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Jake Gruver, Larry Kennel, MeeCee Baker and Jennifer Eckinger met with Charlie 
Mooney (Exec Dir of PLCB) Liz Brassell (Policy & Communications), Tisha Albert 
(Regulatory Affairs), Rod Diaz (Legal), Doug Hitz, (Wholesale), and Chris Herrington 
(Legislative & Governmental Affairs) to discuss various topics.  Mostly licensing. 
 
Out-of-state wineries 
Jake discussed the fact that the Pennsylvania vineyards and wineries are feeling that they 
are being undermined by out-of-state grapes/wine and wineries due to the current 
licensing practices of issuing out of state wineries the same license as those issued to in-
state wineries.  The PLCB made it very clear that, in their opinion, their hands are tied 
and there is nothing they can do to restrict the out-of-state wineries, plain and simple.  
When asked about what other states are doing in this matter, Rod explained that for 
example in New York, there are two different licenses (one for in-state and one for out-
of-state), but they both have the same legal rights. 
 
Going with the assumption that there is nothing we can do at this time to restrict out of 
state wineries, Jake asked if there was something that we could do to separate the in-state 
wineries that would enable us to promote “PA grapes and wine”.  All parties did agree 
that we could (but the PLCB was not sure it was necessary) to create a new license that 
has all current provisions, but would mandate use of Pennsylvania fruit.  In essence we 
could have a license that had more restrictions but could not make that license 
mandatory.  I know it’s not the long term solution we would like, but it’s a start. 
 
So the question is do we pursue something of this nature to help distinguish in-state 
wineries from out-of-state wineries, then leverage that in our marketing efforts?  We can 
work on the details, but want to get some feedback on this approach. 
 
Other topics discussed: 
 
Festival Permits 
Streamlining festival permits much like a farmers permit or catering permit.  The latter 
two get one permit for the year then use that one for all events.  Currently they issue a 
separate permit for each festival we attend.  We all appreciate the fact that the new online 
process is much better and faster than in the past, but we had a member winery ask, so we 
did.  The PLCB did not seem to have a problem with something like this.  Their biggest 
concern was getting their online computer program rewritten to accommodate a potential 
change.  They are looking into this further.  Stay tuned. 
 
Noise  
We continue to push for some acceptable level of amplified sound above zero at the 
property line.  The standard response is that in urban areas (Philly) they are asking for 
tighter restrictions.  Clearly this is something that will need to come from the legislature.  
To that end MeeCee Baker is working with a representative who has a rural winery in 
their district who is preparing a bill to address some type of reasonable sound level.  Stay 
tuned.  In the meantime, attached is the current process to apply for a noise ordinance 
exemption. The PLCB provided protocol to consider using to preemptively work with 
your local municipalities.   
 



 
Satellites operations 
We have discussed streamlining the application and approval process of new satellites 
that continue to cause a great deal of frustration and confusion to wineries.  Last year we 
discussed the possibility of changing the physical requirements (doors, walls, etc.) to 
more align with farmers markets.  In the meantime the grocery stores have lobbied hard 
to relax some the restrictions initially imposed on them.  They have been successful in 
eliminating the requirement for a separate exterior door.  Also the PLCB has relaxed the 
areas where wine, beer, etc can be placed.  So the discussion then focused on what would 
it take to have the same restrictions updated or removed from satellite operations.  The 
PLCB agreed to look into doing this.  Again, stay tuned. 
 
Advertising 
With all the changes happening in the Pennsylvania liquor industry, we get questions 
regarding what is and what is not allowed when it come to advertising.  After the meeting 
they shared the following with us. 
 
Below is a link to PLCB Advisory Notice #15, which addresses the issue of advertising 
alcohol.  Attached to the end of the Notice is the statute.  While the document is from 
2007, it’s still 99% accurate and still on their website. 
 
https://www.lcb.pa.gov/Legal/Documents/Advisory%20Notice%2015.pdf 
 
Summary 
Overall Charlie and his staff were very willing to do whatever they can to help our 
wineries.  They were receptive to our concerns and are starting to offer some options of 
what we/they might be able to do rather than what they cannot do. 
 
The issue of licensing is our biggest challenge.  MeeCee Baker has been busy meeting 
with the new committee chairs in the house and senate, etc.  They are all receptive to 
helping our industry, but will need our guidance along with proposed wording for any 
new bills we want to pursue.  We have all been discussing the need to get changes 
started.  I think to try to rewrite the entire limited winery licensing codes will take some 
time to do it correctly.   
 
In the meantime, I am asking for your feedback to propose a bill to offer a new license 
for PA wineries that use a minimum amount of PA fruit.  We could also have other 
restrictions if deemed necessary.  I feel this is a step in the right direction to give us 
something to use to distinguish our PA wineries from the out-of-state wineries that would 
not violate the restrictions imposed on Pennsylvania by the injunction related to Cutner v 
Newman. 
 
  


