.

oo-s51:w k o )
KARL FRANCIS -vs- CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. etal

eV




COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.
BY: MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO
IDENTIFICATION NO. 51448

1528 WALNUT STREET

5th FLOOR

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 18102

(215) 985-1515  Telecopier: (215) 985-1616

@KARL FRANCIS

6001 Rising Sun Avenue
Philadelphia, PA 19111

ATTORNEY FOR: PLAINTIFF

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
VvSs. ‘ ' ' OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY,P.

cci CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

203 Lynndale Court
Mechanicsburg, PA 17055

and
'<E§RDST ENTERPRISE, INC.

WILD DRIVE'
GREENOCK, PA 15047

v 00814

COMPLAINT IN CIVIL ACTION

NOTICE

You have bean suad in court. If you wish to defend against the daims set focth
in the {ollowing pages, you must take action within twenty (20) days after this
compiaint and notics are served, by entering a written appearance personally or
by attorney and filing in writing with tha court your defenses of cbjections to the
claims set forth againat you. You sro wamed that Hyou fall to do 8o the case may
procaed without you and & Judgement may be entared ageinst you by the court
without fufther notice for any money claimad In the complaint of for any othar
ciaim or rellef requested by the plaintHi, You maylcse money or property or other
rights important to you, M

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.

" COURT ADMINISTRATOR
. Clearfield County Courthoue
. Second and.Market Streets
Clearfield, PA 16830
(814) 765-2641, Ext. 50-51

AVISO

Lo han demando a usted en fa cone. Si usted qulere defenderse de estas
demandas expuestas en las paginas sigulentes, usted tlene veinte (20).dias de
plazo al partir de la facha do Ia demanda y la notificacion. Hace falta esantar una
comparencia escritsoen personao con un sbogado y entregar aia corte enfoma
escriia dofensas o sus objeclones a las demandas an contra de su persona. Sea
avisado que s! usted no se deflenda, la cone tomara medikias y puede continuar
ladamandaen contra suya sin previo aviso o natificacion. Ademas, la conte puede
deckdir a favor del demandante y requiere que usted cumpla con todas las
provisiones de esta demanda. Usted pueds perder dinero o sus propiedades u
ctros derechos importantes para usted.

LLEVE ESTA DEMANDA A UN ABOGADC INMEDIATAMENTE. SI NO
TIENE ABOGADO Q SI NO TIENE EL DINERO SUFICIENTE DE PAGAR TAL

SERVICIO, VAYA EN PERSONA O LLAME POR TELEFONO A LA OFICINA
CUYA DIRECCION SE ENCUENTRA ESCRITA ABAJO PARA AVERIGUAR

DONDE SE PUEDE CONSEGUIR ASISTENCIA LF‘-! ! F
a £ Vs i B

400 4 2000

Williarn A. Shaw
. - Prothonesary

)
.'f



COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C

BY: MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO

I. D. NO. 51448

1528 WALNUT STREET, 5™ FLOOR
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102

(215) 985-1515

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

KARL FRANCIS
6001 RISING SUN AVENUE
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19111

VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
203 LYNNDALE COURT
MECHANICSBURG, PA 17055

AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

WIDE DRIVE
GREENOCK, PA 15047

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA

NO.

COMPLAINT IN CIVIL ACTION

1. Plaintiff is an adult individual residing at the above captioned address.

2. Defendant, CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC,, is a Pennsylvania Corporation, with an

office for service of process at 203 Lynndale Court, Mechanicsburg, PA, and conducts business

in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and at all times relevant hereto, was acting by and

through its agents, servants, workers and/or employees, at the State Correctional Institute at

Houtzdale, Houtadale, PA.

3. Defendant, ROST ENTERPRISE, INC., is a Michigan Corporation and authorized to

business in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with an office for service of process at Wide

Drive, Greenock, PA 15047 , and at all times relevant hereto, was acting by and through its



agents, servants, workers and/or employees, at the State Correctional Institute at Houtzdale,
Houtzdale, PA.

4. At all times relevant hereto, defendant, CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., was in
control of the premises, sidewalks and/or ditch located at the State Correctional Institute at
Houtzdale, and responsible for the overall condition of the real property located at the above
mentioned correctional facility.

5. At all times relevant hereto, defendant, ROST ENTERPRISE, INC., was the
subcontractor for defendant, CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., and was also responsible for the
overall condition of the real property located at the above mentioned correctional facility.

6. On or about Saturday, May 23, 1998 at approximately 12:00 P.M., plaintiff was an
inmate at The State Correctional Institute at Houtzdale, PA, walking on the sidewalk and tripped
in a ditch which was undergoing repair/construction work by defendants, which construction
companies were contracted by The State Correctional Institute at Houtzdale and the Pennsylvania
Department of Corrections, to perform its work. As a direct and proximate result of the
dangerous condition of the sidewalk and/or ditch, plaintiff sustained serious and permanent
personal injuries which are more particularly set forth hereinafter.

7. Defendants at all times knew or should have known of the aforesaid dangerous
condition and failed to correct such condition and/or otherwise protect the said plaintiff and the
public so situated.

8. The accident aforesaid and the injuries sustained by plaintiff, as a result thereof, were
caused solely as a result of the joint or several and direct or vicarious negligence of the
defendants, their agents, servants, workers, employees and/or contractors and were in no manner

caused by any act or failure to act on the part of the plaintiff.



9. The joint and/or several negligence of the defendants included the following;:

a. In failing to maintain the aforesaid location in a condition which would protect
and safeguard the plaintiff and other persons lawfully thereon;

b. In permitting the aforesaid location to remain in a dangerous condition, so as to
constitute a menace, danger, nuisance and/or trap for the plaintiff and other persons lawfully
thereon;

c. In failing to inspect the aforesaid location to ascertain the existence of
conditions which would pose an unreasonably dangerous hazard to the plaintiff and other persons
lawfully thereon;

d. In failing to warn the plaintiff and others of the dangerous condition existing at
the aforesaid premises;

e. In failing to use warning devices such as cones and/or barrier devices;

g. In permitting a dangerous condition to continue to exist after known, or having
reason to know, of the existence of said condition;

h. In otherwise failing to exercise due care under the circumstances.

10. As aresult of the accident aforesaid, the plaintiff sustained serious injuries,
including, but not limited to, a fracture of right carpal navicular, resulting in a permanent injury
and impairment of right wrist and hand; damage to his nerves and nervous system and emotional
distress.

11. As a further result of the accident aforesaid, the plaintiff has been forced to expend
various and diverse sums of money and to incur obligations for expenses in and about an effort to
cure himself of the abovg injury, as aforesaid, and to mitigate the effects of the ills

aforementioned to his great detriment and loss, all of which may continue in the future.



12. As a further result of the accident aforesaid, the plaintiff has suffered agonizing aches,
pains, mental anguish and disability and avers that such will continue for an indefinite period of
time in the future; he has been unable to attend to his daily duties, occupations and activities and
avers that such may continue for an indefinite period of time in the future.

13. As a further result of the accident aforesaid, the plaintiff has suffered a loss of earnings
and/or impairment of his earning capacity and power, which such loss and/or impairment of his
earning capacity and power may continue in the future, to his great detriment and loss.

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, jointly and/or
severally, in a sum in excess of Twenty Thousand ($20,000) Dollars, plus costs, and brings this
action to recover the same.

COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.

I VAT OS2 SV

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF




VERIFICATION

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO, hereby states that she is counsel for plaintiff herein and
verify that the statements made in the foregoing document are true and correct to the best of her
information, belief and knowledge.

The undersigned understand that the statements therein are made subject to the penalties

of 18 Pa. C.S. Sec. 4904 relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

s OVC

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO

DATED: _ )23 ®
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COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.

BY: MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
I. D. NO. 51448

1528 WALNUT STREET, 5™ FLOOR

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102 |

(215) 985-1515

KARL FRANCIS : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA
VS.
CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
AND :
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC. : NO. 00-514-CD
PRAECIPE TO SUBSTITUTE VERIFICATION
TO THE PROTHONOTARY:

Kindly substitute plaintiff’s Verification to that of plaintiff's Counsel to the Complaint in
Civil Action filed in this matter.

COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.

. Al TP DN

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

FILED

MAY 1 0 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary
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VERIFICATION

KARL FRANCIS, hereby state that he is the plaintiff herein and verifies
that the statements made in the foregoing document are true and correct to the best of his
information, belief and knowledge.

The undersigned understand that the statements therein are made subject to the

penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. Sec. 4904 relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

KARL FRANCIS

A
Dated: $-3-9¢°
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IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS,
Plaintiff,

VS.

CCE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND

ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

FILED

JUN 05 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary

Cuvil Action
No.: 00-514#y/cp

PRAECIPE FOR ENTRY OF
APPEARANCE

Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

Daniel R. Gigler, Esquire
PAID. 24783

GIGLER & JOYAL
612 Frick Building
437 Grant Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 471-9640



—

IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400
VS.

CCE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.
PRAECIPE FOR ENTRY OF APPEARANCE
TO: CLEARFIELD COUNTY PROTHONOTARY:
KINDLY ENTER my appearance on behalf of Defendant ROST ENTERPRISES, INC.

in the above-captioned case.

Respectfully submutted,

GIGLER & JOYAL

(-

EL R. GIGLER, ESQUIRE
Counsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing PRAECIPE FOR
ENTRY OF APPEARANCE was served by First Class, United States mail, postage prepaid,
upon the following parties on this 9\ day of June, 2000:
Mona Shuben Picciotto, Esquire
Cbohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th F1.

Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCE Construction Co., Inc.

203 Lynndale Court:
Mechanicsburg, PA 17055
(Defendant)
b Y\
DaNIEL R. GIGLER/ESQIRE

Counsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-514 }2/ co
VS. NOTICE OF SERVICE OF
DEFENDANT’S FIRST SET OF
CCE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND INTERROGATORIES DIRECTED
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC. TO PLAINTIFF
Defendant. Filed on behalf of:

Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.
Counsel of Record for this Party:

Daniel R. Gigler, Esquire
PA 1D. 24783

GIGLER & JOYAL
612 Frick Building

437 Grant Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 471-9640

FILED

'JUN 0 5 2830

William A. Shaw
Prothonatary
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IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400
VSs.

CCE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

NOTICE OF SERVICE OF DEFENDANT’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES DIRECTED TO PLAINTIFF

I hereby certify that on this 2nd day oéjﬁne, 2000, an original and one (1) copy of

Interrogatories Directed to the Plaintiffs, and a copy ‘of this Notice were served by First Class
United States mail, postage prepaid, upon counsel for Plaintiffs as follows:

Mona Shuben Picciotto, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, S5th Fl.
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCE Construction Co., Inc.
203 Lynndale Court
Mechanicsburg, PA 17055
(Defendant)

GIGLER & JOYAL

[

DANIEL R. GIGLEY, BSQUIRE

Counsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.



MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

FRANCIS, KARL 00-514-CD
CCIngNSTRUCTION co. INC. FILED
COMPLAINT

SHERIFF RETURNS JUN 12 2000

NOW MAY 5, 2000, R. THOMAS KLINE, SHERIFF OF CUMBERLA%m‘QSgPpm
COUNTY WAS DEPUTIZED BY CHESTER A. HAWKINS, SHERIFF OpFWviliamA.ohaw
CLEARFIELD COUNTY TO SERVE THE WITHIN COMPLAINT oN ccr Prothonotary
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., DEFENDANT.

NOW MAY 12, 2000 SERVED THE WITHIN COMPLAINT ON CCI
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC, DEFENDANT BY DEPUTIZING THE SHERIFF OF
CUMBERLAND COUNTY. THE RETURN OF SHERIFF KLINE IS HERETO
ATTACHED AND MADE A PART OF THIS RETURN STATING THAT HE
SERVED JOHN ORTENZIL, PRESIDENT.

NOW MAY 15, 2000, PETER DEFAZIO, SHERIFF OF ALLEGHENY COUNTY
WAS DEPUTIZED BY CHESTER A. HAWKINS, SHERIFF OF CLEARFIELD
COUNTY TO SERVE THE WITHIN COMPLAINT ON ROST ENTERPRISES INC
DEFENDANT.

NOW MAY 18, 2000 SERVED THE WITHIN COMPLAINT ON ROST
ENTERPRISES INC., DEFENDANT BY DEPUTIZING THE SHERIFF OF
ALLEGHENY COUNTY. THE RETURN OF SHERIFF DEFAZIO IS HERETO
ATTACHED AND MADE A PART OF THIS RETURN STATING THAT HE
SERVED VICKY DELUCE, RECPT.

43.76 SHFF. HAWKINS PAID BY: ATTY.
29.18 SHFF. KLINE PAID BY: ATTY.
35.50 SHFF. DEFAZIO PAID BY: ATTY.
3.00 NOTARY PAID BY: ATTY.

20.00 SURCHARGE PAID BY: ATTY.

SWORN TO BEFOKE ME THIS SQ ANSWERS,

N ’ 2000
Brothonstan ' CHEJTER A. (HAWKINS

My Commission Expires " SHERIFF
1st Monday n Jan. 2002 Q
Clearfield Co., Clearfield, PA. 33




. SHERIFF'S RETURN - REGULAR
CASE NO: 2000-00351 T

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:
COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND

FRANCIS KARL

VS

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO INC

ROBERT L. FINK , Sheriff or Deputy Sheriff of

Cumberland County, Pensylvania, who being duly sworn according to law,

says, the within COMPLAINT & NOTICE was served upon
CCI CONSTRUCTION CO INC the
DEFENDANT , at 0016:00 HOURS, on the 12th day of May , 2000

at 2500 OLD GETTYSBURG ROAD

CAMP HILL, PA 17011 by handing to

JOHN ORTENZIL (PRESIDENT)

a true and attested copy of COMPLAINT & NOTICE together with

and at the same time directing His attention to the contents thereof.

Sheriff's Costs: So Answers:
Docketing 18.00
Service 8.68 %w(/ p
Affidavit 2.50 i”"
Surcharge .00 R. Thomas Kline
.00

29.18 05/15/2000
COHEN, DIPAUL, HABER & PICCIOT

Sworn and Subscribed to before
me this 4{2? day of
TN o, }A.D.;arvﬁp

- NCNDZARIAL SEAL
PMPMAASHMTONva%mm
Carlisle Boro, Cumberiand County

My Comtiission Expires December 17, 2001

- 955/



'O%heriff ‘s (Dffice

OFFICE (8B14) 765-2641
AFTER 4:00 PM. (814) 765-15633

CLEARFIELD COUNTY FAX
(814) 765-6089

A leartield Qounty

) SUITE 1186
1 NORTH SECOND STREET - COURTHOUSE

CHESTER A. HAWKINS CLEARFIELD, PENNSYLVANIA 16830
SHERIFF
DARLENE SHULTZ MARILYN HAMM
CHIEF DEPUTY DEPT. CLERK
MARGARET PUTT PETER F. SMITH
OFFICE MANAGER SOLICITOR
DEPUTATION

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS NO.00-514-CD

Vs ACTION: COMPLAINT
CCI CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. al
SERVE BY:  g/3/00
or

HEARING DATE:
Ehkkkhkkkhhhhdkdddhhdhdkhdhhhhhhhhhhdhhkhhhkhhkhhhrkkhhhkkkhkhkhkhhhdk

SERVE: CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
ADDRESS: 203 Lynndale Court, Mechanicsburg, Pa. 17055
Thkkhhkdhkhhhkdhhhdkdhkkhhhkhhdhhkhhhkhrhkrhhhhkktdhhhhrhhrkhkkrrkkkx

" Know all msn by thess precents, that I, CHESTER A. HAWKINE,
HIGH SHERIFF of CLEARFIELD COUNTY, State of Pennsylvania, do hereby

deputize the SHERIFF of CUMBERLAND County to execute this writ.
This deputation being made at the request and risk of the plaintiff
this 5th day of MAY 2000.
Respectfully,,
‘3";‘.‘ R /_‘.vv-: Y/"“"_M,,,L_i--‘l""“’_

2ol
P

' CHESTER A. HAWKINS,
SHERIFF OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY

MAKE REFUND PAYABLE TO: (oupy, DipAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, Attorneys



[

PETER R. DEFAZIO ALLEGHENY COUNTY SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT DENNIS SKOSNIK
Sheriff 436 GRANT STREET Chief Deputy
PITTSBURGH, PA 15219-2496
PHONE (412) 350-4700
PLAINTIFF KARL FRANCIS '
VS. 0&“ CASE#___ 00-514-CD
EFT. CCI CONSTRUCTION CO. INC EXPIRES____6/3/00
RVE: ROST ENTERPRISES INC 0 SUMMONS/PRAECIPE
DD. DEFT. SERVE: RC . : Q SEIZURE OR POSSESSION
ADD. DEFT. Wild Drive GKNOTICE AND COMPLAINT
ADDRESS - Q EXECUTION - LEVY OR GARNISHEE
Q OTHER =~
MUNICIPALITY or CITY WARD S" (1 &D(%ﬂ’\' \U\éj ATTY. Mana ,Shuben Picciotrd, [ |\ )
DATE: May 15 #g_2C ADDH{ sq L5z Wéut\—sﬂ,léth/}“l/.
ATTY'S Phone \Bhilat P| \l r \
INDICATE TYPE OF SERVICE: 0 PERSONAL O PERSON IN CHARGE & DEPUTIZE Q CERT. MAIL O POSTEMH LEVY O SEIZED & STORE
Now. May 15 552000 | sHERIFF OF KKSEGRENY COUNTY , PA do hereby deputize the Sheriff of
ALLEGHENY County to execute this Writ and make return thereof according to law

NOTE: ONLY APPLICABLE ON WRIT OF EXECUTION: N.B. WAIVER OF WATCHMAN - Any deputy sheriff levying upon or attaching any property under within writ may
|leave same without a watchman, in custody of whomaver is found in possession, after notifying person or attachment without liability on the part of such deputy herein
for any loss, destruction or removal of any property before sheriff's sale thereof.

Seize, levy, advertise and sell all the personal property of the defendant on the premises located at:

MAKE MODEL MOTOR NUMBER SERIAL NUMBER LICENSE NUMBER

_-SHERIFF’'S OFFICE USE ONLY

| hereby CERTIFY AND RETURN that on the /)( day of A by 16202 a

a o'clock A.M{/P.M, Xddress Ajbve/Address Below. County of Allegheny, Pennsylvania
I have served in the manner described below:
Q Defendant(s) personally served.

Q Adult family member with whom said Defendant(s) reside(s). Name & Refationship
0 Adult in charge of Defendant's residence who refused to give name or relationship.

anager/Clerk of place of lodging in which Defendant(s) reside(s). o f° 4 ™ { £
‘Agent or person in charge of Defendan(s) office or usual place of business. LZZ_C‘Q// L /Uce -~ Kl
a

ther
Q Property Posted
Defendant not found because: dMoved (O Unknown [ NoAnswer (O Vacant O Other
O Certified Mail T Receipt O Envelope Returned O Neither receipt or envelope returned: writ expired
O Regular Mail  Why,

You are hereby notified that on , 19 , levy was made in the case of
Possession/Sale has been set for 19 at o’clock.

YOU MUST CALL DEPUTY ON THE MORNING OF SALE/POSSESSION BETWEEN 8:30 - 9:30 A.M.

ATTEMPTS / / / /
n
2000 PET FAZIO, Sheriff
\
Additional Costs Due $ , This is ptdce Rotarial Seal D
on writ when returned to Prothonotary. Please check before Shella R. O'Brien, Notary Public eputy

satisfying case. Pittsburgh, Allegheny oudistrict
My Commission Expires June 13, 2000

/
- White Copy - Sheriff Me(Rifp RSy Associationof BIRES Attorney

T - e i

—
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PETER R. DEFAZIO ALLEGHENY COUNTY SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT DENNIS SKOSNIK
PITTSBURGH, PA 15219-2496
PHONE (412) 350-4700

PLAINTIFF KARL FRANCIS t
VS. “1‘:{\.. i CASE#___ 00-514-CD
861 CONSTRUCTION CO. INC * X EXPIRES_____6/3/00
SERVE: ROST ENTRRPRISES INC. r 0 SUMMONS/PRAECIPE
DD DEFT. 14 Dri O SEIZURE OR POSSESSION
ADD. DEFT. ' r-ve EKXNOTICE AND COMPLAINT
GARNISHEE Greenock, Pa. 15047 Q REVIVAL of SCI FA
Q INTERROGATORIES
ADDRESS ) Q EXECUTION - LEVY OR GARNISHEE
K‘é 0 OTHER ~
MUNICIPALITY or CITY WARD V’f \7 Pﬂ%’ﬂ" \1 ATTY Mona Shuben Picciettd . ( | ™
DATE: May 15 %g_2000 * ADDR s§. (1828 (W igutist L, Gebrri?
VB
ATTY'S Phone }\Rbm' P‘?/'\j"g 'Q'K‘
INDICATE TYPE OF SERVICE: O PERSONAL O PERSON IN CHARGE X DEPUTIZE O CERT. MAIL O POSTElS\EL@’fH LEvY O SEIZED & STORE
Now. May 15 %62000 |, SHERIFF OF AEBEGHENY COUNTY , PA do hereby deputize the Sheriff of
ALLEGHENY County to execute this Writ and make return thereof according to law

NOTE: ONLY APPLICABLE ON WRIT OF EXECUTION: N.B. WAIVER OF WATCHMAN - Any deputy sheriff levying upon or attaching any property under within writ may
leave same without a watchman, in custody of whomever is found in possession, after notifying person or attachment without liability on the part of such deputy herein
for any loss, destruction or removal of any property before sheriff's sale thereof.

Seize, levy, advertise and sell all the personal property of the defendant on the premises located at:

MAKE MODEL MOTOR NUMBER - SERIAL NUMBER LICENSE NUMBER

SHERIFF’'S OFFICE USE ONLY

| hereby CERTIFY AND RETURN that on the / Y day of KMM , 132 o a

A- () o'clock A.MJP.M_Atidress Above/Address Below. County of Allegheny, Pennsylvania
| have served in the manner described below:
{0 Defendant(s) personally served.
0 Adult family member with whom said Defendant(s) reside(s). Name & Relationship

0 Adult in charge of Defendant's residence who refusedto give name or relationship.
O/Manager/Clerk of place of lodging in which Defendant(s) reside(s). 4 ™~ { Pan
)Q\?gent or person in charge of Defendant(s) office or usual place of business. ‘ // (,K/j L)Z/u o /{/e C [d
Q other v /

0 Property Posted
Defendant not found because: O Moved O Unknown O NoAnswer O vacant QO Other

Q Certitied Mait O Receipt 0O Envelope Returned O Neither receipt or envelope returned: writ expired
O Regular Mail  Why

You are hereby notified that on , 19 , levy was made in the case of
Possession/Sale has been set for - , 19 at o'clock.

YOU MUST CALL DEPUTY ON THE MORNING OF SALE/POSSESSION BETWEEN 8:30 - 9:30 A.M.

ATTEMPTS / / / / / /
PETER R. DEFAZIO Sherlﬁ

Additional Costs Due $ This is pl}cM('&\ /6/%(‘% y// u N/

on writ when returned to Prothonotary. Please check before Deputy
satistying case. District 7

White Copy - Sheriff Yellow - Sheriff Pink Copy - Attorney

‘.



COHEN, DiPAUL,. HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.
BY: MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO
IDENTIFICATIONNO. 51448

1528 WALNUT STREET

5thFLOOR

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19102
(215)985-1515  Telecopier: (215) 985-1616

KARJ, FRANCIS
6001 Rising Sun Avenue
Philadelphia, PA 19111

 VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
203 Lynndale Court
Mechanicsburg, PA 17055

and

" ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.
WILD DRIVE

_ GREENOCK, PA 15047

Copy

ATTORNEY FOR: PLAINTIFF

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY,E

e, OO-SMQQ'.

| hereby certify this to be atrue
and atiested coov of the original
. starement fhad in this case.

COMPLAINT IN CIVIL ACTION

NOTICE -

You have been sued in court. if you wish to defend against the slaima set forth
in the foliowing peges, you must take action within twenty (20) days after this
compiaint and notice are served, by entering & written appearance personally of
by attorney and filing in writing with tha court your defenses of objactions 1o the
claims st forth apainst you. You are wamed that H you fall to do 80 the cese may
proceed without you and & judgement may be entered apainet you by the court
without further notice foc any money clalmed In the complaint or for any other
claim or relief requestad by the plaintiff, Yourmay icse monsy or property of other
fighte important to you. ot

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
TC FIND OUT WHERE YOU CAN GET LEGAL HELP.

COURT ADMINISTRATOR
- Clearfield County Courthoue’
. Second and. Market Streets
Clearfield, PA 16830
(814) 765-2641, Ext. 50~51

MaY €4 2000
Attest: | ' L ,ﬁé—/%'

Prethonotary

AVISO

Le han demando a usted sn I8 cone, S| usted quiere deferderse de estes
demandas expuestas on las paginasg sigulentes, usted tiene veinte (20).dias de
plazo al partr de la fecha de iz demanda y la notificacion. Hace falta asantar una
comparencia escritaroen persona o con un abogado y sntregar & (s cofta en forme
escrita datensas o sus objeciones & las demandas en contra de su persona. Sea
avisado que st usted no 36 defienda, la corte tomare medkias y puede continuat
ladamanda s contra suya sinprevioaviss onotificacion. Ademss, la cone puede
decidlr 2 laver del demendante y requlere que usted cumpla con todes las
provisiones de esta demanda. Usted puecis perder dinero o sus propiedades u
otros derechos importantes para usted.

LLEVE ESTA DEMANDA A UN ABOGADO INMEDIATAMENTE. S| NO
TIENE ABOGADO O SI NO TIENE EL DINERO SUFICIENTE DE PAGAR TAL
SERVICIO, VAYA EN PERSONA O LLAME POR TELEFONO A LA OFICINA
CUYA DIRECCION SE ENCUENTRA ESCRITA ABAJO PARA AVERIGUAR
DONDE SE PUEDE CONSEGUIR ASISTENCIA LEGAL, -



. COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C

BY: MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO

I. D. NO. 51448

1528 WALNUT STREET, 5™ FLOOR
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102

(215) 985-1515

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

KARL FRANCIS
6001 RISING SUN AVENUE
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19111

VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
- 203 LYNNDALE COURT
MECHANICSBURG, PA 17055

AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

WIDE DRIVE
GREENOCK, PA 15047

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA

NO.

COMPLAINT IN CIVIL ACTION

1. Plaintiff is an adult individual residing at the above captioned address.

2. Defendant, CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC,, is a Pennsylvania Corporation, with an

office for service of process at 203 Lynndale Court, Mechanicsburg, PA, and conducts business

in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and at all times relevant hereto, was acting by and

through its agents, servants, workers and/or employees, at the State Correctional Institute at

Houtzdale, Houtadale, PA.

3. Defendant, ROST ENTERPRISE, INC., is a Michigan Corporation and authorized to

business in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with an office for service of process at Wide

Drive, Greenock, PA 15047 , and at all times relevant hereto, was acting by and through its



agents, servants, workers and/or employees, at the State Correctional Institute at Houtzdale,
Houtzdale, PA.

4. At all times relevant hereto, defendant, CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., was in
control of the premises, sidéwalks and/or ditch located at the State Correctional Institute at
Houtzdale, and responsible for the overall condition of the real property located at the above
mentioned correctional facility.

5. At all times relevant hereto, defendant, ROST ENTERPRISE, INC., was the
subcontractor for defendant, CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., and was also responsible for the
overall condition of the real property located at the above mentioned correctional facility.

6. On or about Saturday, May 23, 1998 at approximately 12:00 P.M., plaintiff was an

- inmate at The State Correctional Institute at Houtzdale, PA, walking on the sidewalk and tn'pf)ed
in a ditch which was undergoing repair/construction work by defendants, which construction
companies were contracted by The State Correctional Institute at Houtzdale and the Pennsylvania
Department of Corrections, to perform its work. As a direct and proximate result of the
dangerous conditior; of the sidewalk and/or ditch, plaintiff sustained serious and permanent
pefsonal injuries which are more particularly set forth hereinafter.

7. Defendants at all times knew or should have known of the aforesaid dangéro_us
condition and failed to correct such condition and/or otherwise protect thé said plaintiff and the
public so situated.

8. The accident aforesaid and the injuries sustained by plaintiff, as a result thereof, were
caused solely as a result of the joint or several and direct or vicarious negligence of the
defendants, their agents, servants, workers, employees and/or contractors and were in no manner

caused by any act or failure to act on the part of the plaintiff.



9. The joint and/or several negligence of the defendants included the following:

a. In failing to maintain the aforesaid location in a condition which would protect
and safeguard the plaintiff and other persons lawfully thereon, |

b. In »permitting'the aforesaid location to remain in a dangerous condition, so as to-
constitute a menace, danger, nuisance and/or trap for the plaintiff and other persons lawfully
theréon;

c. In failing to inspect the aforesaid loc;ation to ascertain the existence of
conditions which would pose an unreasonably dangerous hazard to the plaintiff and other persons
lawfully thereon;

d. In failing to warn the plaintiff and oth;rs of the dangerous condition existing at
the aforesaid premisés;

e. In failing to use warning devices such as cones and/or barrier devices;

g. In permitting a dangerous condition to continue to gxist after known, or having
reason to know, bf the existence of said condition;

h. In otherwise failing to exercise due care under the circumstances.

10. As a result of the accident aforesaid, the plaintiff sustained serious injuries,
including, but not limited to,A a fracture of right carpal navicﬁlar, resulting in a permanent injury
and impairment of right wrist and hand; damage to his nerves and ncrvous. system and emotional
distress.

11. As a further result of the accident aforesaid, the plaintiff has been forced to expend
various and diverse sums of money and to incur obligations for expenses in and about an effort to
cure himself of the abovg irjury, as aforesaid, and to mitigate the effects of the ills

aforementioned to his great detriment and loss, all of which may continue in the future.



12. As a further result of thé accident aforesaid, the plaintiff has suffered agonizing aches,
pains, mental anguish and disability and avers that such will continue fdr an indefinite period of
time in the fuﬁn’e; ].'.lC has been unable to attend to his daily duties, occupations and activities and
avers that such may continue for an indefinite period of time in the future.

13. As a further result of thé accident aforesaid, the plaintiff has suffered a loss of earnings

- and/or impairment of his earning capacity and power, which such loss and/or impairment of his
earning capacity and power may continue in the future, to his great detriment and loss.
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendants, jointly and/or
severally, in a sum in excess of Twenty Thousand ($20,000) Dollars, plus costs, and brings this
action to recover the same.

COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.

‘BY: AL AP Cec ol

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF




VERIFICATION

MONA SHUBEN PICCIGTTO, hereby states that she is counsel fbr plaintiff herein and
. veﬁfy that the statements made in the forégoing document are true and correct to the best of her
information, belief and knowledge.
The undersigned understand that the statements therein are made subject to the penalties

of 18 Pa. C.S. Sec. 4904 relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO

DATED: _ )23 ®




IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

You are hereby notified to file a written
response to the enclosed Answer and New

Matter and New Matter Pursuant to Pa. R.C.P.

2252(d) within 20 days from service
hereof or a judgment may be entered
against you.

iel R. Gigler, Equire
Counsel for Rost Enterprise, Inc.

FILE!

0657 27 2000

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary

Civil Action
No.: 00-51400

ANSWER, NEW MATTER
AND NEW MATTER PURSUANT
TO PA. R.C.P. 2252(d)

Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

Daniel R. Gigler, Esquire
PALD. 24783

GIGLER & JOYAL
612 Frick Building
437 Grant Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 471-9640



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400
VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.
ANSWER, NEW MATTER
AND NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO PA. R.C.P. 2252(d)
NOW COMES Rost Enterprises, Inc., by and through its attorneys, GIGLER &
JOYAL and Daniel R. Gigler, Esquire and responds to the Complaint in this case, averring the

following in support:

ANSWER
1. The averments of Paragraph 1 are admitted.
2. Upon reasonable investigation, this Defendant is unable to form a belief as to

the truth of the averments contained in Paragraph 2 of the Plaintiff’s Complaint. Therefore,
the same are denied and strict proof thereof is demanded at the time of trial.

3. The averments of Paragraph 3 are admitted, with the ex.ception that the proper
designation of this defendant is Rost Enterprises, Inc., not Rost Enterprise, Inc.

4, The averments of Paragraph 4 are admitted.



5. The averments of Paragraph 5 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response 1s required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, it 1s denied that Rost
Enterprises was responsible for he overall condition of the real property located at the subject
facility; to the contrary, said property was under the care, custody and control of the co-
defendant and/or the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the specific state agency overseeing
the SCI Houtzdale.

6. The averments of Parégraph 6 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, no response is
required pursuant to the provisions of Pa. R.C.P. 1029(e) and strict proof thereof will be
demanded at trial.

7. The averments of Paragraph 7 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, no response is
required pursuant to the provisions of Pa. R.C.P. 1029(e) and strict proof thereof will be
demanded at trial.

8. The averments of Paragraph 8 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, no response is
required pursuant to the provisions of Pa. R.C.P. 1029(e) and strict proof thereof will be
demanded at trial.

9. The averments of Paragraph 9(a-h inclusive) set forth conclusions of law to
which no response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, no response
1s required pursuant to the provisions of Pa. R.C.P. 1029(e) and strict proof thereof will be

demanded at trial.



By way of further response, Paragraph 9(h) fails to conform to law or rule of
court and this defendant reserves the right to move at the appropriate time to strike said
averment from the Complaint.

10.  The averments of Paragraph 10 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, upon reasonable
investigation, this Defendant is unable to form a belief as to the truth of the averments
contained in Paragraph 10 of the Plaintiff’s Complaint. Therefore, the same are denied and
strict proof thereof is demanded at the time of trial.

11.  The averments of Paragraph 11 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, upon reasonable
investigation, this Defendant is unable to form a belief as to the truth of the averments
contained in Paragraph 11 of the Plaintiff’s Complaint. Therefore, the same are denied and
strict proof thereof is demanded at the time of trial.

12.  The averments of Paragraph 12 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, upon reasonable
investigation, this Defendant is unable to form a belief as to the truth of the averments
contained in Paragraph 12 of the Plaintiff’s Complaint. Therefore, the same are denied and
strict proof thereof is demanded at the time of trial.

13.  The averments of Paragraph 13 set forth conclusions of law to which no
response is required. To the extent said averments are factual in nature, upon reasonable
investigation, this Defendant 1s unable to form a belief as to the truth of the averments
contained in Paragraph 13 of the Plaintiff’s Complaint. Therefore, the same are denied and

strict proof thereof is demanded at the time of trial.



WHEREFORE, Rost Enterprises, Inc. demands judgment in its favor.

NEW MATTER

14.  The Answer of Rost Enterprises, Inc. as set forth above is incorporated herein
by reference.

15.  Ifitis determined that this defendant is liable under the plaintiff’s cause of
action, then plaintiff’s recovery should be eliminated or reduced in accordance with the
Pennsylvania Comparative Negligence Act, 42 Pa. C.S.A. Section 1702, and said defense is
hereby preserved without the need of further pleading pursuant to the provisions of Pa. R.C.P.
1030(b).

16.  If the plaintiff suffered any injuries as alleged, plaintiff by his conduct assumed
the risk of those injuries and damages due to the conduct herein before alleged, and said
defense is hereby preserved without the need of further pleading pursuant to the provisions of
Pa. R.C.P. 1030(b).

17.  The damages and injuries allegedly éustained by the plaintiff were proximately
caused by the acts and/or omissions of plaintiff or third persons for whose actions this
defendant is not legally responsible.

18. The right to file such additional defenses, affirmative defenses, crossclaims,
counterclaims and/or third party claims as may be appropriate upon completion of
investigation and discovery in this matter is reserved.

WHEREFORE, Rost Enterprises, Inc. demands judgment in its favor.



NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO PA. R.C.P. 2252(D)

19. The Answer and New Matter of Rost Enterprises, Inc. as set forth above is
incorporated herein by reference.

20.  If plaintiff suffered injuries as alleged, then the co-defendant CCI
Construction, Inc., and/or any cther parties which may be named as defendants in this action,
are solely liable to plaintiff on his cause of action.

21.  Ifitis determined that this defendant is liable to any extent for the injuries
alleged by the plaintiff, which liability is expressly denied, then this defendant avers that the
co-defendant CCI Construction, Inc., and/or any other parties which may be named as
defendants in this action, are jointly and severally liable with it or liable over to it on
plaintiff’s cause of action. In so pleading, this defendant preserves its rights of contribution
and/or indemnity as against said co-defendant and/or any other parties which may be named
as defendants 1n this action.

WHEREFORE, Rost Enterprises, Inc. demands judgment in its favor.

Respectfully submitted,

GIGLER & JOYAL

A o=

DAMEL R. GIGLER, ESQUIRE
Counsel for Defendant
Rost Enterprises, Inc.




VERIFICATION

I, DANIEL R. GIGLER, ESQUIRE, have read the foregoing ANSWER, NEW
MATTER and NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO RULE 2252(d) of DEFENDANT ROCTON
CORPORATION.

The statements therein are correct to the best of my personal knowledge or
information and belief.

This Verification is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S.A., Section
4904, relating to unsworn falsification to authorities, which provides that if I make knowingly
false averments, I may be subject to criminal penalties.

I am authorized to make this statement on behalf of Defendant Rocton

Corporation because of my position as their attorney.

] ﬂ-

DANIEL R. GIGLER, ESQ$ARE

DATED: (. 0/9 {Aﬁ O




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the ANSWER, NEW
MATTER AND NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO PA. R.C.P. 2252(d) was served by

~H
First Class, United States mail, postage prepaid, upon the following parties on this 07 o

dayof OCHo 6o~ 2000

Mona Shuben Picciotto, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th F1.
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.O. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800
(Defendant)

' %. .

DANIEL R. GIGLER, ESQUIRE
Counsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY.PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS : CIVIL ACTION
VS. : NO. 00-51400
CCI CONSTRUCTION CO.,, INC. AND : PLAINTIFF’S REPLY TO NEW
MATTER
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.
MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO, ESQUIRE
COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO
1528 Walnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19102
Attorney for Plaintiff
(215) 985-1515
REPLY TO NEW MATTER
14. Admitted.

15. Denied. The allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of defendant’s New Matter aver
conclusions of law to which no response is required. Strict proof of same is demanded at time of
trial.

16. Denied. The allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of defendant’s New Matter aver
conclusions of law to which no response is required. Strict proof of same is demanded at time of
trial.

17. Denied. The allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of defendant’s New Matter aver

conclusions of law to which no response is required. Strict proof of same is demanded at time of

v )
NOV 03 2C00

Witi~m A, Sy

Proinonziay



18. Denied. The allegations contained in Paragraph 18 of defendant’s New Matter aver
conclusions of law to which no response is required. Strict proof of same is demanded at time of
trial.

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against the defendant herein as set forth in

his Complaint.

COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.

BY: %(D\ DZCL%A-

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF




VERIFICATION

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO, hereby states that she is counsel for plaintiff
herein and verify that the statements made in the foregoing document are true and correct to the
best of her information, belief and knowledge.

The undersigned understand that the statements therein are made subject to the penalties

of 18 Pa. C.S. Sec. 4904 relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

%“’5“ Pz

MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO

DATED: Lo I -o0




IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

el

SHiED

NOV 15 2000

Wiliam A, Shaw”
Proihorstary

CIVIL ACTION

No.: 00-51400

DEFENDANT’S VERIFICATION TO
ANSWER AND NEW MATTER AND
NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO PA R.C.P.
2252(d)

Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.
Counsel of Record for this Party:

Daniel R. Gigler, Esquire
PA 1D. 24783

GIGLER & JOYAL
612 Frick Building
437 Grant Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 471-9640



IN COURT OF COMMON 2LEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400

VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.
VERIFICATION

I, William R. Rost as President ,

and on behalf of ROST ENTERPRISES, INC. have read the foregoing ANSWER and NEW
MATTER, and NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO PA R.C.P. 2252(d). The statements therein
are correct to the best of my perscnal knowledge or information and belief.

This Verification is made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S.A., Section 4904
relating to unsworn falsification to authorities, which provides that if I make knowingly false
averments, I may be subjeci to criminal penalties.

=2~

g

DATED: November 10, 2000




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing VERIFICATION
TO ANSWER and NEW MATTER and NEW MATTER PURSUANT TO PA R.C.P.
2252(d) was served by First Class, United States mail, postage prepaid, upon the following

parties on this 14™ day of November 2000:

Mona Shuben Picciotto, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th F1.
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.O. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800
(Defendant)

J ﬂo

DANIEL R. GIGLER, ESQUIRE
Counsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.



FILED
//szﬁ WMN@@HWSPP

William
Prothonotary




IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS,
Plaintiff,

VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND

ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

FILED
JAN 3 0 2001

“iiiam A, Shaw
“rothonotary

CIVIL ACTION

No.: 00-51400

DEFENDANT’S SUBSTITITION
OF COUNSEL

Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

Jerry S. Eisenberg, Esquire
PALD. #41241

GIGLER & JOYAL
612 Frick Building
437 Grant Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 471-9640



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action

Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400

! Vs.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC. '

Defendant.

SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL

TO: PROTHONOTARY
PLEASE substitute the appearance of Jerry S. Eisenberg, Esquire, of Gigler & Joyal in

place of Daniel Gigler, Esquire for Defendant, Rost Enterprises, Inc. with regard to the above-

captioned case.

\ Respectfully submitted,

: GIGLER & JOYAL

Sy iy

/THRRY S. EISENBERG, ESQUIRE -
ounsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing SUBSTITUTION
OF COUNSEL was served by First Class, United States mail, postage prepaid, upon the

following parties on this 29™ day of J anuary 2001:

Mona Shuben Picciotto, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th FL
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.O. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800
(Defendant)

(] <

Y S. EISENBERG, ESQUIRE
sel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.




COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.

BY: MONA SHUBEN PICCIOTTO ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
ILD. NO. 51448

230 SOUTH BROAD STREET, 9™ FLOOR

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102

215-985-1515

KARL FRANCIS : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
6001 RISING SUN AVENUE : CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PA
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19111 :

Vs,

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

203 LYNNDALE COURT

MECHANICSBURG, PA 17055
AND

ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

WIDE DRIVE :
GREENOCK, PA 15047 : NO. 00-514-CD

WITHDRAWAL OF APPEARANCE
TO THE PROTHONOTAY:

Kindly withdraw my appearance on behalf of the plaintiff in the above captioned matter.

COHEN, DiPAUL, HABER & PICCIOTTO, P.C.
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

TO THE PROTHONOTARY:

Kindly enter my appearance on behalf of the plaintiff in the above captioned matter.

F | LE D COHEN, DiP , HABER & PICC O,p.C

BY:
MABBTN. S.. HABER, ESQUTRE
DEC 13 200! ATPOKNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

Qa8 necc
William A. Shaw
Prethonetary




IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS,
Plaintiff,

VS,

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

CIVIL ACTION

No.: 00-51400

PRAECIPE FOR SUBSTITITION

- OF COUNSEL

Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

John B. Cromer, Esquire
PA 1D. #66773

GIGLER & JOYAL
612 Frick Building
437 Grant Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 471-9640

FILED

AU 0 5 2007
M| [.ak)noc<

William A. Shaw
Gy

Prethenetary



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400
Vs.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

PRAECIPE FOR OF COUNSEL

TO: PROTHONOTARY
PLEASE substitute the appearance of John B. Cromer, Esquire, of Gigler & Joyal
in place of Jerry S. Eisenberg for Defendant, Rost Enterprises, Inc. with regard to the above-

captioned case.

GIGLER & JOYAL

otz

JohR\B.-€Tomer, Esquire
ounsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing PRAECIPE FOR
SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL was served by First Class, United States mail, postage

prepaid, upon the following parties on this \ day of August, 2002:

Mark Haber, Esquire
230 South Broad Street, 9" Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.0. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800
(Defendant)

GIGLER & JOYAL

! JohirB. Cromer, Esquire
Counsel for Defendant Rost Enterprises, Inc.



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400
Vvs.
CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND STIPULATION

ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

Filed on behalf of:
DEFENDANT ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

David J. Nichols, Esquire
PA 1.D.# 87579

LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH S. WEIMER
Firm No. 301

975 Two Chatham Center
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 338-3145

HLED M
”{ / "\’"2005

Wnlnam A. Shaw
Pro thonotary/Clerk of Courts



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400

VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

STIPULATION

It is hereby stipulated that the parties are only permitted to seek recovery of any
judgment or award against CCI Construction Co., Inc. from the available insurance
proceeds of the insurance companies that provided coverage for CCI Construction Co.,

Inc., with regard to the above-captioned case.

¢DiPaul, Haber 1cciotto, P.C.

y L] A

Mérvin S. Haber, Esquire
Attormey for Plaintiff, Karl Francis

BY:

Law Office of Joseph S. Weimer

s Bl

Bavid J. Nic}fols, Esquire
Attorney for Defendant, Rost Enterprise,
Inc.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing STIPULATION was

s
served by First Class Mail, postage pre-paid, upon the following parties on this g

day of March, 2005.

Marvin S. Haber, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th F1.
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.0. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800

(Defendant)

Robert E. Chernicoff, Esquire
Cunningham & Chermicoff, P.C.
2320 North Second Street
P.O. Box 60457
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17106-0457

| ] —

David J. Nicl{ols, Esquire
Attorney for Defendant, Rost Enterprise,
Inc.

L% OFFICE OF JOSEPH S. WEIMER
By




IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

KARL FRANCIS,
Plaintiff,
VS.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

Civil Action

No.: 00-51400

NOTICE OF FIRM NAME
CHANGE/CHANGE OF ADDRESS

Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

David J. Nichols, Esquire
PA 1D # 87579

Law Office of Joseph S. Weimer
975 Two Chatham Center
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 338-3184

FILED
et

William A. Shaw
Prothonotary/Clerk of Courts



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff;, No.: 00-51400
Vs.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

NOTICE OF FIRM NAME CHANGE/CHANGE OF ADDRESS

Kindly change the docket to reflect the new firm name of the Law Office
of Joseph S. Weimer in place of Gigler & Joyal and change the address to the Law Office
of Joseph S. Weimer, 975 Two Chatham Center, Pittsburgh, Pennsyivania 15219. The

new telephone number is (412) 338-3184.

LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH S. WEIMER

o D M

David J. Nichbols, Esquire
Attorney for Defendant,
Rost Enterprise, Inc.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby ceriify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF
FIRM NAME CHANGE/CHANGE OF ADDRESS was served by First Class Mail,
postage pre-paid, upon the following parties on this 4™ day of February 2005.

Marvin S. Haber, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th Fl.
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.O. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800
(Defendant)

LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH S. WEIMER

BY: %MD hq/\

David J. Nfch(j»ls, Esquire
Attorney for Defendant,
Rost Enterprise, Inc.




IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, . Civil Action
. ' . "Cb
Plaintiff, No.: 00-514690
Vs.
‘ PRAECIPE FOR SUBSTITUTION OF
CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND COUNSEL
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant. Filed on behalf of:
Defendant Rost Enterprise, Inc.

Counsel of Record for this Party:

David J. Nichols, Esquire
PA1D.# 87579

Law Office of Joseph S. Weimer
975 Two Chatham Center
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 338-3184

o

FILED

0 AT

William A. Shaw
Protnonotary/CIerk of Courts



IN COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
KARL FRANCIS, Civil Action
Plaintiff, No.: 00-51400
VSs.

CCI CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AND
ROST ENTERPRISE, INC.

Defendant.

PRAECIPE FOR SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL

TO: PROTHONOTARY

PLEASE substitute the appearance of David J. Nichols, Esquire, of the
Law Office of Joseph S. Weimer in place of John B. Cromer, Esquire for Defendant, Rost

Enterprise, Inc., with regard to the above-captioned case.

LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH S. WEIMER

BY/’%’M

David J leChOlS Esquire
Attorney for Defendant,
Rost Enterprise, Inc.




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing PRAECIPE
FOR SUBSTITUTION OF APPEARANCE was served by First Class Mail, postage pre-

paid, upon the following parties on this 4™ day of February 2005.

Marvin S. Haber, Esquire
Cohen, DiPaul, Haber & Picciotto, P.C.
1528 Walnut Street, 5th Fl.
Philadelphia, PA 19102
(Attorney for Plaintiff)

CCI Construction Co., Inc.
P.0. BOX 8800
CAMP HILL, PA 17001-8800
(Defendant)

LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH S. WEIMER

v )

David J. Ni%h(%'ls, Esquire
Attorney for Defendant,
Rost Enterprise, Inc.




