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October 17, 2006
Barbara Jean Mountjoy, Esquire
310 Chestnut Street, Suite 332
Meadvilla, PA 16335

IN RE: Chad Zachary Hower v. Nancy sue Oherlander-Hower
No. 1866 WDA 2006

Dear Ms. Mountjoy:

The Court has entered the following Order with regard to the above-captioned matler:

“ORDER

The instant appeal has been filed from an order sustaining jurisdiction, As neither of
the requirements set forth in Pa.R.A.P. 311(b) have been met, the appeal is hereby quashed,
sua sponte, as interlocutory and unappealable pursuant to Nepo Associates, Inc. v, Gloria
Dei Outreach Corp., 700 A.2d 1917 (Pa. Super. 1997) and Okkerse v. Howe, 556 A.2d §27
(Pa. Super, 198%).
Date: October 17, 2006 PER CURIAM™

Very truly yours

Pl Vhtich

Eleanor B. Valecko
DEPUTY FROTHONOTARY

ERV:dms

Ce: F. Walter Bloom III, Eaquirc
Honorable H. William White, Jr.

A Certified copy of the Order will be sent to the lower court.
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CHAD ZACHARY HOWER, ¢ IN'THE COQURT OF COMMON I'LEAS,

: VENANGO COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
V3. ;

NANCY SUL OBERLANDER, formerly
NANCY SUE OBERLANDER-HOWER, : Civ, No. 1751-2004

ORDER OF COURT
AND NOW, this / E ﬁc'l;,y of October, 2006, the court has considered the plaintiff’s

motion to continue, the defendant’a objection to the motion to continue, and the letter from the
: Superior Court of Pennsylvania's Staff Atlorney. Pursuant to PAR.AP. 311 and Donald LF. v,
Mickelle CF, 449 A2d 37 (PaSuper. 1982), we conclnde that the plaintiffs appeal is
interlocutory. Therefore this mmi will proceed with the custody hearing soheduled for

November 6, 2006,

T [ ORDERED that the defendant’s motion to continve is hereby denied.

BY THE COURT,

SUEAAM WHITE, President Judge

ce:  Barbara Mountjoy, Esquire
F. Waiter Bloomn, Esquire
Elissa Stuttler, Esquire (Child Advooate)
Eleanor R, Valacko Deputy Prothonotary
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CHAD ZACHARY HOWER, v N TIIE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS,

! VENANGO COUNTY,PENNSYLVANIA
Vs,

NANCY SUE OBERLANDER, formerly  :
NANCY S8UE DBERLANDER-HOWER, : Civ. No, 1751-2004

0 SUPPORT

The appellant, Chad Hower, has appealed (o the Superior Court of Penngylvania
from the court order entered on Angust 30, 2006, Pursuant to PaR.AP. No. 1925(a), the
following is this court’s statement relating (0 the issues raised on appeal,

The appellant’s concise statement concerning matters raissd on appeal raises onc
jssue, The appellent asserts in this one issue that the trial court erred in concluding that &
could exercise jurisdiction in this matter.

We conelude that this appeal is interlocutory, pursuant to Pa.JLAY. 311, There
are Sircmsiances where an appeal on jitisdiction is permissible 1o the Superior Cowt of
Penmsylvania without a final order, but in the presens case the nacessary requiraments for
such an appeal have not been satisfied. Pa.R.AP, 311(h). The appelise did not petition
fot a final order on our mling soncemning jurisdiction. PaR.A P, 311(b)(1). Also, in our
4pinion conceming exeteising jurisdiction over this matter, we did not state that there
was a “substantial question of jurisdiction.” PAR.A.P, 311(b)(2) and Donald £.F v
Michelle CF., 449 A.24. 37 (PaSuper, 1932). Therefore ihis appeal is interlocutory and

should b quashed.
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We also refer the Superior Cowrt ta our opinion of 3cptember 5, 2006, which fully

states our reasoning and conclusions for our August 30, 2006 order,

BY THE COURT,

LIAM WHITE, President Judge
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.. INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF VENANGO COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL ACTION - LAW

CHAD ZACHARY HOWER,
Plaintiff

V. Civ. No. 1751-2004

NANCY SUE OBERLANDER, formerly
NANCY SUE OBERLANDER-HOWER, e
Defendant L3 g

OBJECTION TO MOTION TO CONTINUE

Uil g

TO THE HONORABLE, H. WILLIAM WHITE, PRESIDENT JUDGEQF THE SAID “*7%

COURT: | HES w TR
: 2

AND NOW comes Defendant, Nancy Sue Oberlander, by and through her
attorneys, Rosen, Rosen, Bloom and Varsek, by F. Walter Bloom, TIT, and files the within
Objection to Motion to Continue and in support thereof aver as follows:

1. The Pennsylvania Superior Court has indicated, pursuant to correspondence of
October 6, 2006, that the instant appeal effected by Chad Hower is interfocutory. A copy
of said correspondence is attached hereto and marked Exhibit “17.

WHEREFOQRE, Movant requests that this Honorable Court deny Plaintiff’s

Motion for Continuance.

Bly:" h lv‘:’ . ; ¥ i

L+ F. Walter Bloom, III

o Attorney for Defendant,
Nancy Sue Oberlander




