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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania considered consolidated emergency applications to stay

proceedings pending disposition of petitions for review in matters involving construction and concrete

companies. On August 9, 2018, the court denied the applications; Justice Mundy did not participate.
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The petitioners filed emergency applications to stay proceedings

pending disposition of petitions for review.

Published per curiam order; no substantive legal rule or analysis is
stated.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the emergency applications to stay proceedings pending disposition of petitions for review

should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. The emergency applications to stay proceedings were denied.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion contains no substantive factual discussion. The identified applicants sought to stay ongoing
proceedings pending disposition of petitions for review. The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania denied the

emergency applications.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Four emergency applications to stay proceedings were presented to the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania while

petitions for review were pending. The court denied the applications.
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