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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-NJ-DE-MD, Consumer Price Index for
All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) for the 12-month period
ending October 2011, was 3.0 percent (3.0%). (See U.S.
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Con-
sumer Price Index, Wednesday, November 16, 2011).

§ 211.2. Judicial salaries effective January 1, 2012.

The annual judicial salaries for calendar year beginning
January 1, 2012 will be adjusted by a cost-of-living factor
as follows:

(a) Supreme Court.

(1) The annual salary of a justice of the Supreme Court
shall be $195,309.

(2) The annual salary of the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court shall be $200,993.

(b) Superior Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Superior Court
shall be $184,282.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Superior Court shall be $189,965.

(c) Commonwealth Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Commonwealth
Court shall be $184,282.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Commonwealth Court shall be $189,965.

(d) Courts of common pleas.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the court of common
pleas shall be $169,541.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judges of the
Court of Common Pleas shall be in accordance with the
following schedule:

(i) Allegheny County, $172,382.

(ii) Philadelphia County, $172,951.

(iii) Judicial districts having six or more judges,
$171,018.

(iv) Judicial districts having one to five judges,
$170,279.

(v) Administrative judges of the divisions of the Court
of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County with divisions of
six or more judges, $171,018.

(vi) Administrative judges of the divisions of the Court
of Common Pleas of Philadelphia County with divisions of
five or less judges, $170,279.

(vii) Administrative judges of the divisions of the Court
of Common Pleas of Allegheny County with divisions of
six or more judges, $171,018.

(viii) Administrative judges of the divisions of the
Court of Common Pleas of Allegheny County with divi-
sions of five or less judges, $170,279.

(e) Philadelphia Municipal Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Philadelphia
Municipal Court shall be $165,617.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Philadelphia Municipal Court shall be $168,176.

(f) Philadelphia Traffic Court.

(1) The annual salary of a judge of the Philadelphia
Traffic Court shall be $89,091.

(2) The annual salary of the President Judge of the
Philadelphia Traffic Court shall be $89,830.

(g) Magisterial district judge. The annual salary of a
magisterial district judge shall be $84,773.

(h) Senior judges. The compensation of the senior
judges pursuant to 42 Pa.C.S. § 4121 (relating to assign-
ment of judges) shall be $522 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. 11-2180. Filed for public inspection December 23, 2011, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 207—JUDICIAL
CONDUCT

PART IV. COURT OF JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE
[ 207 PA. CODE CH. 8 ]

Amendment to the Rules of Procedure of the
Court of Judicial Discipline; Doc. No. 1 JD 94

Order

And Now, this 7th day of December, 2011, the Court,
pursuant to Article 5, Section 18(b)(4) of the Constitution
of Pennsylvania, hereby eliminates Chapter 8. Emergency
Relief; Rule of Procedure No. 801, said Rule follows. It Is
Hereby Ordered:
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That the elimination of Chapter 8. Emergency Relief;
Rule of Procedure No. 801 shall become effective immedi-
ately.

JOHN W. MORRIS,
President Judge

Annex A
TITLE 207. JUDICIAL CONDUCT

PART IV. COURT OF JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE
ARTICLE III. OTHER PROCEEDINGS

CHAPTER 8. [ EMERGENCY RELIEF ] (Reserved)

Rule 801. [ Emergency Relief ] (Reserved).

[ (A) The Court may issue an interim order grant-
ing suspension prior to notice or a hearing. In
determining whether to issue an interim order
granting suspension and whether notice or hearing
should be required, the Court may act on the basis
of averments of the pleadings and such other evi-
dence as the Court may require.

(B) An interim order granting suspension issued
without notice or hearing shall expire unless a
hearing on the continuance of the order is held
within 10 days after the granting of the order or
within such other time as the parties may agree or
as the Court upon cause shown shall direct.

(C) After a hearing, the Court may dissolve, con-
tinue or modify the interim order of suspension.

(D) Any party may move at any time to dissolve
or modify an order granted under this Rule.

Official Note: This rule is derived from former
interim Rule 31.

Adopted May 31, 1994, effective May 31, 1994. ]
[Pa.B. Doc. No. 11-2181. Filed for public inspection December 23, 2011, 9:00 a.m.]

PART II. CONDUCT STANDARDS
[ 207 PA. CODE CH. 33 ]
Formal Opinion 2011-1

Notice is hereby given that the Ethics Committee of the
Pennsylvania Conference of State Trial Judges has
adopted its Formal Opinion 2011-1 which is set forth as
follows.

EDWARD D. REIBMAN,
Chairperson

Ethics Committee
Pennsylvania Conference of State Trial Judges

Annex A
TITLE 207. JUDICIAL CONDUCT

PART II. CONDUCT STANDARDS

CHAPTER 33. CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Subchapter B. FORMAL OPINIONS
§ 11-1. Certain Fundraising Activities.

The Ethics Committee of the Pennsylvania Conference
of State Trial Judges regularly receives inquiries regard-
ing the propriety of participation in civic and charitable
activities by members of the judiciary. Because of the
frequency of such inquiries, the Committee has decided to

issue a formal opinion addressing this issue in order to
provide guidance to the Conference.

The footnote to Canon 5A of the Code of Judicial
Conduct acknowledges that the complete separation of
judges from extra judicial activities is neither possible nor
wise since there is danger in judges becoming isolated
from the society and communities in which they live.
There are, however, many concerns regarding the circum-
stances in which judges may properly participate in civic
and charitable activities and, more particularly, the na-
ture and extent of fundraising activities held on behalf of
civic and charitable organizations in which a judge’s
participation is permissible.

Canon 5B of the Code of Judicial Conduct provides:

B. Civic and Charitable Activities. Judges may
participate in civic and charitable activities that do
not reflect adversely upon their impartiality or inter-
fere with the performance of their judicial duties.
Judges may serve as an officer, director, trustee, or
nonlegal advisor of an educational, religious, chari-
table, fraternal, or civic organization not conducted
for the economic or political advantage of its mem-
bers, subject to the following limitations:

(1) Judges should not serve if it is likely that the
organization will be engaged in proceedings that
would ordinarily come before them or will be regu-
larly engaged in adversary proceedings in any court.

(2) Judges should not solicit funds for any educa-
tional, religious, charitable, fraternal, or civic organi-
zation, or use or permit the use of the prestige of
their office for that purpose, but they may be listed
as an officer, director, or trustee of such an organiza-
tion. They should not be a speaker or the guest of
honor at an organization’s fund raising events, but
they may attend such events.

(3) Judges should not give investment advice to
such an organization, but they may serve on its board
of directors or trustees even though it has the
responsibility for approving investment decisions.

Thus, Canon 5B sets forth the general proposition that
judges may participate in civic and charitable organiza-
tions and activities provided, however, such organizations
and activities do not reflect adversely upon a judge’s
impartiality or interfere with the performance of his or
her judicial duties. The Canon further provides that a
judge may serve as an officer, director, trustee or non-
legal advisor of an educational, religious, charitable,
fraternal or civic organization if the organization is not
conducted for the economic or political advantage of its
members and the organization is not likely to be engaged
in proceedings that would ordinarily come before the
judge and will not regularly be engaged in adversary
proceedings in any court. See Canon 5B(1). As to other
activities concerning civic and charitable organizations,
Canon 5B(2) permits judges to be listed as an officer,
director, or trustee of such organizations and Canon 5B(3)
permits judges to serve on boards of directors or as
trustees, even though the board has the responsibility for
approving investment decisions. However, Canon 5B(3)
prohibits judges from giving investment advice.

In respect to fundraising, Canon 5B(2) specifically
prohibits judges from soliciting funds for any educational,
charitable, fraternal, or civic organization, or using or
permitting the use of the prestige of their office for that
purpose regardless of how worthwhile the organization or
its activities may be.
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Canon 5(B)(2) clearly prohibits judges from being the
guest speaker or guest of honor at fundraising dinners or
events. However, faced with reduced budgets and shrink-
ing charitable contributions, organizations have turned to
novel and creative fundraising efforts to swell the crowd
or otherwise raise money by involving judges.

The Ethics Committee has been presented with a wide
variety of such efforts. Without attempting to offer an
all-inclusive list of all of the potential activities that fall
within the ambit of Canon 5B, they have included using a
judge as an attraction or celebrity participant, such as
Dancing with the Stars, Competing with the Stars in
Sporting Events, Celebrity Auctioneer and Celebrity Con-
tributor. While celebrities and other government officials
may lend their personal, professional, or other forms of
celebrity status to the fundraising efforts of an organiza-
tion, such activity by a judge is prohibited. In sum, a
judge may not permit an organization to capitalize on, or
exploit, a judge’s attendance at or participation in such
events by advertising that fact or issuing invitations
citing that attendance or participation in advance of the
event. A judge who allows him- or herself to be used in
this manner is engaged in a solicitation of funds in
violation of Canon 5(B)(2).

This does not mean a judge is precluded from receiving
a well-earned award from an organization or even being
recognized at an event. It means the judge cannot allow
his/her presence at the event or the fact he/she will
receive an award at it be used to promote a fundraising
event. The critical harm to be avoided is the exploitation
of the judge.

Therefore, while judges may attend fundraising events,
assuming the event or activity does not violate the
broader prohibition of reflecting adversely upon the
judge’s impartiality or interfere with the performance of
the judge’s judicial duties, a judge should not be featured
as a highlight of any such event. Accordingly, advertising
the judge’s presence, placing the judge in a strategic
position to influence potential customers or contributors,
having a judge endorse a fundraising event or product, or
having a judge sell tickets may each lead to effects the
Code is designed to prevent. These include making people
feel obligated to curry favor with the judge, diminishing
the office of judge by turning it into a marketing tool, and
pressuring other judges into participating in similar
causes. A judge who allows him- or herself to be used in
this manner is engaged in the solicitation of funds in
direct violation to Canon 5B(2). And because of the
overall prophylactic purpose of the rule, the worthiness of
the cause for which the funds are being raised is irrel-
evant.

If, after considering the foregoing principles, a judge
decides to attend or participate in a fundraising event,
additional consideration must be given to the mandate of
Canon 5A that a judge’s avocational activities ‘‘not detract
from the dignity of the[] office.’’ Accordingly, the indicia of
the office of judge, including the judicial robe, gavel and
courtroom should never be utilized or depicted in any
manner which would compromise respect for the judiciary
or the judicial process. Attendance at, or participation in,
events that do so would, therefore, also be prohibited by
Canon 5.

This opinion is obviously not intended as an exhaustive
discussion of all of the potential activities permitted or
prohibited under the Code. Instead, its primary focus is to
address how a judge may participate in the fundraising

aspects of civic and charitable activities without running
afoul of Canon 5B(2)’s prohibition against using or per-
mitting the use of the prestige of the judicial office for the
solicitation of funds on behalf of those organizations in
which they are involved. By remaining sensitive to the
potential exploitation of the judicial office—or more spe-
cifically, the ‘‘judge as judge’’—the salutary purposes
animating the Code of Judicial Conduct will be better
served and the preservation of an independent judiciary
can continue to be assured.

To reiterate, the purpose of this formal opinion is to
provide guidance on a matter of general importance to the
Conference. It is not a substitute for an advisory opinion
by the Ethics Committee to an individual judicial officer
on specific facts.

As adopted by the Supreme Court, the Code of Judicial
Conduct provides:

The Ethics Committee of the Pennsylvania Confer-
ence of State Trial Judges is designated as the
approved body to render advisory opinions regarding
ethical concerns involving judges, justices and other
judicial officers subject to the Code of Judicial Con-
duct, and, although such opinions are not per se
binding upon the Judicial Conduct Board, the Court
of Judicial Discipline or the Supreme Court of Penn-
sylvania, action taken in reliance thereupon and
pursuant thereto shall be taken into account in
determining whether discipline should be recom-
mended or imposed.

To obtain the ‘‘rule of reliance,’’ an individual subject to
the Code of Judicial Conduct shall present to a member of
the Ethics Committee a particular factual scenario to
which the inquirer seeks advice regarding his/her pro-
spective conduct.

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 11-2182. Filed for public inspection December 23, 2011, 9:00 a.m.]

Title 255—LOCAL
COURT RULES

BUCKS COUNTY
Imposition of Filing Fees for Applications to

Modify Custody; Administrative Order No. 63

Order

And Now, this 12th day of December, 2011, it is hereby
Ordered and Directed that the fee for the filing of a
petition to modify a custody order shall be fifty dollars
($50.00).

This Order shall become effective February 1, 2012.

By the Court
SUSAN D. SCOTT,

President Judge
[Pa.B. Doc. No. 11-2183. Filed for public inspection December 23, 2011, 9:00 a.m.]
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DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF
THE SUPREME COURT

Notice of Disbarment

Notice is hereby given that Joseph P. Sindaco, having
been disbarred by consent from the practice of law in the
State of Florida by Order of the Supreme Court of Florida
dated August 26, 2010, the Supreme Court of Pennsylva-
nia issued an Order on December 8, 2011, disbarring
Joseph P. Sindaco, from the Bar of this Commonwealth,
effective January 7, 2012. In accordance with Rule 217(f),
Pa.R.D.E., since this formerly admitted attorney resides
outside of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, this notice
is published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.

ELAINE M. BIXLER,
Secretary

The Disciplinary Board of the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 11-2184. Filed for public inspection December 23, 2011, 9:00 a.m.]
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