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Title 249—PHILADELPHIA RULES

PHILADELPHIA COUNTY
Interim Revision of Pretrial Release Guidelines; Administrative Order No. 05 of 2012

Order
And now, this 4th day of September, 2012, the First Judicial District of Pennsylvania having received no comments in

response to the Notice to the Bar and All Criminal Justice Partners published in the June 12, 2012 edition of The Legal
Intelligencer advising of its intention to adjust the cash ranges of the current guidelines to account for the effect of
inflation, it is hereby Ordered, Adjudged and Decreed that the First Judicial District’s Bail Guidelines are adjusted,
effective on September 12, 2012, to reflect the 50% increase in the cost of living based on the Consumer Price Index for
All Urban Consumers since the adoption of the Bail Guidelines in 1995, as follows:

In addition, a recent analysis of the practices of Phila-
delphia bail commissioners showed that between March
and July 2012 cash bail was set in 95% of cases involving
the possession of a firearm where the firearm was not
discharged. In 72% of those cases, bail exceeded $50,000,
the top end of the highest range of the guidelines, which
the model recommends for high risk defendants charged
with the most serious offenses (cell 40 on the old matrix).
Cash bail was set in these firearms cases despite that the
current guidelines grade all violations of the Uniform
Firearms Act at a Charge Seriousness level of 5 and,
consequently, recommend ROR or ROSC2—not cash
bail—depending on the defendant’s risk level.

Now, therefore, after careful consideration of the cur-
rent practices, which reflect the broader concern of city
officials and the community at large that gun violence in
Philadelphia is at epidemic proportions, it is hereby
Ordered, Adjudged and Decreed that violations of Section
6105 (former convict not to own a firearm), 6106 (carrying
a firearm without a license) and 6108 (carrying a firearm
on public streets in Philadelphia) of the Pennsylvania
Crimes Code are reclassified to a Charge Seriousness
Level of 10. Violations of Section 4952 (Intimidation of
witnesses or victims) and 4953 (Retaliation against wit-
ness, victim or party) are also reclassified to a Charge
Seriousness Level of 10, effective on September 12, 2012.

This Administrative Order is issued in accordance with
the April 11, 1986 order of the Supreme Court of Pennsyl-
vania, Eastern District, No. 55 Judicial Administration,
Docket No. 1; and with the March 26, 1996 order of the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, Eastern District, No. 164
Judicial Administration, Docket No. 1, as amended. As
required by Pa.R.Crim.P. No. 105 (D), this Order has been
submitted to the Supreme Court’s Criminal Procedural
Rules Committee for review and written notification has
been received from the Committee certifying that this
Order is not inconsistent with any general rule of the
Supreme Court. This Order shall be filed with the
Prothonotary and the Clerk of Courts in a docket main-
tained for Orders issued by the First Judicial District of
Pennsylvania, and, as required by Pa.R.Crim.P. No.
105(E), 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. As required by Pa.R.Crim.P. No. 105 (F) one
certified copy of this Order shall be filed with the
Administrative Office of Pennsylvania Courts and will
also be published on the Unified Judicial System’s web
site at http://ujsportal.pacourts.us/localrules/ruleselection.
aspx and posted on the First Judicial District’s website at
http://courts.phila.gov. Copies shall be published in The
Legal Intelligencer and will be submitted to American
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Lawyer Media, Jenkins Memorial Law Library, and the
Law Library for the First Judicial District.
By the Court

HONORABLE JOHN W. HERRON,
Administrative Judge, Trial Division

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 12-1855. Filed for public inspection September 21, 2012, 9:00 a.m.]

DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF
THE SUPREME COURT

Notice of Administrative Suspension

Notice is hereby given that the following attorneys have
been Administratively Suspended by Order of the Su-
preme Court of Pennsylvania dated August 2, 2012,
pursuant to Rule 111(b) Pa.R.C.L.E., which requires that
every active lawyer shall annually complete, during the
compliance period for which he or she is assigned, the
continuing legal education required by the Continuing
Legal Education Board. The Order became effective Sep-
tember 1, 2012, for Compliance Group 3.

Notice with respect to attorneys having Pennsylvania
registration addresses, which have been transferred to
inactive status by said Order, was published in the
appropriate county legal journal.

Bancheri, Christine E.
Wenham, MA

Manero, Charles Francis
Sewell, NJ

Calcaterra, Regina Marie
New Suffolk, NY

Miller, Jr., John Allen
Westmont, NJ

Cooke, Kevin Peter
Hackensack, NJ

Mirarchi, Michael Francis
Oneonta, NY

Cresswell, Kimberly Ann
Millsboro, DE

Morris, Susanna Jane
Cherry Hill, NJ

Duszak, Carey Galvin
Wilmington, DE

Penberthy, III, John C.
Voorhees, NJ

Ealy, David Hopkins
Spencerport, NY

Schwartz, Glenn Facher
Short Hills, NJ

Feeney, Joseph Michael
New York, NY

Slattery, John Roderick
Katy, TX

Harmon, Bryant Allen
Hammonton, NJ

Swanson, Troy C.
Bel Air, MD

Himmelreich, David B.
East Norwalk, CT

Whinston, Stephen Alan
Voorhees, NJ

Kim, Kyong-Won
Newport Beach, CA

SUZANNE E. PRICE,
Attorney Registrar

The Disciplinary Board of the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

[Pa.B. Doc. No. 12-1856. Filed for public inspection September 21, 2012, 9:00 a.m.]
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