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NOTICE TO COUNSEL
Your attention is directed to
Section 3162 of the Probate, Es-
tates and Fiduciaries Code of
June 30, 1972 (Act No. 164)
which requires advertisement
of grant of letters to contain
the name and address of the
personal representatives.

ORPHANS’ COURT OF
PHILADELPHIA COUNTY

Letters have been granted on the
Estate of each of the following
decedents to the representatives
named, who request all persons
having claims against the Estate
to present them in writing and all
persons indebted to the Estate to
make payment to them (unless
otherwise noted all addresses be-
ing in Philadelphia)

BRETT, MARY M. -- Moira
Hunter, Administrator, c/o Law
Offices of Michelle C. Berk, P.C.,
1300 Virginia Drive, Suite 325A,
Fort Washington, PA 19034; Mi-
chelle C. Berk, Attorney, Law Of-
fices of Michelle C. Berk, P.C.,
1300 Virginia Drive, Suite 325A,
Fort Washington, PA 19034.

2-8-3*

BROWN, PATRICIA J. -- Arcelie
Williams, Administrator, 6735
Akron St., Philadelphia, PA
19149; David H. Lipow, Atty.,
O’Brien, Belland & Bushinsky,
LLC, 509 S. Lenola Rd., Building
6, Moorestown, NJ 08057.

2-15-3*

DiMASCIO, ANTHONY M. --
Rocco DiMascio, Administrator,
911 W. Shunk Street, Philadelphia,
PA 19148-4507.

2-8-3*

DOUGHERTY, SUSANNA C. --
Chris Dougherty, Executor, 3520
Prima Court, Philadelplhia, PA
19145.

2-15-3*

DUNMORE, FRANCES
AMELIA (a/k/a Frances A. Dun-
more, Frances Dunmore)-- Ernest
C. Dunmore, Sr., Administrator,
1629 S. 15th St., Philadelphia, PA
19145; David H. Lipow, Atty.,
O’Brien, Belland & Bushinsky,
LLC, 509 S. Lenola Rd.. Building
6, Moorestown, NJ 08057.

2-15-3*

IRONS, GARY -- Conchetta
Park, Administratrix, 250 N.
Columbus Blvd., Apt. 1101, Phila-
delphia, PA 19106; David H.
Lipow, Atty., O’Brien, Belland &
Bushinsky, LLC, 509 S. Lenola
Rd.. Building 6, Moorestown, NJ
08057.

2-15-3*

NG, LUEN C. -- Yuk K. Leung,
Administrator, 1422 Ray Road,
Hyattsville, MD  29782.

2-8-3*

TUCKER, DARELINE -- Harold
Tucker, Executor, c/o Leonard R.
Parks, Esq., 1301 S. Broad Street,
2nd Floor, Philadelphia, PA
19147; Leonard R. Parks, Atty.,
1301 S. Broad Street, 2nd Floor,
Philadelphia, PA 19147.

2-15-3*

In the Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County, Orphans’ Court
Division, Estate of Ida Corrine Broaddus, deceased, O.C. No. 1506DE
of 2022: Notice is hereby given that on December 19, 2022, a Petition for
Determination of Title to Decedent’s Interest in Real Estate Pursuant to
20 Pa.C.S.A. §3546 was filed to adjudge title to the interest of Ida Corr-
ine Broaddus, deceased, in the real estate located at 3211 Turner Street,
Philadelphia, PA 19121 is in Petitioner, Adrian Broaddus. If no objec-
tions are filed within twenty (20) days of this notice, then the relief re-
quested may be granted.

2-8-3*

Court of Common Pleas for the
County of Philadelphia, January
Term, 2023, No. 001352 NOTICE
IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Jan-
uary 23, 2023, the petition of
Cyanni Darshani Wattley was
filed, praying for a decree to
change Cyanni Darshani Wattley
name to Cyanni Darshani Jamison.
The Court has fixed February 27,
2023 at 11:00 A.M., in Room No.
691, City Hall, Phila., Pa. for
hearing. All persons interested
may appear and show cause if any
they have, why the prayer of the
said petitioner should not be
granted.

2-15-1*

Court of Common Pleas for the
County of Philadelphia, January
Term, 2023, No. 1050 NOTICE
IS HEREBY GIVEN that on
February 13, 2023, the petition of
Jala Inaya Theresa Lewis was
filed, praying for a decree to
change her name to Jala Inaya
Theresa Lopez. The Court has
fixed February 27, 2023 at 10:00
A.M., in Room No. 691, City
Hall, Phila., Pa. for hearing. All
persons interested may appear and
show cause if any they have, why
the prayer of the said petitioner
should not be granted.

2-15-1*

NOTICE OF SUSPENSION 
Notice is hereby given that by Or-
der of the Supreme Court of
Pennsylvania dated February 8,
2023, that Evan T.L. Hughes
(#93214) of Philadelphia, is Sus-
pended on Consent from the Bar
of this Commonwealth for a peri-
od of one year and one day. The
suspension is stayed in its entirety,
and he is placed on probation for
a period of two years, with condi-
tions, effective March 10, 2023.

Marcee D. Sloan
Board Prothonotary

The Disciplinary Board of the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

2-15-1*

PUBLIC NOTICES
Jennifer McCullough       215.557.2321    jmccullough@alm.com
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L E G A L  L I S T I N . 5

C O U R T  N O T I C E S

C O M I N G  E V E N T S

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

 IN RE:

ORDER ADOPTING RULE 351 AND 
AMENDING THE COMMENTS TO 
RULES 301, 302, AND 321 OF THE 
PENNSYLVANIA RULES OF CIVIL 
PROCEDURE GOVERNING ACTIONS 
AND PROCEEDINGS BEFORE 
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGES  

:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:

NO. 528

MAGISTERIAL RULES DOCKET

ORDER

PER CURIAM

AND NOW, this 10th day of February, 2023, upon the recommendation of the Minor 
Court Rules Committee; the proposal having been published for public comment at 52 Pa.B. 3816 
(July 9, 2022): 

It is Ordered pursuant to Article V, Section 10 of the Constitution of Pennsylvania that 
Pennsylvania Rule of Civil Procedure Governing Actions and Proceedings Before Magisterial 
District Judges 351 is adopted and the comments to Rules 301, 302, and 321 are amended in the 
attached form.

This Order shall be processed in accordance with Pa.R.J.A. 103(b), and shall be effective 
April 11, 2023.

Additions to the rule are shown in bold and are underlined.
Deletions from the rule are shown in bold and brackets.

MINOR COURT RULES COMMITTEE
ADOPTION REPORT

Adoption of Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 351 and Amendment of the Comments to Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 
301, 302, and 321

 On February 10, 2023, the Supreme Court adopted Rule 351 and amended the Comments 
to Rules 301, 302, and 321 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure Governing Actions and 
Proceedings Before Magisterial District Judges (“Rules”), pertaining to challenges to civil violations 
issued via an  automated side stop signal enforcement system on a school bus (“school bus camera”).  
The Minor Court Rules Committee has prepared this Adoption Report describing the rulemaking 
process as it relates to these changes.  An Adoption Report should not be confused with Comments 
to the rules.  See Pa.R.J.A. 103, cmt.  The statements contained herein are those of the Committee, 
not the Court.  The Committee published a proposal pertaining to violations issued via school bus 
cameras for public comment at 52 Pa.B. 3816 (July 9, 2022).  The comment period ran through 
August 24, 2022.  These rule changes become effective on April 11, 2023.

 Act 38 of 2020 authorized the use of automated side stop signal enforcement systems on 
school buses to identify and issue civil violations to the owners of vehicles passing a stopped school 
bus when the red signal lights on the school bus are flashing and the side stop signal arms are acti-
vated.  See 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(a), (c).  Using the camera footage, a system vendor provides violation 
data to the police department with coverage responsibility for the school district or the Pennsylvania 
State Police.  See id. § 3345.1(h).  The police department reviews the violation evidence from the 
vendor and authorizes the issuance of a notice of violation to the vehicle owner.  See id. § 3345(h.2)
(1).  The notice of violation instructs the vehicle owner to either pay the fine as indicated on the 

notice of violation or “request a hearing with the magisterial district judge for the purpose of con-
testing liability.”  Id. § 3345.1(i.1)(1)(iv).  If the owner does not pay the fine or contest liability within 
30 days of the original notice, the police department may “turn the matter over to the magisterial 
district judge where the violation occurred.   The magisterial district judge may assess liability upon 
the owner for failure to pay the fine or contest liability.”  Id. § 3345.1(i.1)(2)(iii).

 New Rule 351(c)(1) addresses when the vehicle owner contests liability for the alleged vio-
lation by filing a hearing request with the magisterial district court in the magisterial district where 
the alleged violation occurred.  The vehicle owner must attach a copy of the notice of violation to 
the hearing request and it must be filed within 30 days from the original notice.1  The vehicle owner 
must pay all filing and service costs at the time of filing or file a petition to proceed in forma pauperis
pursuant to Rule 206E.  The hearing notice is served on the police department by certified mail or 
comparable delivery method.  

 New Rule 351(c)(2) addresses when the vehicle owner fails to respond timely to the notice 
of violation either by paying the fine or requesting a hearing to contest liability.  In those instances, 
the police department may “turn the matter over to the magisterial district judge.”  See 75 Pa.C.S. § 
3345.1(i.1)(2)(iii).  A police department may do this by filing a civil complaint with the magisterial 
district court in the magisterial district where the alleged violation occurred, no earlier than 30 days 
from the date of the original notice.  Except as otherwise provided by Rule 351, a complaint filed 
pursuant to subdivision (c)(2) will proceed in the same manner as any other civil complaint. 

 In an action brought pursuant to subdivision (c)(2), the only issue before the magisterial 
district judge is whether the vehicle owner timely responded to the notice of violation by paying the 
civil fine or contesting liability.  75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(i.1)(2)(iii).  The underlying violation for passing 
a school bus is not the subject of a hearing on a complaint brought pursuant to subdivision (c)(2)(i) 
and the defenses in 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(f) are not applicable.2  

 Relative to cost recovery, if the prevailing party has paid the filing and service costs, that 
party is entitled to recover taxable costs from the unsuccessful party.  See 42 Pa.C.S. § 1726; see also
Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 206B (pertaining to awarding of costs to a prevailing party).  While it may be 
unusual for a police department to be a party in a civil matter in magisterial district court, the statute 
has prescribed these violations for passing a school bus as civil actions, not criminal.      

 Because these are civil actions, the unsuccessful party must pay the judgment amount 
directly to the prevailing party.  See Rule 3.10(A)(2) of the Rules Governing Standards of Conduct 
of Magisterial District Judges (prohibiting a magisterial district judge from engaging in any activity 
related to the collection of a claim or judgment for money); see also Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 323, Comment 
(“The payments are to be made to the plaintiff and not to the magisterial district judge”).       

 The courts of common pleas have jurisdiction of appeals and writs of certiorari from judg-
ments rendered by the magisterial district courts.  “Except as otherwise prescribed by any general 
rule adopted pursuant to section 503 (relating to reassignment of matters), each court of common 
pleas shall have exclusive jurisdiction of appeals from final orders of the minor judiciary established 
within the judicial district.”  See 42 Pa.C.S. § 932.  An appeal from a judgment rendered by a magis-
terial district court or a praecipe for a writ of certiorari should be made to the court of common pleas 
for the judicial district.  See Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 1001 et seq.             

1  The statute does not address the scenario when the vehicle owner initially pays the violation but 
later decides to request a hearing within 30 days of the original notice.  Accordingly, such a provision was 
not incorporated in the Rules to accommodate this likely rare occurrence.        

2  This scheme is similar to zoning enforcement proceedings brought pursuant to the 
Municipalities Planning Code (“MPC”), 53 P.S. §§ 10101 et seq.  Under the MPC, once an alleged viola-
tor has been given notice of a zoning violation pursuant to 53 P.S. § 10616.1, the alleged violator can seek 
an appeal with the municipality’s zoning hearing board but cannot defend the underlying charges before 
the magisterial district judge after failing to appeal.  See e.g., City of Erie v. Freitus, 681 A.2d 840, 842 (Pa. 
Cmwlth., 1996).  

FEBRUARY 15
Estate and Elder Law Symposium 2023 
Webcast: 9:00 am to 4:30 pm
5 substantive/1 ethics
Cost: $299.00 Standard; $150.00 Attorneys licensed 5 years or 
less, judicial law clerks & paralegals
For more information, contact the PBI Customer Experience 
Team at info@pbi.org or go to: www.pbi.org.

FEBRUARY 22

PA Business Law Quirks: What You Don’t Know Can 

Hurt Your Client 

Webcast: 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm

2 substantive

Cost: $149.00 Standard; $75.00 Attorneys licensed 5 years or 

less, judicial law clerks & paralegals

For more information, contact the PBI Customer Experience 

Team at info@pbi.org or go to: www.pbi.org.

FEBRUARY 23
Counseling Small Businesses 
Webcast: 9:00 am to 12:20 pm
2 substantive/1 ethics
Cost: $249.00 Standard; $125.00 Attorneys licensed 5 years or 
less, judicial law clerks & paralegals
For more information, contact the PBI Customer Experience 
Team at info@pbi.org or go to: www.pbi.org.

FEBRUARY 28
Practical Cyber Security Strategies for You and Your 
Firm 
Webcast: 9:00 am to 12:15 pm
2 substantive/1 ethics
Cost: $249.00 Standard; $125.00 Attorneys licensed 5 years or 

less, judicial law clerks & paralegals
For more information, contact the PBI Customer Experience 
Team at info@pbi.org or go to: www.pbi.org.
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  The Comments to Rules 301, 302, and 321 were amended to incorporate new Rule 351.  
The Comment to Rule 301 (Definition; Scope) was amended to provide that the Rules apply gener-
ally to school bus camera violations, except as otherwise provided by new Rule 351.  The Comment 
to Rule 302 (Venue) was updated to add these new actions to the list of actions with special venue 
provisions.  Finally, the Comment to Rule 321 (Hearings and Evidence) was amended to add a cross-
reference to new Rule 351(d), providing exceptions to the evidentiary requirements in hearings on 
these new actions.

Rule 301. Definition; Scope.

[A.](a) As used in this chapter, “action” means a civil action brought before a magiste-
rial district judge.

[B.](b) Civil action includes any action within the jurisdiction of a magisterial district 
judge except an action by a landlord against a tenant for the recovery of the 
possession of real property.

[C.](c) As used in this chapter, “complaint” or civil action shall include, where appli-
cable, the attached and completed Civil Action Hearing Notice form.

Comment:  Civil action includes actions formerly denominated “assumpsit” or “trespass” (com-
monly called contract and tort cases, respectively) and civil claims for fines and penalties.  See 42 
Pa.C.S. § 1515(a)(3) prescribing the jurisdiction of magisterial district judges.

 The rules in this chapter apply to all civil actions before magisterial district judges except 
an action by a landlord against a tenant for the recovery of possession of real property, which is 
governed by Chapter 500 of these rules.  

 Except as otherwise provided in [Rule 350] Rules 350 and 351, the rules in this chapter 
apply to: (1) de novo appeals filed pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3369(j)(4), relating to automated work 
zone speed enforcement violations[,]; and (2) actions filed pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(i.1), 
relating to civil violations for passing a stopped school bus with flashing red signal lights and 
an activated side stop signal arm.      

 Statutes authorizing a civil fine or penalty include 53 P.S. §§ 10617.1 and 10817-A relating 
to violations of zoning and joint municipal zoning ordinances.

Rule 302. Venue

***

Comment:  This rule combines, with some minor changes, the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil 
Procedure relating to venue. See:

 (1) Individuals: Pa.R.Civ.P. 1006(a).

 (2) Partnerships: Pa.R.Civ.P. 2130(a).

 (3) Corporations: Pa.R.Civ.P. 2179(a).

 (4) Insurance Policies: Pa.R.Civ.P. 2179(b).

 (5) Unincorporated Associations: Pa.R.Civ.P. 2156(a).

 (6) Political Subdivisions: Pa.R.Civ.P. 2103(b).

 This rule is not intended to repeal special statutory venue provisions, such as the: (1) 
venue provisions for actions involving installment sales of goods and services, 12 Pa.C.S. § 6307; (2) 
venue provisions of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1692i, pertaining to actions 
brought by debt collectors against consumers; [and] (3) venue provisions for appeals from auto-
mated work zone speed enforcement violations, 75 Pa.C.S. § 3369(j)(4); and (4) venue provisions 
for actions filed pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(i.1), relating to civil violations for passing a 
stopped school bus with flashing red signal lights and an activated side stop signal arm.  See 
Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 382(1) (pertaining to Acts of Assembly providing for special venue provisions that 
are not suspended).

 For a definition of “transaction or occurrence,” see Craig v. W.J. Thiele & Sons, Inc., 149 
A.2d 35 (Pa. 1959). 

 Subdivision G is intended to take care of indistinct, “center line” or other confusing 
boundaries in the respects mentioned. When a complaint is transferred under subdivision H, it is 
treated as if originally filed in the transferee court on the date first filed in a court. If service of the 
complaint has already been made, no new service may be necessary, but the transferee court must set 
a new date, time and place for the new hearing and notify the parties thereof. It is the intent of this 
rule that cases may be transferred to any Pennsylvania court with appropriate jurisdiction and venue, 
including the Philadelphia Municipal Court. Likewise, nothing in this rule prohibits a court other 
than a magisterial district court from transferring a case to a magisterial district court with proper 
jurisdiction and venue, in accordance with the procedural rules of the transferring court. The juris-
dictional limits of the magisterial district courts and the Philadelphia Municipal Court are governed 
by 42 Pa.C.S. §§ 1515 and 1123, respectively.

 There are no costs for transfer of the complaint and no additional filing costs when a case 
is transferred from one magisterial district court to another magisterial district court. There are no 
additional filing costs when a case is transferred from the Philadelphia Municipal Court to a magiste-
rial district court.

 There may be additional service costs when a case is transferred.

Rule 321. Hearings and Evidence

 The magisterial district judge shall be bound by the rules of evidence, except that a bill, 
estimate, receipt, or statement of account that appears to have been made in the regular course of 
business may be introduced in evidence by any party without affidavit or other evidence of its truth, 
accuracy, or authenticity.

Comment:  The exception to the rules of evidence provided by this rule was inserted because the 
Pennsylvania statutes making certain business entries admissible in evidence apparently do not apply 
to bills, receipts, and the like that are made in the regular course of business but are not made as 
“records.”  See 42 Pa.C.S. § 6108.  The fact that this exception permits the introduction of these 
items of evidence without affidavit or other evidence of their truth, accuracy, or authenticity does 
not, of course, preclude the introduction of evidence contradicting them. The exception was deemed 
necessary because the items of evidence made admissible thereby are probably the proofs most com-
monly used in minor judiciary proceedings.  See [Rule 350 D(2)] Rules 350D(2)  and 351(d) for 
additional exceptions applicable to appeals from automated work zone speed enforcement violations 
and actions filed pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(i.1), relating to civil violations for passing 
a stopped school bus with flashing red signal lights and an activated side stop signal arm.  

– The following rule text is entirely new –

Rule 351. Action to Contest Civil Liability for Passing a School Bus with Flashing 
Red Lights and an Activated Side Stop Signal Arm; Failure to Respond to a Notice of 
Violation.

 (a) As used in this rule:
 

(1) “Vehicle owner” means the owner of a vehicle alleged to have violated 
75 Pa.C.S. § 3345, relating to enforcement of failure to stop for a 
school bus with flashing red lights and an activated side stop signal 
arm, brought pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1.

(2) “Police department” means the police department issuing the notice 
of violation of 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345, relating to enforcement of failure to 
stop for a school bus with flashing red lights and an activated side stop 
signal arm, brought pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1.

(b) Venue.  An action filed pursuant to this rule shall only be filed in the magisterial 
district court in the magisterial district where the alleged violation of 75 Pa.C.S. 
§ 3345 occurred. 

 (c) Proceedings. 

(1) Vehicle Owner Request to Contest Liability.  

(i) A vehicle owner may contest the liability alleged in the 
notice of violation within 30 days of the mailing of the 
notice of violation by filing a hearing request form pre-
scribed by the State Court Administrator together with a 
copy of the notice of violation. 

(ii) The vehicle owner shall pay all costs for filing and service of 
the hearing request form at the time of filing or, if without 
the financial resources to pay the costs of litigation, the 
vehicle owner shall file a petition to proceed in forma pau-
peris pursuant to Rule 206E.   

(iii) After setting the hearing date pursuant to Rule 305, the 
magisterial district judge shall serve the hearing request 
on the police department by mailing a copy to the police 
department at the address listed on the notice of violation 
by certified mail or comparable delivery method resulting 
in a return receipt in paper or electronic form.  The return 
receipt shall show that the hearing request was received by 
the police department.  

(2) Vehicle Owner Fails to Respond to Notice of Violation.  If the 
vehicle owner fails to respond to the notice of violation within 30 
days of the original notice by either paying the fine as indicated on the 
notice of violation or contesting liability as provided in subdivision (c)
(1), the police department may file a civil complaint against the vehicle 
owner pursuant to Rule 303.

(d) Evidence.  The hearing is subject to the standards of evidence set forth in Rule 
321, except that photographs, videos, vehicle titles, police reports, and records 
of the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation may also be entered as evi-
dence by any party without affidavit or other evidence of their truth, accuracy, 
or authenticity.

Comment:  75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1 provides for automated side stop signal arm enforcement systems 
to identify and civilly fine the owners of vehicles failing to stop for a school bus with flashing red 
lights and an activated side stop signal arm.  This rule was adopted to address the provisions of the 
statute that (1) allow a vehicle owner to contest liability for a notice of violation and (2) establishes 
a mechanism for a police department to file a complaint when a vehicle owner has failed to respond 
to a notice of violation.      

 Insofar as other procedures under these rules may be applicable, the vehicle owner shall be 
deemed the “defendant” and the police department shall be deemed the “plaintiff.”

 A vehicle owner issued a notice of violation under 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1 may contest liability 
by requesting a hearing with the magisterial district judge in the magisterial district where the viola-
tion occurred.  The initiating document in an action filed by a vehicle owner to contest liability is 
the hearing request form, which shall be used in lieu of a complaint.

 If the magisterial district judge finds the vehicle owner liable for the violation, the vehicle 
owner shall pay civil fines incurred pursuant to 75 Pa.C.S. § 3345.1(c) to the police department 
and not to the magisterial district court.  See Rule 3.10(A)(2) of the Rules Governing Standards of 
Conduct of Magisterial District Judges (prohibiting a magisterial district judge from engaging in any 
activity related to the collection of a claim or judgment for money); see also Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 323, 
Comment (“The payments are to be made to the plaintiff and not to the magisterial district judge”).  

 If the magisterial district judge enters judgment in favor of the vehicle owner, the vehicle 
owner is entitled to recover taxable costs from the police department.  See Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 206B 
(“The prevailing party in magisterial district court proceedings shall be entitled to recover taxable 
costs from the unsuccessful party.  Such costs shall consist of all filing, personal service, witness, and 
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execution costs authorized by Act of Assembly or general rule and paid by the prevailing party.”).  
Procedures for enforcement of judgments, including judgments in favor of the plaintiff for taxable 
costs from the defendant, are set forth in Rules 401 et seq.      

 If the vehicle owner fails to respond to the notice of violation within 30 days of the origi-
nal notice by either paying the fine as indicated on the notice of violation or contesting liability as 
provided in subdivision (c)(1), the police department may file a civil complaint against the vehicle 
owner in the magisterial district where the violation occurred pursuant to Rule 303.  See 75 Pa.C.S. 
§ 3345.1(i.1)(2)(iii).  A complaint filed by a police department to enforce a notice of violation when 
the vehicle owner failed to respond will proceed as any other civil action filed pursuant to Rule 303 
except as otherwise provided in this Rule.  See also Pa.R.Civ.P.M.D.J. 206 (pertaining to costs).   

 Photographs, videos, vehicle titles, police reports, and records of the Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation were added to the existing business record exceptions in Rule 321 
because they are the proofs most likely to be used to support the permitted defenses to 75 Pa.C.S. § 
3345.1(c).

  See Rules 1001 et seq. for procedures to appeal a judgment rendered by a magisterial 
district judge or to file a praecipe for a writ of certiorari in civil actions, including actions brought 
pursuant to this rule. 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE:  REESTABLISHMENT OF THE 
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICTS WITHIN 
THE 6th JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

:
:
:
:

NO. 494    

MAGISTERIAL RULES DOCKET 

 AMENDED ORDER

PER CURIAM

 AND NOW, this 8th day of February 2023, the Order dated June 28, 2022, that 
Reestablished the Magisterial Districts of the 6th Judicial District (Erie County) of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is hereby AMENDED as follows: Magisterial District 06-2-02 
shall include Millcreek Township, Voting districts 3-10, 13-17, and 22-25. The Order of June 28, 
2022 shall remain in effect in all other respects.

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE:  

REESTABLISHMENT OF THE 
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICTS WITHIN 
THE 49th JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF 
PENNSYLVANIA

                       Respondent

:
:
:
:
:
:

NO. 509

MAGISTERIAL RULES DOCKET

AMENDED ORDER
PER CURIAM

AND NOW, this 8th day of February, 2023, the Order dated August 23, 2022, that 
Reestablished the Magisterial Districts of the 49th Judicial District (Centre County) of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, is hereby AMENDED as follows: In MDC 49-1-01, State College 
Borough (Voting District East 2) and State College Borough (Voting District East 4) are consoli-
dated into State College Borough PSU Hub (24-2). Furthermore, State College Borough (Voting 
District East Central 2) shall be listed as State College Borough (Voting District East Central 2 (29-
1)). In MDC 49-3-03, South Phillipsburg Borough is no longer a separate voting district, and is now 
part of Rush Township. In MDC 49-3-05, State College Borough (Voting District East Central 1) is 
eliminated. State College Borough (Voting District East Central 2 (29-2)) is hereby added to MDC 
49-3-05. The Order of August 23, 2022 shall remain in effect in all other respects.
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