
THE COURTS
Title 204—JUDICIAL SYSTEM

GENERAL PROVISIONS
PART IV. ADMISSION TO PRACTICE LAW

[ 204 PA. CODE CH. 71 ]
Order Amending Rule 402 of the Pennsylvania Bar

Admission Rules; No. 783 Supreme Court Rules
Doc.

Order
Per Curiam

And Now, this 27th day of November, 2018, upon the
recommendation of the Board of Law Examiners, the
proposal having been published for public comment at 47
Pa.B. 2423 (April 29, 2017):

It Is Ordered pursuant to Article V, Section 10 of the
Constitution of Pennsylvania that Rule 402 of the Bar
Admission Rules is amended in the following form.

This Order shall be processed in accordance with
Pa.R.J.A. No. 103(b), and the amendments shall be
effective December 14, 2018.

Annex A

TITLE 204. JUDICIAL SYSTEM GENERAL
PROVISIONS

PART IV. ADMISSION TO PRACTICE LAW

CHAPTER 71. PENNSYLVANIA BAR ADMISSION
RULES

Subchapter D. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Rule 402. Confidentiality.

(a) General Rule. Except as otherwise prescribed in
these rules, the actions and records of the Board are
confidential and shall not be disclosed or open to inspec-
tion by the public.

(b) Permitted Disclosure. The Board may, however:

(1) publish a list of the names of applicants who
successfully completed the bar examination administered
by the Board;

(2) publish data and statistics regarding bar ex-
amination results;

(3) upon request from the dean of a law school, furnish
the law school with the names of applicants from the law
school who did not successfully complete the bar examina-
tion, provided the law school has agreed to only use such
information internally within the law school and not to
disclose the names of students who failed the bar exami-
nation to any person or organization outside of the law
school;

[ (3) ] (4) upon written request from a state or county
bar association located within this commonwealth, fur-
nish such bar association with the names and addresses
of those applicants who have successfully completed the
bar examination administered by the Board and who
have not objected to the release of such information,
provided the bar association has agreed to only use such
information for purposes of offering applicants member-
ship in and services provided by or through the bar
association;

[ (4) ] (5) release information with respect to an appli-
cant upon a written request from a bar admission
authority in another jurisdiction, provided the admission
authority agrees to use the information only for bar
admission purposes and has a rule or policy that guaran-
tees the confidentiality of bar admission materials and
records to the same extent required by this rule;

[ (5) ] (6) release information with respect to an appli-
cant upon a written request from [ the Disciplinary
Board of this Commonwealth or from a lawyer
disciplinary authority in another jurisdiction ] a
lawyer disciplinary board or authority or a judicial
disciplinary board or authority, provided the disci-
plinary authority agrees to use the information only for
attorney or judicial disciplinary matters and has a rule
or policy that guarantees the confidentiality of its disci-
plinary materials and records to the same extent required
by this rule;

(7) when the Board learns of information that
may be relevant to a disciplinary board or author-
ity, the Board may share that information with the
appropriate disciplinary board or authority, pro-
vided the disciplinary board or authority agrees to
use the information only for attorney or judicial
disciplinary matters and has a rule or policy that
requires the confidentiality of its disciplinary mate-
rials and records to the extent required by this
rule;

[ (6) ] (8) release information with respect to an appli-
cant when necessary in defending litigation brought
against the Court, the Board, its members or staff arising
out of or related to the bar admission process;

[ (7) ] (9) release a copy of the bar admission applica-
tion submitted by an applicant upon receipt of a properly
executed written authorization and release from the
applicant;

[ (8) ] (10) release information with respect to an
applicant pursuant to a court order;

[ (9) ] (11) release to the National Conference of Bar
Examiners [ the name and the date of birth ] re-
quired identifying information of individuals who
have applied to take the bar examination or be admitted
to the bar of this Commonwealth; and

[ (10) ] (12) publish the contents of responses submit-
ted to a question on the bar examination by an applicant
as a representative sample of a good answer, provided the
identity of the applicant is not disclosed.

(c) Limitation. Nothing set forth in this rule shall
prohibit the Board from refusing to provide information
relating to an applicant, when the writer or provider of
the information has requested that the information be
kept confidential or when the Board deems it imprudent
to disclose such information.

Official Note: Based on former Supreme Court Rule
14D.

* * * * *
[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1920. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]
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Title 204—JUDICIAL SYSTEM
GENERAL PROVISIONS

PART VII. ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF
PENNSYLVANIA COURTS
[ 204 PA. CODE CH. 211 ]

Judicial Salaries

Annex A

TITLE 204. JUDICIAL SYSTEM GENERAL
PROVISIONS

PART VII. ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF
PENNSYLVANIA COURTS

CHAPTER 211. CONSUMER PRICE INDEX AND
JUDICIAL SALARIES

§ 211.1a. Consumer Price Index—judicial salaries.

The Court Administrator of Pennsylvania reports that
the percentage change in the Philadelphia-Wilmington-
Atlantic City, PA-DE-NJ-MD, Consumer Price Index for
All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) for the 12-month period
ending October 2018, was 1.6 percent (1.6%). (See U.S.
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Con-
sumer Price Index, Wednesday, November 14, 2018.)

§ 211.2. Judicial salaries effective January 1, 2019.

The annual judicial salaries for calendar year beginning
January 1, 2019 will be adjusted by a cost-of-living factor.

(a) Supreme Court.

(1) The annual salary of a justice of the Supreme Court
shall be $211,027.

(2) The annual salary of the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court shall be $217,168.

(b) Superior Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Superior Court
shall be $199,114.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Superior Court shall be $205,253.

(c) Commonwealth Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Commonwealth
Court shall be $199,114.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Commonwealth Court shall be $205,253.

(d) Courts of common pleas.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the court of common
pleas shall be $183,184.

(2) The annual salaries of the president judges of the
courts of common pleas shall be in accordance with the
following schedule:

(i) Allegheny County, $186,255.

(ii) Philadelphia County, $186,869.

(iii) Judicial districts having six or more judges,
$184,781.

(iv) Judicial districts having five or fewer judges,
$183,984.

(v) Administrative judges of the divisions of the Court
of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County with six or more
judges, $184,781.

(vi) Administrative judges of the divisions of the Court
of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County with five or
fewer judges, $183,984.

(vii) Administrative judges of the divisions of the Court
of Common Pleas of Allegheny County with six or more
judges, $184,781.

(viii) Administrative judges of the divisions of the
Court of Common Pleas of Allegheny County with five or
fewer judges, $183,984.

(e) Philadelphia Municipal Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Philadelphia
Municipal Court shall be $178,946.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Philadelphia Municipal Court shall be $181,710.

(g) Magisterial district judge. The annual salary of a
magisterial district judge shall be $91,597.

(h) Senior judges. The compensation of the senior
judges pursuant to 42 Pa.C.S. § 4121 (relating to assign-
ment of judges) shall be $567 per day. In any calendar
year the amount of compensation which a senior judge
shall be permitted to earn as a senior judge shall not
when added to retirement income paid by the Common-
wealth for such senior judge exceed the compensation
payable by the Commonwealth to a judge then in regular
active service on the court from which said senior judge
retired. A senior judge who so elects may serve without
being paid all or any portion of the compensation pro-
vided by this section.

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1921. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 231—RULES OF
CIVIL PROCEDURE

PART I. GENERAL
[ 231 PA. CODE CH. 1000 ]

Proposed Adoption of Pa.R.C.P. No. 1065.1

The Civil Procedural Rules Committee is planning to
propose to the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania the adop-
tion of Pa.R.C.P. No. 1065.1 governing the form notice
required by Section 5527.1 of the Judicial Code, 42
Pa.C.S. § 5527.1, for the reasons set forth in the accom-
panying explanatory report. Pursuant to Pa.R.J.A. No.
103(a)(1), the proposal is being published in the Pennsyl-
vania Bulletin for comments, suggestions, or objections
prior to submission to the Supreme Court.

Any reports, notes, or comments in the proposal have
been inserted by the Committee for the convenience of
those using the rules. They will neither constitute a part
of the rules nor will be officially adopted by the Supreme
Court.
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The Committee invites all interested persons to submit
comments, suggestions, or objections in writing to:

Karla M. Shultz, Counsel
Civil Procedural Rules Committee
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania Judicial Center
PO Box 62635

Harrisburg, PA 17106-2635
FAX: 717-231-9526

civilrules@pacourts.us

All communications in reference to the proposal should
be received by January 18, 2019. 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 Civil Procedural
Rules Committee

DAVID L. KWASS,
Chair

Annex A

TITLE 231. RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE

PART 1. GENERAL

CHAPTER 1000. ACTIONS

Subchapter D. ACTION TO QUIET TITLE

(Editor’s Note: The following rule is proposed to be
added and printed in regular type to enhance readability.)

Rule 1065.1. Notice. Claim for Adverse Possession.

(a) This rule governs an action to quiet title of property
pursuant to Section 5527.1 of the Judicial Code, 42
Pa.C.S. § 5527.1.

Official Note: Section 5527.1 of the Judicial Code
permits a plaintiff to seek to acquire title to real property
or a contiguous lot to real property by commencing an
action to quiet title if the party has adversely possessed
the real property or contiguous lot for a period of not less
than ten years.

(b) As used in this rule,

‘‘plaintiff ’’ means the possessor of real property who is
seeking to quiet title to real property or a contiguous lot
to real property that he or she has adversely possessed
for a period of not less than ten years.

‘‘defendant’’ means the owner, and the owner’s heirs,
successors, and assigns, of the real property as recorded
in the most recent deed filed in the Recorder of Deeds
Office at the courthouse in county in which the real
property is located.

(c) Upon satisfying the requirements of Section
5527.1(a)-(b) of the Judicial Code, the plaintiff may
commence an action to quiet title and provide notice as
required in subdivision (d) of this rule.

(d) The notice shall be substantially in the following
form:

(CAPTION)

Notice Required by Section 5527.1 of the
Judicial Code

To the above-named defendant:

The plaintiff in the above-captioned matter has filed an
action to quiet title pursuant to Section 5527.1 of the
Judicial Code, 42 Pa.C.S. § 5527.1, seeking to acquire
title by adverse possession of real property described as
follows:

Street Address

City, State, Postal Zip Code

Deed Reference

Uniform Parcel Identifier or Tax Parcel Number

Metes and Bounds Description

If you wish to challenge the claim of adverse posses-
sion, you must respond to the action to quiet title within
one year after this complaint and notice are served by
commencing an action in ejectment against the plaintiff.

EXPLANATORY COMMENT

The Civil Procedural Rules Committee is proposing new
Rule 1065.1 setting forth the form notice required by
Section 5527.1 of the Judicial Code, 42 Pa.C.S. § 5527.1.
Section 5527.1 provides for a ten-year limitation for
adverse possession of real property under certain circum-
stances after which the adverse possessor may seek to
acquire title to real property by filing an action to quiet
title. Section 5527.1(c) requires the adverse possessor to
provide notice relating to the respondent record owner’s
ability to cure the adverse possession. Section 5527.1(d)
directs that the notice is to be provided in a form
approved by rule of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court and
must include the following information: (1) that the
record owners or their heirs, successors, and assigns shall
have one year in which to respond to the quiet title action
by commencing an action in ejectment against the ad-
verse possessor to dispute the claim of adverse posses-
sion, (2) the metes and bounds description of the property,
(3) deed reference, (3) street address, (4) postal zip code,
and (5) uniform parcel identifier or tax parcel number.
Proposed new Rule 1065.1 is intended to incorporate the
requirements of Section 5527.1(d).

By the Civil Procedural
Rules Committee

DAVID L. KWASS,
Chair

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1922. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]
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Title 234—RULES OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE

[ 234 PA. CODE CH. 5 ]
Order Adopting New Rule 556.13, Amending Rule

556.11 and Revising the Comments of Rules 502,
513, 516, 517 and 518 of the Rules of Criminal
Procedure; No. 505 Criminal Procedural Rules
Doc.

Order
Per Curiam

And Now, this 27th day of November, 2018, upon the
recommendation of the Criminal Procedural Rules Com-
mittee; the proposal having been published before adop-
tion at 48 Pa.B. 507 (January 20, 2018), and a Final
Report to be published with this Order:

It Is Ordered pursuant to Article V, Section 10 of the
Constitution of Pennsylvania that new Pennsylvania Rule
of Criminal Procedure 556.13 is adopted, Pennsylvania
Rule of Criminal Procedure 556.11 is amended, and the
Comments to Pennsylvania Rules of Criminal Procedure
502, 513, 516, 517 and 518 are revised, in the following
form.

This Order shall be processed in accordance with
Pa.R.J.A. No. 103(b), and shall be effective March 1, 2019.

Annex A
TITLE 234. RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

CHAPTER 5. PRETRIAL PROCEDURES IN COURT
CASES

PART B. Instituting Proceedings
Rule 502. Instituting Proceedings in Court Cases.

Criminal proceedings in court cases shall be instituted
by:

(1) filing a written complaint; or
(2) an arrest without a warrant:
(a) when the offense is a murder, felony, or misde-

meanor committed in the presence of the police officer
making the arrest; or

(b) upon probable cause when the offense is a felony or
murder; or

(c) upon probable cause when the offense is a misde-
meanor not committed in the presence of the police officer
making the arrest, when such arrest without a warrant is
specifically authorized by statute.

Comment
Criminal proceedings in court cases are instituted by 1)

the filing of a complaint, followed by the issuance of a
summons or arrest warrant; or by 2) a warrantless arrest,
followed by the filing of a complaint. For the definition of
‘‘court case,’’ see Rule 103.

If the defendant is held for court, the attorney for the
Commonwealth submits an information to the court (see
Rule 560). See Section 8931(d) of the Judicial Code, 42
Pa.C.S. § 8931(d).

There are only a few exceptions to this rule regarding
the instituting of criminal proceedings in court cases.
There are, for example, special proceedings involving a
coroner or medical examiner. See Commonwealth v.
Lopinson, [ 427 Pa. 552, ] 234 A.2d 552 (Pa. 1967),

vacated on other grounds sub nom. Lopinson v.
Penn., 392 U.S. 647 (1968), and Commonwealth v.
Smouse, [ 406 Pa. Super. 369, ] 594 A.2d 666 (Pa.
Super. 1991).

See Rules 556.11 and 556.13 for the procedures for
the filing of a complaint following the issuance of
an indictment.

Whenever a misdemeanor, felony, or murder is charged,
even if the summary offense is also charged in the same
complaint, the case should proceed as a court case under
Chapter 5. See Commonwealth v. Caufman, [ 541 Pa.
299, ] 662 A.2d 1050 (Pa. 1995), and Commonwealth v.
Campana, [ 455 Pa. 622, ] 304 A.2d 432 (Pa. 1973),
vacated and remanded, 414 U.S. 808 (1973), on remand,
[ 454 Pa. 233, ] 314 A.2d 854 (Pa. 1974). In judicial
districts in which there is a traffic court established
pursuant to 42 Pa.C.S. §§ 1301—1342, when a summary
motor vehicle offense within the jurisdiction of the traffic
court arises in the same criminal episode as another
summary offense or a misdemeanor, felony, or murder
offense, see 42 Pa.C.S. § 1302 and Commonwealth v.
Masterson, [ 275 Pa. Super. 166, ] 418 A.2d 664 (Pa.
Super. 1980).

Paragraph (2)(c) is intended to acknowledge those
specific instances wherein the General Assembly has
provided by statute for arrest without a warrant for a
misdemeanor not committed in the presence of the arrest-
ing officer. It in no way attempts to modify the law of
arrest where no specific statutory provision applies.

For institution of criminal proceedings in summary
cases, see Rule 400.

Official Note: Original Rule 102(1), (2), and (3), ad-
opted June 30, 1964, effective January 1, 1965; suspended
January 31, 1970, effective May 1, 1970. New Rule 102
adopted January 31, 1970, effective May 1, 1970; renum-
bered Rule 101, and made applicable to court cases only,
September 18, 1973, effective January 1, 1974; Comment
revised February 15, 1974, effective immediately;
amended June 30, 1975, effective September 1, 1975;
Comment amended January 4, 1979, effective January 9,
1979; paragraph (1) amended October 22, 1981, effective
January 1, 1982; Comment revised July 12, 1985, effec-
tive January 1, 1986; January 1, 1986 effective date
extended to July 1, 1986; Comment revised January 31,
1991, effective July 1, 1991; Comment revised August 12,
1993, effective September 1, 1993; amended August 9,
1994, effective January 1, 1995; Comment revised Janu-
ary 16, 1996, effective immediately; renumbered Rule 502
and amended March 1, 2000, effective April 1, 2001;
amended March 9, 2006, effective September 1, 2006;
Comment revised September 21, 2012, effective November
1, 2012; Comment revised November 27, 2018, effec-
tive March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Report explaining the January 31, 1991 amendments
published at 20 Pa.B. 4788 (September 15, 1990); Supple-
mental Report published at 21 Pa.B. 621 (February 16,
1991).

Report explaining the August 12, 1993 Comment revi-
sions published at 22 Pa.B. 3826 (July 25, 1992).

Report explaining the August 9, 1994 amendments
published at 22 Pa.B. 6 (January 4, 1993); Final Report
published with the Court’s Order at 24 Pa.B. 4342
(August 27, 1994).
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Report explaining the January 16, 1996 Comment
revisions published with the Court’s Order at 26 Pa.B.
437 (February 3, 1996).

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

Final Report explaining the March 9, 2006 changes to
paragraphs (2)(a) and (b) and the first and third para-
graphs of the Comment published with the Court’s Order
at 36 Pa.B. 1392 (March 25, 2006).

Final Report explaining the September 21, 2012 revis-
ing the second paragraph of the Comment to correct a
typographical error published with the Court’s Order at
42 Pa.B. 6251 (October 6, 2012).

Final Report explaining the November 27, 2018
revision to the Comment regarding complaint pro-
cedures subsequent to indictment published with
the Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 7632 (December 15,
2018).

PART B(3). Arrest Procedures In Court Cases
(a) Arrest Warrants

Rule 513. Requirements for Issuance; Dissemina-
tion of Arrest Warrant Information.
(A) For purposes of this rule, ‘‘arrest warrant informa-

tion’’ is defined as the criminal complaint in cases in
which an arrest warrant is issued, the arrest warrant,
any affidavit(s) of probable cause, and documents or
information related to the case.

(B) ISSUANCE OF ARREST WARRANT
(1) In the discretion of the issuing authority, advanced

communication technology may be used to submit a
complaint and affidavit(s) for an arrest warrant and to
issue an arrest warrant.

(2) No arrest warrant shall issue but upon probable
cause supported by one or more affidavits sworn to before
the issuing authority in person or using advanced com-
munication technology. The issuing authority, in deter-
mining whether probable cause has been established, may
not consider any evidence outside the affidavits.

(3) Immediately prior to submitting a complaint and
affidavit to an issuing authority using advanced commu-
nication technology, the affiant must personally communi-
cate with the issuing authority in person, by telephone, or
by any device which allows for simultaneous audio-visual
communication. During the communication, the issuing
authority shall verify the identity of the affiant, and
orally administer an oath to the affiant. In any telephonic
communication, if the issuing authority has a concern
regarding the identity of the affiant, the issuing authority
may require the affiant to communicate by a device
allowing for two-way simultaneous audio-visual communi-
cation or may require the affiant to appear in person.

(4) At any hearing on a motion challenging an arrest
warrant, no evidence shall be admissible to establish
probable cause for the arrest warrant other than the
affidavits provided for in paragraph (B)(2).

(C) DELAY IN DISSEMINATION OF ARREST WAR-
RANT INFORMATION

The affiant or the attorney for the Commonwealth may
request that the availability of the arrest warrant infor-
mation for inspection and dissemination be delayed. The
arrest warrant affidavit shall include the facts and
circumstances that are alleged to establish good cause for
delay in inspection and dissemination.

(1) Upon a finding of good cause, the issuing authority
shall grant the request and order that the availability of
the arrest warrant information for inspection and dis-
semination be delayed for a period of 72 hours or until
receipt of notice by the issuing authority that the warrant
has been executed, whichever occurs first. The 72-hour
period of delay may be preceded by an initial delay period
of not more than 24 hours, when additional time is
required to complete the administrative processing of the
arrest warrant information before the arrest warrant is
issued. The issuing authority shall complete the adminis-
trative processing of the arrest warrant information prior
to the expiration of the initial 24-hour period.

(2) Upon the issuance of the warrant, the 72-hour
period of delay provided in paragraph (C)(1) begins.

(3) In those counties in which the attorney for the
Commonwealth requires that complaints and arrest war-
rant affidavits be approved prior to filing as provided in
Rule 507, only the attorney for the Commonwealth may
request a delay in the inspection and dissemination of the
arrest warrant information.

Comment

This rule was amended in 2013 to add provisions
concerning the delay in inspection and dissemination of
arrest warrant information. Paragraph (A) provides a
definition of the term ‘‘arrest warrant information’’ that is
used throughout the rule. Paragraph (B) retains the
existing requirements for the issuance of arrest warrants.
Paragraph (C) establishes the procedures for a temporary
delay in the inspection and dissemination of arrest war-
rant information prior to the execution of the warrant.

ISSUANCE OF ARREST WARRANTS

Paragraph (B)(1) recognizes that an issuing authority
either may issue an arrest warrant using advanced
communication technology or order that the law enforce-
ment officer appear in person to apply for an arrest
warrant.

This rule does not preclude oral testimony before the
issuing authority, but it requires that such testimony be
reduced to an affidavit prior to issuance of a warrant. All
affidavits in support of an application for an arrest
warrant must be sworn to before the issuing authority
prior to the issuance of the warrant. The language ‘‘sworn
to before the issuing authority’’ contemplates, when ad-
vanced communication technology is used, that the affiant
would not be in the physical presence of the issuing
authority. See paragraph (B)(3).

All affidavits and applications filed pursuant to this
rule are public records. However, in addition to restric-
tions placed by law and rule on the disclosure of confiden-
tial information, the filings required by this rule are
subject to the Case Records Public Access Policy of the
Unified Judicial System of Pennsylvania and may require
further precautions, such as placing certain types of
information in a ‘‘Confidential Information Form’’ or
providing both a redacted and unredacted version of the
filing. See Rule 113.1.

This rule carries over to the arrest warrant the require-
ment that the evidence presented to the issuing authority
be reduced to writing and sworn to, and that only the
writing is subsequently admissible to establish that there
was probable cause. In these respects, the procedure is
similar to that applicable to search warrants. See Rule
203. For a discussion of the requirement of probable
cause for the issuance of an arrest warrant, see Common-
wealth v. Flowers, 369 A.2d 362 (Pa. Super. 1976).
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The affidavit requirements of this rule are not intended
to apply when an arrest warrant is to be issued for
noncompliance with a citation, with a summons, or with a
court order.

An affiant seeking the issuance of an arrest warrant,
when permitted by the issuing authority, may use ad-
vanced communication technology as defined in Rule 103.

When advanced communication technology is used, the
issuing authority is required by this rule to (1) determine
that the evidence contained in the affidavit(s) establishes
probable cause, and (2) verify the identity of the affiant.

Verification methods include, but are not limited to, a
‘‘call back’’ system, in which the issuing authority would
call the law enforcement agency or police department that
the affiant indicates is the entity seeking the warrant; a
‘‘signature comparison’’ system whereby the issuing au-
thority would keep a list of the signatures of the law
enforcement officers whose departments have advanced
communication technology systems in place, and compare
the signature on the transmitted information with the
signature on the list; or an established password system.

Under Rule 540, the defendant receives a copy of the
warrant and supporting affidavit at the time of the
preliminary arraignment.

See Rule 556.11 for the procedures for the issu-
ance of an arrest warrant by the supervising judge
of an indicting grand jury following indictment of
an individual not previously arrested.

DELAY IN DISSEMINATION OF ARREST WARRANT
INFORMATION

Paragraph (C) was added in 2013 to address the
potential dangers to law enforcement and the general
public and the risk of flight when arrest warrant informa-
tion is disseminated prior to the execution of the arrest
warrant. The paragraph provides that the affiant or the
attorney for the Commonwealth may request, for good
cause shown, the delay in the inspection and dissemina-
tion of the arrest warrant information for 72 hours or
until receipt of notice by the issuing authority that the
warrant has been executed, whichever occurs first. Upon
a finding of good cause, the issuing authority must delay
the inspection and dissemination.

The request for delay in inspection and dissemination is
intended to provide a very limited delay in public access
to arrest warrant information in those cases in which
there is concern that pre-execution disclosure of the
existence of the arrest warrant will endanger those
serving the warrant or will impel the subject of the
warrant to flee. This request is intended to be an
expedited procedure with the request submitted to an
issuing authority.

A request for the delay in dissemination of arrest
warrant information made in accordance with this rule is
not subject to the requirements of Rule 576.

Once the issuing authority receives notice that the
arrest warrant is executed, or when 72 hours have
elapsed from the issuance of the warrant and the warrant
has not been executed, whichever occurs first, the infor-
mation must be available for inspection or dissemination
unless the information is sealed pursuant to Rule 513.1.

The provision in paragraph (C)(2) that provides up to
24 hours in the delay of dissemination and inspection
prior to the issuance of the arrest warrant recognizes
that, in some cases, there may be administrative process-
ing of the arrest warrant request that results in a delay

between when the request for the 72-hour period of delay
permitted in paragraph (C)(1) is approved and when the
warrant is issued. In no case may this additional period
of delay exceed 24 hours and the issuing authority must
issue the arrest warrant within the 24-hour period.

When determining whether good cause exists to delay
inspection and dissemination of the arrest warrant infor-
mation, the issuing authority must consider whether the
presumption of openness is rebutted by other interests
that include, but are not limited to, whether revealing the
information would allow or enable flight or resistance, the
need to protect the safety of police officers executing the
warrant, the necessity of preserving the integrity of
ongoing criminal investigations, and the availability of
reasonable alternative means to protect the interest
threatened by disclosure.

Nothing in this rule is intended to limit the dissemina-
tion of arrest warrant information to court personnel as
needed to perform their duties. Nothing in this rule is
intended to limit the dissemination of arrest warrant
information to or by law enforcement as needed to
perform their duties.

Pursuant to paragraph (C)(3), in those counties in
which the district attorney’s approval is required only for
certain, specified offenses or grades of offenses, the
approval of the district attorney is required for a request
to delay inspection and dissemination only for cases
involving those specified offenses.

Official Note: Rule 119 adopted April 26, 1979, effec-
tive as to arrest warrants issued on or after July 1, 1979;
Comment revised August 9, 1994, effective January 1,
1995; renumbered Rule 513 and amended March 1, 2000,
effective April 1, 2001; amended May 10, 2002, effective
September 1, 2002; amended December 23, 2013, effective
March 1, 2014; amended November 9, 2017, effective
January 1, 2018; Comment revised June 1, 2018, effective
July 1, 2018; Comment revised November 27, 2018,
effective March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Report explaining the August 9, 1994 Comment revi-
sions published at 22 Pa.B. 6 (January 4, 1992); Final
Report published with the Court’s Order at 24 Pa.B. 4342
(August 27, 1994).

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

Final Report explaining the May 10, 2002 amendments
concerning advanced communication technology published
with the Court’s Order at 32 Pa.B. 2591 (May 25, 2002).

Final Report explaining the December 23, 2013 amend-
ments providing procedures for delay in dissemination
and sealing of arrest warrant information published with
the Court’s Order at 44 Pa.B. 243 (January 11, 2014).

Final Report explaining the November 9, 2017 amend-
ments regarding electronic technology for swearing affida-
vits published with the Court’s Order at 47 Pa.B. 7180
(November 25, 2017).

Comment revision regarding the Court’s public access
policy published with the Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 3575
(June 16, 2018).

Final Report explaining the November 27, 2018
revision to the Comment cross-referencing post-
indictment arrest warrant procedures in Rule
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556.11 published with the Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B.
7632 (December 15, 2018).

Rule 516. Procedure in Court Cases When Warrant
of Arrest is Executed Within Judicial District of
Issuance.

(A) When a defendant has been arrested in a court
case, with a warrant, within the judicial district where
the warrant of arrest was issued, the defendant shall be
afforded a preliminary arraignment by the proper issuing
authority without unnecessary delay.

(B) When a preliminary arraignment is conducted us-
ing advanced communication technology pursuant to Rule
540(A), the defendant shall be taken to an advanced
communication technology site that, in the judgment of
the arresting officer, is most convenient to the place of
arrest without regard to the boundary of any magisterial
district or judicial district.

Comment

This rule was amended in 1983 to permit closed circuit
television preliminary arraignment, to insure that the
preliminary arraignment is not delayed and the defen-
dant is not detained unduly because of the unavailability
of a particular issuing authority (see Rule 132), to reflect
that ‘‘judicial district’’ is the appropriate subdivision of
the Commonwealth, and to make the wording of this rule
consistent with related rules. See Rules 431 and 517.
These amendments are not intended to affect the respon-
sibility of the police and issuing authorities to insure
prompt preliminary arraignments.

This rule is intended to permit the use of advanced
communication technology (including two-way simultane-
ous audio-visual communication and closed circuit televi-
sion) in preliminary arraignments. See Rule 540 and
Comment for the procedures governing the use of ad-
vanced communication technology in preliminary arraign-
ments.

This rule permits a defendant to be transported to an
advanced communication technology site that is located
outside the judicial district of arrest for preliminary
arraignment. The arresting officer should determine
which site is the most convenient to the place of arrest
without regard to the boundary of any magisterial district
or judicial district.

See Rule 556.13 for procedures following execu-
tion of an arrest warrant issued after indictment
pursuant to Rule 556.11(E).

Official Note: Original Rule 116 adopted June 30,
1964, effective January 1, 1965; suspended January 31,
1970, effective May 1, 1970. New Rule 116 adopted
January 31, 1970, effective May 1, 1970; renumbered
Rule 122 September 18, 1973, effective January 1, 1974;
amended January 28, 1983, effective July 1, 1983; Com-
ment revised July 12, 1985, effective January 1, 1986,
effective date extended to July 1, 1986; renumbered Rule
123 and Comment revised August 9, 1994, effective
January 1, 1995; renumbered Rule 516 and Comment
revised March 1, 2000, effective April 1, 2001; amended
May 10, 2002, effective September 1, 2002; Comment
revised November 27, 2018, effective March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Report explaining the August 9, 1994 Comment revi-
sions published at 22 Pa.B. 6 (January 4, 1992); Final
Report published with the Court’s Order at 24 Pa.B. 4342
(August 27, 1994).

Final Report explaining the March 1, 2000 reorganiza-
tion and renumbering of the rules published with the
Court’s Order at 30 Pa.B. 1477 (March 18, 2000).

Final Report explaining the May 10, 2002 amendments
concerning advanced communication technology published
with the Court’s Order at 32 Pa.B. 2591 (May 25, 2002).

Final Report explaining the November 27, 2018
revisions to the Comment regarding post-
indictment arrest warrants published with the
Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 7632 (December 15, 2018).

Rule 517. Procedure in Court Cases When Warrant
of Arrest is Executed Outside Judicial District of
Issuance.

(A) When a defendant has been arrested in a court
case, with a warrant, outside the judicial district where
the warrant of arrest was issued, the defendant shall be
taken without unnecessary delay to the proper issuing
authority in the judicial district of arrest for the purpose
of posting bail, as permitted by law.

(B) Such issuing authority shall advise the defendant
of the right to post bail. If bail is posted, the defendant
shall be admitted to bail, conditioned upon the defen-
dant’s appearance for the preliminary arraignment before
the proper issuing authority in the judicial district where
the warrant was issued, at a date certain not less than 5
nor more than 10 days thereafter.

(C) When a defendant fails to post bail, the arresting
person shall:

(1) return the defendant to the judicial district where
the warrant was issued, without unnecessary delay, for
preliminary arraignment by the proper issuing authority;
or

(2) lodge the defendant in a suitable place of detention
in the judicial district of arrest, and forthwith notify the
proper issuing authority in the judicial district where the
warrant was issued of the defendant’s detention, and the
place of such detention. Upon receipt of this notice, the
issuing authority shall, without unnecessary delay, cause
the defendant to be brought to the judicial district where
the warrant was issued for preliminary arraignment by
the proper issuing authority.

(D) When a defendant has been held for 48 hours or
more without preliminary arraignment, in a place of
detention outside the judicial district where the warrant
was issued, because of the inability to post bail, the
defendant shall be discharged from custody upon applica-
tion of any interested person to a judge of a court of the
judicial district of detention; provided that, upon cause
shown the judge may grant one or more extensions of the
defendant’s detention to an early date, fixed in the order,
but if the defendant remains in custody and has not been
removed to the judicial district where the warrant was
issued at the end of the extended detention period, the
defendant shall be discharged from custody.

(E) When a defendant who has posted bail and been
released from custody before preliminary arraignment
thereafter fails to appear at the time fixed, the proper
issuing authority in the judicial district where the war-
rant was issued shall forthwith cause the bail to be
forfeited according to law, and issue a bench warrant. If
the defendant is thereafter arrested outside the judicial
district where the bench warrant was issued, the defen-
dant shall not be entitled to post bail in the judicial
district where arrested, but shall be taken as soon as

THE COURTS 7629

PENNSYLVANIA BULLETIN, VOL. 48, NO. 50, DECEMBER 15, 2018



practicable to the judicial district where the bench war-
rant was issued for preliminary arraignment by the
proper issuing authority.

(F) When, upon application of any interested person, it
is shown to the satisfaction of a judge of a court in the
judicial district where the warrant of arrest was issued,
that the defendant was returned to that judicial district
without being given the opportunity to post bail, as
provided in paragraphs (A) and (B), and that had such
opportunity been given, the defendant would have been
able to post such bail, the judge shall have the discretion
to:

(1) discharge the defendant from custody; or

(2) release the defendant on bail, conditioned upon the
defendant’s appearance at the preliminary hearing; and

(3) forfeit all costs, including mileage and transporta-
tion charges, of the arresting and transporting person, in
order that such costs and charges shall not be taxed in
the case.

(G) All recognizances accepted under this rule shall
forthwith be transmitted to the proper issuing authority
in the judicial district where the warrant was issued.

Comment

Nothing in this rule prevents a defendant from consent-
ing to dispense with the procedures in paragraph (A) if
the defendant is afforded a preliminary arraignment
without unnecessary delay in the judicial district where
the warrant was issued.

See Rule 518 for using advanced communication tech-
nology following execution of arrest warrant outside the
judicial district of issuance.

For preliminary hearing procedures, see Rules 540 and
541.

Section 8953 of the Judicial Code, 42 Pa.C.S. § 8953,
provides for the execution of warrants of arrest beyond
the territorial limits of the police officer’s primary juris-
diction. See also Commonwealth v. Mason, [ 507 Pa.
396, ] 490 A.2d 421 (Pa. 1985).

Paragraph (E) originally used the term ‘‘alias warrant’’
to describe the type of warrant issued when a defendant
is arrested outside the judicial district of issuance, is
released on bond by a magisterial district judge in the
judicial district of arrest conditioned on the defendant’s
appearance at a preliminary arraignment in the judicial
district of issuance, and then fails to appear. Because the
term ‘‘alias warrant’’ is an archaic term that refers to the
reissuance of a warrant when the original purpose of the
warrant has not been achieved, and the warrant issued in
paragraph (E) is issued for the failure to appear as
contemplated by Rule 536(A)(1)(b), paragraph (E) was
amended in 2005 by changing the terminology to ‘‘bench
warrant.’’

For purposes of this rule, if a defendant is ar-
rested pursuant to an arrest warrant issued follow-
ing indictment pursuant to Rule 556.11(E), the issu-
ing authority in the county of issuance is the
supervising judge of the grand jury in that county
or the president judge’s designee. See Rule 556.13.

Official Note: Original Rule 117 adopted June 30,
1964, effective January 1, 1965; suspended January 31,
1970, effective May 1, 1970. New Rule 117 adopted
January 31, 1970, effective May 1, 1970; renumbered
Rule 123 September 18, 1973, effective January 1, 1974;
amended January 28, 1983, effective July 1, 1983; renum-

bered Rule 124 and amended August 9, 1994, effective
January 1, 1995; amended December 27, 1994, effective
April 1, 1995; renumbered Rule 517 and amended March
1, 2000, effective April 1, 2001; Comment revised May 10,
2002, effective September 1, 2002; amended October 19,
2005, effective February 1, 2006; Comment revised
November 27, 2018, effective March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Report explaining the August 9, 1994 amendments
published at 22 Pa.B. 6 (January 4, 1992); Final Report
published with the Court’s Order at 24 Pa.B. 4342
(August 27, 1994).

Report explaining the December 27, 1994 amendments
published at 24 Pa.B. 1673 (April 2, 1994); Final Report
published with the Court’s Order at 25 Pa.B. 142 (Janu-
ary 14, 1995).

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

Final Report explaining the May 10, 2002 Comment
revision concerning advanced communication technology
published with the Court’s Order at 32 Pa.B. 2591 (May
25, 2002).

Final Report explaining the October 19, 2005 amend-
ments to paragraph (E) changing ‘‘alias warrant’’ to
‘‘bench warrant’’ published with the Court’s Order at 35
Pa.B. 6090 (November 5, 2005).

Final Report explaining the November 27, 2018
revisions to the Comment regarding post-
indictment arrest warrants published with the
Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 7632 (December 15, 2018).

Rule 518. Using Advanced Communication Technol-
ogy in Court Cases When Warrant of Arrest is
Executed Outside Judicial District of Issuance.

(A) When a defendant has been arrested in a court
case, with a warrant, outside the judicial district where
the warrant of arrest was issued, the defendant may be
taken for a preliminary arraignment or the posting of bail
to an advanced communication technology site that, in
the judgment of the arresting officer, is most convenient
to the place of arrest without regard to the boundary of
any magisterial district or judicial district; and

(1) the defendant must be taken to the advanced
communication technology site without unnecessary delay.

(2) The preliminary arraignment may be conducted
pursuant to Rule 540 by the proper issuing authority in
the magisterial district or judicial district in which the
warrant was issued; or

(3) the defendant may post bail as permitted by law
with the proper issuing authority in the judicial district
in which the defendant was arrested.

(B) If a preliminary arraignment is conducted pursuant
to paragraph (A)(2), and the defendant does not post bail,
the issuing authority who conducted the preliminary
arraignment shall commit the defendant to the jail in the
judicial district in which the defendant was arrested or
the judicial district in which the warrant was issued.

(1) The issuing authority may transmit to the jail any
required documents by using advanced communication
technology.

(2) When a monetary condition of bail is set by the
issuing authority who conducted the preliminary arraign-
ment, the payment of the monetary condition shall be
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made to either the issuing authority who imposed the
monetary condition or the proper issuing authority in the
judicial district in which the defendant was arrested.

(C) Pursuant to paragraph (A)(3), when the defendant
appears via advanced communication technology before
the proper issuing authority in the judicial district in
which the defendant was arrested, the procedures set
forth in Rule 517 shall be followed.

Comment

This rule sets forth the procedures for using advanced
communication technology when a defendant is arrested
with a warrant outside the judicial district in which it
was issued: when advanced communication technology is
available, the defendant could be preliminarily arraigned
by the issuing authority who issued the warrant, or the
‘‘on-duty’’ issuing authority in that judicial district, or
‘‘appear’’ via advanced communication technology before
the proper issuing authority for the purpose of posting
bail.

See Rule 130 concerning venue.

See Rule 132 concerning the continuous availability and
temporary assignment of issuing authorities.

When advanced communication technology is available
only in the judicial district of arrest, the case would
proceed under paragraph (A)(3), unless the defendant
consents to dispense with the procedures in paragraph
(A)(3), and the defendant is afforded a preliminary ar-
raignment without unnecessary delay in the judicial
district in which the warrant was issued.

See Rule 540 and Comment for the procedures govern-
ing the use in preliminary arraignments of two-way
simultaneous audio-visual communication, which is a
form of advanced communication technology.

This rule permits a defendant to be transported to an
advanced communication technology site that is located
outside the judicial district of arrest. The arresting officer
should determine which site is the most convenient to the
place of arrest without regard to the boundary of any
magisterial district or judicial district.

For purposes of this rule, if a defendant is ar-
rested pursuant to an arrest warrant issued follow-
ing indictment pursuant to Rule 556.11(E), the issu-
ing authority in the county of issuance is the
supervising judge of the grand jury in that county
or the president judge’s designee. See Rule 556.13.

Official Note: New Rule 518 adopted May 10, 2002,
effective September 1, 2002; Comment revised Novem-
ber 27, 2018, effective March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Final Report explaining the May 10, 2002 adoption of
new Rule 518 published with the Court’s Order at 32
Pa.B. 2591 (May 25, 2002).

Final Report explaining the November 27, 2018
revisions to the Comment regarding post-
indictment arrest warrants published with the
Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 7632 (December 15, 2018).

PART E. Indicting Grand Jury

Rule 556.11. Proceedings When Case Presented to
Grand Jury.

(A) A grand jury has the authority to:

(1) inquire into violations of criminal law through
subpoenaing witnesses and documents; and

(2) based upon evidence it has received, including
hearsay evidence as permitted by law, or upon a present-
ment issued by an investigating grand jury, if the grand
jury finds the evidence establishes a prima facie case that
(1) an offense has been committed and (2) the defendant
has committed it, indict defendant for an offense under
the criminal laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania;
or

(3) based upon evidence it has received, includ-
ing hearsay evidence as permitted by law, or upon
a presentment issued by an investigating grand
jury, if the grand jury finds the evidence estab-
lishes a prima facie case that (1) an offense has
been committed and (2) the person other than the
defendant in the matter originally presented to the
indicting grand jury has committed it, indict the
individual for an offense under the criminal laws of
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, but only if the
offense arises from the same criminal conduct or
episode that gave rise to the original referral to the
indicting grand jury; or

[ (3) ] (4) decline to indict.

(B) After a grand jury has considered the evidence
presented, the grand jury shall vote whether to indict the
defendant or the person other than the defendant
who has been identified as having committed an
offense as provided in paragraph (A)(3). The affirma-
tive vote of at least 12 grand jurors is required to indict.

(C) In cases in which the grand jury votes to indict, an
indictment shall be prepared setting forth the offenses on
which the grand jury has voted to indict. The indictment
shall be signed by the grand jury foreperson, or deputy
foreperson if the foreperson is unavailable, and returned
to the supervising judge.

(D) Upon receipt of the indictment, the supervising
judge shall:

(1) provide a copy of the indictment to the Common-
wealth authorizing the attorney to prepare an informa-
tion pursuant to Rule 560; and

(2) forward the indictment to the clerk of courts[ , or
issue an arrest warrant, if the subject of the indict-
ment has not been arrested on the charges con-
tained in the indictment ].

(E) If the subject of the indictment has not been
arrested on the charges contained in the indict-
ment, upon receipt of a copy of the indictment, the
attorney for the Commonwealth shall file a com-
plaint with the clerk of courts of the judicial
district in which the indicting grand jury sits, and
shall request the supervising judge issue an arrest
warrant.

(1) The indictment shall be used in lieu of the
affidavit of probable cause.

(2) The supervising judge shall issue an arrest
warrant.

[ (E) ] (F) At the request of the attorney for the
Commonwealth, the supervising judge shall order the
indictment to be sealed.

[ (F) ] (G) In cases in which the grand jury does not
vote to indict, the foreperson promptly and in writing
shall so report to the supervising judge who immediately
shall dismiss the complaint and shall notify the clerk of
courts of the dismissal.
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Comment

Nothing in this rule is intended to preclude the investi-
gating grand jury, when sitting as an indicting grand jury
and as part of its determination of whether to indict, from
considering evidence already presented to it during an
investigation.

When the grand jury votes to indict the defendant, the
vote to indict is the functional equivalent of holding the
defendant for court following a preliminary hearing. In
these cases, the matter will proceed in the same manner
as when the defendant is held for court following a
preliminary hearing. See, e.g., Rules 547 and 560.

The indictment required by paragraph (C) no longer
serves the traditional function of an indictment, but
rather serves as an instrument authorizing the attorney
for the Commonwealth to file an information. See Rule
103.

Concerning hearsay evidence before the indicting grand
jury, see Commonwealth v. Dessus, [ 423 Pa. 177, ] 224
A.2d 188 (Pa. 1966).

This rule was amended in 2018 to clarify that a
person who has not been previously charged may
be indicted. A case must be properly before the
grand jury as provided in Rule 556.2. If during the
course of that grand jury proceeding, it is deter-
mined that a prima facie case exists that an offense
has been committed by an individual who is not the
defendant in the case that was originally presented
to the indicting grand jury, that individual may be
indicted. However, the offense for which this new
defendant has been indicted must be related to the
same criminal conduct or episode that originally
resulted in the case being referred to the indicting
grand jury. Thereafter, the attorney for the Com-
monwealth must file a complaint and a request that
an arrest warrant be issued as provided in para-
graph (E). The filing of this complaint marks the
beginning of the time period for speedy trial under
Rule 600. See Rule 556.13 for the procedures follow-
ing the execution of an arrest warrant issued fol-
lowing indictment.

In cases in which the grand jury has declined to indict
and the complaint has been dismissed, the attorney for
the Commonwealth may reinstitute the charges as pro-
vided in Rule 544.

Official Note: New Rule 556.11 adopted June 21,
2012, effective in 180 days; amended November 27,
2018, effective March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Final Report explaining the new rule published with
the Court’s Order at 42 Pa.B. 4153 (July 7, 2012).

Final Report explaining the November 27, 2018
amendment regarding the issuance of indictment of
non-defendants published with the Court’s Order at
48 Pa.B. 7632 (December 15, 2018).

(Editor’s Note: The following rule is added and printed
in regular type to enhance readability.)

Rule 556.13. Procedures Following Execution of
Warrant of Arrest Issued Following Indictment.

(A) When a defendant has been arrested within the
judicial district where the warrant of arrest has been
issued by the supervising judge of an indicting grand jury
following the receipt of the indictment as provided in
Rule 556.11(E), the defendant shall be afforded a prelimi-

nary arraignment by the supervising judge or another
judge designated by the president judge without unneces-
sary delay.

(B) When a defendant has been arrested outside of the
judicial district where the warrant of arrest has been
issued by the supervising judge of an indicting grand jury
following the receipt of the indictment as provided in
Rule 556.11(E), the case shall proceed as provided in
Rules 517 and 518 and this rule.

(C) Following the preliminary arraignment provided
pursuant to paragraph (A) and (B), the case shall proceed
in the court of common pleas pursuant to Rules 560 and
571.

Comment

This rule provides the procedures following the arrest
of a defendant pursuant to a warrant issued by the
supervising judge of an indicting grand jury. The defen-
dant must be provided a preliminary arraignment in a
timely manner following arrest. Because a case that had
been submitted to the indicting grand jury is transferred
to the court of common pleas, the preliminary arraign-
ment must be held before the supervising judge or
another judge of the common pleas designated by the
president judge.

An indictment by a grand jury is a prima facie
determination made in lieu of a preliminary hearing in
cases where witness intimidation has occurred, is occur-
ring, or will occur. Therefore, following indictment, the
case is in the same status as a case that has been held for
court. The next steps following the preliminary arraign-
ment in these situations would be the filing of the
criminal information as provided in Rule 560 and the
arraignment as provided in Rule 571.

Official Note: New Rule 556.13 adopted November 27,
2018, effective March 1, 2019.

Committee Explanatory Reports:

Final Report explaining new Rule 556.13 providing
procedures following the execution of arrest warrants
issued by the supervising judge of an investigating grand
jury published with the Court’s Order at 48 Pa.B. 7632
(December 15, 2018).

FINAL REPORT1

New Rule 556.13, Amendment of Pa.R.Crim.P. 556.11,
and Revision of the Comments to Pa.Rs.Crim.P. 502,

513, 516, 517, and 518

Post-Indictment Arrest Warrant Procedures

On November 27, 2018, effective March 1, 2019, upon
the recommendation of the Criminal Procedural Rules
Committee, the Court adopted new Rule 556.13 (Proce-
dures Following Execution of Warrant of Arrest Issued
Following Indictment), amended Rule 556.11 ( Proceed-
ings When Case Presented to Grand Jury), and revised
the Comments to Rules 502 (Instituting Proceedings in
Court Cases), 513 (Requirements for Issuance; Dissemina-
tion of Arrest Warrant Information), 516 (Procedure in
Court Cases When Warrant of Arrest is Executed Within
Judicial District of Issuance), 517 (Procedure in Court
Cases When Warrant of Arrest is Executed Outside
Judicial District of Issuance), and 518 (Using Advanced
Communication Technology in Court Cases When War-
rant of Arrest is Executed Outside Judicial District of

1 The Committee’s Final Reports should not be confused with the official Committee
Comments to the rules. Also, note that the Supreme Court does not adopt the
Committee’s Comments or the contents of the Committee’s explanatory Final Reports.
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Issuance) to provide procedures when an arrest warrant
is issued following an indictment as provided in Rule
556.11(D)(2).

The Committee was presented with a question regard-
ing the provision in Rule 556.11(D)(2) that allows for
issuance of an arrest warrant for an individual who has
not been arrested previously for the charges contained in
the indictment. Specifically, it is not clear how such an
individual would be formally charged or what procedures
for post-indictment arrests should be followed.

Rule 556.11(D)(2) was included when the grand jury
indictment procedures were revived in 2012. The idea for
this type of warrant came up in the context of a case
before the indicting grand jury where the evidence indi-
cates that another individual was involved in the same
criminal activity and there was sufficient evidence being
presented to the grand jury that would allow this new
individual to be indicted as a co-defendant even though
he or she hadn’t been arrested. As noted in the Commit-
tee’s Final Report from that time:

Paragraph (D)(2) requires the supervising judge to
forward a copy of the indictment to the clerk of
courts, or to issue an arrest warrant if the subject of
the indictment has not been arrested on the charges
contained in the indictment. The arrest provision was
included because, although infrequent, there are
times when the indicting grand jury hears evidence
that reveals there is another individual who has not
been charged but who is involved in the criminal
activity that is the subject of the indicting grand jury.
The Committee majority agreed the rule should
provide a procedure to address this situation so the
case would not ‘‘fall through the cracks.’’ 42 Pa.B.
4140 (July 7, 2012).

It appears that more detailed procedures regarding
these types of warrants were not included given that the
number of cases that may be presented to an indicting
grand jury, i.e. those that involve witness intimidation
concerns, were anticipated to be relatively few and that
the situations where new individuals would be identified
during the grand jury proceedings would be even rarer.
However, in light of the inquiry presented, the Committee
decided that these procedures needed to be further de-
fined.

The Committee agreed that an indictment could be
issued against a previously uncharged defendant if a case
has been properly determined to be before an indicting
grand jury due to the possibility of witness intimidation
and the grand jury had determined that there was
evidence against that uncharged defendant. The Commit-
tee recognized that this method of initiating a case
currently was not recognized by the rules. In particular,
there was a question as to how the cases should be
initiated and whether the indictment might be used as a
charging document in lieu of a criminal complaint.

The Committee concluded that the method for initiating
a case for a defendant who had not been previously
charged but was indicted by grand jury should be, as in
other criminal case, by means of a criminal complaint.
However, since the grand jury procedure takes the place
of a preliminary hearing, procedures following the pre-
liminary arraignment after the warrant had been ex-
ecuted would differ from other criminal cases. The Com-
mittee agreed that the procedures should provide for: (a)
the filing of a criminal complaint prior to the issuance of
the arrest warrant by the supervising judge of the grand

jury; and (b) procedures following the arrest of such a
defendant including preliminary arraignment before the
supervising judge or president judge’s designee. Thereaf-
ter, the case would proceed to the filing of the information
and formal arraignment.

Rule 556.11 (Proceedings when Case Presented to
Grand Jury) has been amended by adding a new para-
graph (A)(3) to specifically authorize the grand jury to
indict an individual who was not previously charged in
the case that is before the grand jury. The provision that
permits the issuance of an arrest warrant in original
paragraph (D)(2) has been placed in a new paragraph (E)
and sets out the procedures to be followed when such an
individual is indicted. Once the attorney for the Common-
wealth receives a copy of the indictment, he or she must
file a complaint with the clerk of courts in the county
where the grand jury sits. A request for an arrest warrant
must then be presented to the supervising judge, using
the indictment as the affidavit of probable cause. The
supervising judge then must issue the warrant. Comment
language has been added to provide some additional
information.

New Rule 556.13 provides the procedures following the
arrest of this new defendant. The defendant receives a
preliminary arraignment before the supervising judge or
another common pleas judge designated by the president
judge. Following preliminary arraignment, the case will
proceed as provided in Rule 560, with the filing of the
information, and Rule 571, with formal arraignment. It
should be noted that the Committee believes that any
defect regarding the grand jury process, such as raising
objections to the presentation of the case to the grand
jury, could be addressed through a habeas corpus motion
to the common pleas court.

Since these procedures require the filing of a complaint,
no new provisions needed to be added to Rule 502
(Instituting Proceedings in Court Cases) but a cross-
reference to the new procedures in Rules 556.11 and
556.13 has been added to the Comment. Similarly, a
cross-reference to these procedures has been added to the
Comment to Rule 513 (Requirements for Issuance; Dis-
semination of Arrest Warrant Information). Additionally,
cross-references to the post-execution procedures have
been added to the Comments to Rules 516 (Procedure in
Court Cases When Warrant of Arrest is Executed Within
Judicial District of Issuance), 517 (Procedure in Court
Cases When Warrant of Arrest is Executed Outside
Judicial District of Issuance), and 518 (Using Advanced
Communication Technology in Court Cases When War-
rant of Arrest is Executed Outside Judicial District of
Issuance).

One question raised in the initial inquiry regarded
what event triggered the running of the Rule 600 time
limitation when an arrest warrant is issued in this
situation. Since the proposal would require the filing of a
complaint in these cases, they would fall within the
parameters of Rule 600 that provides that the filing of
the complaint normally is the event that starts the
speedy trial ‘‘clock.’’ A statement clarifying this point has
been added to the Comment to Rule 556.11.

The Committee also considered the concern that, by
failing to show a connection between the alleged witness
intimidation and the specific new defendant, the proce-
dures represent an unwarranted departure from the
underpinnings of indicting grand juries. The Committee
ultimately concluded that this concern was unfounded.
The current indicting grand jury procedures, particularly
as provided in Rules 556 (A) and 556.2(A)(3), require a
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showing that the witness intimidation, verified by a
judicial determination, ‘‘has occurred, is occurring, or is
likely to occur’’ in the case being presented to the
indicting grand jury. The rules do not require that there
be a showing that the charged defendant is tied to that
intimidation. This reflects the practical consideration that
the danger to witnesses may not arise from the defendant
but rather from his or her associates.

Another concern that the Committee reviewed was that
the new procedures invite the use of ‘‘John Doe’’ indict-
ments to charge unidentified individuals in order to file
charges within the statute of limitations, with the impli-
cation that this provision will be used to initiate charges
that go beyond the original case. A clear reading of the
changes to Rule 556.11 indicates that the rule contem-
plates that the indicted person must be identified clearly
as one having committed the offense that is before the
indicting grand jury. Nonetheless, to clarify further that
the indictment must be tied to the original case, Rule
556.11(A)(3) has been modified to state that the charges
against the new defendant must result from the same
criminal conduct or episode that was the subject of the
original referral to the indicting grand jury.

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1923. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 249—PHILADELPHIA RULES
PHILADELPHIA COUNTY

Deferment of Legacy Incapacitated Cases; Admin-
istrative Order No. 01 of 2018

Order

And Now, this 29th day of November, 2018, the Court
having provided to the Administrative Office of Pennsyl-
vania Courts (‘‘AOPC’’) on or about August 27, 2018 a list
of all ‘‘Active’’ Incapacitated Cases for further tracking in
the Guardianship Tracking System (‘‘GTS’’), it now ap-
pearing that there remain legacy Incapacitated Cases
within the Case Management System (‘‘CMS’’) used by
Clerk of the Orphans’ Court (‘‘Clerk’’) which are cases
with no docket activity for over ten (10) years and which
do not contain all required information to enable the
Court to determine whether these legacy Incapacitated
Cases are ‘‘Active’’ or ‘‘Inactive,’’ the Clerk is directed to
mark as ‘‘Deferred’’ all legacy Incapacitated Cases lacking
any of the following data-fields in the CMS:

(1) Name of Incapacitated Person

(2) Address of Incapacitated Person

(3) Case Number

(4) Name of Guardian(s)

(5) Date Guardian(s) Appointed

(6) Address(es) of Guardian(s)

Thereafter, the Court shall review each Deferred legacy
Incapacitated Case to determine whether the case is still
Active, and shall take required dispositive action to mark
the case ‘‘Active’’ or ‘‘Closed.’’

This Order shall be filed with the Office of Judicial
Records in a docket maintained for Orders issued by the
First Judicial District of Pennsylvania and shall be
published in The Legal Intelligencer, and will be posted

on the First Judicial District’s website at http://www.
courts.phila.gov. One certified copy of this Order shall be
filed with the Administrative Office of Pennsylvania
Courts; two certified copies of this Order, and a copy on a
computer diskette, shall be distributed to the Legislative
Reference Bureau for publication in the Pennsylvania
Bulletin. Copies shall be submitted to American Lawyer
Media, the Jenkins Memorial Law Library, and the Law
Library for the First judicial District of Pennsylvania.

By the Court
HONORABLE MATTHEW D. CARRAFIELLO,

Administrative Judge, Orphans’ Court Division
Court of Common Pleas, Philadelphia County

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1924. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 255—LOCAL COURT RULES
BUCKS COUNTY

Clerk of Courts—Criminal Division; AD 2-2018

Administrative Order

And Now, this 1st day of November, 2018, the Clerk of
Courts’ FEE BILL, effective January 1, 2019, as follows
and incorporated herein is hereby approved by Jeffrey
Finley, President Judge, in accordance with Act 36 of
2000—Clerk of Courts’ Fee Law effective August 21, 2000.

By the Court
JEFFREY FINLEY,

President Judge

Office of the Clerk of Courts
Fee Bill 2019

Adopted pursuant to Act No. 36 of 2000
Effective January 1, 2019

MISDEMEANORS AND FELONIES DISPOSED OF
BEFORE TRIAL*

For each case ** . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $226.00

MISDEMEANORS AND FELONIES DISPOSED OF
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL*

For each case ** . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $279.00

SUMMARY/CONTEMPT MATTERS

For each Summary case** . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $32.00

NOTES:

* For purposes of this Fee Bill, a trial begins in a
non-jury trial when the prosecution begins its opening
statement and in a jury trial when the jury is sworn.

** A ‘‘case’’ is each separate complaint, transcript, or
Bill of Information unless consolidated for trial by Order
of Court.

Fees set by:

Mary K. Smithson, Clerk of Courts
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ADDITIONAL CHARGES ON EACH INFORMATION
OR TRANSCRIPT WHETHER DISPOSED OF

BEFORE, DURING, OR AFTER TRIAL

(Not totally inclusive of all STATE-mandated ACTS)

Charges Mandated by Act 113 of 2001: (portion to
County; and portion to State)

FELONY INFORMATION $67.50
MISDEMEANOR INFORMATION $58.50
SUMMARY CONVICTION except
Motor Vehicle

$51.00

SUMMARY CONVICTION—Motor
Vehicle Case

$40.50

SUMMARY CONVICTION—Motor
Vehicle Case with Hearing
Demanded

$48.50

Note: If multiple convictions are involved, only one set
of costs will be assessed (highest amount) for each case.

Defendants sentenced to County
Probation supervision or placed on
County Parole

$35.00
per month

Defendants subject to A.R.D. agreement
or Probation pursuant to Section 17

$350.00
(ARD

Administrative
Fee and

Supervision
Fee)

ADMINISTRATIVE MANAGEMENT
FEE cost of handling money paid into
court

$30.00
(maximum)

BENCH WARRANT (Certifications) $22.00
WITNESS FEE (For Commonwealth
Witnesses)

7 cents per
mileage plus

$5.00
per witness

per day
CONSTABLE COSTS (from D.J. level) ACTUAL

COST
SHERIFF FEE $5.00
TRANSPORTATION Costs ACTUAL

COSTS
Cost of CRIME LAB fees for
Commonwealth

ACTUAL
COSTS

PAROLE VIOLATION
Additional Hearings

$53.00

ARD/Section 17 VIOLATION
Additional Hearings

$53.00

AUTOMATION FEE (for each initial
action or initial legal proceeding)

$5.00

LAW LIBRARY $20.00
BOOKING CENTER FEE $200.00
FORENSIC LAB FEE (DUI) $150.00

ADDITIONAL FEES

Certifications
(includes Drivers License notifications to
PA Dept of Transportation and Bail
Forfeitures)

$11.00

APPEALS to Superior, Supreme, or
Commonwealth Courts
(PLUS $90.25 check made payable to
Appellate Court eff. 11-01-17)

$59.00

FILING OF ALL OTHER MATTERS
IN THE CLERK OF COURTS’
OFFICE
(includes Bail Assignments)
*Addtl $5 Automation Fee if Misc Case
created *

$20.00*

RECORD SEARCHES
(includes name search, one docket print,
and/or up to 5 copies from file)

$20.00

SERVICE CHARGE FOR BAD
CHECKS or cancelled Money Orders
Received OR Credit/Debit Card reversals

$35.00

Request to STOP PAYMENT on a
check

$32.00

COPY CHARGE (per page) $0.30
MICROFILM COPIES (per page) $1.50
Pay-per-page Convenience Fee $1.00

plus
$0.10/page

DOCKET PRINT OUT
(up to 20 pages, each additional $0.30
per page)

$5.00

FAX charge $1.00
Electronic media copy fee $10.00

per CD
SUBPOENA $4.00
BAIL PIECE $11.00
EXEMPLIFICATIONS (Certifications)
Each Additional page

$11.00
$1.30

APPEAL FROM SUMMARY
CONVICTION
* Addtl $5 Automation Fee *

$59.00*

EXPUNGEMENT/LIMITED ACCESS
PETITION/ORDER
(Service includes 5 certified copies
of Order)
* Addtl $5 Automation Fee if Misc Case
created (1 case per petition or if multiple
cases on the same petition, additional
certification fees may apply)

$110.00*
(Additional

$132.00
mandated
by Act 5
of 2016)

BAIL PROCESSING FEES

BAIL ADMINISTRATIVE FEE
(entering and servicing bail (includes
Bond)—See Local Rule Crim
535(G)(H)(I)(J). If less than $100, no
refund; exception ROR

$100.00

R.O.R/Unsecured BAIL BOND $11.00
REAL ESTATE BAIL $22.00

JUVENILE MATTERS

INITIAL HEARING (each docket) $53.00
ADDITIONAL HEARING
(per juvenile)

$41.00
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PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE DETECTIVE LICENSE

FILING FEE $49.00
INITIAL LICENSE—INDIVIDUAL
(2 YEARS)

$200.00

INITIAL LICENSE—CORPORATION
(2 YEARS)

$300.00

RENEWAL OF LICENSE
PROCESSING FEE

$20.00

RENEWED LICENSE—INDIVIDUAL
(3 YEARS)

$300.00

RENEWED LICENSE—
CORPORATION (3 YEARS)

$450.00

FEE for PROCESSING
FINGERPRINT CARDS
*PLUS: Check payable to
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
(per fingerprint card)—$17.50

$11.00*

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1925. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 255—LOCAL COURT RULES
DAUPHIN COUNTY

Promulgation of Local Rules; No. 1793 S 1989

Order

And Now, this 4th day of December, 2018, Dauphin
County Local Rule 215.4 is amended as follows:

Rule 215.4. [ Complex Litigation Designation ]: Ap-
plication for Appointment of a [ Single ] Judge for
All Pretrial Matters and Trial.

[ At anytime after the service of the complaint,
any party to a case may file a pleading designated
as an Administrative Application for Complex Case
Designation. The Application shall be set forth in
paragraph form. An original and one copy of the
Application shall be filed with the Prothonotary.
The Application shall set forth the parties, the
causes of action, the nature of cross or counter
claims, and a brief statement of the perceived
complexities of the case. The Application shall fur-
ther aver that all other parties have been contacted
and shall state whether or not they concur in the
Application. Where concurrence has not been ob-
tained, a Rule to Show Cause, returnable within ten

days of service, shall be attached to the Application.
The Prothonotary shall forward the original Appli-
cation to the Court Administrator’s Office for fur-
ther processing and shall retain the copy in the file.
The Court Administrator’s Office shall thereafter
refer the matter to the Civil Calendar Judge who,
upon review of the Application and any answer
thereto, shall determine whether complex litigation
designation is appropriate. If such status is
granted, the Civil Calendar Judge shall by order
assign the case to a member of the Court. This
assignment shall be considered permanent for all
pre-trial, trial, and post-trial matters. ]

After service of the complaint, any party may file
with the Prothonotary an original and copy of an
Application for Appointment of a Judge for All
Pretrial Matters and Trial. The Application shall
identify the parties, the causes of action, the nature
of any cross or counterclaims and a brief summary
of the perceived discovery issues and any other
pretrial or trial complexities. The Application shall
aver whether all other parties concur with the
request. If not all parties concur, a Rule to Show
Cause shall be attached to the Application. The
original Application shall be forwarded to the
Court Administrator’s Office for assignment to the
Civil Calendar Judge who will, if deemed war-
ranted, assign the case to a judge for all pretrial
matters and trial.

A denial by the Civil Calendar Judge [ of complex
litigation designation ] shall be without prejudice to
refile another Application after the pleadings are closed.

Comment: The Court is seeing an increased number of
cases that will benefit from the early involvement of a
judge, such as complicated commercial and medical mal-
practice cases, multiple motor vehicle/fatality cases, and
novel product liability cases. This rule allows counsel to
bring to the attention of the Court those cases that may
require early judicial attention. The assigned judge can
provide sustained and consistent pretrial management
and preside at trial with a thorough understanding of the
case, presumably expediting its conclusion through me-
diation or trial.

This amendment shall be effective thirty (30) days from
date of publication.
By the Court

RICHARD A. LEWIS,
President Judge

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 18-1926. Filed for public inspection December 14, 2018, 9:00 a.m.]
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