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-NOTICE 

Pennsylvania Rule ofCivilProcedure 205.5~ (Cover Sheet) provides, in part: 

Rule 2os~s. Cover Sheet 

(a)(l) This rule shall apply to all actions governed by theniles of civil procedure except : 

the following: 

(i) 

(ii) 

actions pursuant to the Protection from Abuse Act, R.uies 1901 et seq. 

actions for support, Rules 1910.1 et seq. 

(iii) actions for custody, partial custody andvisitatiottoftilmor children, Rules 

1915.1 etseq. 

(iv) actions for divorce or annulment of marriage, Rules 1920.1 et seq. 

(v) actions in domestic relations generally, inclu<ling pat¢tnity actions, Rules 

1930.l et seq. 

(vi) voluntary mediation in custody actions, Rµlcs 1940,l etseq. 

(2) At the commencement of any action, the party initiating·the actio:u shall complete 

the cover sheet set forth in subliivision ( e) and file it with the pt()thonotary. 

(b) The protbonotary shallnot accept a filing commencing an action without a 

completed cover sheet. 

( c) The prothonotary shall assist a party appearing pro se in the completion of th~ form. 

(d) A judicial district which has implemented an electronfc filing system pursu~nt to 

Rule 205.4and has promulgated those procedures pursuant to Rule 239.9 shall be exempt from the 

provisions .of tbjs rule. 

(e) The Court Administrator of Pennsylvania, in conjunction with thelCivil Procedural 
J 

Rules Committee, shall design and publish the cov~r sheet. The latest version of ~he fonu shall be 

' • ;published t>n the web.site of the Administrative Office of Pennsylvania Courts at www .pacourts.us, 



lN TUE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF DELAWARE COUNTY, PE~NSYLVANIA 
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NATURE OF MATTER FILED: (pte(!.se checkQneJ 

[{lPetition Pursuant to Rule· 206.1 

OMotion Pursuant to Rule 208. l 

ORespo:nse to Petition 

OResponse to Motion 

Oamily Law Petition/Motion Pursuant to Rule 206.8 

I . . . 

OMotionfor Judgmenton the 
□Pleadings Pursuant. to Rule 1034(1:l) 

Suminary Judgment 
Pi.ltsuantto Rule 1035.2 

FILING PARTY IS RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICE OF TlIE. RULE J,tETURNABLE 
DATE OR HEARING DATE UPON ALLPARTlES 

A motion or petition was filed in the above captioned matter on the -.-·-··· day of ____ _,~-_, which: 

D~uires you, Respondent,Jo file an Answer within twenty (20) days of the above date,to this notice~ or risk 

the entry of an Order in favor of the Petitioner. Answers must be filed and time stamped by the Office of 

.Tu<lipial Support by 4:30 PM on the following date . ~ __ _ 

□Requires all parties, to appear at ahearing/conference on the_. _dayof_~---,..-,~~...,......, 

at_. __ in Courtroom~ Delaware County Courthouse, Media, PelillSylvania. At this hearing/collferenc.e 

you, must be prepared to present all testimony and/or argument, and mt1st ensure that your witnesses wilLbe 

present. 

Owas timely answered, thus requiring the scheduling of the following hearing in the above captioned matter 

on: ____ ~ ___ , ...,...........__atl0:00AMinCourtroom __ 

At this hearing, all parties must be p(eparedto present all testimony and/or argument and 01ust e~ure that 

thei.r witnesses will be present. 

□Qualifies as an UnCQntested Motion or Petitio~ and as such requires neither an answer from the Respondent 

nor the scheduling of a hearing in this matter. 

l{IHas been assigned to Judge -:John .~.~ C ctp£t i 2.i, Sr. 
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DELAWARE COUNTY REPUBLICAN 
EXECUTIVE COI'vfMITTEE 

V. 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS 

[Proposed] ORDER 

ELECTION LAW 

NO.: CV-2020-007523 

EMERGENCY PETITION FOR 
BIFURCATION 

AND NOW, this __ day of December, 2020, upon consideration of Intervening 

Petitioners' Emergency Petition for Bifurcation, and any response thereto by the Board of 

Elections, it is hereby ORDERED AND DECREED that said Petition is GRANTED. 

_ The Board of Elections does not have a right to a jury trial in this case, which is 

essentially a contempt proceeding relating to a civil statute, the Election Code. 

_The Board of Elections only has a right to a jury trial to adjudicate whether the 

maximum $1,000 fine and/or 1-year prison sentence will be imposed against the Board of 

Elections as sanctions pursuant to Section 1806 of the Election Code, for violating the Election 

Code Provisions as to observers. 

__ The issue of whether the Board of Elections will be Declared to be in contempt of 

court for violating the 11/4/2020 Order of Judge Capuzzi will be adjudicated by Judge Capuzzi, 

who issued the Order. 

The issue of whether the Board of Elections will be Declared to be guilty of a --

misdemeanor for violating the Election Code provisions as to observers will be. adjudicated by 
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Judge Capuzzi, as the identical misconduct in disobeying Judge Capuzzi's 11/4/2020 Order also 
j 

constitutes a violation of the Election Code provisions as to observers. 

--- The issue of what sanctions to impose for a violation of Judge Capuzzi's 

11/4/2020 Order will be adjudicated by Judge Capuzzi, who issued the Order. 

--- The issue of what sanctions to impose for a violation of the Election Code 

provisions as to observers will be adjudicated by Judge Capuzzi, because the same misconduct in 

disobeying his 11/4/2020 Order also constitutes a violation of the Election Code provisions as to 

observers. 

___ Ajury will be impaneled to adjudicate the sole issue of whether a $1,000 fine 

will be imposed and/or a I-year prison sentence will be imposed against the members of the 

Board of Elections that interfered with the observers' right to be present during the canvassing 

and resolution of the ballots, in accordance with Section 1806 of the Election Code. 

___ An Order hereby issues that television cameras are allowed to live stream any 

court hearing or jury trial as to any matters that are the subject of any petitions filed in this case, 

concerning the Board of Elections violating the 11/4/2020 Order of Judge Capuzzi, and the 

Election Code provisions as to observers. 

__ An Order that the Board of Elections pay Intervening Petitioners' attorneys' fees in 

the amount of$ and costs in the amount of$ ___ _, ----

BY THE COURT: -------------
, J. 
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF DELAWARE <fOUNTY, 

PENNSYLVANIA l, 

Deborah Silver, Esq. 
Attorney I.D. # 45521 
54 Shadeland A vneue 
Drexel Hill, PA. 19026 
(610) 284-4247 

CIVIL DMSION - LAW 

Attorney for Prospective Intervening Petitioners 
U.S. House of Representatives Candidate Dasha Pruett, and 
Duly Appointed Observers Gregory Stenstrom: and Leah Hoopes 

; ·1 t/ ( ➔• 

:-- ; ~-4··; C. 

DELAWARE COUNTY REPUBLICAN 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

ELECTION LAW 

NO.: CV-2020-007523 
V. 

w 
w 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
EMERGENCY PETITION FOR 
SANCTIONS FOR CONTEMPT 
AND FOR VIOLATING 
ELECTION CODE 

EMERGENCY PETITION FOR BIFURCATION, IF NECESSARY, 
TO AWARD A $1,000 FINE AND A 1-YEARPRISION SENTENCE AGAINST THE. 

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF ELECTIONS FOR REFUSING TO PERMIT 
WATCHERS TO OBSERVE THE CANVASSING OF RETURNS 

Prospective Intervening Petitioners Dasha Pruett, Gregory Stenstrom and Leah Hoopes 

hereby petition this Honorable Court on an Emergency Basis to issue an Order :eifurcating the 

adjudication that the Board of Elections is in contempt and guilty of a misdeme~nor for not 
I I 

allowing observers to be present to inspect/view the canvassing and resolution of mail-in and : 

absentee ballots, from the awarding of sanctions in accordance with Section 1806 of the Electi~n 

Code. 

In support of this Petition, Prospective Intervening Petitioners aver as follows: 

1 
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1. On December 28, 2020, Manly Parks, one of the Bureau's attorneys, 'emailed 
l 

Deborah Silver, Esq., the attorney for the Prospective Intervening P.ettioners, his 

Notice of Appearance, which contains a jury trial demand. : I 
' 

2. It only makes sense for the judge that issued the Order to decide whether his Order 

was violated by the Board of Elections ("BOE"), and to adjudicate what sanctions 

should be imposed for said violation. 

3. If Judge Capuzzi finds that there is a right to a trial by jury as to what sanction is 

appropriate to impose, a bifurcated proceeding can be held for a jury to determine 

whether to impose the statutory maximum penalty of a $1,000 fine and/or 1 year in 

prison, as proscribed by Section 1806 of the Election Code. 

4. The same conduct by the BOE - not allowing the observers to be present to 

inspect/view the canvassing and resolution of mail-in and absentee ballots -

constitutes a violation of Judge Capuzzi's November 4, 2020 Order, and a violation 

of the Election Code. 

5. See paragraph 1 of Judge Capuzzi's Order, which states that observers are permitted 

to observe the resolution area at all hours while ballots are being resolved. 
I 

See Section 3146. 8 of the Election Code, which allows observers to be present during 

the pre-canvass and canvass of mail-in and absentee ballots. 

It makes no sense for anyone other than Judge Capuzzi to adjudicate whether the 

BOE's failure to allow the observers to inspect/view the resolution 3;rea at all hours 

while ballots are being resolved constitutes a violation of his 11/4/2020 Order. 

8. Since the same precise conduct constitutes a violation of Section 31 ~6.8 of the 
I 

Election Code it makes no sense for anyone other than Judge Capuzzi to adjudicate 

whether the BOE's failure to allow the observers to inspect/view th~ resolution and 
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I 

canvassing of mail-in and absentee ballots constitutes a violation of~e Election 

Code. 
' ' I 

9. Judge Capuzzi must decide whether or not under these facts the BOE:should be held 

in contempt of court, and what sanctions are justified as contempt sanctions for 

failing to obey his 11/4/2020 Order. 

10. The BOE does not have a right to a jury trial to adjudicate a contempt proceeding that 

only Judge Capuzzi should decide. Who else but Judge Capuzzi is in a position to 

know whether his Order was violated by the BOE? 

11. It makes no sense for the BOE to have a right to a jury trial to adjudicate whether it 

committed a misdemeanor pursuant to Section 3506 of the Election Code, where the 

precise same conduct, not allowing observers to be present to observe the canvassing 

of returns, constitutes a violation of Judge Capuzzi's Order. It is entirely inefficient to 

have a jury trial adjudicate whether the BOE is guilty of a misdemeanor pursuant to 

Section 3506 of the Election Code where Judge Capuzzi should adjudicate both 

issues. 

12. The only reason to grant the within Petition for Bifurcation is if this Court, if Judge 

Capuzzi, determines that the sanction of $1,000 and/or 1 year in prison pursuant to 

Section 1806 of the Election Code is warranted to punish the BOE for the 

misdemeanor of not allowing observers to be present to observe the canvassing of : 

returns. 

13. It is unclear whether this sanction in the context of an Election Codelmisdemeanor ! 

violation even gives rise to the right to a jury trial. 

14. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court held there is no constitutional right to a jury trial 

for juveniles. In our legal system the jury is not a necessary component of accurate 

fact finding. McKeiver v. Pennsylvania, 403 U.S. 528, 543 (1971). 
3 



15. Compelling a jury trial might remake the proceeding into a fully adversary process • 

and effectively end the idealistic prospect of an intimate, informal pJtective • 

proceeding. McKeiver v. Pennsylvania, 403 U.S. 528, 545 (1971). 

16. This is not a criminal proceeding, it is a civil proceeding where this dourt must 
I 

determine whether the BOE violated a civil statute, the Election Cod~, and whether 
I 

the precise same misconduct by the BOE constitutes a contempt of court for 

disobeying the 11/4/2020 Order of Judge Capuzzi, as to observers. 

17. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court in McKeiver v. Pennsylvania, supra, held that in a 

juvenile proceeding where minors were accused of committing robbery, theft, assault, 

and escape, that said minors had no right to a jury trial notwithstanding that the 

juvenile proceeding had aspects similar to a criminal proceeding. 

18. Just because the Election Code, a civil statute, imposes a monetary fine and/or prison 

sentence, in the discretion of the court, against any member of the Board of Elections 

that refuses to permit overseers, watchers, attorneys or candidates to be present at the 

computation and canvassing of returns of any election, that does not give rise to the 
j 
I 

BOE having a right to a jury trial to adjudicate whether to award tho~e sanctions. 

19. Section 1806 states: 
' ' 1 

"Section 1806. Refusal to Permit Overseers, Watchers, Attorneys or Candidates to Act. 

--Any member of a county board of elections, judge of election or inspector of election 
who shall refuse to permit any overseer or watcher, attorney or candidate to be present, 
as authorized by this act, at any session of a county board, computatio~ and canvassing 
of returns of any primary or election, recount of ballots or recanvass of voting , 
machines, as authorized by this act, or at any polling place during the time the polls ate 

' I 
open at any primary or election, and after the close of the polls during the time the : 
ballots are counted or voting machine canvassed and until the returns. ~f such primary, 
or election have been made up and signed, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, up6n 
conviction thereof, shall be sentenced to pay a fine not exceeding one thousand 
($1,000) dollars, or to undergo an imprisonment not exceeding one (1) year, or both, in 
the discretion of the court." 

I 
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20. It only makes sense for Judge Capuzzi, whose 11/4/2020 Order wai disobeyed, to 

d • wh • d. h • f" .' I etenmne at contempt sanct10ns are warrante m t e mterest o . JUstIC~. , 

21. Why should there be a waste of judicial resources creating needless
0

ihefficiency and 
I 

delay, by ordering a jury to be impaneled to adjudicate a penalty for the +ery same 

precise conduct that constitutes both a violation of Judge Capuzzi' s Order and the 

Election Code? 

22. Judge Capuzzi's Order and the Election Code relate to permitting observers to be 

present while mail-in and absentee ballots are canvassed and resolved. The BOE violated 

both. 

23. Judge Capuzzi is the logical one to adjudicate what type of sanction is warranted 

against the BOE for both contempt and a misdemeanor. 

24. Bifurcation is ordered to avoid prejudice and simplify issues. Pa.R.C.P. 212. 

25. This case involves unusual legal and factual issues, hence bifurcation is appropriate. 

26. Prospective Intervening Petitioners support their position by citing Pennsylvania Rule 

of Civil Procedure 213(b). Rule 213(b) states: ·1 

"The court, in furtherance of convenience or to avoid prejudice, may~ on 1its own motion 
or on motion of any party, order a separate trial of any cause of action, claim, or 
counterclaim, set-off, or cross-suit, or of any separate issue, or of any number of causes 
of action, claims, counterclaims, set-offs, cross-suits, or issues." 

27. Bifurcation is appropriate because it will: (1) promote judicial econollly; (2) avoid 

prejudice to Prospective Intervening Petitioners; (3) enable Judge Capu.Ji to adjudicate 

whether the BOE violated his Order, who better than the judge who iss~ld the order is in 
I 1 

a position to know whether the BOE violated it; and ( 4) the BOE has derhanded a jury : 
1 ' 
J ' 

trial, but does not have a right to a jury trial as to a civil contempt proce~ding, where t~e 

BOE has violated Judge Capuzzi's Order. 
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28. The decision to bifurcate should be made after the careful consideration of the trial 
I 

judge. 
j 

29. Bifurcation should be utilized in a case and at a juncture where infonp.edjudgment 
I 
I 

impels the court to conclude that application of the rule will manifestly ptomote 

convenience and/or actually avoid prejudice. Stevenson v. General Motors Corp., 513 Pa. 

411,521 A.2d 413 (1987). 

30. See KenrichAthletic Club v. 19th & Sansom Corp., 97 A.2d 865 (Pa.Cmwlth. 2014) 

(in which the "case consisted of three separate actions, two of which werr listed fornon­

jury trials and one jury matter where monetary damages were sought as relief'). 

31. The Seventh Amendment guarantees the right to jury trial in certain civil cases. This 

is not one of those cases. 

32. If this Honorable Court disagrees, Prospective Intervening Petitioners Dasha Pruett, 

Gregory Stenstrom and Leah Hoopes respectfully request that this Court, that Judge 

Capuzzi, issue an Order Bifurcating the adjudication of contempt and a misdemeanor, 

along with whatever penalties Judge Capuzzi decides to impose for said contempt, from 

the adjudication by a jury of the appropriate penalty to impose for the misdemeanor, in 

accordance with Section 1806 of the Election Code. 

33. It makes sense for Judge Capuzzi to first consider whether he should issue an Order 

declaring that the BOE is in contempt for violating his 11/4/20 Order as to permitting , 

observers to observe the resolution area at all hours while ballots are being resolved, and 

only after making that determination should a jury trial be held to cons id~ r whether the: 

BOE should be sanctioned in accordance with Section 1806 of the Electi1n Code for the 

precise same conduct, which constitutes a misdemeanor under Section 3506 of the 

Election Code. 
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34. This Bifurcation request is not necessary if this Court determines tha{ the penalties ~f 

a $1,000 fine and/or 1 year in prison does NOT trigger the right to ajury1trial, in the 
l 
'I 

context of a civil proceeding for a violation of a civil statute, the Electio~ Code. 
' ' 

WHEREFORE, Prospective Intervening Petitioners, Dasha Pruett, Gre~Jry Stenstrom 

and Leah Hoopes, respectfully request that this Honorable Court grant their peti~ion for 

Bifurcation if the Court determines that Bifurcation is warranted in the interests of justice, and if 

the Court first determines that it is even necessary, after determining whether the Board of 

Elections even has a right to a jury trial in this case, which is essentially a contempt proceeding 

relating to a civil statute, the Election Code. 

If this Court orders a jury trial and bifurcation, Prospective Intervening Petitioners 

request that a televised live streaming of any hearing or trial be allowed in the public interest in a 

fair, free and transparent election, with the exception that the identity of any whistleblowers' 

testimony be audibly altered and the faces be obscured, to protect them. 

With so much lack of transparency by interfering with the observers' abilityto 

inspect/view the resolution of mail-in and absentee ballots, it is only fitting that a hearing or trial 

on sanctions for such misconduct be open to public scrutiny. 

The Board of Elections is tasked with allowing observers to be present to ensure a free, 

fair and transparent election, but they instead willfully prevented the observers from doing their 
I 

job. Any why? There is no reason justifying their misconduct, period. 

Date: December 29, 2020 

Respectfully submitted, 

Deborah Silver, Esq. (PA# 45521) 
54 Shadeland Avenue 
Drexel Hill, PA 19026 
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EXHIBIT A - to Emergency Petition for ~ifurcation 

Section 1806. Refusal to Permit Overseers, Wat<ihers, 
.Attorneys or Candidates to Act. 1 

I 

--Any member of a county board of elections, jutlge of 
election or inspector of election who shall refuse to permit 
any overseer or watcher, attorney or candidate to be 
present, as authorized by this act, at any session. of a 
county board, computation and canvassing of returns of 
any primary or election, recount of ballots or recanvass of 
voting machines, as authorized by this act, or at any 
polling place during the time the polls are open at any 
primary or election, and after the close of the polls during 
the time the ballots are counted or voting machine 
canvassed and until the returns of such primary or 
election have been made up and signed, shall be guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, sh~ll be 
sentenced to pay a fine not exceeding one thousand 
($1,000) dollars, or to undergo an imprisonment not 
exceeding one (1) year, or both, in the discretion of the 
court. 

1 



25 Pa. Stat. § 3506 

Current through P.A. Acts 2020-19 

Section 3506 - Refusal to permit overseers, watchers, 
attorneys or candidates to act 

Any member of a county board of elections, judge of 
election or inspector of election who shall refuse to permit 
any overseer or watcher, attorney or candidate to: be 
present, as authorized by this act, at any session of a 
county board, computation and canvassing Qf returns of 
any primary or election, recount of ballots or recanvass of 
voting machines, as authorized by this act, or at a,ny 
polling place during the time the polls are open a~ any 
primary or election, and after the close of the polls during 
the time the ballots are counted or voting machirie 
canvassed and until the returns of such primary qr 
election have been made up and signed, shall be guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, sh~ll be 
sentenced to pay a fine not exceeding one thousand 
($1,000) dollars, or to undergo an imprisonment bot 
exceeding one (1) year, or both, in the discretionjofthe 

j 

court. j 
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Pennsylvania Statutes Title 25 P .S. Elections & Electoral 
Districts§ 3146.8. Canvassing of official absentcie ballots 

I 

I 

(b) Watchers shall be permitted to be present when the 
envelopes containing official absentee ballots are opened 
and when such ballots are counted and recorded. l 
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Pennsylvania Statutes Title 25 P.S. Elections & Electoral Districts§ 
2650. ! , 

Watchers or attorneys at sessions of county board; candidatel may be 
present 

(a) Any party or political body or body of citizens which noy is, or 
hereafter may be, entitled to have watchers at any registratio:q., primary : 
or election, shall also be entitled to appoint watchers who are] qualified 
electors of the county or attorneys to represent such party or folitical 
body or body of citizens at any public session or sessions of the county 
board of elections, and at any computation and canvassing o[jreturns of 
any primary or election and recount of ballots or recanvass Ql voting 
machines under the provisions of this act. Such watchers or •~ttorneys 
may exercise the same rights as watchers at registration and polling 
places, but the number who may be present at any one time may be 
limited by the county board to not more than three for each party, 
political body or body of citizens. 

(b) Every candidate shall be entitled to be present in person qr by 
attorney in fact duly authorized, and to participate in any proceeding 
before any county board whenever any matters which may affect his 

I 

candidacy are being heard, including any computation and c~nvassing of 
returns of any primary or election or recount of ballots or recanvass of : 

I 

voting machines affecting his candidacy. • ! 

( c) Any candidate, attorney or watcher present at any recount of ballots· 
or recanvass of voting machines shall be entitled to examine. ~e ballots,; 
or the voting machine and to raise any objections regarding the same, ' 
which shall be decided by the county board, subject to appeaU, in the 

' manner provided by this act. • 
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I 
Rule 213. Consolidation, Severance and Transfe~ of 

I 

Actions and Issues within a County. Actions for Wrongful 
Death and Survival Actions. I 
(a) In actions pending in a county which involvb a 
common question of law or fact or which arise frbm the 
same transaction or occurrence, the court on its olwn 
motion or on motion of any party may order a joipt 
hearing or trial of any matter in issue in the actions, may . 
order the actions consolidated, and may make o~4ers that • 
avoid unnecessary cost or delay. ! 

(b) The court, in furtherance of convenience or to avoid 
• 

prejudice, may, on its own motion or on motion :of any 
party, order a separate trial of any cause of actiotj, claim, 
or counterclaim, set-off, or cross-suit, or of any sfparate 
issue, or of any number of causes of action, claims, 
counter-claims, set-offs, cross-suits, or issues. 1 
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Thom~s J. i\fcGarriglc 
Clrain,:;111 

Johnllnnna 
7h•t1.1.ur~r 

Delaware County Republican Executive Committee 

323 West Front Street, Media, Pennsylvania 19063 

610-566-9375 

Fax: 610-566°9377 

December 21, 2020 

To whom it may concern: 

' 
Please be advised that Leah· tf oopes of 241 Sulky Way, Chaddsford, Bethel Towhship 

Cnrol .I, l\llll,;r 
Vine• Chair 

Delaware County was an appointed observer/watcher for the November 3rd, 2020
1 
Election and 

the canvassing that took place in the weeks following the election at the Delaware County 

Bureau of Election located at 2501 Seaport Drive, Chester, PA. 

I 

Leah was an observer/watcher for Graig Williams who was a candidate for the P~nnsylvania 

House of Representative in the 160th Legislative district. 

f'( 

ll!t·EXHIBIT B 
!1--------
:1:1 DULY APPOINTED OBSERVERS 
~i! LEAH HOOPES & GREGORY STENSTROM 
,J,i,.~, ---~---------" 



QCommonmtaltb of .t)ennsplbanta • i 
I 

... 

County of Delaware 
Watcher's Certificate 

This will Certify that Gregory Stenstrom residing at 1541 Fa1mers· Lane has been 

regularly appointed as a WATCHER for the Election District of EDGMONT 
. I 

TOWNSHIP 2nd Precinct by Thomas H. KILLION, Candidate for the office of 
• I 

. I . 

Senator in the General Assembly 9th District to serve at the General :Election, 3rd day 

ofNoveinber, 2020. 

--~~-,.!'J,__QTE -iSJ?§-2687 ... _ . 
"Each candidatiffoF'Ii9fni~~Jion'6r .. election a_t anrc!,;ction shall be entitled to appoint 2 watchers for each 
election district in which such candidate is voted for." Furthermore, "only one watcher for e~ch candidate 
at primaries, or for each party or political body at general, municipal or _special E!lections, s~~II be present 
in the polling place at any one time ... " •• ' 1 

~ 
• 1 

U/'f 
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DELAWARE COUNTY REPUBLICAN 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

V. 

I 
, I 

ELECTION LAW 
' 

NO.: cv-202o~do1s23 

BOARD OF ELECTIONS 
EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR BIFURCATION 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I 

I, Deborah Silver, Esq., hereby certify that I have on the date below served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing (1) Emergency Petition for Bifurcation, (2) Memorandum of Law 

• in Support of that Petition, (3) Proposed Order granting Petition for Bifurcation, 1nd(4) the 
' 

Instant Certificate of Service, were all served on the attorneys for the parties electronically, as 

indicated below: 

J. Manly Parks, Esq., for the Delaware County Board ofElections 
Duane Morris, LLP 
30 S. 17th Street 
Philadelphia, PA. 19103 
JMParks@duanemorris.com 

And 

Attorney John McBlain, for the Delaware County Republican Executive Committee 
Swartz, Campbell, LLC 
115 North Jackson Street 
Media, PA. 19063 
jmcblain@swartzcampbell.com 

Dated: December 30, 2020 
Deborah Silver, Esq. 
Attorney for Prospective Intervening Petitioners 

FILED 
12-30-2020 11 :39 AM 

OFFICE OF JUDICIAL SUPPORT 
DELA.WARE COUNTY, PA 


