the product and their avoidability, because of gener-
al public knowledge of the obvious condition of the product, or of the existence
of suitable warnings or instruction; and (g) the feasibility, on the part of the
manufacturer, of spreading the loss by setting the price of the product or carry-
ing liability insurance.

14. It has long been the law in Pennsylvania that a defective condition includes the
lack of adequate warnings or instructions required for a product’s safe use.

15. A product will be deemed defective if it left the supplier’s control lacking any
element necessary to make it safe for its intended use or possessing any feature
that renders it unsafe for the intended use.

16. The term ‘crashworthiness’ means the protection that a motor vehicle affords
its passenger against personal injury or death as a result of a motor vehicle acci-
dent.  The rationale is that manufacturers are strictly liable for defects that do
not cause the accident but nevertheless cause an increase in the severity of
injuries that would have occurred without the defect.  

17. The crashworthiness doctrine is a subset of strict products liability law that
most typically arises in the context of vehicular accidents.

18. In products liability actions, the plaintiff can recover under strict liability by
showing the product was sold in a defective condition that was unreasonably
dangerous, and that defect was the proximate cause of the plaintiff’s injuries.

19. Defect is defined in terms of safety for intended use; that is, the jury may find
a defect where the product left the supplier’s control lacking any element nec-
essary to make it safe for its intended use or possessing any feature that renders
it unsafe for the intended use.
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20. The general rule is that there is no strict products liability where the harm is
caused by unintended uses of the product, even where the use is foreseeable by
the manufacturer.

21. Incineration of building materials is not a use intended by the manufacturer;
therefore, damages in strict liability are unavailable where the harm flowing
from the product was the contamination it causes upon its burning.

22. Defendant, Omega Flex, Inc., appealed from a verdict entered by a jury fol-
lowing trial in which it awarded the plaintiffs damages they sustained in a fire.
The damage award included recompense for building damage, additional prop-
erty/structures loss, contents loss, and alternate living expenses.  The Court also
awarded Plaintiffs delay damages.  Defendant filed post-trial motions, which
the Court denied.  

P.McK.

C.C.P. Chester County, Civil Action – Law, No. 2008-00974-CA; Terrence D.
Tincher and Judith R. Tincher v. Omegaflex, Inc., R&L Plumbing Contractors,
Inc., Joseph Rosati Plumbing, Inc., and Joseph R. Rosati, Jr., d/b/a Joseph Rosati
Plumbing and Heating

Mark E. Utke for Plaintiffs
Kristen E. Dennison, Katherine Wang and William J. Conroy for 
Defendants

Nagle, J., August 5, 2011:-

[Ed. Note: Affirmed by Superior Court on September 25, 2012 at No. 1472
EDA 2011]
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TERRENCE D. TINCHER and :  IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
JUDITH R. TINCHER :  CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

Plaintiffs/Appellees :
:
:

VS. : NO.  2008-00974-CA
:           1472 EDA 2011

OMEGAFLEX, INC., et al. :
Defendant/Appellant :  CIVIL ACTION 

Mark E. Utke, Esquire, Attorney for Plaintiffs
Kristen E. Dennison, Esquire, Katherine Wang, Esquire, William J. Conroy,
Esquire, Attorneys for Defendant/Appellant

OPINION

BY:  NAGLE, S.J. August 5, 2011

Defendant, Omega Flex, Inc. (“Appellant”) appeals from a verdict entered
by a jury following trial in which it awarded the Plaintiffs, Terrence D. Tincher and
Judith R. Tincher (“Appellees”) $958,895.85 in damages they sustained in a fire.
The damage award included recompense for $406,532.80 building damage, $988.83
additional property/structures loss, $503,945.58 contents loss, and $47,428.64 alter-
nate living expenses.  On May 17, 2011 we awarded Plaintiffs delay damages of
$69,336.05.  Appellant filed post-trial motions, which we denied by Order dated
May 17, 2011. 

On June 20, 2007, a fire ignited at the Appellees’ home located at 570
Gramercy Lane, Downingtown, Chester County, PA.  The source of the fire was
determined by the jury to be an indirect lightning strike1 that energized the corru-
gated stainless steel tubing (“CSST”) line2, marketed by Appellant as “TracPipe”
and installed in the house, connecting the main natural gas supply to a natural gas
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1There are 3 types of lightning strike: direct, indirect via air, and indirect via ground.
Instantly, there was no evidence of a direct lightning strike to the Appellees’ house.
Rather, it was determined that lightning traveled in the ground from a direct strike nearby
to the Appellees’ house, in turn energizing the CSST pipe.

2 CSST is a flexible tubing used to carry natural gas in buildings.  It originated in Japan,
which is subject to substantial earthquake activity.  There, experience having taught that
black iron pipe, traditionally used in building construction in the United States to convey
natural gas, was highly susceptible to rupturing during an earthquake, corrugated flexible
tubing was devised and successfully employed as a substitute material because of its ability
to bend without breaking during such occurrences.  It subsequently achieved some accept-
ance in the United States for such purpose in commercial and residential construction.



fireplace located on the first floor of Appellees’ home.  The fire caused substantial
undisputed damage to Appellees’ home and its contents.  They were not at home at
the time of the lightning strike and ensuing fire.  Appellees sued Appellant,
OmegaFlex for damages upon claims of negligence, strict liability, and beach of
implied warranties. 

The predominant issue in the case was whether the corrugated stainless
steel tubing, manufactured and sold by Appellant under the brand name “TracPipe”,
was defective because of its inferior wall thickness (equal to the thickness of 4
sheets of paper), rendering it  incapable of withstanding perforation by an electrical
arc produced by lightning.  The Appellees’ expert testimony posited that a lightning
strike energized the TracPipe, and in doing so created an electrical arc with other
metal that perforated the TracPipe by burning a hole in the pipe through which nat-
ural gas was then ignited.  The hole in the TracPipe was recovered from the area of
the fire’s origin near the fireplace, and was tested.  A severed grounding wire, called
a “bonding wire”3, and its clamp were found hanging in the area of the fire’s origin,
and displayed signs of melting and “forced damage”.  It was determined to have
been connected to the TracPipe’s manifold.  N.T. 10/12/2010, pp. 105 – 116. 

Substantial expert testimony was educed during this trial in the disciplines
of metallurgy, materials science, arc physics and both direct and indirect lightning
strikes.  Appellees produced evidence from which the jury could find that, in com-
parison to black iron pipe, TracPipe has substantially greater susceptibility to per-
foration by lightning-induced energy than does black iron pipe, rendering it
defective and posing a substantially greater fire hazard.  Appellees also produced
uncontroverted scientific evidence which established the approximate melting tem-
perature of TracPipe, which is a stainless steel material, to be 2,600 degrees, well
over two-times higher than the temperatures reached in a house fire, thereby elimi-
nating the possibility that the TracPipe’s perforation was caused by the fire itself.
The house was examined after the fire by both fire officials and experts in fire cause
and origin, who determined through examination of the physical evidence that the
area of the house exposed to the greatest intensity of combustible fire damage
occurred in the area of the fireplace where the perforated TracPipe was found.

The fire was of such intensity that the fireplace and significant parts of the
first floor collapsed into the basement.  Fire cause and origin experts for both sides
examined the house, David Smith for Appellant, N.T. 10/18/2010, pp. 529 – 589,
and Michael J. Moyer, Reading Fire Department Fire Investigator for Appellees,
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3 Bonding refers to the fact that in a building with electric service it is normal for safety
reasons to connect all metal objects, such as pipes, together to the alternating current (AC)
electric power supply to form an equipotential zone.  Equipotential bonding involves join-
ing together metalwork to the Earth’s conductive surface so that it is at the same potential
(i.e., voltage) everywhere.  Inadequate bonding renders metal objects susceptible to a haz-
ardous conductive path.  Examples of articles that require bonding include metallic water
piping systems and gas piping.



N.T. 10/11/2010, pp. 68 – 76 and N.T. 10/12/2010, pp. 88 – 156.   Smith opined that
lightning had caused the fire at the TracPipe tubing near the fireplace.  Moyer
opined the cause of the fire was an indirect lightning strike which affected the
TracPipe causing it to breach at a hole.  N.T. 10/18/2010, p. 572; and N.T.
10/12/2010, p.108.

Appellant’s testimony, while not disagreeing with the location in which the
fire had started or the TracPipe’s perforation, opined that the fire was not caused by
the indirect lightning strike, but instead caused by the electrical system which
caused an electric arc, in turn causing the perforation in the TracPipe.

Appellants argued, that considering the risk-utility of TracPipe, Appellees
had not proven it to be unreasonably dangerous, thereby requiring the court’s analy-
sis of same to resolve in Appellant’s favor.

Secondly, Appellants moved for dismissal of Appellees’ failure to warn
claim.  Appellees sued on a theory, among others, that Appellant should have pro-
vided warnings to use bonding wire of a greater diameter and with greater connec-
tion frequency than was used in the Appellees’ house.  Appellant argued that under
the National Fire Protection Code a licensed electrician was not required to follow
any such instruction and would not have done so.  Conversely, Appellees argued, for
reasons we discuss hereinafter, that the risk-utility standards predominated in their
favor, and that the duty to warn related not to the electrician installing an electric sys-
tem in a building, but to the Appellees as the end user’s of the TracPipe product.

At the close of Appellees’ case, Appellant moved for a nonsuit, which we
declined to grant.  N.T.10/18/10, pp. 514 – 526.  A compulsory nonsuit can only be
granted in cases where it is clear that a cause of action has not been established.  A
nonsuit should not be granted where, after viewing the evidence in the light most
advantageous to the plaintiff, recovery is reasonably possible on the legal principles
upon which plaintiff’s case is dependent.  Braun v. Target Corp., 983 A.2d 752
(Pa.Super. 2009); McMillan v. Mountain Laurel Racing Inc., 240 Pa.Super. 248, 367
A.2d 1106 (1976).

At the close of all the evidence, Appellant moved for a directed verdict on
the risk-utility strict liability claim.  Appellees withdrew their negligent duty to test
claim, agreeing it was subsumed in their negligent design claim.  Appellees also
voluntarily dismissed their failure to warn claim.  N.T. 10/19/10, pp. 743 – 744.  A
directed verdict may be granted only where the facts are clear and free from doubt.
In deciding a motion for a directed verdict, the trial court must consider the facts in
the light most favorable to the nonmoving party, accepting as true all evidence
which supports that party’s contention and reject all adverse testimony.  Lilley v.
Johns-Manville Corp., 408 Pa.Super. 83, 596 A.2d 203 (1991); Lear, Inc. v. Eddy,
749 A.2d 971, 973 (Pa.Super. 2000) cited in Fetherolf v. Torosian, 759 A.2d 391
(Pa.Super. 2000).  With this standard in mind, we denied the motion for a directed
verdict.

On the verdict slip returned by the jury, the jury found that Appellant’s
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TracPipe was defective4, that the defect existed when the TracPipe left the
Appellant’s hands, and that the defect was a proximate cause of Appellees’ harm;
however, the jury also found that Appellant was not negligent in designing the
TracPipe.5

ERRORS CLAIMED ON APPEAL
BY APPELLANT

On appeal, Appellant claims it was entitled to judgment notwithstanding
the verdict on Plaintiffs’ strict liability claim for the following reasons: (1) Plaintiffs
failure to prove the TracPipe was defective for its intended use under the
Restatement (Second) of Torts §402A; (2) their failure to prove a safer alternate
design existed in accordance with (i) the Restatement (Third) of Torts governing
product liability, §§1 and 2, or (ii) a “fireworthiness” theory derived from the crash-
worthiness exception to §402A; (3) Appellant’s contention the jury should not have
been permitted to consider Appellees’ claim where Appellant allegedly proved that
the utility of its TracPipe outweighed the isolated risk of lightning strikes; and (4)
Plaintiffs’ failure to prove that any alleged defect in the TracPipe caused the fire or
the damages.  Appellant also seeks a new trial because the court refused to instruct
the jury on the applicability of (i) the Restatement (Third) of Torts governing prod-
uct liability, §§1 and 2, (ii) the “fireworthiness” theory derived from the crashwor-
thiness exception to §402A, and (iii) because the jury verdict slip did not ask the
jury to determine whether Appellees had proven that a safer alternate design to
TracPipe existed at the time it was designed.

In our view, this was a proper case for submission of the issue of strict lia-
bility to a jury, which heard extensive expert testimony, and made an informed deci-
sion that should not be disturbed.6
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4Three types of defective conditions may give rise to strict liability, including manufactur-
ing defect, a design defect, and a failure to warn defect.  French v. Commonwealth
Associates, Inc., 980 A.2d 623 (Pa. Super 2009)(citing Phillips v. A-Best Products Co., 542
Pa. 124, 131, 665 A.2d 1167, 1170 (1995).

5The jury’s verdict was based upon strict liability, in which negligent design is not a proper
consideration.  “Thus, we conclude that in a strict liability design defect claim, the plaintiff
must establish that the product was unsafe for its intended user.  We also explicitly state
that a manufacturer will not be held strictly liable for failing to design a product that was
safe for use by any reasonably foreseeable user as such a standard would improperly
import negligence concepts into strict liability law.”  Phillips v. Cricket Lighters, 576 Pa.
644, 841 A.2d 1000 (2003).

6 See Footnotes 4 and 5 above.



DISCUSSION

New trial and Judgment N.O.V. Motions
The general rule requires that a timely and specific objection at trial is

required to preserve an issue for review on appeal.  Harman v. Borah, 562Pa. 455,
756 A.2d 1116, 1124 (2000).   Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 227.1,
which governs post-trial relief, provides in relevant part that a ground may not serve
as the basis for post-trial relief, including a judgment n.o.v., unless it was raised in
pre-trial proceedings or at trial.  The Rule further notes that error that could have
been corrected by timely objection in the trial court may not constitute a ground for
such a judgment.  Pa.R.C.P. 227.1(b)(1); Straub v. Cherne Industries and Dealers
Service, 583 Pa. 608, 880 A.2d 561 (2005).  Because Appellant fairly raised the
issues pertaining to its Motion during trial, we find no waiver.

Appellant moved for judgment n.o.v. in its post trial motion.  A judgment
n. o. v. (non obstante verdicto) should be entered only in a clear case, and any
doubts should be resolved in favor of the verdict.  Steward v. Chernicky, 439 Pa. 43,
266 A.2d 259 (1970); Hutchison ex rel. Hutchison v. Luddy, 560 Pa. 51, 742 A.2d
1052 (1999).  In considering a motion for judgment n. o. v., the evidence, together
with all reasonable inferences arising from the evidence, is considered in the light
most favorable to the verdict winner.  Miller v. Checker Cab Co., 465 Pa. 82, 348
A.2d 128 (1975).

When considering whether to grant Appellant a new trial, as it has request-
ed, the court must first determine whether there was legal or factual trial error or an
abuse of discretion, and whether that error, if any, is sufficient basis for granting a
new trial.  The decision is a discretionary matter because it requires consideration
of the particular circumstances of the case.  Morrison v. Com., Dept. of Public
Welfare, 538 Pa. 122, 646 A.2d 565, (1994); Harman ex rel. Harman v. Borah, 562
Pa. 455, 756 A.2d 1116 (2000).  Instantly, the grounds advanced by Appellant relate
to application of the law and abuse of discretion, as to which we find no error was
committed for the reasons discussed in this Opinion. 

Restatement (Third) of Torts.
At trial, we denied Appellant’s Motion in Limine, which sought to apply

the law stated in the Restatement of Torts (Third) to Appellees’ claims.  We ruled
in this fashion because Appellants were unable to convince us that our Supreme
Court has adopted this iteration of the Restatement.  Our independent research at the
time convinced us that Pennsylvania courts apply the Restatement (Second) of Torts
§ 402A, and not the Restatement (Third).  Webb v. Zurn, 220 A.2d 853 (Pa.Super.
1966); French v. Commonwealth Associates, supra; Gaudio v. Ford Motor Co., 976
A.2d 524, 531-32 (Pa.Super. 2009); Estate of Hicks v. Dana Companies, LLC, 984
A.2d 943, 975-76 (Pa.Super. 2009) (in an asbestos related strict products liability
case, the trial court properly rejected the defendant’s pre-trial request to have the

CHESTER COUNTY REPORTS 205

[61 Ches. Co. Rep. Tincher et al. v. Omegaflex, Inc. et al.



case proceed under Restatement (Third) of Torts, Products Liability, § 2 (1997),
rather than § 402A of the Restatement (Second) of Torts.  While Appellant may
have the right to advance on appeal to our Supreme Court that it should adopt the
Restatement (Third) of Torts governing product liability, under current law,
Appellees bore no burden to prove a safer alternate design existed in accordance
with the latter standard.7

Risk-Utility Analysis.
Appellants argue that we erred in submitting the strict liability claim to the

jury because, as a matter of law, the utility of TracPipe outweighs the isolated risk
of lightning.  We denied Appellant’s motion seeking summary judgment8 on sever-
al grounds after considering the parties’ arguments.9

Under Pennsylvania law, the finding of a defect requires a balancing of the
utility of the product against the seriousness and likelihood of the injury and the
availability of precautions that, though not foolproof, might prevent the injury.
Burch v. Sears, Roebuck and Co., 320 Pa.Super. 444, 467 A.2d 615 (Pa.Super.
1983). The case is given to the jury only after the court has initially considered the
risk associated with the product weighed against its utility, an analysis characterized
by the courts as implicating social policy considerations.  Surace v. Caterpillar,
Inc.,111 F.3d 1039 C.A.3 (Pa. 1997); Marshall v. Philadelphia Tramrail Co., 426
Pa.Super. 156, 626 A.2d 620, (1993); Phillips v. Cricket Lighters, 576 Pa. 644, 841
A.2d 1000, 1013 (2003)( Justice Thomas G. Saylor’s Concurring Opinion).  Once
admitted at trial, the jury determines, as it did in this instance, whether the product
lacks any element necessary to make it safe for its intended use. 
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7 See Walnut Street Associates, Inc. v. Brokerage Concepts, Inc., 20 A.3d 468 (Pa. 2011);
French v. Commonwealth Associates, Inc., supra (The Restatement (Second) of Torts §
402A,3 adopted as the law of this Commonwealth ..., governs all claims of products liabili-
ty and allows recovery where a product in “a defective condition unreasonably dangerous
to the consumer or user” causes harm to the plaintiff.”).  

8 In considering Appellant’s motion for summary judgment, we were informed that
Appellant is a named defendant in a class action lawsuit in which TracPipe is similarly tar-
geted, and that it is defending some thirty-two lawsuits wherein its TracPipe is alleged to
have been ruptured by lightning ignition, causing property damage.  Appellees’ expert,
Mark Goodson, P.E. testified at trial that he was involved in over 80 incidents where corru-
gated steel pipe has failed when exposed to lightning effects.  N.T. 10/13/10, pp. 269 –
337.

9 We also direct the Court’s attention to the plethora of pre-trial motions in limine, which
we ruled upon by separate orders.



At trial, counsel argued the Surace v. Caterpillar factors10 that are required
to be considered in the court’s risk-utility analysis before allowing the case to reach
the jury for decision on the issue of strict liability. Weighing these factors, we
allowed the matter to go to a jury on the strict liability claim.11 In doing so, we con-
sidered the following factors.

The Appellees’ case compared TracPipe to black iron pipe, positing that
by comparison, TracPipe poses a significantly higher risk of lightening-induced per-
foration.  While Appellant argued to us that black iron pipe can also break, by com-
parison it seldom does in this environment, and certainly does not have
susceptibility to lightning strikes, which are plentiful in the eastern United States.

Appellant also argued that Appellees’ expert, Dr. Thomas W. Eager, ScD,
P.E., who was qualified as an expert in metallurgy, arc physics and materials sci-
ence, had tested only a piece of the TracPipe in determining its significantly greater
risk of failure, whereas Appellees’ comparison of black iron pipe to TracPipe
required proof of a system-wide failure.  (Black iron pipe is connected by a series
of U-joints and other connections when installed, and can arguably fail at those joint
connections).  The difficulty with this argument is that, given Appellees’ evidence,
the TracPipe has the real potential for failure at any point along the runs of pipe that
comprise a total installation, depending upon where lightning energizes the pipe.

In conducting our analysis, we also considered the likelihood of TracPipe’s
potential for causing serious damage and injury resulting from a breach in the pipe
wall, and the Appellant’s ability to eliminate the product’s unsafe aspects.  In anoth-
er pre-trial motion in limine, Appellant disclosed the type of TracPipe installed in
Appellees’ home in 1998 was subsequently replaced by its product line called
“CounterStrike”, a type of CSST that has energy dissipating capability allegedly
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10 These factors are: (1) The usefulness and desirability of the product-its utility to the user
and to the public as a whole; (2) The safety aspects of the product-the likelihood that it will
cause injury, and the probable seriousness of the injury; (3) The availability of a substitute
product which would meet the same need and not be as unsafe; (4) The manufacturer’s
ability to eliminate the unsafe character of the product without impairing its usefulness or
making it too expensive to maintain its utility; (5) The user’s ability to avoid danger by the
exercise of care in the use of the product; (6) The user’s anticipated awareness of the dan-
gers inherent in the product and their avoidability, because of general public knowledge of
the obvious condition of the product, or of the existence of suitable warnings or instruction;
and (7) The feasibility, on the part of the manufacturer, of spreading the loss of [sic] setting
the price of the product or carrying liability insurance.  See Surace, 111 F.3d at 1043
(1993)(citing Pennsylvania cases).

11 While there is little doubt that corrugated steel tubing and its manifolds and fittings
branded by Appellant as TracPipe are highly utilitarian, it is equally clear that safety cannot
and should not become utility’s stepchild. TracPipe is a product that is designed, intended
and manufactured to convey a highly dangerous and explosive substance, hydrocarbon gas,
capable of causing serious damage, injury and even death if allowed to escape, or if
exposed to an uncontrolled ignition source.



designed to protect against transient electrical energy from lightning.  Citing
Pennsylvania Rules of Evidence 403 and 40712, Appellant sought to exclude evi-
dence of its later development and sale of this CounterStrike tubing, as an inadmis-
sible subsequent remedial measure.  Appellees written response included marketing
material published by Appellant that touts CounterStrike as being 5,000% more
effective at withstanding electrical energy than TracPipe.  Appellees argued that
Rule 407 was not implicated because Appellant had not performed remedial meas-
ures on its TracPipe, adding that even if CounterStrike was arguably a remedial
measure, it was developed and sold before the 2007 fire at Plaintiffs’ home rather
than after the fire, as Rule 407 requires.

While Appellees also logically argued that the marketing of CounterStrike
demonstrated the feasibility of a safer alternate design and product, we were aware
that Appellant continued to market TracPipe at the time of trial, and we concluded
that simply changing the product by making it safer does not necessarily support an
inference that the initial version of the product was defective.  Duchess v. Langston
Corp., 564 Pa. 529, 545, 769 A.2d 1131, 1146-50 (2001)(citing Werner v. Upjohn
Co., 628 F.2d 848, 858 (4th Cir.1980), cert. denied; (Rule 407’s general prohibition
is expressly inoperable in relation to remedial measures evidence offered “for
impeachment or to prove other controverted matters, such as ownership, control, or
feasibility of precautionary measures.”)).  Nonetheless, it was clear that Appellant
markets CounterStrike as a product engineered to significantly decrease the poten-
tial for lightning induced damage to its fuel gas piping system, by cladding it with
an energy dissipating rubber jacket that allegedly significantly protects its corrugat-
ed steel flexible tubing from becoming energized by a lightning strike.
Demonstrably then, the mechanical feasibility of a safer design was demonstrated
to the court, without adverse consequences to either the product or the consumer,
that would significantly lessen, if not eliminate altogether, the unsafe character of
TracPipe.

While we ruled evidence of Counterstrike inadmissible to prove the defec-
tiveness of TracPipe, we were fully aware of Counterstrike’s availability during our
risk-utility analysis.

Likewise considered in the risk-utility analysis, is the likelihood that the
average consumer, usually a new home purchaser, is unaware of, or will not be
made aware of the potential danger associated with the CSST natural gas piping
system employed in construction, much less the ability to control what components
the builder has included in the construction.  The same holds true for the housing
resale market.  Unless a danger is widely known and understood, home inspectors
normally alert homebuyers only to “defects” in the house, and not the comparable
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efficacy of construction materials.  These factors implicate both the home-buyers
awareness of a potential danger and the ability to avoid loss.  Instantly, the
Appellees were unaware that TracPipe was used in the construction of their home.

Dr. Thomas W. Eager, Appellees’ expert in metallurgy, arc physics and
materials science, opined at trial that because the pipe wall thickness of TracPipe is
significantly thinner than the wall thickness of black iron pipe, the product com-
monly used in construction for the transmission within occupied buildings of natu-
ral gas, TracPipe is not capable of withstanding the foreseeable effects of an indirect
lightning strike.

Appellant’s expert, Michael Stringfellow, PhD, with a degree in Physics
and a specialty in lightning science, acknowledged that lightning is a common
occurrence in Pennsylvania.  N.T. 10/13/10, p. 356 et seq.  He also agreed with the
other experts in the case that a lightning storm occurred in the area of the Appellees’
home at the time of this fire.  He further testified that there was evidence of light-
ning strikes close to their home that night, but little evidence of a direct strike.  He
believed, therefore, that the house was hit by an indirect lightning strike, as did the
other experts, which traveled to the house, and created “quite high voltages in the
house”; however, he opined the electrical energy of the strike was insufficient to
have burned a hole through the TracPipe causing the breach.  Appellees’ experts
disagreed with that opinion. His opinion appears to have been that the lightning
strike breached a copper electric wire that arced to the TracPipe, but he agreed he
had not seen or been presented with any electric wire from the house evidencing arc
damage about which he speculated.  N.T. 10/18/2010, direct pp. 657, et seq., cross,
pp. 700 et seq., and redirect pp. 712 et seq. Dr. Stringfellow readily admitted that
black iron pipe is significantly more resistant to breach by lightning arc damage
than is TracPipe due to black iron pipe’s thickness.  Dr. Eager testified that, in com-
parison to black iron pipe, CSST, marketed by Appellants as “TracPipe”, is far more
likely to perforate when an electrical arc current, such as may be caused by an indi-
rect lightning strike occurring more typically in this part of the Country, attaches to
the TracPipe.  N.T. 10/13/10, pp. 357-358.  There was, as well, evidence from which
the jury could have concluded the TracPipe was not adequately designed to include
the grounding necessary to compensate for the thinness of its pipe walls, including
the furnishing of installation instructions for such grounding, which would dissipate
electrical energy sparked by an indirect lightning strike over its installed surface.

It has long been the law in Pennsylvania that a “defective condition”
includes the lack of adequate warnings or instructions required for a product’s safe
use.  Thomas v. Arvon Products Co., 424 Pa. 365, 227 A.2d 897 (1967); Sherk v.
Daisy-Heddon, 498 Pa. 594, 450 A.2d 615, 618 (1982)(plurality); Mackowick v.
Westinghouse Elec. Corp., 525 Pa. 52, 575 A.2d 100, 102 (1990); Jacobini v. V &
O Press Company, 527 Pa. 32, 588 A.2d 476 (1991).  A product will be deemed
defective if it left the supplier’s control lacking any element necessary to make it
safe for its intended use or possessing any feature that renders it unsafe for the
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intended use.  Azzarello v. Black Bros. Co., 391 A.2d 1020 (Pa. 1978); Phillips v.
Cricket Lighters, 841 A.2d 1000, 1005 (Pa. 2003).  Evidence was also educed in this
case that if adequate grounding at specified intervals along the length of the pipe
installation had been included in the Appellant’s installation instructions to protect
against electrical arcing with other metal surfaces, the TracPipe pipe would have
been better protected from being energized by lightning.  This implicated Appellees
failure to warn claim, which led to wrangling over the applicability of National Fire
Protection Code 780.  Appellees’ expert, Mark Goodson, P.E. testified that
Appellant should have provided warnings regarding the diameter of the bonding
wire that should have been used and the frequency of its use in grounding the
TracPipe installed in Appellees’ house.  N.T. 10/18/10, p. 516.

Considering all of these factors, it was and remains the trial court’s opin-
ion that full consideration was given in its risk-utility analysis to the gravity of
potential danger posed by TracPipe, and the case was properly submitted to the jury
for determination of the issue of strict liability.

Appellant’s additional argument that the trial court erred in failing to
instruct the jury according to the law reflected in Restatement (Third) with respect
to the definition of design defect and risk-utility analysis is also without merit for
the reasons discussed earlier in this Opinion.

Fireworthiness Theory
At trial, Appellant unsuccessfully sought to extend the “crashworthiness”

doctrine to the instant case by application of a “fireworthiness” theory, requiring, in
its words, “a more rigorous standard of proof than the usual 402A claim”.  “The
term crashworthiness” means “the protection that a motor vehicle affords its pas-
senger against personal injury or death as a result of a motor vehicle accident.”
Kupetz v. Deere & Co., Inc., 435 Pa.Super. 16, 644 A.2d 1213 (1994).  The ration-
ale is that manufacturers are strictly liable for defects that do not cause the accident
but nevertheless cause an increase in the severity of injuries that would have
occurred without the defect.  The crashworthiness doctrine is a subset of strict prod-
ucts liability law that most typically arises in the context of vehicular accidents.
Gaudio v. Ford Motor Co., 976 A.2d 524 (Pa.Super. 2009).

Essentially, Appellant argued that since, in its opinion, TracPipe did not
cause the lightning strike, Appellees’ claim that TracPipe increased their damages
by failing to protect against the foreseeable occurrences of a lightning strike
required this court to hold Appellees to a “fireworthiness” burden of proving a safer
alternative design.  The upshot of Appellant’s argument is that just as automobile
accidents are foreseeable, and a car maker must design and manufacture the prod-
uct so that it protects occupants from harm by being “reasonably crashworthy,” so,
too, in order to prevail, Appellees were required to prove TracPipe was not “fire-
worthy”.  In so arguing, Appellant concedes that General Services prohibits further
expansion of foreseeability-based strict liability beyond the crashworthiness con-
text, but argues “the Court was obliged to at least apply a legal standard similar to

210 CHESTER COUNTY REPORTS 
Tincher et al. v. Omegaflex, Inc. et al. 198 (2013)]



that of a crashworthiness case”, specifically by proving there existed a safer alter-
native design for TracPipe.  Appellant’s lower court brief, p. 11.

In products liability actions, the plaintiff can recover under strict liability
by showing the product was sold in a defective condition that was unreasonably
dangerous, and that defect was the proximate cause of the plaintiff’s injuries.
French v. Commonwealth Associates, supra.  “’[D]efect’ is defined in terms of safe-
ty for intended use; that is, ‘the jury may find a defect where the product left the
supplier’s control lacking any element necessary to make it safe for its intended use
or possessing any feature that renders it unsafe for the intended use.” Estate of Hicks
v. Dana Companies, LLC, supra (quoting Azzarello v. Black Bros. Co., supra.).
Appellant argues it was entitled to judgment as a matter of law because Appellees
failed to prove a safer alternate design.  Appellant contended during this litigation
that the occurrence of a lightning strike causing an electrical arc to its CSST pipe
was not an intended use of TracPipe, and, therefore, could not form the basis for the
imposition of strict liability.  It posited that TracPipe was designed to provide a flex-
ible alternative to rigid black iron pipe to transport natural gas throughout a
dwelling, but was never intended to safely conduct electric currents or act as a light-
ning protection system.

The general rule is that there is no strict products liability where the harm
is caused by unintended uses of the product, even where the use is foreseeable by
the manufacturer.  Pennsylvania Dep’t of General Services v. U.S. Mineral Products
Co., 898 A.2d 590, 600 (Pa. 2006) (citing Phillips v. Cricket Lighters, supra (plu-
rality opinion)).  General Services involved a fire that occurred in a building in
which PCBs were detected in the aftermath of a fire.  The building’s materials emit-
ted PCBs when exposed to the fire.

In contrast, TracPipe was intended to transmit flammable natural gas in
buildings, including residential homes.  Appellees’ allegations involving
Appellant’s TracPipe relate not to how the product performed during the fire, but
how the product actually caused the fire that destroyed Appellees’ home and con-
tents because it was unsafe when exposed to lightning-induced energy that created
an electrical arc with other metal that burned a hole in the TracPipe, causing a gas-
fed fire.  Pennsylvania Dep’t of General Services, 898 A.2d at 600-601 n.11.  The
General Services case stands for the proposition that incineration of building mate-
rials is not a use intended by the manufacturer; therefore, damages in strict liability
are unavailable where the harm flowing from the product was the contamination it
causes upon its burning.

Instantly, the important factual distinction between the instant case and
General Services is that Appellees based their strict liability claims upon the con-
tention that TracPipe is defective because it is susceptible to being easily perforat-
ed by a current generated by a lightning strike, which in this case burned a hole in
the pipe’s thin wall through which natural gas was then ignited.  Thus, the jury was
confronted with the product’s defect and its origin that led to its combustion, rather
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than its design and reaction to combustion.
This simply was not a “fireworthiness” case, and there is no merit in

Appellant’s argument.  Appellant’s development and marketing of CounterStrike,
which it advertizes as 5,000% more effective at withstanding electrical energy than
TracPipe also militates against Appellant’s argument.  For these reasons, we also
reject as without merit Appellant’s contention that the jury verdict slip should have
asked the jury to determine whether Appellees had proven that a safer alternate
design to TracPipe existed at the time it was designed.

For the foregoing reasons, we perceive no trial error, and recommend the
Appellant’s appeal be denied.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Ronald C. Nagle, S.J.

212 CHESTER COUNTY REPORTS 
Tincher et al. v. Omegaflex, Inc. et al. 198 (2013)]



1

No. 20 CHESTER COUNTY LAW REPORTER 5/16/13

TABLE OF CONTENTS
LEGAL NOTICES

Estate Notices 1st Publication . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
Estate Notices 2nd Publication . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
Estate Notices 3rd Publication . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
Nonprofit Corporation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
Estate Notice . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
Trust Notice . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
Notice of a Petition for Termination of Paternal Rights . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
Notice of Receiver’s Sale . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
Notice of Civil Action to Recover Trash Fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10



NOTICES

Please note:  All legal notices must be submit-
ted in typewritten form and are published exactly
as submitted by the advertiser unless otherwise
specified. Neither the Law Reporter nor the
printer will assume any responsibility to edit,
make spelling corrections, eliminate errors in
grammar or make any changes in content. The
use of the word “solicitor” in the advertisements
is taken verbatim from the advertiser’s copy and
the Law Reporter makes no representation or
warranty as to whether the individual or organi-
zation listed as solicitor is an attorney or other-
wise licensed to practice law. The Law Reporter
makes no endorsement of any advertiser in this
publication nor is any guarantee given to quality
of services offered.

ESTATE NOTICES

Letters Testamentary or of Administration
having been granted in the following Estates, all
persons having claims or demands against the
estate of the said decedents are requested to make
known the same and all persons indebted to the
said decedents are requested to make payment
without delay to the respective executors, admin-
istrators, or counsel.

1st Publication

ARCHEY, Albert K., late of Darby. Kimberly
Miller, 152 6th Avenue, Phoenixville, PA 19460,
Administratrix. 

BELL, Raymond M., late of West Chester.
Michael Bell, care of RALPH N. TEETERS,
Esquire, 1835 Market Street, Philadelphia, PA
19103-2968, Executor. RALPH N. TEETERS,
Esquire, Teeters Harvey Gilboy & Kaier LLP,
1835 Market Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103-
2968, atty.

BIELSKI, Anthony J., late of Borough of
Spring City. Joanne M. Drewicz, care of JACK F.
WOLF, Esquire, P.O. Box 444, Pottstown, PA
19464, Executrix. JACK F. WOLF, Esquire,
Wolf, Baldwin & Associates, PC, P.O. Box 444,
Pottstown, PA 19464, atty.

BOLLINGER, Mary R., a/k/a M. Ruth
Bollinger, late of Warwick Township. Nancy Ann
McGallicher, 131 Grove Road, Elverson, PA
19520, Executrix. KLING & FANNING, LLP,
131 West Main Street, New Holland, PA 17557,
atty.

BOYER, Jean E., late of West Goshen
Township. Lois E. McMillan, 300 W. Lafayette
Street, West Chester, PA 19380, Administratrix.
FRANK W. HAYES, Esquire, Hayes & Romero,
31 South High Street, West Chester, PA 19382,
atty.

BRADLY, John, late of East Whiteland
Township. DOUGLAS L. KAUNE, Esquire, 120
Gay Street, P.O. Box 289, Phoenixville, PA
19460, Executor. DOUGLAS L. KAUNE,
Esquire, Unruh, Turner, Burke & Frees, P.C., 120
Gay Street, P.O. Box 289, Phoenixville, PA
19460, atty.

DOLENTE, John T., late of Borough of West
Chester. Margaret A. Dolente, 310 South Village
Lane, Chadds Ford, PA 19317, Executrix. 

DORNSEIF, Edwin H., late of Valley
Township. David M. Dornseif, care of ROBERT
S. SUPPLEE, Esquire, 329 South High Street,
West Chester, PA 19382-3336, Executor.
ROBERT S. SUPPLEE, Esquire, Robert S.
Supplee, P.C., 329 South High Street, West
Chester, PA 19382-3336, atty.

DUPONT, Patricia, late of Elk Township.
Joseph J. Mahoney, Esq., 208 E. Main Street,
Elkton, MD 21921 and WELLS FARGO BANK,
N.A., P.O. Box 41629, Austin, TX 78704-9926,
Executors. WILLIAM B. DUPONT, JR.,
Esquire, Herdeg Du Pont & Dalle Pazze LLP, 15
Center Meeting Road, Wilmington, DE 19807,
atty.

EVANS, Isaac Rowland, Jr., late of Kennett
Square. Rebecca Huzar, 23 Whitetail Drive,
Chadds Ford, PA 19317,  Susan Evans, 48 S.
County Line Road, Telford, PA 18969 and Diane
McDermott, 751 Gypsy Lane, Mt. Pleasant, SC
29464, Executors. 

FEHR, Janice, late of London Britain
Township. Robert L. Fehr, care of JOSEPH A.
BELLINGHIERI, Esquire, 17 West Miner Street,
West Chester, PA 19382, Executor. JOSEPH A.
BELLINGHIERI, Esquire, Mac Elree Harvey,
Ltd., 17 West Miner Street, P.O. Box 660, West
Chester, PA 19382-0660, atty.

GALLO, Raymond, late of Borough of West
Chester. Ramona A. Gibson, care of NORMAN
J. PINE, Esquire, 104 S. Church Street, West
Chester, PA 19382, Executrix. NORMAN J.
PINE, Esquire, Pine & Pine, LLP, 104 S. Church
Street, West Chester, PA 19382, atty.
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GRADEN, Stanley A., Sr., late of East
Fallowfield Township. Sharon G. Bradbury, 307
Ramsey Road, East Fallowfield, PA 19320-4415,
Executrix. ALAN J. JARVIS, Esquire, Highlands
Corporate Center, 495 Highlands Boulevard,
Suite 109, Coatesville, PA 19320, atty.

GUTHRIE, Ruth E., late of East Caln
Township. Ruth Ann Davis and Rae Elizabeth
Guthrie, care of LISA COMBER HALL,
Esquire, A Professional Corporation, 27 S.
Darlington Street, West Chester, PA 19382,
Executors. LISA COMBER HALL, Esquire, Hall
Law Offices, A Professional Corporation, 27 S.
Darlington Street, West Chester, PA 19382, atty.

HANNUM, Patricia A., late of Borough of
Parkesburg. NORMAN J. PINE, Esquire, 104 S.
Church Street, West Chester, PA 19382,
Administrator. NORMAN J. PINE, Esquire, Pine
& Pine, LLP, 104 S. Church Street, West Chester,
PA 19382, atty.

KEMPINSKI, Jean B., a/k/a Genevive B.
Kempinski, late of Willistown Township.
Raymond F. Kempinski, Jr., care of BETH R.
SILVERMAN, Esquire, P.O. Box 444, Pottstown,
PA 19464, Executor. BETH R. SILVERMAN,
Esquire, Wolf, Baldwin & Associates, PC, P.O.
Box 444, Pottstown, PA 19464, atty.

KORKUCH, Francis J., Jr., late of East
Goshen Township. Nancy J. Randall, care of
LISA COMBER HALL, Esquire, A Professional
Corporation, 27 S. Darlington Street, West
Chester, PA 19382, Executrix. LISA COMBER
HALL, Esquire, Hall Law Offices, A
Professional Corporation, 27 S. Darlington
Street, West Chester, PA 19382, atty.

LARGE, Ida Mae, late of Parkesburg
Borough. Fulton Bank, N.A. Sarah M. Sisk and
Alice L. Myers, care of DANIEL C. HERR,
Esquire, 234 North Duke Street, P.O. Box 1533,
Lancaster, PA 17608-1533, Executor. DANIEL
C. HERR, Esquire, Herr & Low, P.C., 234 North
Duke Street, P.O. Box 1533, Lancaster, PA
17608-1533, atty.

MC CULLOCH, Benjamin H., late of
Easttown Township. Nancy Mc Culloch
Flanagan, 3131 Barley Mill Road, Hockessin, DE
19707-9650, Executrix. ALBERT P. MASSEY,
JR., Esquire, Lentz, Cantor & Massey, Ltd., 460
E. King Road, Malvern, PA 19355, atty.

MERCER, Marian, a/k/a Betty  Mercer, late
of Tredyffrin Township. Christopher Campbell,
care of JAMES C. WALKER, Esquire, 375
Morris Road, P.O. Box 1479, Lansdale, PA
19446-0773, Executor. JAMES C. WALKER,
Esquire, Hamburg, Rubin, Mullin, Maxwell &
Lupin, P.C., 375 Morris Road, P.O. Box 1479,
Lansdale, PA 19446-0773, atty.

RUBINO, Daniel R., a/k/a Daniel Rubino,
late of Borough of Malvern. Daniel T. Rubino,
care of MAURICE D. LEE, III, Esquire, Centre
Square, 1500 Market Street, 38th Fl. West,
Philadelphia, PA 19102, Executor. MAURICE D.
LEE, III, Esquire, Saul Ewing LLP, Centre
Square, 1500 Market Street, 38th Fl. West,
Philadelphia, PA 19102, atty.

SCOTT, John Gilbert, a/k/a J. Gilbert Scott,
late of West Brandywine Township. James Edwin
Scott, 228 Swinehart Road, Coatesville, PA
19320, Executor. DAVID C. PATTEN, Esquire,
306 North Church Street, West Chester, PA
19380, atty.

SHIPMAN, Cullen F., late of Pennsbury
Township. Paul S. Shipman, care of LOUIS N.
TETI, Esquire, 17 West Miner Street, West
Chester, PA 19382, Executor. LOUIS N. TETI,
Esquire, Mac Elree Harvey, Ltd., 17 West Miner
Street, P.O. Box 660, West Chester, PA 19382-
0660, atty.

SMITH, Charlotte E., late of East Goshen
Township. Randolph G. Smith, care of PATRICK
C. O’DONNELL, Esquire, 17 E. Gay Street,
Suite 100, P.O. Box 562, West Chester, PA
19381-0562, Executor. PATRICK C. O’DON-
NELL, Esquire, Gawthrop Greenwood, P.C., 17
E. Gay Street, Suite 100, P.O. Box 562, West
Chester, PA 19381-0562, atty.

SMITH, Marilyn W., late of Oxford. Bruce A.
Smith and Steven V. Smith, care of LARRY
ELLIOT JONES, Esquire, 118 West Evergreen
Streer, West Grove, PA 19390, Executor. LARRY
ELLIOT JONES, Esquire, 118 West Evergreen
Streer, West Grove, PA 19390, atty.

WALSH, Catherine V., late of Downingtown.
Margaret Ferry, 247 Longwood Drive,
Bethlehem, PA 18020 and M Lisa Butchy, 7119
Llanfair Road, Upper Darby, PA 19082,
Executors. 

3



WATKINS, Sara A., late of East Coventry
Township. Rebecca A. Custer, 3 Creekside Drive,
Spring City, PA 19475, Executrix. KATHLEEN
M. MARTIN, Esquire, O’Donnell, Weiss &
Mattei, P.C., 41 East High Street, Pottstown, PA
19464-5426, atty.

2nd Publication

BECKER, Joyce I., late of West Fallowfiled
Township. Marikay Entrekin, care of L. PETER
TEMPLE, Esquire, P.O. Box 384, Kennett
Square, PA 19348, Executrix. L. PETER TEM-
PLE, Esquire, Larmore Scarlett LLP, P.O. Box
384, Kennett Square, PA 19348, atty.

BENNETT, Bridget A., late of South
Coventry Township. Rosemary B. Keller, 201
Horseshoe Lane, Pottstown, PA 19465,
Executrix. DAVID S. KAPLAN, Esquire,
O’Donnell, Weiss & Mattei, P.C., 41 East High
Street, Pottstown, PA 19464-5426, atty.

CORDING, John B., Jr., late of West Chester.
Jane C. Elwell, care of MARK S. PINNIE,
Esquire, 218 West Front Street, Media, PA
19063, Executrix. MARK S. PINNIE, Esquire,
Barnard, Mezzanotte, Pinnie and Seelaus, LLP,
218 West Front Street, Media, PA 19063, atty.

COSGROVE, Betty A., late of East Coventry
Township. Pamela B. Monastra, 1236 Emily
Lane, Pottstown, PA 19465, Executor. ANDREW
J. MONASTRA, Esquire, Andrew J. Monastra,
P.C., 740 East High Street, Pottstown, PA 19464,
atty.

CRISTOFORO, Angela M., late of West
Brandywine Township. Rosetta M. Rambo, care
of LOUIS N. TETI, Esquire, 17 West Miner
Street, West Chesser, PA 19381-0660, Executrix.
LOUIS N. TETI, Esquire, MacElree Harvey,
LTD., 17 West Miner Street, P.O. Box 660, West
Chester, PA 19381-0660, atty.

DIEM, Charles Norman, a/k/a C. Norman
Diem, late of Oxford. Norman I. Diem, 122
Cedarcroft Road, Kennett Square, PA 19348,
Administrator. 

DINENNO, Phillip A., Jr., late of Borough of
West Chester. Phillip J. DiNenno and Mary
Christine Burton, care of J. ADAM MATLAWS-
KI, Esquire, 1223 N. Providence Road, Media,
PA 19063, Executors. J. ADAM MATLAWSKI,
Esquire, McNichol, Byrne & Matlawski, P.C.,
1223 N. Providence Road, Media, PA 19063,
atty.

DUGAN, William J., late of Pennsbury
Township. Carl E. Hemmingsen, care of  L.
PETER TEMPLE, Esquire, P.O. Box 384,
Kennett Square, PA 19348, Executor. L. PETER
TEMPLE, Esquire, Larmore Scarlett LLP, P.O.
Box 384, Kennett Square, PA 19348, atty.

DUNN, Andrew J., late of West Caln
Township. Susan Mary Gehringer, care of
RUDOLPH L. CELLI, JR., Esquire, 130 West
Lancaster Avenue, Suite 201, Wayne, PA 19087,
Executrix. RUDOLPH L. CELLI, JR., Esquire,
Celli & Associates, 130 West Lancaster Avenue,
Suite 201, Wayne, PA 19087, atty.

FETTER, Gloria M., late of Easttown
Township. Stephen G. Fetter, care of JOHN A.
GAGLIARDI, Esquire, 101 East Evans Street,
Suite A, West Chester, PA 19380-2600, Executor.
JOHN A. GAGLIARDI, Esquire, Wetzel,
Gagliardi & Fetter LLC, 101 East Evans Street,
Suite A, West Chester, PA 19380-2600, atty.

GLUSHAKOW, Mildred, late of Tredyffrin
Township. Helen Glushakow, care of JENNIFER
L. ZEGEL, Esquire, Cira Centre, 2929 Arch
Street, 13th Fl., Philadelphia, PA 19104,
Administratrix C.T.A. JENNIFER L. ZEGEL,
Esquire, Reger Rizzo Darnall LLP, Cira Centre,
2929 Arch Street, 13th Fl., Philadelphia, PA
19104, atty.

GRAHAM, David S., late of West Goshen
Township. Cynthia G. Mullen, care of JAMIE W.
GONCHAROFF, Esquire, 15 West Gay Street,
West Chester, PA 19380, Executrix. JAMIE W.
GONCHAROFF, Esquire, 15 West Gay Street,
West Chester, PA 19380, atty.

GRANT, Shirley A., late of Tredyfrrin
Township. Amy Cundill, 803 Petty Lane, King of
Prussia, PA 19406, Executrix. 

HIGHAM, Betty G., late of East Vincent
Township. Sarah Fetters, care of EDWARD
GERARD CONROY, Esquire, P.O. Box 885,
West Chester, PA 19381-0885, Executrix.
EDWARD GERARD CONROY, Esquire, P.O.
Box 885, West Chester, PA 19381-0885, atty.

KEOWN, Robert William, late of Kennett
Square. Robert Wayne Keown, 1748 Powell St.,
Norristown, PA 19401 and Judith Ann Brown,
505 St. Charles Street, Elkton, MD 21921,
Executors. 

4
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LARMANN, John P., a/k/a John Peter
Larmann, late of Kennett Township. Susan M.
Larmann, care of P. KRISTEN BENNETT,
Esquire, 1313 N. Market Street, Wilmington, DE
19899-0951, Executrix. P. KRISTEN BEN-
NETT, Esquire, Potter Anderson & Corroon LLP,
1313 N. Market Street, PO Box 951, Wilmington,
DE 19899-0951, atty.

LUCAS, Rachel C., late of West Chester
Borough. Loraine Lucas, Jeffrey Lucas and Joan
Gills, care of JOHN A. GAGLIARDI, Esquire,
101 East Evans Street, Suite A, West Chester, PA
19380-2600, Executors. JOHN A. GAGLIARDI,
Esquire, Wetzel Gagliardi & Fetter LLC, 101
East Evans Street, Suite A, West Chester, PA
19380-2600, atty.

MARINO, Russell S., late of New Garden
Township. Diane E. Marino, care of DONALD B.
LYNN, JR., Esquire, P.O. Box 384, Kennett
Square, PA 19348, Executrix. DONALD B.
LYNN, JR., Esquire, Larmore Scarlett LLP, P.O.
Box 384, Kennett Square, PA 19348, atty.

MC ENNIS, Shirley M., a/k/a Shirley Mc
Ennis, late of Pennsbury Township. Marie S. Mc
Ennis, care of DAVID B. PUDLIN, Esquire, One
Logan Square, 27th Fl., Philadelphia, PA 19103,
Executrix. DAVID B. PUDLIN, Esquire,
Hangley, Aronchick, Segal, Pudlin & Schiller,
P.C., One Logan Square, 27th Fl., Philadelphia,
PA 19103, atty.

MCGURK, Kevin G., late of Tredyffrin
Township. Holli McGurk, care of PAUL J. RUBI-
NO, Esquire, 50 Darby Road, Paoli, PA 19301,
Executrix. PAUL J. RUBINO, Esquire, Rubino &
Hoey, LLC, 50 Darby Road, Paoli, PA 19301,
atty.

OPPELT, William M., late of Coatesville.
William B. Oppelt, 2410 E. Helms Manor, Upper
Chichester, PA 19061 and Lauren N. Sweatman,
1295 Colts Neck Road, Romansville, PA 19320,
Executors. JAMES J. RUGGIERO, JR., Esquire,
Ruggiero Law Offices, LLC, Paoli Corporate
Center, 16 Industrial Boulevard - Suite 211,
Paoli, PA 19301, atty.

PIERSOL, Doris  K., late of Borough of
Downingtown. Ronald E. Piersol, Jr., 764
Springton Road, Glenmoore, PA 19343,
Executor. KATHLEEN K. GOOD, Esquire, 3460
Lincoln Highway, Thorndale, PA 19372, atty.

RAY, Jennie E., late of Valley Township.
Dorothy E. Warren, 60 S. Park Avenue,
Coatesville, PA 19320 and Glen L. Warren, 60 S.
Park Avenue, Coatesville, PA 19320, Executors.
WILLIAM T. KEEN, Esquire, 3460 Lincoln
Highway, Thorndale, PA 19372, atty.

RENTSCHLER, Henry A., a/k/a Henry
Adam Rentschler, late of Tredyffrin Township.
Walter A. Rentschler, II, care of FREDERICK M.
LA VALLEY, Esquire, 1701 Market Street,
Philadelphia, PA 19103, Administrator, C.T.A.
FREDERICK M. LA VALLEY, Esquire, Moran,
Lewis & Bockius LLP, 1701 Market Street,
Philadelphia, PA 19103, atty.

SCHULZ, Stephanie, late of Borough of West
Chester. Alexandra S. Reber, 2292 Plot Road,
Johnson, VT 05656, Executrix. MARK D.
FREEMAN, Esquire, P.O. Box 457, Media, PA
19063, atty.

STOLAR, John, Sr., late of Warwick
Township. Lynn Kopsie, 143 Merion Lane,
Reading, PA 19607, Administratrix. ELIZA-
BETH K. MORELLI, Esquire, 5 Hearthstone
Court, Suite 201, Reading, PA 19606, atty.

WULFORST, Harry D., late of Phoenixville.
Stephen Wulforst, care of ELIZABETH R.
HOWARD, Esquire, 301 Gay Street, P.O. Box
507, Phoenixville, PA 19460, Executor. ELIZA-
BETH R. HOWARD, Esquire, 301 Gay Street,
P.O. Box 507, Phoenixville, PA 19460, atty.

3rd Publication

CHINA, Wanda, late of Pennsbury Township.
Rosalind M. Giancola, 125 Ridge Avenue,
Kennett Square, PA 19348, Executrix.
WILLIAM J. GALLAGHER, Esquire, Mac Elree
Harvey, Ltd., 211 E. State Street, Kennett Square,
PA 19348, atty.

FLEMING, Thomas Andrew, a/k/a Thomas
Andrew Fleming, Jr., late of Phoenixville.
Kathleen I. Friday, 1073 Hollow Road, Chester
Springs, PA 19425, Executrix. SUZANNE BEN-
DER, Esquire, 216 Bridge Street, Phoenxiville,
PA 19460, atty.



HARKER, R. Ian, a/k/a Robert Ian Harker,
late of Tredyffrin Township. Elizabeth A. Robins,
care of THOMAS W. FLYNN, III, Esquire, 124
Bloomingdale Avenue, P.O. Box 8333, Wayne,
PA 19087, Executrix. THOMAS W. FLYNN, III,
Esquire, Crawford Diamond Flynn LLC, 124
Bloomingdale Avenue, P.O. Box 8333, Wayne,
PA 19087, atty.

HENEFER, John C., late of Honey Brook
Township. Mary Ruth Henefer, care of  PETER J.
KRAYBILL, Esquire, 41 East Orange Street,
Lancaster, PA 17602, Executrix. GIBBEL
KRAYBILL & HESS LLP, 41 East Orange
Street, Lancaster, PA 17602, atty.

HERRERA, Bernice, late of West Chester
Borough. ANDREW J. DONAGHY, Esquire, 17
West Third Street, Media, PA 19063,
Administrator. ANDREW J. DONAGHY,
Esquire, 17 West Third Street, Media, PA 19063,
atty.

JANKOWSKI, Michael H., late of East
Nantmeal Township. Henry F. Jankowski, care of
W. MARSHALL PEARSON, Esquire, 311 Exton
Commons, Exton, PA 19341-2450,
Administrator. W. MARSHALL PEARSON,
Esquire, 311 Exton Commons, Exton, PA 19341-
2450, atty.

LEMON, Beth H., late of West Chester.
Laurie L. Montague, care of MICHAEL P.
ROWAN, Esquire, 214 S. New Street, West
Chester, PA 19382, Executrix. MICHAEL P.
ROWAN, Esquire, 214 S. New Street, West
Chester, PA 19382, atty.

MEITZLER, Arthur J., late of East Coventry
Township. Allen Meitzler, 906 S. Reading
Avenue, Boyertown, PA 19512, Executor. 

MORRISON, Martha Eileen, a/k/a Martha E.
Morrison, late of Willistown Township. John A.
Morrison, care of ROBERT M. ROMAIN,
Esquire, 1288 Valley Forge Rd., Suite 63, P.O.
Box 952, Valley Forge, PA 19482-0952,
Executor. ROBERT M. ROMAIN, Esquire, Baer
Romain, LLP, 1288 Valley Forge Rd., Suite 63,
P.O. Box 952, Valley Forge, PA 19482-0952, atty.

PEARSON, George F., late of West Nantmeal
Township. Sandra A. Parkans, P.O. Box 426,
Glenmoore, PA 19343, Executrix. JOHN E.
FEATHER, JR., Esquire, Feather and Feather,
P.C., 22 West Main Street, Annville, PA 17003,
atty.

POLISHUK, Arthur T., late of East Goshen
Township. Arthur J. Polishuk, 1424 Grank Oak
Lane, West Chester, PA 19380, Executor.
FRANK W. HAYES, Esquire, Hayes & Romero,
31 South High Street, West Chester, PA 19382,
atty.

PORTER, Rita M., late of City of Coatesville.
Robert Porter, care of RICHARD H. MORTON,
Esquire, 220 West Gay Street, West Chester, PA
19380, Executor. RICHARD H. MORTON,
Esquire, Ryan, Morton & Imms, LLC, 220 West
Gay Street, West Chester, PA 19380, atty.

ROBERTS, Marianne G., late of West
Whiteland Township. Candis M. Heege, care of
THOMAS G. KLINGENSMITH, Esquire, 45
East Orange Street, Lancaster, PA 17602,
Executrix. THOMAS G. KLINGENSMITH,
Esquire, 45 East Orange Street, Lancaster, PA
17602, atty.

WARREN, Violet W., late of West Chester
Borough. Brian R. Warren, care of JOSEPH A.
BELLINGHIERI, Esquire, 17 W. Miner Street,
West Chester, PA 19382-0660, Executor.
JOSEPH A. BELLINGHIERI, Esquire, Mac
Elree Harvey, Ltd., 17 W. Miner Street, P.O. Box
660, West Chester, PA 19382-0660, atty.

ZAWACKI, Emma D., late of Willistown
Township. Denise Higgins, 102 Woodcrest Drive,
Downingtown, PA 19335, Executrix. CHARLES
A. RITCHIE, JR., Esquire, Feather and Feather,
P.C., 22 West Main Street, Annville, PA 17003,
atty.
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NONPROFIT CORPORATION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Articles of
Incorporation were filed with the Pennsylvania
Department of State on April 9, 2013, for the pur-
pose of incorporating a nonprofit corporation
under the Nonprofit Corporation Law of 1988, 15
Pa. C.S. Section 5306, et seq., known as:

M.K. King Foundation

The corporation is organized to foster, support,
and to benefit charitable, educational, religious
and scientific purposes within the meaning of
Section 501 (c ) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code.
NICHOLAS T. GARD, Solictor
Smoker Gard Associates LLP
912 West Main Street
Suite 402
New Holland, PA 17557

1st Publication

NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE 
SUSPENSION

Notice is hereby given that the following
Chester County attorney have been
Administratively Suspended by Order of the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania dated April 4,
2013, pursuant to Rule 111(b), Pa. R.C.L.E.,
which requires that every active lawyer shall
annually complete, during the compliance period
for which he or she is assigned, the continuing
legal education required by the Continuing Legal
Education Board. The order became effective
May 3, 2013 for Compliance Group 2 due August
31, 2012.

McClean Jr., James A.
Roderiques, Jason Philip

Vineski, Joseph S.

Suzanne E. Price
Attorney Registrar
The Disciplinary Board of the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

NOTICE OF TRUST
Trust of: Mary R. Young
Also Known as: Mary Young
Late of: City of Radnor

Trustee: James S Young 
622 S. Warren Avenue
Malvern, PA 19355

Attorney: Brett B. Weinstein, Esquire
705 W. DeKalb Pike
King of Prussia, PA 19406

3rd Publication

ESTATE NOTICE

ESTATE OF MARJORIE B. CARDWELL,
Deceased.

Late of Honey Brook Township, Chester
County, PA

LETTERS TESTAMENTARY on the above
Estate have been granted to the undersigned, who
request all persons having claims or demands
against the estate of the decedent to make known
the same and all persons indebted to the decedent
to make payment without delay to NANCY L.
HECKMAN, Executrix, c/o KURT M. EBNER,
CPA, 674 Exton Commons, Exton, PA 19341.

No. 20 CHESTER COUNTY LAW REPORTER 5/16/13
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2nd Publication
NOTICE

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF 
—— 

LANCASTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
——

ORPHANS’ COURT DIVISION
——

NO. 0298 OF 2013 

IN RE:  AUTUMN MARIE CRISWELL
NOTICE

TO:  KRISSY ANN HABERSTROH 

Notice is hereby given that the Lancaster County Children & Youth Social Service Agency has present-
ed to the Orphans’ Court Division, Court of Common Pleas of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, a Petition
for termination of any rights you have or might have concerning the child known as Autumn Marie
Criswell, born on November 3, 2006. The Court has set a hearing to consider ending your rights to your
child. That hearing will be held in Courtroom No. TBA, of the Lancaster County Courthouse, 50 North
Duke Street, Lancaster, PA, on May 30, 2013 at 8:30 a.m. You are warned that even if you fail to appear at
the scheduled hearing, the hearing will go on without you and your rights to your child may be ended by
the court without your being present. You have a right to be represented at the hearing by a lawyer. YOU
SHOULD TAKE THIS PAPER TO YOUR LAWYER AT ONCE. IF YOU DO NOT HAVE A LAWYER
OR CANNOT AFFORD ONE, GO TO OR TELEPHONE THE OFFICE SET FORTH BELOW TO FIND
OUT WHERE YOU CAN GET LEGAL HELP.

Lancaster Bar Association, Lawyer Referral Service
28 East Orange Street
Lancaster, PA 17602

(717) 393-0737

NOTICE REQUIRED BY ACT 101 OF 2010 - 23 Pa. C.S. §§2731-2742

You are hereby informed of an important option that may be available to you under Pennsylvania law.
Act 101 of 2010 allows for an enforceable voluntary agreement for continuing contact with your children
following an adoption. 

LANCASTER COUNTY CHILDREN &
YOUTH SOCIAL SERVICE AGENCY
900 EAST KING STREET
LANCASTER, PA  17602
(717) 299-7925

No. 20 CHESTER COUNTY LAW REPORTER 5/16/13
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3rd Publication

RECEIVER’S SALE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA
DOCKET # 2:12-cv-04985-JCJ

Wherein, U.S. Bank National Association, as trustee for the registered Holders of J.P. Morgan Chase
Commercial Mortgage Securities Trust 2007-LDP10, Commercial Mortgage Pass-Through Certificates,
Series 2007-LDP10 is Plaintiff; and Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 1,
LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 2, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 3, LLC; Direct Invest – 80
Lancaster 4, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 5, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 6, LLC; Direct
Invest – 80 Lancaster 7, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 8, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 9, LLC;
Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 10, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 11, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster
12, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 13, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 14, LLC; Direct Invest – 80
Lancaster 15, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 16, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 17, LLC; Direct
Invest – 80 Lancaster 18, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 19, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 20,
LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 21, LLC; Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 22, LLC; Direct Invest – 80
Lancaster 23, LLC; and Direct Invest – 80 Lancaster 24, LLC are Defendants. 

Execution for Sale of Premises

Dinsmore & Shohl LLP 
Attorney(s)
(610) 408-6020

By virtue of the Order dated March 8, 2013, G&E Real Estate Management Services, Inc. dba Newmark
Grubb Knight Frank, the Court-appointed Receiver in this matter, shall expose for sale by public venue and
sell to the highest bidder on May 30, 2013, at 11:00 a.m., prevailing time, at 80 West Lancaster Avenue,
Devon, Chester County, Pennsylvania:

The property (the “Property”) to be sold is located in Devon, Chester County, PA.

Commonly known as: West Lancaster Avenue, Devon, Chester County, Pennsylvania; Parcel IDs:
43-11E-84; 43-11E-86; 43-11E-87; 43-11E-88; 43-11E-89; 43-11E-90

Claims must be filed at the offices of Dinsmore & Shohl LLP, 1200 Liberty Ridge Drive, Suite 310,
Wayne, PA 19087, Attn: Richard A. O’Halloran (610-408-6020) before the sale date. Claims to the pro-
ceeds from the sale, if any, must be made with the offices of Dinsmore & Shohl LLP, to the attention of
Richard A. O’Halloran, before distribution. A schedule of distribution will be filed with the Court by the
Court-appointed Receiver, no later than thirty (30) days from the date of the passing of the deed to the
Property to the successful bidder, unless Plaintiff is the successful bidder. If Plaintiff is the successful bid-
der, no schedule of distribution will be filed.

This concise description does not constitute a legal description of the real estate. A full legal description
can be found at the offices of Dinsmore & Shohl LLP. 

Approximate amount due Plaintiff on the execution as of January 1, 2012: $11,762,505.64, with contin-
uing interest and costs thereafter.

Court-appointed Receiver makes no representations expressed or implied as to the existence or validity
of any liens and encumbrances on the property which is the subject matter of this Sale. Lienholders and/or
claimants are hereby notified that liens and claims relating to the Property will be divested as a result of the
Sale unless lienholders or claimants take appropriate steps to protect their rights.

20% of amount bid will be required as a non-refundable deposit at time of Sale, in cash, Certified Check,
or Official Bank Check, balance to be paid within 30 days of Sale. Plaintiff will not be required to post a
deposit or tender cash on any credit bid it makes. Additional terms and conditions to be announced on the
date of the sale.

Court-appointed Receiver hereby reserves the right to adjourn this Sale without further notice or publi-
cation.
For questions, contact Richard A. O’Halloran, Esquire at 610-408-6020,
richard.ohalloran@dinsmore.com.
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NOTICE

East Fallowfield Township vs. Hien Bui, Docket No. 12-06364, Court of Common Pleas of Chester
County, PA.

Notice is given that the above was named as defendant in a civil action by plaintiff to recover 2011 trash
fees for property located at 102 Park Avenue, E. Fallowfield, PA, Tax Parcel No. 47-4-34. A Writ of Scire
Facias for $829.44 was filed. You are notified to plead to the Writ on or before 20 days from the date of this
publication or a judgment may be entered.

If you wish to defend, you must enter a written appearance personally or by attorney and file your defens-
es or objections in writing 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 without further notice for the relief requested by
Plaintiff. You may lose money, property or other rights important to you.

YOU SHOULD TAKE THIS PAPER TO YOUR LAWYER AT ONCE. IF YOU DO NOT HAVE A
LAWYER OR CANNOT AFFORD ONE, GO TO OR TELEPHONE THE OFFICE SET FORTH BELOW
TO FIND OUT WHERE YOU CAN GET LEGAL HELP.

Lawyer Referral and Information Service, Chester County Bar Association, 15 W. Gay St., West Chester,
PA 19380, (610) 429-1500
Portnoff Law Associates, Ltd., P.O. Box 391, Norristown, PA 19404-0391, (866) 211-9466
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CHARLES T. DeTULLEO
Attorney at Law

134 North Church St.
West Chester, PA  19380

610-436-5766
Let me serve your needs. Your firm may not practice in all areas of the
law. Refer your clients to me for the below problems. Your clients
remain your clients.

Criminal Law Traffic Cases

All Crimes Driver License Suspensions
Drunk Driving Traffic Tickets
ARD License Suspensions
IP Programs Penndot Appeals
Expungements Occupational Licenses
Firearms cases Probationary Licenses
Firearm permits Medical Recall of Licenses

Nunc Pro Tunc Appeals

*Referral fees paid when permitted by the Rules of Professional
Conduct. Fax and email available to referring attorneys.
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Need CLE? 

The Association of REALTORS® School is an accredited provider with the Pennsylvania  

Continuing Legal Education Board.   
 

Our state-of-the-art school in Malvern has an extensive roster of quality real estate  

continuing education courses that offer CLE credits.  The School also features the best real 

estate industry instructors in the area and a tremendous learning environment since 1975. 
 

For more information on courses and to register, log on to  
suburbanwestrealtors.com/cle or call 866-495-7972. 
 

 

  

The Association of REALTORS® 
School has plenty of credits 
available at affordable prices! 

100 Deerfield Lane, Ste 240 

Malvern, PA 19355  
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CLASSIFIED ADS SECTION

SAMPLE AD

Classified Ads for the Chester County Law
Reporter ONLY $.16 per space/character

MEETING SPACE?

Looking for just the right meeting space?
The Chester County Bar Association facili-
ties are utilized on a regular basis for deposi-
tions, client meetings and seminars. We have
rooms available for rental by the half-day or
full day – a conference room, a board room
and seminar rooms. We are located just one
block from the Courthouse and convenient
parking is available. For more information,
visit us at www.chescobar.org. To reserve
your room, please call 610-692-1889.

16



Not Yet a Member of the CCBA?
Get your first year dues free!*

If you’re not yet a member of the Chester County Bar Association, you 
are missing out on many money saving benefits and services:

Continuing Legal Education
Affordable, convenient and discounted to members

Insurance Programs
Discounted coverage that fits your needs

Special Events (powerful networking with attorneys and judges)
Bar Sail

Three day Bench-Bar Conference
Golf League

President’s Dinner

“New Matter”
Monthly newsletter, publishing news, photos and substantive articles - 

free to members

Membership Directory
Published annually and free to members

Chester County Law Reporter
Only $50 per year to members

*Banking premiums at 1N Bank
Professional Partnership Program

Discounts
Chester County Benefit Access (CCBA) program provides disounts on dry 

cleaning, restaurants, limousine service, office equipment, resorts 
and many more

Give us a call today!
610-692-1889

17
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15 West Gay Street, West Chester, PA 

 For Lease 

1,100 SF 
3rd Floor 

Office 
 

Downtown 
West Chester 

 
Flexible Floor 

Plan 
 

Elevator 
Served 

 
Up to 10 

parking spaces 
available 

 
 

 

 

 
 

- -  
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15 West Gay Street 
            West Chester,  PA 19380 

         Phone: 610.692.1889 
         Fax: 610.692.9546 

 

  

CCHHEESSTTEERR  CCOOUUNNTTYY  BBOOUUNNDD  VVOOLLUUMMEE  
222000000777,,,   222000000888,,,   222000000999,,,   222000111000   &&&   222000111111   

NNNOOOWWW   AAAVVVAAAIIILLLAAABBBLLLEEE   
 

CCost is only $60.00 per volume   
(Bound paperback) 

NOTE: We also have a limited supply of Bound Volumes published prior to 2007 
Please contact the Chester County Bar Association for more information. 

 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -Please cut and return bottom portion with payment - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
 

YES!  I would like to receive a copy of the Chester County Reports. 
Enclosed is payment for my order as indicated below.  Please specify quantity: 

 
_____ Vol. #48 (2000)  _____ Vol. #49 (2001) _____ Vol. #50 (2002) _____ Vol. #51 (2003) _____ Vol. #52 (2004) 
_____ Vol. #53 (2005)  _____Vol. #54 (2006) _____Vol. #55 (2007)  _____Vol. #56 (2008)   _____Vol. #57 (2009) 
_____ Vol. #58 (2010)     _____ Vol. #59 (2011) 

 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
NAME                                                                                                                                    
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
ADDRESS       CITY/STATE/ZIP 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
DAY PHONE      E-MAIL ADDRESS   
 

 ____ Volumes @ $63.60 each (tax included) $ _____________ 
 Shipping - $5.00 per Volume if mailed  $ _____________  

 
 TOTAL ENCLOSED / TO BE CHARGED:   $ _____________ 

 

Charge My:          MasterCard        Visa           American Express          
 
_________________________________________________________________________/_________________________ 
Credit Card Number                     Expiration Date 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Credit Card Mailing Address         
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Signature 

Chester County Law Reporter 
15 W. Gay Street, West Chester, PA 19380 

Or you may FAX order form to: 610.692.9546 
Questions?  Call Genya at 610.692.1889 
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For over 70 years, USI Affinity has developed, marketed and  

administered insurance programs that offer Association  

members unique advantages in coverage, price and service.

Find out why USI Affinity is the right  
choice for your practice. Call or go  
online today.

To request your FREE quote call

888.220.7731
or visit

www.usiaffinity.com/pabar

because we offer comprehensive, cost-effective coverage

LPL   :   Medical   :   Life & Disability   :   Personal & Financial   :   Other Liability  

© USI Affinity 2012* USI Affnity is the brand and marketing name for the licensed entity USI Insurance Services, LLC

They trust US...
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                                   Early mornings. Late nights.

And way too many take-out dinners.

That’s because Susquehanna speaks your language and understands the challenges you 

face. From cash management solutions to online payroll, we can tailor a set of services 

that will help keep your business moving ahead. All delivered with personal service, as 

well as local knowledge and decision-making. Contact Maureen Long at 484.881.4018 

or Maureen.Long@susquehanna.net  and learn how we speak the language of business.

Doing what counts.    |     susquehanna.net    |     Member FDIC

We know what it takes to succeed in business. 

Personal Service  |  Community Experience


