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YLD Operation MVP now in third year
by Matt Sober

The men and women of the U.S.
military are accustomed to having 
few luxuries while serving in the 
Middle East.

But certain amenities are non-
negotiable.

“When it comes to lip balm, they
want the Carmex,” said Les 
Goldstrom, a member of the Young
Lawyers Division Public Service
Committee. As co-chair of the group’s
annual Operation MVP, Goldstrom
knows of what he speaks.

Operation MVP, which stands for
Military & Veterans Project, is in its
third year of providing care packages
to U.S. troops. Having raised enough
money to pack hundreds of boxes 
during that time, Goldstrom and project
co-chair Hope Guy have embarked on
a couple of epic shopping sprees along
the way.

“There are so many items to buy. It
takes several hours. We’ve spent 
hundreds of dollars at Sam’s Club,”
Guy said. “We’ve packed socks, 
chapstick, T-shirts, toothpaste, 
toothbrushes, deodorant, baby wipes,

and all sorts of food items like sports
drink powder packs and beef jerky.”

Goldstrom said that, like all smart
shoppers, he and Guy make a conscious
effort to get the most value for 
their dollar.

“You try to get the best-quality
product at the best price. It does no
good to buy something they don’t want
or won’t use,” he said.

This year, Operation MVP was
launched with a fundraising event in
March at the Elbow Room in Shadyside.
Donations were solicited from individuals
and firms as well.

Then, on a Saturday morning in
mid-May, YLD volunteers gathered at
the South Side headquarters of the
Veterans Leadership Program of
Western Pennsylvania, where boxes
were packed and prepared for shipping.

“The Veterans Leadership Program
members are amazing people. What’s
nice is they have an area where we
can set up the night before, so when
the volunteers come, all they have to
do is pack boxes,” Guy said, adding
that the Post Office offers a discount

Vol. 14   No. 11 June 1, 2012The Journal of the Allegheny County Bar Association

KD & You and the Law volunteers
answer record number of calls

PHOTOS BY JOANNA TAYLOR STONE

More than 2200 calls were answered by 70 ACBA members at the 28th annual KD & You and the Law telethon
at KDKA studios in Gateway Center on Tuesday, April 24. Volunteers answered calls from members of the 
community on many different topics, including property assessments, mortgage foreclosures, divorce and 
custody issues, bankruptcy, Social Security, and real estate. The number of calls reflects a record for the annual
telethon, which spans 10 hours and is hosted by KDKA’s Jon Delano. (top photo) ACBA President Howard
Schulberg and KDKA reporter Jon Delano conducted a live interview during the noon newscast.

Continued on page 2
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Gender Bias Duty Officers
If you have observed or experienced any

form of gender bias, you may contact one of

the following members of the Gender Bias

Subcommittee of the Women in the Law

Division. The duty officers will keep your

report confidential and will discuss with you

actions available through the subcommittee.

Kimberly Brown......................412-394-2323

Rhoda Neft ..............................412-261-2753

Bernie Puzzuole ......................412-338-1129

Ethics Hotline
The ACBA Professional Ethics Committee

“Ethics Hotline” makes available Committee

Members to answer ethical questions by

telephone on a daily basis.

June

Robert J. Donahoe ................412-833-0800

Russel D. Giancola ................412-553-6355

July

Nick S. Fisfis ..........................412-396-6289

Dusty Elias Kirk ....................412-454-5039

Seymour A. Sikov ..................412-261-4202
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to Operation MVP. “The volunteers
and donors can prepare a letter saying
‘thank you,’ and we put our names and
some contact info. The soldiers have
been great. They’ve sent us thank you
cards and pictures.”

In addition to care packages for
active-duty personnel, Operation
MVP has created a website that serves
as a resource for veterans and their
families. The site (http://www.acba.org/
ACBA/members/YLD-MVP) provides
links to organizations that provide
assistance with employment, legal, medical
and housing issues, among others.

Guy said that Operation MVP has
significant personal meaning.

“My stepfather served in the Army
and Navy, and a college friend is being
deployed soon,” Guy said. “She’s
going to Kuwait for nine months. It
will be her third deployment. Seeing
her have to prepare for deployment,
it’s hard.”

Goldstrom feels just as strongly
about what he considers a small
expression of gratitude.

“My ability to practice law is 
contingent upon the freedoms we have
in this country,” he said. “These men
and women are out there defending
these freedoms, and them doing so
enables me to go to work every day.
Without them, I don’t have the freedoms
in my personal and professional life.
So if I can thank them by sending some
packages, I’m happy to do that.” ■

YLD OPERATION MVP
continued from front cover Publicize Your Section and Committee News!

The ACBA Communications Department is eager to promote any special activity or newsworthy event emanating from your
Committee or Section of interest to ACBA members, the media, or the general public. E-mail us at news@acba.org with the
following information:
◆ Name and description of the event ◆ Date, time, and place of the event
◆ Name(s) of the sponsoring Section/Committee(s) ◆ Name(s) of speakers and titles of presentations
◆ How many people do you expect to attend? ◆ Name and phone number of a contact person
◆ Will there be an admission fee or ticket sales? If so, how much? ◆ Are reservations needed to attend the event? 
◆ Is there any other information you would like to share with us?
Thank you for your cooperation! ■



Although the figures released for
2011 show a slight increase in the total
number of lawsuits filed, there
remains a 44.1 percent overall decline
in filings for the latest reporting period
from the statistical “base years” of
2000-2002. In Philadelphia, the judicial

district with the largest caseload, the
decline exceeded 65 percent during
the same period.

The base years are the period just
prior to two significant rule changes
made by the Supreme Court. The first
change required attorneys to obtain
from a medical professional a certificate
of merit that establishes that the
medical procedures in a case fall
outside acceptable professional
standards. A second change required
medical malpractice actions to be
brought only in the county where 
the cause of action takes place, a 
move aimed at eliminating so-called
“venue shopping.”

The figures also show that 2011 had
the fewest number of jury verdicts in
comparison to earlier years. The same
data also shows more than 70 percent
of the jury verdicts were for the
defense. The number of non-jury 
verdicts for 2011 remained in single
digits for a sixth consecutive year.

“What we’re seeing is essentially a
leveling off in what had been a growing
decline in numbers that is not surprising,”
Chief Justice of Pennsylvania Ronald
D. Castille said. “Although the numbers

are likely to show slight changes in the
years ahead, the pattern suggests a
solid footing for the systematic tracking
and rule changes initiated and instituted
a decade ago by the Supreme Court to
address concern over medical 
malpractice litigation.”

The AOPC began methodically 
collecting data from each of 
Pennsylvania’s 67 counties seven
years ago as part of the judiciary’s
commitment to intergovernmental
collaboration in addressing medical
malpractice litigation issues. Counties
also began to track med mal case
information to enhance the focus and
accuracy of data collections. New
statewide Rules of Civil Procedure
were promulgated (Pa. R.C.P. 1018
and 1042.16) to help identify med mal
cases together with a new rule of 
Judicial Administration (Pa.R.J.A.
1904) to codify the reporting 
requirements. An extensive collection
of data, rules, and other information
may be viewed on the medical 
malpractice resource page of the
Pennsylvania judiciary’s website at:
http://www.pacourts.us/Links/Media/
MedicalMalpractice/default.htm. ■
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Medical malpractice data levels
off as court rules yield results
by Art Heinz

Chief Justice of Pennsylvania
Ronald D. Castille has announced a
leveling off in the number of medical
malpractice case filings statewide
after a six-year decline.

U.S. District Court for the
Western District of Pennsylvania
18 x 24-inch print

City-County Building
14 x 20-inch print

Family Law Center
18 x 24-inch print

Allegheny County Courthouse
14 x 20-inch print

Limited edition prints of the...

...are for sale.
These black and white reproductions, which are designed, signed and
numbered by local artist Susan Castriota Hamilton, are still available!

A portion of the proceeds will be donated to the Allegheny County Bar Foundation.

To order your print, please send a check made payable to ACBA, for $80.25 ($75 plus tax) to:
Attn: Peggy Lewis

Allegheny County Bar Association
400 Koppers Building

436 Seventh Ave.
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Please note that depending on supply, it may take up to four weeks for delivery.
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Military & Veterans Affairs
Committee hosts veteran author

PHOTO BY BARBARA GRIFFIN

Cpt. Sean Parnell, author of Outlaw Platoon, spoke to the ACBA Military & Veterans Affairs Committee on March 30 about his experiences as a 
combat soldier in Afghanistan and the needs of returning veterans. Cpt. Parnell is pictured here (center) with Committee Co-chairs Robert Fall (left)
and Nicolas Krawek (right).

� Focus of Practice: Attorney ethics and disciplinary law (since 1981)

� Legal Services include: Representation of attorneys in disciplinary and reinstatement proceedings, and in
     Client Security Fund matters. Preventive advice regarding the Rules of Professional Conduct and related rules
     and regulations. Representation of applicants in Bar admission matters.

� State Bar Admissions: PA–1978; WV–1993

Richard H. Lindner, Esq.
P.O. Box 684, Bethel Park, PA 15102*

Phone: 412.283.1006
www.LindnerEthics.com    LindnerLaw@verizon.net
* Call for appointments in my Pittsburgh office (Mt. Washington)
  or at a location of your choice

Legal Ethics & Disciplinary Matters

Tip of the Month
Generally, payment of a referral fee to an inactive, suspended or disbarred
lawyer is ethically permissible, provided that the lawyer was on active status at
the time of the referral agreement, the total fee is not illegal or clearly excessive,
and the client was timely advised of and did not object to the fee division. 
See Rule 1.5(e), PaRPC; PBA Formal Op. 2007-400; and Phila. Bar Op. 89-26.

www.loganlawfirm.net

EMPLOYMENT 
LAW LITIGATORS 
REPRESENTING EXECUTIVES, 
MANAGERS, PROFESSIONALS 
AND SMALL BUSINESSES 

 SEVERANCE AGREEMENTS 
 AGE AND GENDER DISCRIMINATION 
 BREACH OF CONTRACT 
 SEXUAL HARASSMENT 

THE GRANT BUILDING 
330 GRANT ST, STE 3201 
PITTSBURGH, PA 15219        (412) 765-0983 
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James H. Logan &
Kathleen M. Logan
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U.S. Supreme Court hears oral
arguments in PPACA case

During the last week in March, the
U.S. Supreme Court heard oral 
arguments in four separate sessions over
three days on the following questions
relating to the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act (PPACA):

Whether a 19th century statute (the
Anti-Injunction Act) will prevent the
court from hearing challenges to the
individual mandate provision until the
time that penalties are actually
assessed; Whether the individual
mandate is an unconstitutional exercise
of Congress’ power to regulate commerce;
Whether and to what extent the
remaining provisions of PPACA can
survive if the individual mandate is
deemed unconstitutional; and Whether
the expansion of Medicaid is an

unconstitutional burden imposed by
Congress on the states.

While much of the questioning by
the justices seemed to follow commonly
understood ideological differences,
much attention was given to the lines
of questioning provided by Justice
Kennedy, who is often the swing vote
in close decisions. Often, though, the
tenor of a justice’s questions may have
less to do with his/her own thinking
and more to do with testing the merits
of a particular position. It is often
difficult to discern the eventual outcome
from the goings on at oral argument.

Nevertheless, some observations
can be drawn from the questioning by
the justices. The following summarizes,
at a very high level, the issues 
presented at the court and what 
speculation exists around a possible
decision. It is expected that an opinion
would be issued by the end of the
term, June 25.

Anti-Injunction Act
The first question the court dealt

with was whether the Anti-Injunction
Act applied, thus barring the court

from hearing the case of whether the
individual mandate was permissible
until after the tax/penalty had been
assessed in accordance with certain
procedures. In oral arguments, liberal
and conservative justices alike
appeared skeptical that the Anti-
Injunction Act applied to the individual
mandate and most observers do not
think that the court will delay a decision
on the issues because of this. 

Individual Mandate
On the question of whether Congress

has the authority under the Commerce
Clause to require individuals to
purchase private health insurance,
the justices appeared to split more
along ideological lines. Importantly,
Justice Kennedy appeared to be having
difficulty accepting the line of reasoning
that the mandate was within the limited
power of Congress to regulate commerce,
as opposed to initiating it (i.e., forcing
consumption). After oral arguments,
many experts and pundits suggest that
the chances for finding the individual
mandate unconstitutional are 50/50 or
slightly better. It appears Justice Kennedy

(and possibly Chief Justice Roberts)
will be the key votes on this issue.

Severability
Should the court find the individual

mandate unconstitutional, can the mandate
be removed (severed) from the law and
allow the rest of the law to stand? Or is
it so intertwined with the rest of the law
that the entire legislation fails? 
Questioning on this issue was not
entirely along ideological lines and the
justices wrestled, not only with whether
the rest of the law could stand, but
whether individual provisions needed
to be examined section by section. It is
unclear what the court will do here;
there are a variety of unknowns. Again,
it is likely that Kennedy and Roberts
will be the key players in determining
this issue, and neither of them showed
a clear inclination as to their thinking
in their questioning.

Medicaid Expansion
Consistent with many experts

thinking, the expansion of Medicaid
eligibility on the states by government
is likely permissible. ■
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     creating a diverse

412.201.7470
800.737.3436
specialcounsel.com

THAT’S WHAT WE DO, EVERY DAY.® At Special Counsel, diversity is an ongoing commitment. That’s one of the reasons why our clients rely 
upon our full range of legal staffing solutions. They know that we actively recruit the best and most diverse talent in the market. From contract 
staffing to direct hire, we’re connected to the people who can positively impact your bottom line. Call us today and find out how we can help you.

©2012 Special Counsel, Inc. All rights reserved.
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ESTATE PLANNING

IF YOUR CLIENTS ARE CONSIDERING CHARITABLE
GIVING as part of their estate planning The Pittsburgh
Presbytery Foundation can provide a means to support
charitable work helping those in need throughout SW
Pennsylvania. For more information contact the Foundation
at www.pghpresbytery.org/pghpresbyterianfdn.htm or
Rev. Dr. Douglas Portz at 412-323-1400 Ext 318.

OFFICE SPACE

GRANT ST. ADDRESS WITHOUT THE HIGH RENT! Office
Space Available Individual Offices or up to Full Floors of
2,000 sq. ft. Reduced Rental Rates starting at $12.00
PSF full service. www.beynonandco.com.

PROCESS SERVICE

INVESTIGATING

THE IMPOSSIBLE WE DO RIGHT AWAY! MIRACLES
TAKE A LITTLE TIME. EMPIRE INVESTIGATION 
(412) 921-4046. Visit us on our website, www.empireinv.com.

APPRAISALS

ANTIQUE AUTO APPRAISALS for all vehicles 1900 to
1990. Expert Witness. Certified Appraiser - K. Merusi.
412-731-2878.

DOCUMENT EXAMINER/

HANDWRITING

J. WRIGHT LEONARD, BCFE, CDE. Certified. Experienced
in Federal, State & Local Courts. Testimony in Civil &
Criminal Matters. 215-735-4000.

ECONOMIST/

VOC. EXPERT

WM. HOUSTON REED, Ph.D.–25+yrs. of forensic
economics & vocational eval. expertise in one report.
1-888-620-8933.

Lawyers’ Mart

Third Circuit provides “definitive
guidance” on taxation of ESI costs
by Susan Ardisson

In a much anticipated decision, the
Third Circuit in Race Tires America,
Inc. v. Hoosier Racing Tire Corp.,
__F.3d __ (3d Cir. (Pa.) March 16, 2012
(No. 11-2316), held that most expenses
associated with the collection, 
processing and production of 
electronically stored information
(ESI) were not taxable as costs under
28 U.S.C. §1920(4) because they 
were not expenses incurred for
“exemplification” or “copying.”

In a 31-page opinion, which the
Third Circuit characterized as providing
“definitive guidance” on the taxation
of ESI costs, the Third Circuit
reversed the district court’s taxation
of more than $365,000 in ESI related
expenses against the plaintiff which
included costs for the creation of
forensic images, data culling and key
word searching, and held that only
approximately $30,000 for scanning
and TIFFing charges were the
“making of copies” and taxable as
costs under Section 1920(4).

Rule 54(d)(1) of the Federal Rules
of Civil procedure provides that:
“[u]nless a federal statute, these rules,
or court order provides otherwise,
costs—other than attorney’s fees—
should be allowed to the prevailing
party.” Allowable costs are enumerated

in 28 U.S.C. Section 1920. The issue
before the Third Circuit in the Race
Tires case was whether all of the
expenses incurred by the defendants
for electronic discovery consultant’s
charges for “data collection, preservation,
culling searching, conversion and
production” were taxable as costs
under Section 1920(4), which authorizes
taxation for: “fees for exemplification
and the costs of making copies of any
materials where the copies are neces-
sarily obtained for use in the case….”

The Third Circuit began its analysis
by noting the difference in the practice
of courts in England, which permits
total reimbursement of all costs to the
successful litigant, and the “American
rule,” which prohibits cost shifting to
the losing party. According to the
Third Circuit, The “American rule”
against shifting the expense of litigation
to the losing party is “founded on the
egalitarian concept of providing
relatively easy access to the courts to
all citizens and reducing the threat of
liability for litigation expenses as an
obstacle to the commencement of a law-
suit or the assertion of a defense that
might have some merit.” [Quoting Alan
Wright, Arthur R. Miller, Mary Kay Kane
& Richard L. Marcus, Federal Practice
and Procedure §2665 (3d ed. 1998).

After a lengthy review of the
statute, the Race Tires court first held

that none of the expenses claimed by
the defendants, and awarded by the
district court were in fact fees for
“exemplification.” According to the
Race Tires court, “[t]he electronic
discovery vendors’ work in this case
did not produce illustrative evidence or
the authentication of public records.
Their charges accordingly would not
qualify as fees for ‘exemplification’…”

Next the Third Circuit examined
the statutory language allowing taxation
of “costs of making copies.” According
to the Race Tires court, the common
meaning of the word “copy” is to:
duplicate something else, usually an
“original.” For example, a 2,000-year-
old copy of the Ten Commandments
recently went on display in New York.
The term “copy” helps to convey that
we are not referring to the original
stone tablets on which the commandments
were inscribed; what is on display is 
a parchment copy of the original 
stone tablets.

The Race Tires court then considered
the particular types of charges that
the district court had taxed as copying
costs under Section 1920(4) and
whether they were costs incurred by
the defendants in the “making of
copies.” Stating that the invoices 
submitted by the defendants were
“notable for their lack of specificity
and clarity as to the services actually
performed,” the Race Tires court
found RTA’s brief to be “helpful” and
looked to it for “guidance” in identifying
the categories of electronic services
claimed, which included “collecting
and preserving ESI; processing and
indexing ESI; keyword searching of
ESI for responsive and privileged 
documents; converting native files to
TIFF; and scanning paper documents
to create electronic images.” Of these
activities, the Third Circuit noted that
generally only scanning and conversion
of native files to TIFF images for 
production are taxable as “making
copies of materials.”

The court next reviewed several
district court decisions regarding the

taxation of ESI costs under section
1920(4), including CBT Flint Partners,
LLC v. Return Path, Inc., 676 F. Supp.
2d 1376 (N.D. Ga. 2009), vacated, 654
F.3d 1353, 1361 (Fed. Cir. 2011), on
which the district court “placed 
special reliance…” According to the
Race Tires court, The decisions that
allow taxation of all, or essentially all,
electronic discovery consultant
charges, such as the District Court’s
ruling in this case, are untethered
from the statutory mooring. Section
1920(4) does not state that all steps
that lead up to the production of
copies of materials are taxable.

Agreeing that although imaging,
searching and “extensive processing”
of ESI may be necessary to make a
“comprehensive and intelligible 
production,” this “does not mean that
all the services leading up to the 
actual production constitute ‘making
copies.’” The court analogized the
steps necessary in complex litigation
in the “pre-digital era” which included
collecting and reviewing paper files,
screening for relevance and privilege,
before the production of a smaller set
of relevant documents. According to
the Race Tires court, None of the
steps that preceded the actual act of
making copies in the pre-digital era
would have been considered taxable.
And that is because Congress did not
authorize taxation of charges necessarily
incurred to discharge discovery
obligations. It allowed only for the
taxation of the costs of making copies.

Finding that only approximately
$30,000 of the $365,000 taxed was in
fact incurred by the defendants for
scanning and TIFFing charges, the
Third Circuit vacated the district
court’s taxation of e-discovery
expenses and remanded the case to
the district court to “re-tax costs” in
accordance with its opinion. ■

Susan Ardisson, Esq. is CEO of bit-x-bit.
This article originally appeared in qubit,
March 2012, and is reprinted with 
permission from bit-x-bit, LLC.

If you have an idea for a story,
please contact Joanna Taylor Stone at
jstone@acba.org or 412-402-6604.

STORY IDEAS
WANTED



holder John Dyro
to its Financial
Services and Real
Estate Finance
Practice. Dyro
represents com-
mercial lenders 
in real-estate
secured loan
t r a n s a c t i o n s
including acquisi-
tion and construc-
tion financing, 
permanent financ-

ing, revolving credit facilities, and
loan work-outs and collateralizations.

Changes in Status
Jesse Louis Katz has been placed

on suspension for a period of 
two years.
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and Intellectual
Property Litiga-
tion practice
groups. Hall prac-
tices in all aspects
of federal com-
mercial litigation
with a primary
emphasis on Intel-
lectual Property
litigation.

◆    ◆    ◆

Tess M. Harper
has joined Keevi-
can Weiss Bauerle
& Hirsch LLC as a
Member of the
firm’s Tax Law
Practice Group
and Corporate &
Business Law
Practice Group.

◆    ◆    ◆

Cohen & Grigsby
is pleased to announce that Noland J.
Cheung has joined the firm as a director
and head of the firm’s Intellectual 
Property Practice.

◆    ◆    ◆

Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney PC
has announced the addition of share-

Bar Briefs
News and Notes

Senator Joe
Scarnati, Presi-
dent Pro Tempore
of the Pennsylva-
nia Senate, has
appointed Ira
Weiss to the eight-
member Legisla-
tive Audit Advisory
C o m m i s s i o n ,
effective yester-
day. The role of the
Legislative Audit

Advisory Commission is to examine
the standards of audits of affairs of the
General Assembly and legislative
agencies. 

Weiss, of The Law Offices of Ira
Weiss, concentrates his practice on
the representation of school districts
and municipalities.

People on the
Move

Dinsmore is
pleased to
announce that
Michael Magee
has joined the firm
as a Partner in the
Litigation Depart-
ment and member
of the Products
Liability and Tort
Practice Groups.

Magee focuses his practice on defending

toxic tort cases in various jurisdictions
throughout the country.

◆    ◆    ◆

O b e r m a y e r
Rebmann Maxwell
& Hippel LLP is
pleased to
announce Andrew
J. Horowitz has
joined the litiga-
tion department as
an associate.
Horowitz focuses
his practice on a
variety of general
and commercial
litigation and

employment law matters.

◆    ◆    ◆

Lieber Ham-
mer Huber & Ben-
nington, P.C.
announced the
addition of associ-
ate Emily J. Car-
son to the firm.
Carson concen-
trates her practice
in the areas of
family and
employment law. 

◆    ◆    ◆

Douglas M. Hall has joined Pietragallo
Gordon Alfano Bosick & Raspanti,
LLP as a senior attorney in the Litigation

Having the right team 
makes all the difference

Labor & Employment Attorneys
Employment Litigation Attorneys
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
(412) 338-1100
www.rothmangordon.com

Back Row: Colleen Ramage Johnston, Stephen H. Jordan, 
James W. Carroll, Jr., and Alan C. Blanco 
Front Row: Louis B. Kushner, Nikki Velisaris Lykos, and Lori R. Miller

Emily J. 
Carson

John 
Dyro

Tess M. 
Harper

Douglas 
M. Hall

Andrew 
J. Horowitz

Michael
Magee

Ira 
Weiss

437 GRANT ST., SUITE 1501  I  PITTSBURGH, PA 15219  I  412-325-4033

computer forensic 
investigations  

e-discovery  

technical expert 
services

ESI processing

Serving the Pittsburgh  
region’s legal community  
and leading companies
Providing “hosted” e-discovery review 
capabilities via the web, e-discovery 
processing and production services.   

Exclusively endorsed by the ACBA 
ACBA members receive a discount  
on bit-x-bit’s consulting services.

For a complimentary case analysis  
and information about our services,  
please call (412) 325-4033 or  
visit us at www.bit-x-bit.com.
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Pre�order your 2012
Allegheny County
Bar Association

Legal Directory
today!

Call 412�402�6614 for details.



The Allegheny County Bar Association is pleased to announce to all
members it is continuing the endorsement program with the Business

Solutions Division of Office Depot.  This partnership provides members
substantial savings on their office supply needs. 

A few of the benefits available include:

Registration and setup are required to take advantage of these benefits. To get started or learn more about the program, 
please contact David Lovic at 877.353.9100 ext. 4202 or 
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