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Pa. State Police maintaining gun sales records

By Jim Slinsky

In what could easily become a political nuclear explosion, the Pennsylvania State Police have admitted they are retaining gun sale records for the past 75 years.

In a letter dated June 14, 2000, written by Captain Jeffrey B. Miller of the Pennsylvania State Police, to State Representative Daryl Metcalfe, Captain Miller states, “The dealer must complete and for​ward a copy of the Application/Record of Sale form to the (State Police) Department.


The dealer must also retain a copy of this form.


This obligation is separate from the Pennsylvania Instant Check System (PICS) and generates a separate and distinct record which the State Police has been receiving and maintaining for a full 75 years before PICS existed.”

Captain Miller continues, “The collection of the Record of Sale form is established in the state’s Uniform Firearms Act and does not constitute a registry of firearms. It is merely a sales database consist​ing of records of handguns sold in Pennsylvania.”


Needless to say, I am in awe at the remarks and logic of our State Police.

State Rep. Metcalfe is spear​heading the effort to stop the State Police from compiling gun buyer records. Nineteen other state representatives have joined the effort by writing and signing multiple letters to our State Police. I suspect this is only the beginning of fallout from this political bombshell. Who better to help us interpret the law than a man who helped write the law?

Jon Mirowitz is a Philadelphia attorney in pri​vate practice specializing in gun law. In 1994 Jon served on the “State Select Committee” to investigate the use of firearms in Pennsylvania. This 15-mémber panel consisted of a cross section of people spanning the gun rights and gun control issue drawn from the public and private sectors. They trav​eled to all corners of the state and held public hearings. They heard direct testimony from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and Colonel Blackburn of the State Police. In the end it was concluded there was no justifiable purpose for gun registration or for the State Police to maintain the Application/Record of Sale. From the efforts of this panel came Act 17, the revamped Uniform Firearms Act.

According to Attorney Mirowitz, “It was the specific intent of the Act to end this practice by our State Police of maintaining gun sales records.”

The panel decided the act of keeping these records actually did constitute firearms registra​tion.

If we take a look at the pre​cise language of the law, Chapter 61, Title 18, Section 6111(B)(1.1)(v) reads as follows... - “no infor​mation on the application/record of sale provided pursuant to this subsec​tion shall be retained as precluded by sec​tion 6111.4 (relating to registra​tion of firearms) by the State Police either through retention of the Application/Record of Sale or by entering the information on to a computer, and, further, an Application/Record of Sale received by the State Police pursuant to this subsection shall be destroyed within 72 hours of the completion of the criminal history, juvenile delin​quency and mental health records background check.”

I think you will agree this legal verbiage is quite under​standable. Please allow me to put this in layman’s terms. No records shall be maintained by any means by any government agency with respect to the sale or transfer of any firearms, period. Seventy-two hours after the background check, any record of the process is to he destroyed.

Seventy-two hours after the completed sale, the State Police destroy the Record of Sale.

The only location records are actually required to be main​tained is at the dealer where the firearm was purchased. Dealers are required to keep the Record of Sale for 20 years after the transaction. The State s Police may only keep records of a transaction if the purchase is denied.

Attorney Mirowitz played a key role in establishing the lan​guage of these statutes, which also carry a criminal offense and a fine for violation by any individual. Section 6119 of the Uniform Firearm Act states that violation of 6111.4 is a first-degree misdemeanor. Section 6111.1 states all information provided by the purchaser must be kept confidential.

Violation of 6111.1 is also a first-degree misdemeanor and carries a $1,000 fine per violation.

Attorney Jon Mirowitz states, “The inherent problem is law enforcement likes to keep records.”


I spoke with the Press Secretary for the Pennsylvania State Police, Mr. Jack Lewis and he stated, “It is the Department’s interpretation of the law that the Record of Sale should be maintained in a database. The outcome of this -matter maybe decided by the courts.”


I related the State Police’s position to Rep. Metcalfe and he responded, “I believe that -Pennsylvanians have the right to expect that the Executive Branch of government and its agencies such as the State Police will abide by the law that they are entrusted to enforce.

By keeping a gun registry, they are violating the law. This scenario is an outrage.
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