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Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 10-S-2234 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 10-S-2234

BaNK Of NeW YOrK MellON 
TrUST COMPaNY Na 

vs.

SUZaN a. fliCKiNGer &  
WilliaM l. fliCKiNGer

833 haNCOCK DriVe 
GeTTYSBUrG, Pa 17325 
MT. JOY TOWNShiP

Parcel No.: (30)109-0071---000

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
reSiDeNTial DWelliNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $147,341.91 
PlUS COSTS

attorneys for Plaintiff 
GOlDBeCK MCCafferTY & 
MCKeeVer 
215-627-1322

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of Suzan A. Flickinger & 
William L. Flickinger and to be sold by 
me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

3/25, 4/1 & 8

Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 10-S-1846 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 10-S-1846

BeNefiCial CONSUMer DiSCOUNT 
COMPaNY D/B/a BeNefiCial 
MOrTGaGe CO Of PeNNSYlVaNia   

vs. 

JaMeS S. reDDiNG &  
KaThleeN e. reDDiNG

417 PriNCe STreeT 
liTTleSTOWN, Pa 17340 
liTTleSTOWN BOrOUGh

Parcel No.: 27-5-39

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
reSiDeNTial DWelliNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $147,341.91 
PlUS COSTS

attorneys for Plaintiff  
MilSTeaD & aSSOCiaTeS, llC 
856-482-1400

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of James S. Redding & 
Kathleen E. Redding and to be sold by 
me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

3/25, 4/1 & 8

Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 09-Tl-312 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 09-Tl-312

liTTleSTOWN BOrOUGh  

vs. 

rYaN GlOVer 

31 STarliTe DriVe 
liTTleSTOWN, Pa 17340 
liTTleSTOWN BOrOUGh

Parcel No.: 011-0129

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
reSiDeNTial DWelliNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $5,393.82 

attorneys for Plaintiff  
CaMPBell & WhiTe, P.C. 
717-334-9275

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of Ryan M. Glover and to 
be sold by me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

3/25, 4/1 & 8
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At issue in this case is 1) whether the UIM rejection forms4 pro-
duced by Defendant Progressive Northern Insurance Company are 
valid and 2) whether Defendant Miller-Hanover interfered with con-
tractual relations between an insured and Progressive by writing a 
policy number on a previously unidentified rejection form after 
notice of UIM claim had been made.

Pursuant to Pennsylvania’s Motor Vehicle Financial Responsibility 
Law (“MVFRL”), the burden rests with the insurer, not the insured, 
to produce a valid rejection form.  75 Pa. C.S.A. § 1731(c.1).  The 
MVFRL provides “If the insurer fails to produce a valid rejection 
form, uninsured or underinsured coverage, or both, as the case may 
be, under that policy shall be equal to the bodily injury liability lim-
its.”  Id. (emphasis added).  Our courts have required strict adherence 
to the statutory mandates of Section 1731, especially where rejection 
of UIM coverage (as opposed to a reduction of UIM coverage) is 
asserted.  See Am. Int’l Ins. Co. v. Vaxmonsky, 916 A.2d 1106, 1109 
(Pa. Super. 2006).

The statutory burden clearly rests with Progressive to produce a 
valid UIM rejection form.  To do so it must examine its own records 
and perhaps those of the agent who submitted the application.  
Progressive’s argument that it is not shifting any statutory burden of 
production of the UIM form to the Plaintiff because Chief Weigand 
is not a party to this case misses the point.  Although Chief Weigand 
is not a party to the case, he is the insured.  It is the insurer 
(Progressive) not the insured (Chief Weigand) that has the burden of 
producing a valid rejection form.  Presumably Progressive or Miller-
Hanover has all of the original documentation that Defendants are 
now requesting from the insured.

Defendant Progressive’s argument that the materials requested are 
discoverable because “Defendant is entitled to explore the state of 
mind of Michael E. Weigand (the insured) and to that end, to dis-
cover what documents he specifically received from his agent and 
insurance companies, which may or may (not) be the same type of 
information maintained in the files of Progressive or Miller-

WEIGAND VS. PROGRESSIVE ET AL

Continued from last issue (4/1/2011)

 4 Plaintiff has alleged that Progressive has produced two (2) rejection of UIM 
forms in support of its denial of UIM coverage, the first containing an Erie Insurance 
Company logo and leaving the line for the policy number blank and a second also 
containing an Erie Insurance Company logo with a policy number handwritten on the 
rejection form.  Neither form references Progressive Insurance Company.
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Hanover,” (Defendant Progressive’s Brief) is misguided.  The 
MVFRL places no burden on the insured to maintain or to produce 
any documents.  The intent of the insured is irrelevant to the question 
of whether the rejection form is valid or invalid.  It makes no differ-
ence if Chief Weigand asked for, applied for, believed he purchased 
and paid premiums for a policy without UIM coverage.  See 
Vaxmonsky, 916 A.2d at 1109.  Pennsylvania MVFRL requires the 
insurer to produce a statutorily proscribed rejection of UIM form as 
the only acceptable proof that the insured rejected UIM coverage.  If 
insurer cannot produce a valid rejection form the insured is entitled 
to UIM coverage equal to bodily injury liability limits.  The insured’s 
state of mind, his intentions, and “his practice” in applying for insur-
ance are all irrelevant to the central inquiry as it relates to Defendant 
Progressive—whether one (1) of the rejection forms produced by 
Progressive is valid.5

Complicating the issue presently before the Court, however, is the 
fact that Plaintiff’s Complaint contains a cause of action against 
Defendant Miller-Hanover alleging tortious interference with con-
tractual relations which Plaintiff, as a third party beneficiary of the 
contract between Chief Weigand and Progressive Northern Insurance 
Company, enjoyed with Progressive.  

Certainly, Defendant Miller-Hanover is entitled to discover what 
evidence Plaintiff intends to introduce with respect to its claims 
against Miller-Hanover.  To that end, reasonable inquiry into the 
nature of and the formation of the contractual relationships allegedly 
interfered with is certainly relevant, and reasonable inquiry is likely 
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence with respect to this 
claim.  For Plaintiffs to argue that Defendant Miller-Hanover is not 
entitled to discovery, or at least not at this time6 is not rational or 
reasonable.  Presently, Defendant Miller-Hanover finds itself in the 

 5 Although attorneys for both Plaintiff and Progressive argued that this issue 
could possibly be resolved via summary judgment each suggested it was the other 
who should seek such relief.  To date, neither party has filed a motion for summary 
judgment.
 6 Plaintiff argued that the claims against Defendant Miller-Hanover may go away 
if the Court rules that the UIM rejection form is invalid during summary judgment 
proceedings.  As noted, no motion for summary judgment has been filed by either 
party at this time.  Plaintiff suggested Defendant Miller-Hanover should wait on 
proceeding with discovery until after disposition of summary judgment motions 
which have not yet been filed.
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position of defending against Plaintiff’s claims.  Defendant is enti-
tled to obtain documents that are reasonably likely to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence in defense of a claim made against 
it without having to speculate or wait on procedural maneuverings 
that may or may not be made in this case.  A party is entitled to seek 
discovery in any order it chooses.  Pa. R. Civ. P. 4007.3.

At the same time, however, most of the items requested in the 
proposed subpoena and in the notice of deposition are overly broad 
and it would be unduly burdensome to require Chief Michael 
Weigand to produce the same.  Likewise, not all of the items request-
ed are likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and 
most, if not all, of the items requested are already in the possession 
of one or both of the Defendants.  It is important to remember that 
Chief Michael E. Weigand is not a party to this case, and, although 
discovery of a non-party is permissible under our Rules, the analyses 
of what is burdensome, annoying or oppressive to a non-party to a 
cause of action must be different than if a person from whom discov-
ery is sought is an active participant in the case.  

To determine whether the request would cause unreasonable 
annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, burden or expense, consid-
eration must be given to the requesting party’s need to obtain the 
information from a non-party witness.  At oral argument Defendants 
were unable to articulate why they needed the information requested 
from Chief Weigand.  Additionally, they were unable to articulate 
whether they sought the information from their Co-Defendant, and 
Defendants never said that they did not already have copies of much 
of the information requested.

A review of the eight (8) requests contained in the proposed sub-
poena and the notice to attend deposition is necessary.  Instantly, the 
discovery requests have been issued by Progressive.  It is clear to this 
writer that all but one of the items requested in the proposed sub-
poena duces tecum and in the deposition notice are irrelevant to the 
issue of whether the UIM rejection form is valid.  Likewise, only one 
(1) of the items requested is reasonably calculated to lead to the dis-
covery of admissible evidence.  

Only the first item, being “any and all documents in Chief 
Weigand’s possession which relate to the application for insurance for 
Progressive Policy Number 41566085-5” is discoverable.  It is 



294

certainly possible that Chief Weigand’s application for the Progressive 
Insurance Policy at issue includes a UIM rejection form containing a 
policy number or reference to the Progressive Policy at issue.  
Additionally, it is possible that Chief Weigand’s copy of the applica-
tion for insurance contains notes made either by Chief Weigand at the 
time application was made or by the agent working for Defendant 
Miller-Hanover Insurance Company in submitting the application on 
behalf of Chief Weigand.  While Pennsylvania’s MVFRL places the 
burden upon Defendant Progressive to produce a valid UIM rejection 
form, it does not necessarily indicate how production of that form is to 
be made.  Where the issue is the validity of insurance forms, it is not 
unduly burdensome for the named insured, whether or not a party, to 
search through personal records for application documents. If he has 
them they can be easily copied and produced to the requesting parties.  
If the Chief does not have his copy of the application for insurance he 
can simply respond to the subpoena and discovery request by indicat-
ing that he does not have the documentation requested.  

The remaining requests seek information which is either already 
in the requesting party’s possession or which causes Chief Weigand 
an unreasonable burden.  Here, Progressive Northern Insurance 
Company certainly has or should have a copy of “all policy declara-
tions, new declarations, revised declarations or amended declara-
tions” relative to the policy at issue.  After all, any such declarations 
or revisions to the declarations are issued to Chief Weigand, the 
insured, by Defendant Progressive Northern.  Likewise, copies of 
“any and all premium notices, statements and/or bills issued by 
Progressive Northern Insurance Company” are in the possession of 
the requesting party.  On the face of the request, it is apparent that 
those notices, statements and bills were “issued by Progressive 
Northern Insurance Company.”  Likewise, the request for “corre-
spondence sent by Michael E. Weigand to Progressive or received by 
Michael E. Weigand from Progressive” relative to the policy at issue 
is also presumably within the possession of the requesting party.  
Little can be served by having a non-party witness search through 
more than six (6) years of documents and records in an effort to 
locate, find and produce documents which are or should already be 
in the possession of the requesting party.  A request for information 
already in the possession of the requesting party is inherently and 
unreasonably burdensome and annoying to a non-party.  
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Further, the Defendant’s request that Michael E. Weigand produce 
“any and all records, cancelled checks, bank statements, documents, or 
other materials reflecting premium payments made by Michael E. 
Weigand to Progressive Northern Insurance Company” is unreason-
able.  Production of such information over the time period requested, 
which is in excess of six (6) years, would require Chief Weigand to 
redact a large volume of information in order to protect his privacy.  The 
request is especially annoying, oppressive and burdensome considering 
that Michael E. Weigand’s premium payments are entirely irrelevant to 
the question of whether or not one of the two UIM rejection forms 
produced by Progressive Northern Insurance Company is valid, or 
whether the forms are void thereby entitling Plaintiffs to UIM coverage 
equivalent to the personal injury liability limits set forth in the policy. 

Similarly, requests seven (7) and eight (8) ask for documents that 
relate to entirely different insurance carriers or entirely different 
Progressive policies.  This writer fails to see how an insurance policy 
issued by a different company allegedly in effect for Chief Michael 
E. Weigand at the time of the motor vehicle accident in question is 
likely to lead to the discovery of any admissible evidence on the 
question of whether one of the UIM rejection forms is valid and 
whether or not the Defendant Miller-Hanover tortiously interfered 
with Plaintiff’s contractual relations as they existed with Progressive 
Northern Insurance Company after a claim was made against the 
policy at issue.7  Likewise, Defendant Progressive Northern Insurance 
Company presumably has in its possession all documents relating to 
Progressive Policy Number 42545118-3 (which is not the policy at 
issue) including the application upon which that policy was issued.  

In summary, documents related to Chief Weigand’s application for 
insurance for Progressive Policy Number 41566085-5 are discover-
able, as they may lead to the discovery of admissible evidence rele-
vant to the issue of the validity of the UIM rejection forms as well as 
Plaintiff’s claims that Defendant Miller-Hanover tortiously interfered 

 7 The contract at issue is the motorcycle policy of insurance issued to Chief 
Michael E. Weigand.  If the UIM rejection forms are invalid that contract affords 
Plaintiff UIM coverage equal to bodily injury liability coverage set forth in that insur-
ance contract.  Plaintiff’s complaint alleges that after a claim was made against that 
contract by Plaintiff, Defendant Miller-Hanover interfered in those fixed contractual 
relations by altering or amending UIM rejection forms after the fact which allowed 
Progressive to deny UIM coverage benefits.



296

with contractual relations involving Defendant Progressive Northern 
Insurance Company.  Requests two (2) through eight (8) of the pro-
posed subpoena however are not likely to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence considering the nature of the claims made by 
Plaintiffs, and production of such items would pose an unreasonable 
burden on Chief Weigand.

Accordingly, Plaintiff’s objections to Defendant Progressive 
Northern Insurance Company’s subpoena duces tecum are sustained 
in part and denied in part.  Chief Michael E. Weigand’s motion for 
protective order is granted in part and denied in part.  Defendants 
shall be entitled to take the deposition either verbally or through 
written interrogatories of Chief Michael E. Weigand.  Defendant 
Progressive Northern Insurance Company shall be permitted to 
depose Chief Michael E. Weigand with respect to his application for 
motorcycle insurance to include inquiry into the disputed UIM rejec-
tion forms, their execution, the content of the forms, and what was 
produced to Chief Weigand.  

Although Defendant Miller-Hanover has not issued a subpoena 
nor a notice of deposition to Chief Michael E. Weigand, in the inter-
ests of judicial economy and by virtue of Defendant Miller-Hanover’s 
participation in these proceedings in support of Defendant 
Progressive’s request for information,8 the Court finds that Defendant 
Miller-Hanover shall also be able to depose Chief Michael E. 
Weigand with inquiry into the nature of his contractual relationship 
with Progressive Northern Insurance Company, his application for 
insurance with Progressive Northern Insurance Company, the docu-
ments he signed, the application he submitted, how and to whom the 
application was submitted, and reasonable inquiry into the applica-
tion process followed by the Chief and Miller-Hanover, and the 
documents which were produced by Miller-Hanover on his behalf 
including the contents of those documents.  Chief Weigand shall be 
subject to only one deposition to be attended by all parties.

Neither Defendant Progressive Northern Insurance Company nor 
Defendant Miller-Hanover will be entitled to the records requested in 
items two (2) through eight (8) of the subpoena issued July 8, 2010, 
as set forth in Michael E. Weigand’s motion for protective order.

 8 Indeed, in Miller-Hanover’s brief it noted it reserved the right to seek its own 
discovery of Chief Weigand.
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ORDER

AND NOW, this 19th day of October, 2010, for the reasons set 
forth in the attached Opinion, it is hereby ORDERED that:

1.  Plaintiff’s Objections to Defendant Progressive Northern 
Insurance Company’s subpoena duces tecum are sustained in 
part and denied in part.

2.  Chief Michael E. Weigand’s Motion for Protective Order is 
granted in part and denied in part.  

3.  Chief Michael E. Weigand shall make a reasonable search for 
documents within his possession which relate to his application 
for insurance for Progressive policy number 41566085-5.  
Chief Weigand shall produce any copies found as a result of his 
reasonable search for those documents.  In the event he does 
not have any such documents he will notify the parties to this 
case through his counsel.  

4.  The Defendants are not entitled to receive items identified in a 
request two (2) through eight (8) of the proposed subpoena or 
in the notice to appear for deposition.

5.  Defendants shall be entitled to take the deposition, either ver-
bally or through written interrogatories, of Chief Michael E. 
Weigand.  Defendant Progressive Northern Insurance Company 
shall be permitted to depose Chief Weigand with respect to his 
application for the motorcycle insurance policy at issue to 
include inquiry into the disputed UIM rejection forms, their 
execution, their content, and what documents were produced by 
Defendant Miller-Hanover or Defendant Progressive to Chief 
Weigand and when.  Defendant Miller-Hanover shall be entitled 
to depose Chief Weigand with inquiry into the nature of his con-
tractual relationship with Defendant Progressive Northern 
Insurance Company, the policy at issue, the documents Chief 
Weigand signed with respect to the policy at issue, the applica-
tion he submitted for motorcycle insurance coverage via 
Defendant Miller-Hanover to Progressive Northern Insurance 
Company, how, to whom, and by whom the application was 
submitted to Progressive Northern Insurance Company, as well 
as reasonable inquiry into the application process followed by 
Chief Weigand and Defendant Miller-Hanover, as well as inquiry 
into the documents which were produced by Defendant Miller-
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Hanover, or Progressive Northern Insurance Company on Chief 
Weigand’s behalf including the contents of those documents.

6.  Chief Weigand shall be subject to only one (1) deposition to be 
scheduled at a time convenient to all parties and to be attended 
by all parties.

7.  Neither Defendant Progressive Northern Insurance Company 
nor Defendant Miller-Hanover will be entitled to the records 
requested in items two (2) through eight (8) of the subpoena 
issued July 8, 2010.  In this respect Chief Michael E. Weigand’s 
Motion for Protective Order is granted.
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Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 10-S-956 issu-
ing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 10-S-956

PeOPleS BaNK 

vs. 

JOhN a. TOPPer & MarY JO 
TOPPer & WilliaM h. GeMMill & 
The UNiTeD STaTeS Of aMeriCa

2214 STONeY POiNT rOaD 
eaST BerliN, Pa 17316 
reaDiNG TOWNShiP

Parcel No.: 36-K05-0039

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: laND

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $59,681.92 
PlUS COSTS

attorneys for Plaintiff  
GrieST, hiMeS, herrOlD, 
SChaUMaNN, ferrO, llP 
717-864-8856

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of John A. Topper & Mary 
Jo Topper and William H. Gemmill and 
to be sold by me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

3/25, 4/1 & 8

Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 10-S-1519 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 10-S-1519

US BaNK NaTiONal aSSOCiaTiON   

vs. 

JOhN S. rUTherfOrD &  
lee aNNe rUTherfOrD 

320 WaYNeSBOrO PiKe 
fairfielD, Pa 17320-9483 
liBerTY TOWNShiP

Parcel No.: 25-C18-0053---000

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
reSiDeNTial DWelliNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $338,028.00 
PlUS COSTS

attorneys for Plaintiff 
PhelaN halliNaN & SChMieG, llP 
215-563-7000

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of John S. Rutherford & 
Lee Anne Rutherford and to be sold by 
me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

3/25, 4/1 & 8

Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 09-S-1431 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 09-S-1431

JerZY WirTh aSSiGNee Of PNC 
BaNK NaTiONal aSSOCiaTiON  

vs. 

Tillie PierCe hOUSe llC 

301-303 BalTiMOre STreeT 
GeTTYSBUrG, Pa 17325 
GeTTYSBUrG BOrOUGh

Parcel No.: 16-010-0354---000

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
COMMerCial BUilDiNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $314,703.87 
PlUS COSTS

attorneys for Plaintiff  
PaTrONO & aSSOCiaTeS, llC 
717-334-8098

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of Tillie Pierce House LLc 
and to be sold by me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

3/25, 4/1 & 8
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Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 10-S-1110 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 10-S-1110

BaNK Of NeW YOrK MellON 
TrUST COMPaNY Na 

vs. 

DeNNiS l. WarD & DeBra WarD 

4 aPPler COUrT 
liTTleSTOWN, Pa 17340 
liTTleSTOWN BOrOUGh

Parcel No.: 27-004-0103

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
reSiDeNTial DWelliNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $284,521.29

attorneys for Plaintiff 

MilSTeaD & aSSOCiaTeS, llC 
856-482-1400

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of Dennis L. Ward & Debra 
Ward and to be sold by me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

4/1, 8 & 15

Sheriff’S Sale

iN PUrSUaNCe of a Writ of 
execution, Judgment No. 10-S-2513 
issuing out of Court of Common Pleas 
adams County, and to me directed, will 
be exposed to Public Sale on friday, the 
29th day of april, 2011, at 10:00 o’clock 
in the forenoon at the Sheriff’s Office 
located in the Courthouse, Borough of 
Gettysburg, adams County, Pa, the fol-
lowing real estate, viz.:

ShOrT DeSCriPTiON

By virtue of Writ of execution  
No. 10-S-2513

B & a DeVelOPMeNT COMPaNY

vs. 

laUrie WOODS

929 JOhNS aVeNUe 
GeTTYSBUrG, Pa 17325 
MT. JOY TOWNShiP

Parcel No.: (16)014-0056

iMPrOVeMeNTS ThereON: 
reSiDeNTial DWelliNG

JUDGeMeNT aMOUNT: $38,243.45

attorneys for Plaintiff  
UDreN laW OffiCeS, PC 
856-669-5400

SeiZeD and taken into execution as 
the property of Laurie A. Woods and to 
be sold by me.

James W. Muller-Sheriff 
Sheriff’s Office, Gettysburg, Pa

TO all ParTieS iN iNTereST aND 
ClaiMaNTS:  You are notified that a 
schedule of distribution will be filed by the 
Sheriff in his office on May 20, 2011, and 
distribution will be made in accordance 
with said schedule, unless exceptions are 
filed thereto within 20 days after the filing 
thereof. Purchaser must settle for prop-
erty on or before filing date.

all claims to property must be filed 
with Sheriff before sale date.

as soon as the property is declared 
sold to the highest bidder, 20% of the  
purchase price or all of the cost, which-
ever may be the higher, shall be paid 
forthwith to the Sheriff.

4/1, 8 & 15

fiCTiTiOUS NaMe NOTiCe

NOTiCe iS hereBY GiVeN, pursu-
ant to the provisions of Pennsylvania's 
“fictitious Names act”, 54 Pa. C.S.a.  
§§ 301 et seq., of the filing of an 
application for registration of fictitious 
Name under the said act.  The fictitious 
name is BalTiMOre STreeT 
reTreaT.  The address of the principal 
office or place of business to be carried 
on under or through the fictitious name is 
404 Baltimore Street, Gettysburg, adams 
County, Pennsylvania 17325. The name 
and address of the party to the registra-
tion is Mr. G’s flavor freeze, inc., 80 
hounds run, Gettysburg, adams 
County, Pennsylvania 17325.  an appli-
cation for registration under the fictitious 
Names act of the said fictitious name 
was filed in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania on 
March 19, 2011.

Campbell & White, P.C.
112 Baltimore Street

Gettysburg, Pa 17325
attorneys for applicant

4/8

iNCOrPOraTiON NOTiCe

NOTiCe iS hereBY GiVeN that 
articles of incorporation were filed with 
the Department of State of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania at 
harrisburg, Pennsylvania on or about 
March 31, 2011, for the incorporation of 
JDM CONCreTe, iNC. under the 
Pennsylvania Business Corporation law 
of 1988.  The corporation shall engage in 
the business of concrete construction, 
together with any legal function of a cor-
poration under Pa law.  The initial regis-
tered office of the corporation is 1865 
hilltown rd., Biglerville, Pa 17307.

Thomas r. Nell, esq.

4/8
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ESTATE NOTIcES

NOTIcE IS HEREBY GIVEN that in the 
estates of the decedents set forth 
below the Register of Wills has granted 
letters, testamentary or of administra-
tion, to the persons named. All persons 
having claims or demands against said 
estates are requested to make known 
the same, and all persons indebted to 
said estates are requested to make pay-
ment without delay to the executors or 
administrators or their attorneys 
named below.

FIRST PUBLIcATION

eSTaTe Of MYrON ParKer BOW-
MaN, Jr., DeC’D

late of the Borough of Carroll Valley, 
adams County, Pennsylvania

executor: Sidonia Bowman, c/o Scott 
a. ruth, esq., 4 high St., hanover, 
Pa 17331

attorney: Scott a. ruth, esq., 4 high 
St., hanover, Pa 17331

eSTaTe Of aileeN e. fOleY, DeC’D

late of the Borough of Carroll Valley, 
adams County, Pennsylvania

executrix: rosemary a. foley, 2235 
Minneapolis avenue, Minneapolis, 
MN 55406 

attorney: robert l. McQuaide, esq., 
Suite 204, 18 Carlisle Street, 
Gettysburg, Pa 17325

eSTaTe Of JOSePh W. MaTUleViCh, 
DeC’D

late of Oxford Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: John hughes, c/o robert 
Clofine, esq., elder law firm of 
robert Clofine, 120 Pine Grove 
Commons, York, Pa 17403

attorney: robert Clofine, esq., elder 
law firm of robert Clofine, 120 
Pine Grove Commons, York, Pa 
17403

eSTaTe Of eDWarD l. SPaNGler, 
DeC’D

late of Union Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executrix: linda S. Mummert, 45 
Brierwood Blvd., hanover, Pa 17331 

attorney: elinor albright rebert, esq., 
515 Carlisle St., hanover, Pa 17331

SEcOND PUBLIcATION

eSTaTe Of MarY S. GeOrGe a/k/a 
MarY SUSaN GeOrGe, DeC’D

late of liberty Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: richard l. George, c/o r. 
Thomas Murphy & associates, P.C., 
2005 east Main Street, Waynesboro, 
Pa 17268

attorney: richard l. George, esq.,  
r. Thomas Murphy & associates, 
P.C., 2005 east Main Street, 
Waynesboro, Pa 17268

eSTaTe Of MilDreD eliZaBeTh 
hOaK, DeC’D

late of reading Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executrix: linda K. hoak, 605 fish & 
Game road, east Berlin, Pa 17316 

attorney: Clayton r. Wilcox, esq., P.O. 
Box 176, littlestown, Pa 17340

eSTaTe Of freDeriC rONalD 
hOUCK, DeC’D

late of latimore Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: richard C. houck, 108 
Sweetwater Oaks, Peachtree City, 
Ga 30269

eSTaTe Of ThereSa J. irViN a/k/a 
TereSa J. irViN, DeC’D

late of franklin Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: robert P. Villarreal, 5978 
fairway Drive West, fayetteville, Pa 
17222

attorney: Jan G. Sulcove, esq., 82 
West Queen Street, Chambersburg, 
Pa 17201

eSTaTe Of NaOMi reBeCCa 
PrOSSer, DeC’D

late of latimore Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: edward l. Prosser, 3055 
Turnpike road, elizabethtown, Pa 
17022

attorney: John C. Zepp, iii, esq., P.O. 
Box 204, 8438 Carlisle Pike, York 
Springs, Pa 17372

eSTaTe Of ThOMaS DaMON rOSe, 
DeC’D

late of franklin Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: Jeffrey Wickham, 145 
locust Grove road, Dillsburg, Pa 
17019

attorney: Chester G. Schultz, esq., 
145 Baltimore Street, Gettysburg, 
Pa 17325

eSTaTe Of elMer G. SChWeriNG, 
DeC’D

late of the Borough of McSherrystown, 
adams County, Pennsylvania

executor: Samuel a. Garrett, 330 
Mathias rd., littlestown, Pa 17340

attorney: elinor albright rebert, esq., 
515 Carlisle St., hanover, Pa 17331

eSTaTe Of MarY T. YOUNG, DeC’D

late of Mt. Joy Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

Co-executors: francis h. Young, Jr., 
6664 laurel lake road, Brackney, 
Pa 18812; Gina a. Servant, 1554 
falling Brook Court, Odenton, MD 
21113 

attorney: ronald J. hagarman, esq., 
110 Baltimore Street, Gettysburg, 
Pa 17325

THIRD PUBLIcATION

eSTaTe Of freDa J. BeNNer, DeC’D

late of Straban Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executors: robert l. rohrbaugh and 
ann M. rohrbaugh, 298 Middle 
Creek road, fairfield, Pa 17320

attorney: Puhl, eastman & Thrasher, 
220 Baltimore St., Gettysburg, Pa 
17325

eSTaTe Of JOhN M. BUhrMaN, Jr. 
a/k/a JOhN BUhrMaN, Jr., DeC’D

late of franklin Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: Donald r. Buhrman, c/o 
Jared S. Childers, esq., r. Thomas 
Murphy & associates, P.C., 2005 
east Main Street, Waynesboro, Pa 
17268

attorney: Jared S. Childers, esq., r. 
Thomas Murphy & associates, P.C., 
2005 east Main Street, Waynesboro, 
Pa 17268

eSTaTe Of BeTTY J. ClaPSaDDle, 
DeC’D

late of Cumberland Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executors: G. Darlene Bair and Donald 
P. Bair, 226 Centennial road, 
Gettysburg, Pa 17325; Charlotte 
Devilbiss, 6129 Taneytown Pike, 
Taneytown, MD 21787

attorney: robert e. Campbell, esq., 
Campbell & White, P.C., 112 
Baltimore Street, Suite 1, Gettysburg, 
Pa 17325-2311

(continued on page 6)
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THIRD PUBLIcATION (cONTINUED)

eSTaTe Of CarMeNa l. heSS, DeC’D

late of Oxford Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

Trustee: robert C. hess, 135 
Netherwood Drive, Coatesville, Pa 
19320

attorney: Susan e. lederer, esq., 
5011 locust lane, harrisburg, Pa 
17109

eSTaTe Of Carrie e. MUMMerT, 
DeC’D

late of Oxford Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

Co-executors: Mary ann Mummert 
and David irvin Mummert, c/o 
Sharon e. Myers, esq., CGa law 
firm, PC, 135 North George Street, 
York, Pa 17401

attorney: Sharon e. Myers, esq., CGa 
law firm, PC, 135 North George 
Street, York, Pa 17401

eSTaTe Of aNTONiO PalMONari, 
DeC’D

late of hamilton Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

Dale V. Palmonari, 1014 West Third 
Street, Washington, MO 63090

attorney: Thomas r. Nell, esq., 340 
Nell road, east Berlin, Pa 17316

eSTaTe Of MilDreD l. SeiferT 
a/k/a MilDreD lUCille SeiferT, 
DeC’D

late of Conewago Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: harry P. Seifert, c/o Douglas 
h. Gent, esq., law Offices of 
Douglas h. Gent, 1157 eichelberger 
Street, Suite 4, hanover, Pa 17331

attorney: Douglas h. Gent, esq., law 
Offices of Douglas h. Gent, 1157 
eichelberger Street, Suite 4, 
hanover, Pa 17331

eSTaTe Of harVeY r. STOVer a/k/a 
harVeY r. STOVer, Jr., DeC’D

late of hamilton Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executor: Jerry Kimmel, c/o John M. 
hamme, esq., 1946 Carlisle road, 
York, Pa 17408

attorney: John M. hamme, esq., 1946 
Carlisle road, York, Pa 17408

eSTaTe Of PaUliNe h. WhiSTler, 
DeC’D

late of Cumberland Township, adams 
County, Pennsylvania

executrix: faye C. Bixler, c/o Thomas 
M. Shultz, esq., Shultz law firm, 
llC, 215 Baltimore Street, hanover, 
Pa 17331

attorney: Thomas M. Shultz, esq., 
Shultz law firm, llC, 215 Baltimore 
Street, hanover, Pa 17331


