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CRIMINAL PROCEDURE
[ 234 PA. CODE CH. 5 ]

Proposed Amendment of Pa.R.Crim.P. 550 (Pleas
of Guilty Before Magisterial District Judge in
Court Cases) and 590 (Pleas and Plea Agree-
ments)

The Criminal Procedural Rules Committee is consider-
ing proposing to the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania the
amendment of Pa.R.Crim.P. 550 and 590 for the reasons
set forth in the accompanying publication report. Pursu-
ant to Pa.R.J.A. 103(a)(1), the proposal is being published
in the Pennsylvania Bulletin for comments, suggestions,
or objections prior to submission to the Supreme Court.

Any report accompanying this proposal was prepared
by the Committee to indicate the rationale for the
proposed rulemaking. It will neither constitute a part of
the rules nor be adopted by the Supreme Court.

Additions to the text of the proposal are bolded and
underlined; deletions to the text are bolded and brack-
eted.

The Committee invites all interested persons to submit
comments, suggestions, or objections in writing to:

Joshua M. Yohe, Counsel
Criminal Procedural Rules Committee

Supreme Court of Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Judicial Center

PO Box 62635
Harrisburg, PA 17106-2635

FAX: (717) 231-9521
criminalrules@pacourts.us

All communications in reference to the proposal should
be received by June 7, 2022. E-mail is the preferred
method for submitting comments, suggestions, or objec-
tions; any e-mailed submission need not be reproduced
and resubmitted via mail. The Committee will acknowl-
edge receipt of all submissions.
By the Criminal Procedural
Rules Committee

AARON J. MARCUS,
Chair

Annex A
TITLE 234. RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

CHAPTER 5. PRETRIAL PROCEDURES IN COURT
CASES

PART D. Proceedings in Court Cases Before
Issuing Authorities

Rule 550. Pleas of Guilty Before Magisterial District
Judge in Court Cases.

(A) In a court case in which a magisterial district judge
is specifically empowered by statute to exercise jurisdic-
tion, a defendant may plead guilty before a magisterial
district judge at any time up to the completion of the
preliminary hearing or the waiver thereof.

(B) The magisterial district judge may refuse to accept
a plea of guilty, and [ the magisterial district judge ]
shall not accept such plea, unless [ there has been a

determination ] the magisterial district judge deter-
mines, after inquiry of the defendant conducted in
accordance with subdivision (E), that the plea is
[ voluntarily and understandingly ] knowingly, in-
telligently, and voluntarily tendered.

(C) The plea shall be in writing:

(1) signed by the defendant, with a representation by
the defendant that the plea is entered knowingly, [ vol-
untarily, and intelligently ] intelligently, and volun-
tarily; and

(2) signed by the magisterial district judge, with a
certification that the plea was accepted after [ a full ]
inquiry of the defendant pursuant to subdivision (E),
and that the plea was made knowingly, voluntarily, and
intelligently.

(D) Before accepting a plea, the magisterial dis-
trict judge shall be satisfied of:

(1) the court’s jurisdiction to accept the plea; and

(2) the defendant’s eligibility under the law to
plead guilty before a magisterial district judge.

(E) The magisterial district judge shall question
the defendant to confirm, at a minimum, the follow-
ing:

(1) the defendant’s identity;

(2) the defendant’s capacity to comprehend and
communicate in the proceedings;

(3) the defendant’s satisfaction with the represen-
tation provided by his or her attorney, if any;

(4) there is a factual basis for the plea; and

(5) the defendant understands:

(a) the nature and elements of the offenses to
which he or she is pleading guilty, the permissible
range of sentences, including fines, for those of-
fenses, the maximum aggregate sentence, and any
applicable mandatory sentence;

(b) his or her right to counsel;

(c) he or she has certain rights, including, but not
limited to: the right to a trial in the court of
common pleas; the right to file and litigate pretrial
motions; the right to testify; the right to cross-
examine witnesses; and the right to call his or her
own witnesses;

(d) he or she has the right to a trial by a jury,
consisting of 12 jurors of his or her peers, if
charged with an offense punishable by a maximum
term of incarceration exceeding six months;

(e) he or she has the right to a unanimous ver-
dict;

(f) the magisterial district judge is not bound by
the terms of any plea agreement tendered unless
the magisterial district judge accepts such agree-
ment;

(g) a conviction may have consequences of depor-
tation, exclusion from admission to the United
States, or denial of naturalization pursuant to fed-
eral law if he or she is not a citizen of the United
States;

2689

PENNSYLVANIA BULLETIN, VOL. 52, NO. 19, MAY 7, 2022



(h) he or she is presumed innocent and can only
be convicted if proven guilty beyond a reasonable
doubt;

(i) the plea precludes consideration for ARD or
other diversionary programs; and

(j) he or she may, as provided in subdivision (F),
change the plea to not guilty within 30 days after
sentence by notifying the magisterial district judge
who accepted the plea of this decision in writing.

([ D ] F) A defendant who enters a plea of guilty under
this rule may, within 30 days after sentence, change the
plea to not guilty by so notifying the magisterial district
judge in writing. In such event, the magisterial district
judge shall vacate the plea and judgment of sentence, and
the case shall proceed in accordance with Rule 547, as
though the defendant had been held for court.

([ E ] G) Thirty days after the acceptance of the guilty
plea and the imposition of sentence, the magisterial
district judge shall certify the judgment, and shall for-
ward the case to the clerk of courts of the judicial district
for further proceedings.

Comment:

In certain cases, what would ordinarily be a court case
within the jurisdiction of the court of common pleas has
been placed within the jurisdiction of magisterial district
judges. See [ Judicial Code, ] 42 Pa.C.S. § 1515(a)(5),
(5.1), (6), (6.1), and (7). This rule provides the procedures
to implement this expanded jurisdiction of magisterial
district judges.

In those cases in which either the defendant declines to
enter a plea of guilty before the magisterial district judge
or the magisterial district judge refuses to accept a plea
of guilty, the case is to proceed in the same manner as
any other court case.

This rule applies whenever a magisterial district judge
has jurisdiction to accept a plea of guilty in a court case.

Under [ paragraph ] subdivision (A), it is intended
that a defendant may plead guilty at the completion of
the preliminary hearing or at any time prior thereto.

Prior to accepting a plea of guilty under this rule, it is
suggested that the magisterial district judge consult with
the attorney for the Commonwealth concerning the case,
concerning the defendant’s possible eligibility for ARD or
other types of diversion, and concerning possible related
offenses that might be charged in the same complaint.
See Commonwealth v. Campana, 304 A.2d 432 (Pa. 1973),
vacated and remanded, 414 U.S. 808 (1973), on remand,
314 A.2d 854 (Pa. 1974).

[ Before accepting a plea:

(a) The magisterial district judge should be satis-
fied of jurisdiction to accept the plea, and should
determine whether any other related offenses exist
that might affect jurisdiction.

(b) The magisterial district judge should be satis-
fied that the defendant is eligible under the law to
plead guilty before a magisterial district judge, and,
when relevant, should check the defendant’s prior
record and inquire into the amount of damages.

(c) The magisterial district judge should advise
the defendant of the right to counsel. For purposes
of appointment of counsel, these cases should be
treated as court cases, and the Rule 122 (Appoint-
ment of Counsel) procedures should be followed.

(d) The magisterial district judge should advise
the defendant that, if the defendant wants to
change the plea to not guilty, the defendant, within
30 days after imposition of sentence, must notify
the magisterial district judge who accepted the
plea of this decision in writing.

(e) The magisterial district judge should make a
searching inquiry into the voluntariness of the
defendant’s plea. A colloquy similar to that sug-
gested in Rule 590 should be conducted to deter-
mine the voluntariness of the plea. At a minimum,
the magisterial district judge should ask questions
to elicit the following information:

(1) that the defendant understands the nature of
the charges pursuant to which the plea is entered;

(2) that there is a factual basis for the plea;
(3) that the defendant understands that he or she

is waiving the right to trial by jury;
(4) that the defendant understands that he or she

is presumed innocent until found guilty;
(5) that the defendant is aware of the permissible

range of sentences and/or fines for the offenses
charged;

(6) that the defendant is aware that the magiste-
rial district judge is not bound by the terms of any
plea agreement tendered unless the magisterial
district judge accepts such agreement; and

(7) that the defendant understands that the plea
precludes consideration for ARD or other diversion-
ary programs.

See Rule 590 and the Comment thereto for further
elaboration of the required colloquy. ]

For purposes of appointment of counsel, cases
proceeding under this rule are court cases, and
Rule 122 (Appointment of Counsel) applies.

[ See also Commonwealth v. Minor, 356 A.2d 346
(Pa. 1976), overruled on other grounds in Common-
wealth v. Minarik, 427 A.2d 623, 627 (Pa. 1981);
Commonwealth v. Ingram, 316 A.2d 77 (Pa. 1974);
Commonwealth v. Martin, 282 A.2d 241 (Pa. 1971). ]

As provided in subdivision (D)(1), before accept-
ing a plea, the magisterial district judge must be
satisfied of jurisdiction to accept the plea. This
includes determining whether any other related
offenses exist that might affect jurisdiction.

Similarly, pursuant to subdivision (D)(2), the mag-
isterial district judge must be satisfied of the defen-
dant’s eligibility under the law to plead guilty
before a magisterial district judge. When relevant,
the magisterial district judge must review the de-
fendant’s prior record and inquire into the amount
of damages.

[ While the rule continues to require a written
plea incorporating the contents specified in para-
graph (C), the form of plea was deleted in 1985
because it is no longer necessary to control the
specific form of written plea by rule. ]

[ Paragraph ] Subdivision (C) does not preclude ver-
batim transcription of the colloquy and plea.

While subdivision (E)(5)(g) requires a defendant
to be informed of the consequences of a conviction
that a defendant who is not a citizen of the United
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States may suffer, the court is not to inquire into
the defendant’s immigration status.

The time limit for withdrawal of the plea contained in
[ paragraph ] subdivision [ (D) ] (F) [ was increased
from 10 days to 30 days in 2014 to place ] places a
defendant who enters a plea to a misdemeanor before a
magisterial district judge closer to the position of a
defendant who pleads guilty to the same offense in
common pleas court or a defendant who pleads guilty to a
summary offense before a magisterial district judge. A
30-day time period for withdrawal of the plea is consis-
tent with the 30-day period for summary appeal and the
30-day common pleas guilty plea appeal period.

Withdrawal of the guilty plea is the only relief available
before a magisterial district judge for a defendant who
has entered a plea pursuant to this rule. Any further
challenge to the entry of the plea must be sought in the
court of common pleas.

For the procedures concerning sentences that include
restitution in court cases, see Rule 705.1.

At the time of sentencing, or at any time within the
30-day period before transmitting the case to the clerk of
courts pursuant to [ paragraph ] subdivision ([ E ] G),
the magisterial district judge may accept payment of, or
may establish a payment schedule for, installment pay-
ments of restitution, fines, and costs.

If a plea is not entered pursuant to this rule, the
papers must be transmitted to the clerk of courts of the
judicial district in accordance with Rule 547. After the
time set forth in [ paragraph ] subdivision (A) for
acceptance of the plea of guilty has expired, the magiste-
rial district judge no longer has jurisdiction to accept a
plea.

Regardless of whether a plea stands or is timely
changed to not guilty by the defendant, the magisterial
district judge must transmit the transcript and all sup-
porting documents to the appropriate court, in accordance
with Rule 547.

Once the case is forwarded as provided in this rule and
in Rule 547, the court of common pleas has exclusive
jurisdiction over the case and any plea incident thereto.
The case would thereafter proceed in the same manner as
any other court case, which would include, for example,
the collection of restitution, fines, and costs; the establish-
ment of time payments; and the supervision of probation
in those cases in which the magisterial district judge has
accepted a guilty plea and imposed sentence.

(Editor’s Note: Pa.R.Crim.P. 550 as printed in 234
Pa. Code reads ‘‘Official Note’’ rather than ‘‘Note.’’)

[ Note: Rule 149 adopted June 30, 1977, effective
September 1, 1977; Comment revised January 28,
1983, effective July 1, 1983; amended November 9,
1984, effective January 2, 1985; amended August 22,
1997, effective January 1, 1998; renumbered Rule
550 and amended March 1, 2000, effective April 1,
2001; amended December 9, 2005, effective February
1, 2006; amended January 6, 2014, effective March 1,
2014; Comment revised March 9, 2016, effective July
1, 2016.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Final Report explaining the August 22, 1997
amendments, that clarify the procedures following
a district justice’s acceptance of a guilty plea and

imposition of sentence in a court case published
with the Court’s order at 27 Pa.B. 4548 (September
6, 1997).

Final Report explaining the March 1, 2000 reorga-
nization and renumbering of the rules published
with the Court’s Order at 30 Pa.B. 1478 (March 18,
2000).

Final Report explaining the December 9, 2005
changes to the rule clarifying the magisterial dis-
trict judges’ exercise of jurisdiction published with
the Court’s Order at 35 Pa.B. 6896 (December 24,
2005).

Final Report explaining the January 6, 2014
changes to the rule increasing the time for with-
drawal of the guilty plea from 10 to 30 days pub-
lished with the Court’s Order at 44 Pa.B. 478 (Janu-
ary 25, 2014).

Final Report explaining the March 9, 2016 Com-
ment revision concerning the Rule 705.1 restitution
procedures published with the Court’s Order at 46
Pa.B. 1540 (March 26, 2016). ]

PART H. Plea Procedures
Rule 590. Pleas and Plea Agreements.

(A) GENERALLY.

(1) Pleas shall be taken in open court.

(2) A defendant may plead not guilty, guilty, or, with
the consent of the judge, nolo contendere. If the defendant
refuses to plead, the judge shall enter a plea of not guilty
on the defendant’s behalf.

(3) Guilty Pleas and Pleas of Nolo Contendere.

(a) The judge may refuse to accept a plea of guilty or
nolo contendere, and shall not accept [ it ] such plea,
unless the judge determines, after inquiry of the defen-
dant conducted in accordance with subdivisions
(A)(3)(b)—(d), that the plea is [ voluntarily and un-
derstandingly ] knowingly, intelligently, and volun-
tarily tendered. Such inquiry shall appear on the record.

(b) The judge, or, if permitted by the judge, either
the attorney for the Commonwealth or the attorney
for the defendant in the presence of the judge, shall
question the defendant to confirm, at a minimum,
the following:

(i) the defendant’s identity;

(ii) the defendant’s capacity to comprehend and
communicate in the proceedings;

(iii) the defendant’s satisfaction with the repre-
sentation provided by his or her attorney, if any;

(iv) there is a factual basis for the plea; and

(v) the defendant understands:

(I) the nature and elements of the offenses to
which he or she is pleading guilty or nolo
contendere, the permissible range of sentences, in-
cluding fines, for those offenses, the maximum
aggregate sentence, and any applicable mandatory
sentence;

(II) the Commonwealth’s right to have a jury
decide the degree of guilt if the defendant is plead-
ing guilty to murder generally; and

(III) a conviction may have consequences of de-
portation, exclusion from admission to the United
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States, or denial of naturalization pursuant to fed-
eral law if he or she is not a citizen of the United
States.

(c) The judge, or, if permitted by the judge, either
the attorney for the Commonwealth or the attorney
for the defendant, shall question the defendant,
either orally or in writing, to confirm, at a mini-
mum, the following:

(i) the defendant’s counsel has explained to the
defendant the nature and the elements of the of-
fenses to which he or she is pleading guilty or nolo
contendere and that the defendant understands
these offenses; and

(ii) the defendant understands:
(I) he or she has certain rights, including, but not

limited to: the right to a trial; the right to file and
litigate pretrial motions; the right to counsel; the
right to testify; the right to cross-examine wit-
nesses; and the right to call his or her own wit-
nesses;

(II) he or she has the right to a trial by a jury,
consisting of 12 jurors of his or her peers, if
charged with an offense punishable by a maximum
term of incarceration exceeding six months;

(III) he or she has the right to a unanimous
verdict;

(IV) he or she is presumed innocent and can only
be convicted if proven guilty beyond a reasonable
doubt; and

(V) the grounds to appeal after a guilty plea are
limited to the legality of the sentence, the
voluntariness of the plea, and the jurisdiction of
the court.

(d) Counsel for the defendant shall certify, either
orally or in writing, that he or she has had the
opportunity to discuss the case with the defendant
and that the defendant has been advised of his or
her rights.

(B) PLEA AGREEMENTS.
(1) At any time prior to the verdict, when counsel for

both sides have arrived at a plea agreement, they shall
state on the record in open court, in the presence of the
defendant, the terms of the agreement, unless the judge
orders, for good cause shown and with the consent of the
defendant, counsel for the defendant, and the attorney for
the Commonwealth, that specific conditions in the agree-
ment be placed on the record in camera and the record
sealed.

(2) The judge shall conduct a separate inquiry of the
defendant on the record to determine whether the defen-
dant understands and voluntarily accepts the terms of
the plea agreement on which the guilty plea or plea of
nolo contendere is based, and that the defendant
understands that the judge is not bound by the
terms of the tendered plea agreement unless the
judge accepts the plea agreement.

(3) Any local rule that is inconsistent with the provi-
sions of this rule is prohibited, including any local rule
mandating deadline dates for the acceptance of a plea
entered pursuant to a plea agreement.

(C) MURDER CASES.

In cases in which the imposition of a sentence of death
is not authorized, when a defendant enters a plea of
guilty or nolo contendere to a charge of murder generally,

the degree of guilt shall be determined by a jury unless
the attorney for the Commonwealth elects to have the
judge, before whom the plea was entered, alone determine
the degree of guilt.

Comment:

The purpose of [ paragraph ] subdivision (A)(2) is to
codify the requirement that the judge, on the record,
ascertain from the defendant that the guilty plea or plea
of nolo contendere is [ voluntarily and understand-
ingly ] knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily ten-
dered. On the mandatory nature of this practice, see
Commonwealth v. Ingram, 316 A.2d 77 (Pa. 1974); Com-
monwealth v. Campbell, 304 A.2d 121 (Pa. 1973); Com-
monwealth v. Jackson, 299 A.2d 209 (Pa. 1973).

[ It is difficult to formulate a comprehensive list
of questions a judge must ask of a defendant in
determining whether the judge should accept the
plea of guilty or a plea of nolo contendere. Court
decisions may add areas to be encompassed in
determining whether the defendant understands
the full impact and consequences of the plea, but is
nevertheless willing to enter that plea. At a mini-
mum the judge should ask questions to elicit the
following information:

(1) Does the defendant understand the nature of
the charges to which he or she is pleading guilty or
nolo contendere?

(2) Is there a factual basis for the plea?

(3) Does the defendant understand that he or she
has the right to trial by jury?

(4) Does the defendant understand that he or she
is presumed innocent until found guilty?

(5) Is the defendant aware of the permissible
range of sentences and/or fines for the offenses
charged?

(6) Is the defendant aware that the judge is not
bound by the terms of any plea agreement tendered
unless the judge accepts such agreement?

(7) Does the defendant understand that the Com-
monwealth has a right to have a jury decide the
degree of guilt if the defendant pleads guilty to
murder generally?

The Court in Commonwealth v. Willis, 369 A.2d
1189 (Pa. 1977), and Commonwealth v. Dilbeck, 353
A.2d 824 (Pa. 1976), mandated that, during a guilty
plea colloquy, judges must elicit the information set
forth in paragraphs (1) through (6) above. In 2008,
the Court added paragraph (7) to the list of areas of
inquiry.

Many, though not all, of the areas to be covered
by such questions are set forth in a footnote to the
Court’s opinion in Commonwealth v. Martin, 282
A.2d 241, 244-245 (Pa. 1971), in which the colloquy
conducted by the trial judge with approval. See also
Commonwealth v. Minor, 356 A.2d 346 (Pa. 1976),
and Commonwealth v. Ingram, 316 A.2d 77 (Pa.
1974). As to the requirement that the judge ascer-
tain that there is a factual basis for the plea, see
Commonwealth v. Maddox, 300 A.2d 503 (Pa. 1973)
and Commonwealth v. Jackson, 299 A.2d 209 (Pa.
1973). ]

While subdivision (A)(3)(b)(v)(III) requires a de-
fendant to be informed of the consequences of a
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conviction that a defendant who is not a citizen of
the United States may suffer, the court is not to
inquire into the defendant’s immigration status.

In addition to ensuring that the defendant under-
stands the terms of a plea agreement pursuant to
subdivision (B)(1), the court must also be satisfied
that the defendant’s decision to enter the plea has
not been induced by promises made beyond those
contained in the plea agreement nor tainted by
coercion.

A judge either shall accept or reject the plea
agreement in whole. See Commonwealth v. Parsons,
969 A.2d 1259 (Pa. Super. 2009) (‘‘If the court is
dissatisfied with any of the terms of the plea
bargain, it should not accept the plea; instead, it
should give the parties the option of proceeding to
trial before a jury.’’).

It is advisable that the judge conduct the examination
of the defendant. However, [ paragraph ] subdivisions
(A)(3)(b) and (c) [ does not prevent ] authorize the
judge to permit defense counsel or the attorney for the
Commonwealth [ from conducting ] to conduct part or
all of the examination of the defendant[ , as permitted
by the judge. In addition, nothing in the rule would
preclude the use of a written colloquy that is read,
completed, signed by the defendant, and made part
of the record of the plea proceedings. This written
colloquy would have to be supplemented by some
on-the-record oral examination. Its use would not,
of course, change any other requirements of law,
including these rules, regarding the prerequisites
of a valid guilty plea or plea of nolo contendere ].

The ‘‘terms’’ of the plea agreement, referred to in
[ paragraph ] subdivision (B)(1), frequently involve the
attorney for the Commonwealth—in exchange for the
defendant’s plea of guilty or nolo contendere, and perhaps
for the defendant’s promise to cooperate with law enforce-
ment officials—promising concessions such as a reduction
of a charge to a less serious offense, the dropping of one
or more additional charges, a recommendation of a le-
nient sentence, or a combination of these. In any event,
[ paragraph ] subdivision (B) is intended to insure
that all terms of the agreement are openly acknowledged
for the judge’s assessment. See, e.g., Commonwealth v.
Wilkins, 277 A.2d 341 (Pa. 1971).

[ The 1995 amendment deleting former paragraph
(B)(1) eliminates the absolute prohibition against
any judicial involvement in plea discussions in
order to align the rule with the realities of current
practice. For example, the rule now permits a judge
to inquire of defense counsel and the attorney for
the Commonwealth whether there has been any
discussion of a plea agreement, or to give counsel,
when requested, a reasonable period of time to
conduct such a discussion. ] Nothing in this rule[ ,
however, ] is intended to permit a judge to suggest to a
defendant, defense counsel, or the attorney for the Com-
monwealth, that a plea agreement should be negotiated
or accepted.

[ Paragraph (B)(1) was amended and paragraph
(B)(3) was added in 2018 to clarify that the intent of
this rule is that a plea made pursuant to an
agreement may be entered any time prior to ver-
dict. Any local rule that places a time limit for the
entry of such pleas prior to verdict is in conflict
with this rule and therefore invalid. ]

Under [ paragraph ] subdivision (B)(1), upon request
and with the consent of the parties, a judge may, as
permitted by law, order that the specific conditions of a
plea agreement be placed on the record in camera and
that portion of the record sealed. Such a procedure does
not in any way eliminate the obligation of the attorney
for the Commonwealth to comply in a timely manner with
Rule 573 and the constitutional mandates of Brady v.
Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), and its progeny. Similarly,
the attorney for the Commonwealth is responsible for
notifying the cooperating defendant that the specific
conditions to which the defendant agreed will be disclosed
to third parties within a specified time period, and should
afford the cooperating defendant an opportunity to object
to the unsealing of the record or to any other form of
disclosure.

[ When a guilty plea, or plea of nolo contendere,
includes a plea agreement, the 1995 amendment to
paragraph (B)(2) requires that the judge conduct a
separate inquiry on the record to determine that
the defendant understands and accepts the terms of
the plea agreement. See Commonwealth v. Porreca,
595 A.2d 23 (Pa. 1991).

Former paragraph (B)(3) was deleted in 1995 for
two reasons. The first sentence merely reiterated
an earlier provision in the rule. See paragraph
(A)(3). The second sentence concerning the with-
drawal of a guilty plea was deleted to eliminate the
confusion being generated when that provision was
read in conjunction with Rule 591. As provided in
Rule 591, it is a matter of judicial discretion and
case law whether to permit or direct a guilty plea
or plea of nolo contendere to be withdrawn. See
also Commonwealth v. Porreca, 595 A.2d 23 (Pa.
1991) (the terms of a plea agreement may determine
a defendant’s right to withdraw a guilty plea). ]

For the procedures governing the withdrawal of a plea
of guilty or nolo contendere, see Rule 591.

For the procedures concerning sentences that include
restitution in court cases, see Rule 705.1.

[ Paragraph (C) reflects a change in Pennsylvania
practice, that formerly required the judge to con-
vene a panel of three judges to determine the
degree of guilt in murder cases in which the impo-
sition of a sentence of death was not statutorily
authorized. The 2008 amendment to paragraph (C)
and the Comment recognizes the Commonwealth’s
right to have a jury determine the degree of guilt
following a plea of guilty to murder generally. See
Article I, § 6 of the Pennsylvania Constitution that
provides that ‘‘the Commonwealth shall have the
same right to trial by jury as does the accused.’’ See
also Commonwealth v. White, 910 A.2d 648 (Pa.
2006). ]

For the procedures for accepting a guilty plea in
a court case before a magisterial district judge, see
Rule 550.

(Editor’s Note: Pa.R.Crim.P. 590 as printed in 234
Pa. Code reads ‘‘Official Note’’ rather than ‘‘Note.’’)

[ Note: Rule 319 (a) adopted June 30, 1964, effec-
tive January 1, 1965; amended November 18, 1968,
effective February 3, 1969; paragraph (b) adopted
and title of rule amended October 3, 1972, effective
30 days hence; specific areas of inquiry in Comment
deleted in 1972 amendment, reinstated in revised
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form March 28, 1973, effective immediately;
amended June 29, 1977 and November 22, 1977,
effective as to cases in which the indictment or
information is filed on or after January 1, 1978;
paragraph (c) added and Comment revised May 22,
1978, effective July 1, 1978; Comment revised No-
vember 9, 1984, effective January 2, 1985; amended
December 22, 1995, effective July 1, 1996; amended
July 15, 1999, effective January 1, 2000; renumbered
Rule 590 and Comment revised March 1, 2000,
effective April 1, 2001; amended September 18, 2008,
effective November 1, 2008; Comment revised
March 9, 2016, effective July 1, 2016; amended
January 18, 2018, effective April 1, 2018.
Committee Explanatory Reports:

Final Report explaining the December 22, 1995
amendments published with the Court’s Order at 26
Pa.B. 8 (January 6, 1996).

Final Report explaining the July 15, 1999 changes
concerning references to nolo contendere pleas and
cross-referencing Rule 320 published with the
Court’s Order at 29 Pa.B. 4057 (July 31, 1999).

Final Report explaining the March 1, 2000 reorga-
nization and renumbering of the rules published
with the Court’s Order at 30 Pa.B. 1478 (March 18,
2000).

Final Report explaining the September 18, 2008
amendments to paragraph (C) concerning juries
determining degree of guilt published with the
Court’s Order at 38 Pa.B. 5431 (October 4, 2008).

Final Report explaining the March 9, 2016 Com-
ment revision concerning the Rule 705.1 restitution
procedures published with the Court’s Order at 46
Pa.B. 1540 (March 26, 2016).

Final Report explaining the January 18, 2018
amendments concerning plea agreement deadlines
published with the Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 730
(February 3, 2018). ]

SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

CRIMINAL PROCEDURAL RULES COMMITTEE

PUBLICATION REPORT

Proposed Amendment of Pa.R.Crim.P. 550 and 590

The Criminal Procedural Rules Committee is consider-
ing proposing to the Supreme Court the amendment of
Pa.R.Crim.P. 550 and 590. Primarily, the proposed
amendments would relocate from the Comments to the
rule text the information required to be elicited from a
defendant to ensure that his or her plea is being entered
into knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. The pro-
posed amendments would also require a defendant to be
advised of the possible consequences of a plea if the
defendant is not a citizen of the United States. See
Padilla v. Kentucky, 559 U.S. 356 (2010).

The Comments to Rules 550 and 590 currently include
a list of six areas a judge must, at a minimum, inquire
into to ensure that the defendant’s plea is being entered
knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. Those six areas
are: (1) the defendant’s understanding of the nature of
the offenses pursuant to which the plea is entered; (2) the
factual basis for the plea; (3) the defendant’s understand-
ing that he or she is waiving the right to a trial; (4) the
defendant’s understanding that he or she is presumed
innocent until found guilty; (5) whether the defendant is
aware of the permissible range of sentences and/or fines

for the offenses charged; and (6) whether the defendant is
aware that the judge is not bound by the terms of any
plea agreement tendered unless the judge accepts such
agreement. See Commonwealth v. Willis, 369 A.2d 1189
(Pa. 1977), and Commonwealth v. Dilbeck, 353 A.2d 824
(Pa. 1976). With the amendment proposed here, those
areas of inquiry would be relocated to subdivision (E) of
Rule 550 and subdivisions (A)(3)(b) and (c) of Rule 590.
The Committee’s proposal is intended to redress the
inaptness of mandatory inquiries being enumerated in
commentary. Both rules would augment the above six
areas with additional required inquiries.

Beginning with the proposed amendment of Rule 550,
subdivision (D) of that rule would require the magisterial
district judge to be satisfied of the court’s jurisdiction to
accept the plea and of the defendant’s eligibility to plead
before a magisterial district judge. Subdivision (E) of Rule
550 would require the following information to be con-
firmed by the judge: the defendant’s identity; the defen-
dant’s capacity to comprehend and communicate in the
proceedings; the defendant’s satisfaction with the repre-
sentation of counsel, if any; and that there is a factual
basis for the plea. Subdivision (E) would also require the
magisterial district judge to confirm that the defendant
understands all of the following: the nature of the charges
and the permissible range of sentences; his or her right to
counsel; his or her right to trial in the court of common
pleas; his or her right to file and litigate pretrial motions,
to testify at trial, to cross-examine witnesses, and to call
his or her own witnesses; that he or she is presumed
innocent and can only be convicted if proven guilty
beyond a reasonable doubt; and that the judge is not
bound by the terms of any plea agreement unless the
judge accepts the agreement. Additionally, Rule 550
would require inquiry into the defendant’s understanding
that the plea precludes consideration for ARD and that he
or she has 30 days after imposition of sentence to change
his or her plea to not guilty by notifying the magisterial
district judge in writing.

The Comment to Rule 550 would be amended to advise
that a magisterial district judge’s verification of the
court’s jurisdiction to accept a plea—as would be required
by new subdivision (D)(1)—‘‘includes determining whether
any other related offenses exist that might affect jurisdic-
tion.’’ The Comment would also advise that determining
whether a defendant is eligible to plead before the
magisterial district judge—a determination required by
new subdivision (D)(2)—may necessitate a ‘‘review [of] the
defendant’s prior record and inquir[y] into the amount of
damages.’’ Regarding the appointment of counsel, the
Comment would direct the reader to Rule 122 (Appoint-
ment of Counsel) as cases disposed of pursuant to Rule
550 are court cases. See Pa.R.Crim.P. 103 (Definitions)
(defining a court case as a case where one or more
offenses is a misdemeanor, felony, or murder).

Like Rule 550, Rule 590 currently has mandatory areas
of inquiry enumerated in its Comment. With this pro-
posal, those areas of mandatory inquiry would be relo-
cated to the rule text. New subdivision (A)(3)(b) of Rule
590 would require all of the following to be confirmed
orally on the record: the identity of the defendant; the
defendant’s capacity to comprehend and communicate in
the proceedings; the defendant’s satisfaction with any
representation by counsel, if any; and that there is a
factual basis for the plea. Subdivision (A)(3)(b) would also
require oral confirmation on the record that the defen-
dant understands: the nature of the charges to which he
or she is pleading guilty or nolo contendere; the permis-
sible range of sentences; and, if the defendant is pleading
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guilty to murder generally, that the Commonwealth has
the right to have a jury decide the degree of guilt.

While all of the areas of inquiry enumerated in subdivi-
sion (A)(3)(b) must be confirmed orally on the record, new
subdivision (A)(3)(c) of Rule 590 would permit oral or
written confirmation of the defendant’s understanding of
the following: that he or she is presumed innocent and
can only be convicted if proven guilty beyond a reasonable
doubt and that he or she has the right to have a trial, to
file and litigate pretrial motions, to be represented by
counsel, to testify at trial, to cross-examine witnesses,
and to call his or her own witnesses. Subdivision (A)(3)(c)
would also require oral or written confirmation that the
defendant’s counsel has explained the nature and the
elements of the charges to which the defendant is plead-
ing guilty or nolo contendere and that any appeal after a
guilty plea is limited to the legality of the sentence, the
voluntariness of the plea, and the jurisdiction of the
court. New subdivision (A)(3)(d) would require defense
counsel to certify on the record that he or she ‘‘has had
the opportunity to discuss the case with the defendant
and that the defendant has been advised of his or her
rights.’’ This certification can be memorialized either
orally or in writing. Subdivision (B)(2) would be amended
to require the judge to ensure that the defendant under-
stands that the judge is not bound by the terms of any
plea agreement unless the judge accepts the agreement.

Additionally, Rule 590(A)(3)(b) and (c) would authorize
the judge to permit either the attorney for the Common-
wealth or the attorney for the defendant to conduct the
required questioning of the defendant. With respect to
subdivision (A)(3)(b), any questioning of the defendant by
either attorney would be required to be conducted in the
presence of the judge.

The Comment to Rule 590 would be amended to advise
a court that it must be satisfied ‘‘that the defendant’s
decision to enter the plea has not been induced by
promises made beyond those contained in the plea agree-
ment nor tainted by coercion.’’ The Comment would also
cite Commonwealth v. Parsons, 969 A.2d 1259 (Pa. Super.
2009) to clarify that a judge shall either accept or reject a
plea agreement in whole.

Several amendments would be made to both rules.
First, both rules would require the court, or, if permitted
by the judge, the attorney for the Commonwealth or the
attorney for the defendant in the case of Rule 590, to
ensure that the defendant understands that a conviction
may have consequences of deportation, exclusion from
admission to the United States, or denial of naturaliza-
tion pursuant to federal law if the defendant is not a
citizen of the United States. Proposed Rules 550(E)(5)(g)
and 590(A)(3)(b)(v)(III); see Padilla v. Kentucky, 559 U.S.
356 (2010). While each rule would require a defendant to
be informed of these possible consequences, the Com-
ments to these rules would be amended to warn that ‘‘the
court is not to inquire into the defendant’s immigration
status.’’ The Committee elected to include this caution
because such inquiry could be perceived as arising out of
a discriminatory motive, calling into question the impar-
tiality of the court. Moreover, the improper use of a
defendant’s immigration status for a discriminatory pur-
pose would likely be violative of Title VI of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964. Second, both rules would require
inquiry into the defendant’s understanding that he or she
has the right to a unanimous verdict, Commonwealth v.
Jackson, 324 A.2d 350 (Pa. 1974); Ramos v. Louisiana,
140 S.Ct. 1390 (2020), and, if charged with any offense
punishable by a maximum period of incarceration exceed-

ing six months, the right to a trial by a jury, Common-
wealth v. Mayberry, 327 A.2d 86 (Pa. 1974). To increase
uniformity, subdivision (B) of Rule 550 and subdivision
(A)(3)(a) of Rule 590, which provide preliminary instruc-
tions and requirements with respect to the accepting of a
plea, would be revised to reflect their analogous function
within their respective rules.

Finally, historical commentary and commentary that
merely restates or paraphrases the rule text would be
deleted from the Comments to both rules, and citations to
case law that serve as authority for the areas of manda-
tory inquiry currently enumerated in the Comments
would be deleted in conjunction with the relocation of
those mandatory inquiries to the rule text.

The Committee invites all comments, concerns, and
suggestions.

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 22-655. Filed for public inspection Mary 6, 2022, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 255—LOCAL COURT RULES
MONTGOMERY COUNTY

Rescission of Local Rule of Civil Procedure *200.
Trial Readiness.; Adoption of Local Rule of Civil
Procedure *200. Trial Readiness.; No. 2022-00001

Order

And Now, this 25th day of April, 2022, the Court
hereby Rescinds Montgomery County Local Rule of Civil
Procedure 200—Trial Readiness—originally adopted on
March 10, 2020, and Adopts Montgomery County Local
Rule of Civil Procedure 200—Trial Readiness—effective
June 1, 2022.

The Court Administrator is directed to publish this
Order once in the Montgomery County Law Reporter and
in The Legal Intelligencer. In conformity with Pa.R.J.A.
103, one (1) certified copy of this Order shall be filed with
the Administrative Office of Pennsylvania Courts. Two (2)
certified copies shall be distributed to the Legislative
Reference Bureau for publication in the Pennsylvania
Bulletin. One (1) copy shall be filed with the Law Library
of Montgomery County, and one (1) copy with each Judge
of this Court. This Order shall also be published on the
Court’s website and incorporated into the complete set of
the Court’s Local Rules.
By the Court

CAROLYN TORNETTA CARLUCCIO,
President Judge

Rule *200. Trial Readiness.

[Rescinded]

Rule *200. Trial Readiness.

(1) Application. This Local Rule shall apply to all civil
actions requiring a Cover Sheet pursuant to Rule 205.5,
excluding cases commenced by Petition, Declaration of
Taking, Zoning Appeals, and appeals from the Board of
Assessment Appeals and other local agencies.

For cases filed on or after January 1, 2019 which were
temporarily exempted from the then-effective version of
this Rule by the Judicial Emergency Order dated Novem-
ber 24, 2020, an Order will be issued revoking such
temporary exemption. For purposes of transition to the
current version of this Rule, the Court shall issue new
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Case Management Orders as appropriate for cases com-
menced between January 1, 2019 and the effective date of
the current Rule. Nothing in this Rule shall affect any
Case Management Order in effect as of the effective date
of the current Rule.

(2) Nothing in this rule shall relieve the parties from
the duty to move a civil action forward expeditiously,
including, but not limited to:

a) Prompt commencement and completion of fact dis-
covery from the commencement of any civil action subject
to this local rule;

b) Exchange of expert reports and curricula vitae of
said experts, or answers to expert interrogatories;

c) The timely filing of dispositive motions.
(3) Arbitration Cases. Except for cases excluded by

paragraph (1) above, this paragraph applies to every civil
action requiring a Cover Sheet pursuant to Rule 205.5,
whereon the filing party indicates that the action is
subject to compulsory arbitration.

a) Approximately 60 days after the commencement of
the action (or after the transfer of the action from another
jurisdiction), the Court Administrator shall issue a Case
Management Order setting deadlines for the close of fact
discovery approximately 9 months from commencement;
the service of Plaintiffs’ expert reports approximately 10
months from commencement; the service of Defendants’
and Additional Defendants’ expert reports approximately
11 months from commencement; and the filing of disposi-
tive motions approximately 12 months from commence-
ment. The Order shall direct Plaintiffs to serve a copy of
the Order immediately upon any party that is subse-
quently served with process or joined in the action and
any attorney that subsequently enters an appearance for
such a party. The Order shall provide that the action
shall be added to the Court’s Arbitration Inventory
promptly after the deadline for filing dispositive motions
if no timely dispositive motion is filed or promptly after
the determination of all timely filed dispositive motions.
Parties may obtain an earlier listing for arbitration
hearing by filing a praecipe under Local Rule 1302*(b)(1).

b) Upon the filing of an appeal from an arbitration
award, the case shall be added to the Court’s Civil Trial
Inventory approximately 90 days from the filing of the
appeal.

(4) Non-Arbitration Cases. Except in cases excluded by
paragraph (1) or covered by paragraph (3) above, approxi-
mately 60 days after the commencement of the action (or
after the transfer of the action from another jurisdiction),
the Court Administrator shall issue a Case Management
Order setting deadlines for the close of fact discovery
approximately 18 months from commencement; the ser-
vice of Plaintiffs’ expert reports approximately 19 months
from commencement, the service of Defendants’ and
Additional Defendants’ expert reports approximately 20
months from commencement, and the filing of dispositive
motions approximately 21 months from commencement.
The Order shall direct Plaintiffs to serve a copy of the
Order immediately upon any party that is subsequently
served with process or joined in the action and any
attorney that subsequently enters an appearance for such
a party. The Order shall provide that the action shall be
added to the Court’s Civil Trial Inventory promptly after
the deadline for filing dispositive motions if no timely
dispositive motion is filed or promptly after the determi-
nation of all timely filed dispositive motions. Parties may
obtain an earlier listing for trial by filing a praecipe
under Local Rule 212.1*(d).

(5) Stipulations to Expedite Deadlines. Prior to the
issuance of a Case Management Order, the parties may
file a Stipulation, subject to approval of the Court, for
entry of a Case Management Order that sets deadlines
earlier than the standard Order that would issue under
paragraph (3) or (4) above. After the issuance of a Case
Management Order, the parties may file a Stipulation,
subject to approval of the Court, that advances any or all
of the deadlines in the Case Management Order to earlier
dates. A Stipulation that purports to extend any deadlines
in a Case Management Order shall not be filed and, if
filed, shall be of no force or effect.

(6) Special Management Cases.

a) If an action is unusually complex or presents un-
usual circumstances that would make it impractical to
comply with the standard deadlines, any party may file a
Motion to Designate Case for Special Management. Such
Motions are not favored and will be granted only upon a
compelling showing of need. Circumstances that may
support such a Motion include, but are not limited to, an
unusually large number of parties; the need for an
unusually broad or complex scope of discovery that cannot
be completed by the standard deadline; complex legal
issues that require specially phased discovery; and the
need to stay a case pending the outcome of a related case.
The Motion should include the position of other parties, to
the extent practical. Any such Motion should be filed as
soon as it becomes apparent that special management is
required and need not await the issuance of a standard
Case Management Order. Undue delay in filing a Motion
may be grounds in itself for denial of the Motion.

b) Any other party may file a response within 15 days
of the filing of the Motion.

c) If the Motion is granted, the case shall be referred to
a Civil Case Management Hearing Officer, who shall
promptly convene a conference with counsel and thereaf-
ter submit to the Court a recommendation on a Case
Management Order tailored to the particular needs of the
case. Upon reviewing the recommendation, the Court will
then issue a Case Management Order, which will super-
sede any standard Case Management Order previously
issued by the Court Administrator.

(7) Motions for Extraordinary Relief. Any extension of a
deadline set forth in a Case Management Order under
this Rule (or an Order under Local Rule 212.1*(d)(4)) may
be obtained only through a Motion for Extraordinary
Relief. The Motion shall set forth the reasons for the
requested relief and the reasons that the current dead-
lines cannot be met despite diligent effort. Any party
opposing the Motion shall have 15 days in which to
respond, after which time the Court will enter an appro-
priate order.

(8) Transfer to or from Arbitration Track. At any time
prior to a trial or arbitration hearing, a party may file a
motion for transfer to another track or the parties may
stipulate to a transfer, subject to Court approval. The
Court can also, sua sponte, order the transfer of a case
from one track to another. In the event of a transfer from
the arbitration track to the non-arbitration track, the
Court Administrator, upon written request of any party,
shall issue a new Case Management Order consistent, as
much as possible, with the deadlines in paragraph (4)
above.
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Comments:

1. Zoning Appeals cases shall proceed pursuant to
Local Rule 14;

2. Board of Assessment Appeal cases shall proceed
pursuant to Local Rule 920;

3. Asbestos cases shall proceed pursuant to Local Rule
1041.1;

4. All cases involving title to real estate and equity
cases are considered ‘‘Non-Arbitration Cases.’’

5. See Local Rule 208.3(b)(2) for the time limit on filing
any motion to compel discovery.

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 22-656. Filed for public inspection May 6, 2022, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 255—LOCAL COURT RULES
SNYDER COUNTY

Detention or Incarceration of Juveniles Pursuant
to Amendments of the Federal Juvenile Justice
Reform Act; No. 15 AD 2021; No. AD-10-2022

Order

And Now, April 13, 2022, pursuant to recent amend-
ments of the Federal Juvenile Justice Reform Act (JJRA)
of 2018, 34 U.S.C. § 11101 et seq., it is hereby Ordered
and Directed that a juvenile (a child under the age of
eighteen) arrested on or after April 13, 2022, for an act
designated as a crime under the laws of this Common-
wealth and subject to adult criminal proceedings, includ-
ing criminal proceedings initiated pursuant to provisions
of the Juvenile Act (42 Pa.C.S. § 6302 and 6355), and
who is not related on bail, shall be detained at Central
Counties Youth Center or other juvenile facility until such
time as a Common Pleas judge, upon motion of the
Commonwealth, promptly makes the ‘‘interest of justice’’
determination as required by 34 U.S.C. § 11133(a)(3)(B)
and commits the juvenile for incarceration in Snyder
County Prison. The period(s) of incarceration of the
subject juvenile shall be in accordance with the require-
ments of the JJRA, unless waived in writing or on the
record by the juvenile.

It is hereby ordered that the Administrative Order for
the Detention or Incarceration of Juveniles Pursuant to
Amendments of the Federal Juvenile Justice Reform Act
is adopted as follows:

Copies of the administrative order should be distributed
according to the following schedule:

A. One copy to the Administrative Office of Pennsylva-
nia Courts via e-mail to adminrules@pacourts.us.

B. Two paper copies and one electronic copy in a
Microsoft Word format only on a CD-ROM to the Legisla-
tive Reference Bureau for publication in the Pennsylvania
Bulletin to the following address:

Pa. Code and Bulletin
Legislative Reference Bureau
647 Main Capitol Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120

The Administrative Office of Snyder County Courts is
directed as follows:

Publish a copy of the Administrative Order on the
website of the Administrative Office of Snyder County
Courts.

Thereafter, compile the Administrative Order within
the complete set of local rules no later than 30 days
following the publication in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.

File one copy of the Administrative Order in the
appropriate filing office for public inspection and copying.

The Administrative Order for Detention or Incarcera-
tion of Juveniles Pursuant to Amendments of the Federal
Juvenile Justice Reform Act shall become effective thirty
(30) days after publication in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.
By the Court

MICHAEL H. SHOLLEY,
President Judge

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 22-657. Filed for public inspection May 6, 2022, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 255—LOCAL COURT RULES
UNION COUNTY

Detention or Incarceration of Juveniles Pursuant
to Amendments of the Federal Juvenile Justice
Reform Act; No. 15 AD 2021; No. CP-60-AD-7-
2022

Order
And Now, April 13, 2022, pursuant to recent amend-

ments of the Federal Juvenile Justice Reform Act (JJRA)
of 2018, 34 U.S.C. § 11101 et seq., it is hereby Ordered
and Directed that a juvenile (a child under the age of
eighteen) arrested on or after April 13, 2022, for an act
designated as a crime under the laws of this Common-
wealth and subject to adult criminal proceedings, includ-
ing criminal proceedings initiated pursuant to provisions
of the Juvenile Act (42 Pa.C.S. § 6302 and 6355), and
who is not related on bail, shall be detained at Central
Counties Youth Center or other juvenile facility until such
time as a Common Pleas judge, upon motion of the
Commonwealth, promptly makes the ‘‘interest of justice’’
determination as required by 34 U.S.C. § 11133(a)(3)(B)
and commits the juvenile for incarceration in Union
County Prison. The period(s) of incarceration of the
subject juvenile shall be in accordance with the require-
ments of the JJRA, unless waived in writing or on the
record by the juvenile.

It is hereby ordered that the Administrative Order for
the Detention or Incarceration of Juveniles Pursuant to
Amendments of the Federal Juvenile Justice Reform Act
is adopted as follows:

Copies of the administrative order should be distributed
according to the following schedule:

A. One copy to the Administrative Office of Pennsylva-
nia Courts via e-mail to adminrules@pacourts.us.

B. Two paper copies and one electronic copy in a
Microsoft Word format only on a CD-ROM to the Legisla-
tive Reference Bureau for publication in the Pennsylvania
Bulletin to the following address:

Pa. Code and Bulletin
Legislative Reference Bureau
647 Main Capitol Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120
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The Administrative Office of Union County Courts is
directed as follows:

Publish a copy of the Administrative Order on the
website of the Administrative Office of Union County
Courts.

Thereafter, compile the Administrative Order within
the complete set of local rules no later than 30 days
following the publication in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.

File one copy of the Administrative Order in the
appropriate filing office for public inspection and copying.

The Administrative Order for Detention or Incarcera-
tion of Juveniles Pursuant to Amendments of the Federal
Juvenile Justice Reform Act shall become effective thirty
(30) days after publication in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.
By the Court

MICHAEL H. SHOLLEY,
President Judge

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 22-658. Filed for public inspection May 6, 2022, 9:00 a.m.]

DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF
THE SUPREME COURT

Notice of Administrative Suspension

Notice is hereby given that the following attorneys have
been Administratively Suspended by Order of the Su-
preme Court of Pennsylvania dated March 23, 2022,
pursuant to Rule 111(b) Pa.R.C.L.E., which requires that
every active lawyer shall annually complete, during the
compliance period for which he or she is assigned, the
continuing legal education required by the Continuing
Legal Education Board. The Order became effective April
22, 2022 for Compliance Group 2.

Notice with respect to attorneys having Pennsylvania
registration addresses, which have been administratively
suspended by said Order, was published in the appropri-
ate county legal journal.

Berman, William Steven
Marlton, NJ

Brucker, Scott Evan
Camden, NJ

Coats, Ira Fitzgerald Jr.
Washington, DC

Concepcion, Theresa
Sparrows Point, MD

Della Porta, Armand J. Jr.
Wilmington, DE

DiMento, Anthony F.
Cherry Hill, NJ
Fanelli, Cecelia L.
New York City, NY
Freed, Alexandra M.
Pennington, NJ
Gladney, Alexander Douglas
Lake Oswego, OR
Howard, James Elliot
Fayetteville, GA
Hutchinson, Alyse
Palatine, IL
Kent, Michael
London
Lee, Ernest
Live Oak, FL
Lufadeju, Suzanne Oluwabukola
Wilmington, DE
Madin, Khaled
Parsippany, NJ
Min, Leah Ann HyungJu
Washington, DC
Muhly, James Arthur Bertram Sr.
Saint Clairsville, OH
Scott, Eric Thomas
Cinnaminson, NJ
Stevens, Scott Evan
Bloomington, MN
Stow, Meredith Anne
Washington, DC
Taylor, Tiarra
Cornelius, NC
Ward, Virginia Cora
Weston, MA
Webb, Danielle Nicole
Sicklerville, NJ
White, George S.
Hightstown, NJ
Wingfield, Jason Eugene
Morgantown, WV
Winter, Christopher Martin
Wilmington, DE
Wright, Grant Cameron
Westville, NJ

SUZANNE E. PRICE,
Attorney Registrar

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 22-659. Filed for public inspection May 6, 2022, 9:00 a.m.]
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