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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 11 a.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (KEITH R. McCALL) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 HON. MATTHEW E. BAKER, member of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Good morning, everyone. 
 Psalms 33:12 says, "Blessed is the nation whose God is the 
LORD…." Let us pray: 
 
 Lord, our prayer today begins with a cry for humility, a 
servant's heart. Help us to surrender our will for Your will to be 
done here on earth as it is in heaven. For just such a time as this, 
You have placed people in their proper places. You have 
blessed our leaders with authority and power to make a good 
difference. May we be convicted to cast aside any pride, selfish 
ambition, ego, or fear that could be holding us back from 
accomplishing the purposes You have laid before us. 
 To stand in the gap in this day and time, Lord, our leaders 
need Your heart; they need pure and holy motivations; they 
need integrity, courage, and conviction to do the right thing, 
both in the public arena and when no one is looking. 
 Help us to be godly men and women and return to us the 
simplicity of devotion to Yourself. Forgive us when we seek to 
fulfill the expectations of man. Release us instead to fulfill Your 
will and accomplish Your purposes. It is Your wisdom and 
Your creativity we need. 
 Help our leaders to submit to Your authority and to Your 
anointing as we attempt to lead and direct wherever You have 
placed us. 
 Be now with our families, staff, as well as our military. Grant 
them all safety and wisdom to honor and serve You as well. 
 In the name of our Lord and Redeemer, we pray. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 (The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by members and 
visitors.) 
 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. There will be a meeting of the Republican 
Caucus at 11:30 in the minority caucus room; a meeting for the 
Republican Caucus at 11:30 in the minority caucus room. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. There will be a meeting for the Democratic 
Caucus at 11:30 in the Democratic caucus room. 
 
 It is our understanding we will be returning to the floor at  
1 o'clock. So immediate caucuses for both caucuses in their 
respective caucus rooms. We will return at 11:30 – at 11:30 – 
and we will return to the floor at 1 o'clock. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until the call of 
the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

 The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Members will please report to the floor. 
 Members, please report to the floor. We are about to take the 
master roll. Members, please report to the floor. 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the Journal 
of Thursday, September 10, 2009, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Greene County, Representative 
DeWeese, the majority whip, who requests a leave of absence 
for Representative DALEY from Washington County for the 
day; Representative HALUSKA from Cambria County for the 
day; Representative DeLUCA from Allegheny County for the 
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day; Representative GRUCELA from Northampton County for 
the day; Representative KOTIK from Allegheny County for the 
day; Representative LEVDANSKY from Allegheny County for 
the day; Representative PETRARCA from Westmoreland 
County for the day; Representative SANTARSIERO from 
Bucks County for the day. Without objection, those leaves will 
be granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Turzai, the minority whip, who requests leaves 
of absence for the following: Representative BOYD from 
Lancaster County for the day; Representative GRELL from 
Cumberland County for the day. Without objection, those leaves 
will be granted.  

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll. 
Members will proceed to vote. 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Turzai, the minority whip, who requests leave 
for the gentleman from Bucks County, Representative FARRY, 
for the day. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

MASTER ROLL CALL CONTINUED 

 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–190 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Mahoney Reichley 
Baker Everett Major Roae 
Barbin Fabrizio Manderino Rock 
Barrar Fairchild Mann Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Markosek Rohrer 
Belfanti Frankel Marshall Ross 
Benninghoff Freeman Marsico Sabatina 
Beyer Gabig Matzie Sainato 
Bishop Gabler McGeehan Samuelson 
Boback Galloway McI. Smith Santoni 
Boyle Geist Melio Saylor 
Bradford George Mensch Scavello 
Brennan Gerber Metcalfe Schroder 
Briggs Gergely Metzgar Seip 
Brooks Gibbons Micozzie Shapiro 
Brown Gillespie Millard Siptroth 
Burns Gingrich Miller Smith, K. 
Buxton Godshall Milne Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Goodman Mirabito Smith, S. 
Carroll Grove Moul Solobay 
Casorio Hanna Mundy Sonney 
Causer Harhai Murphy Staback 
Christiana Harhart Murt Stern 
Civera Harkins Mustio Stevenson 
Clymer Harper Myers Sturla 
Cohen Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, D. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Costa, P. Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cox Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
 
 

Creighton Hornaman Pallone True 
Cruz Houghton Parker Turzai 
Curry Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Cutler Johnson Payne Vitali 
Dally Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Day Kauffman Peifer Wagner 
Deasy Keller, M.K. Perzel Walko 
Delozier Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
Denlinger Kessler Phillips Waters 
DePasquale Killion Pickett Watson 
Dermody Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DeWeese Knowles Pyle White 
DiGirolamo Kortz Quigley Williams 
Donatucci Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Drucker Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Eachus Lentz Readshaw  
Ellis Longietti Reed McCall, 
Evans, D. Maher Reese    Speaker 
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–13 
 
Boyd Grell Kotik Perry 
Daley Grucela Levdansky Petrarca 
DeLuca Haluska Miccarelli Santarsiero 
Farry    
 
 LEAVES ADDED–1 
 
Maher 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 452 By Representatives BROWN, GIBBONS, 
GOODMAN, JOHNSON, KORTZ, LONGIETTI, MICOZZIE, 
MUNDY, MURPHY, ROAE, SIPTROTH, YOUNGBLOOD, 
HARHAI, HORNAMAN, WALKO, SWANGER, ROEBUCK, 
D. COSTA, WATERS and PAYTON 

 
A Resolution mandating full funding of subsidies for child-care 

programs. 
 

Referred to Committee on CHILDREN AND YOUTH, 
September 8, 2009. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 1951 By Representatives BEYER, FARRY, 
HORNAMAN, KORTZ, MYERS, O'NEILL, TURZAI, 
VITALI and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 

known as the Liquor Code, further providing for the definition of 
"holiday." 

 
Referred to Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, August 31, 

2009. 
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  No. 1952 By Representatives BARBIN, MURPHY, BURNS, 
BROWN, D. COSTA, JOHNSON, DRUCKER, READSHAW, 
HALUSKA, SOLOBAY, DEASY, PALLONE, HANNA, 
SAINATO, VULAKOVICH, SIPTROTH, GIBBONS, WHITE, 
GOODMAN, KORTZ, HORNAMAN, MATZIE, PETRARCA, 
MARSICO, HARHAI, K. SMITH, DeWEESE and GRUCELA 

 
A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, providing for a mechanism to 
establish continuation of government services in the event of a budget 
impasse. 

 
Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT,  

August 31, 2009. 
 
  No. 1953 By Representatives COHEN, PETRARCA, 
YOUNGBLOOD, O'NEILL, CALTAGIRONE, 
VULAKOVICH, BELFANTI, MURT, DONATUCCI, 
McGEEHAN, SIPTROTH, BRENNAN, KORTZ and 
GIBBONS 

 
An Act amending Title 20 (Decedents, Estates and Fiduciaries) of 

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the 
membership of the advisory committee of The Governor Robert P. 
Casey Memorial Organ and Tissue Donation Awareness Trust Fund. 

 
Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, August 31, 2009. 
 
  No. 1954 By Representatives GEORGE, BELFANTI, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, GRUCELA, HARHAI, 
HARKINS, HESS, KORTZ, MUNDY, MURT, MYERS, 
SIPTROTH and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act amending the act of August 7, 1936 (1st Sp.Sess., P.L.106, 

No.46), referred to as the Flood Control Law, further providing for 
purpose of act; adding definitions; further providing for plans, for 
proceedings, for powers and duties of the Department of 
Environmental Protection, for eminent domain, for flood control works 
and for financing; and making editorial changes. 

 
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY, August 31, 2009. 
 
  No. 1955 By Representatives GEORGE, BELFANTI, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, GRUCELA, HARHAI, 
HARKINS, HESS, KORTZ, MUNDY, MURT, MYERS, 
SIPTROTH and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act amending the act of June 5, 1947 (P.L.422, No.195), 

entitled "An act authorizing the Department of Forests and Waters to 
provide for stream clearance and stream channel rectifications; to 
construct and maintain dams, reservoirs, lakes and other works and 
improvements for impounding flood waters, and conserving the water 
supply of the Commonwealth; and for creating additional recreational 
areas; to acquire by purchase, condemnation or otherwise, certain lands 
for such purposes; to construct and maintain flood forecasting and 
warning systems," further providing for the purposes of the act and for 
the authority of the Department of Environmental Protection; and 
making editorial changes. 

 
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY, August 31, 2009. 
 
  No. 1956 By Representatives GRELL, CUTLER, DALLY, 
GINGRICH, MILLER, MOUL, PYLE, RAPP, SONNEY and 
TALLMAN 

 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, extensively revising the 
Uniform Arbitration Act; and making editorial changes. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, September 1, 2009. 

 
  No. 1959 By Representatives DePASQUALE, 
CALTAGIRONE, CONKLIN, GIBBONS, BELFANTI, 
LONGIETTI, READSHAW, SIPTROTH, VULAKOVICH, 
YUDICHAK and MELIO 

 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for tuition 
grant responsibilities of the Department of Education. 

 
Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, September 8, 

2009. 
 
  No. 1961 By Representatives GERGELY, BELFANTI, 
BRENNAN, BROWN, CREIGHTON, FREEMAN, 
HOUGHTON, JOSEPHS, KORTZ, KULA, McGEEHAN, 
McILVAINE SMITH, MELIO, MIRABITO, MOUL, MYERS, 
PASHINSKI, PYLE, QUINN, SWANGER and 
VULAKOVICH 

 
An Act establishing the Home Care Consumer Information Report 

Card Program; and providing for the powers and duties of the 
Department of Health. 

 
Referred to Committee on AGING AND OLDER ADULT 

SERVICES, September 8, 2009. 
 
  No. 1962 By Representatives PAYTON, BROWN, 
BRENNAN, BRIGGS, DAY, EVERETT, HALUSKA, 
LEVDANSKY, MUNDY, MYERS, M. O'BRIEN, SHAPIRO, 
SIPTROTH, SWANGER, THOMAS and WALKO 

 
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for purposes and 
powers and for management of authority funds in cities of the first 
class. 

 
Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, September 9, 

2009. 
 
  No. 1963 By Representatives BENNINGHOFF, BISHOP, 
CREIGHTON, GINGRICH, GOODMAN, MILNE, MOUL, 
MURT, O'NEILL, READSHAW, ROAE, ROCK, SOLOBAY, 
SWANGER, YOUNGBLOOD and YUDICHAK 

 
An Act amending Title 71 (State Government) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, providing for a unified retirement system for 
employees of the Commonwealth and its political subdivisions and 
other employers. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, September 9, 2009. 

 
  No. 1964 By Representatives MARSICO, BELFANTI, 
CALTAGIRONE, CREIGHTON, FLECK, MOUL, MURT, 
MYERS, SIPTROTH, STABACK, SWANGER, J. TAYLOR, 
MENSCH and GINGRICH 

 
An Act amending the act of October 9, 2008 (P.L.1408, No.113), 

known as the Scrap Material Theft Prevention Act, further providing 
for restricted materials. 
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Referred to Committee on COMMERCE, September 10, 
2009. 
 
  No. 1965 By Representatives SEIP, KESSLER, GOODMAN, 
MAHONEY, BUXTON, DERMODY, DeWEESE, 
GALLOWAY, GERGELY, GIBBONS, GRUCELA, HANNA, 
HOUGHTON, KORTZ, McILVAINE SMITH, MURPHY,  
P. COSTA, READSHAW, SANTONI, K. SMITH, 
YUDICHAK, COHEN, McCALL, MUNDY and LENTZ 

 
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, in sales and use tax, further providing 
for definitions and for exclusions from tax; providing for special and 
interfund transfers; and establishing the Homestead Exclusion Fund. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, September 10, 2009. 

 
  No. 1967 By Representatives REICHLEY, BEYER, 
CUTLER, EVERETT, GEORGE, GODSHALL, HARHART, 
MELIO, MURT, ROSS, SIPTROTH, SOLOBAY, SWANGER, 
VULAKOVICH and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act amending the act of May 21, 1943 (P.L.571, No.254), 

known as The Fourth to Eighth Class and Selective County Assessment 
Law, further providing for subjects of taxation enumerated. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, September 10, 2009. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 816, PN 2639 (Amended) By Rep. OLIVER 
 
An Act establishing State funding for the Heart Disease and Stroke 

Program within the Department of Health. 
 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 
 

HB 1358, PN 2640 (Amended) By Rep. OLIVER 
 
An Act providing for copies of patient test results to be sent 

directly to patients. 
 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 
 
SB 369, PN 1197 By Rep. BELFANTI 
 
An Act amending the act of June 24, 1976 (P.L.424, No.101), 

referred to as the Emergency and Law Enforcement Personnel Death 
Benefits Act, further providing for death benefit eligibility; and 
repealing certain provisions of the Municipal Police Pension Law and 
the Municipal Pension Plan Funding Standard and Recovery Act. 

 
LABOR RELATIONS. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 380, PN 2300 By Rep. OLIVER 
 
A Resolution directing the Legislative Budget and Finance 

Committee to study and to issue a report on the status of and any 
disparities found in dental care for Pennsylvanians with disabilities. 

 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 

 

HR 404, PN 2422 By Rep. OLIVER 
 
A Resolution recognizing the week of September 20 through 26, 

2009, as "Low-Back Pain Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania, 
providing for its observance and urging the Department of Public 
Welfare to establish a task force. 

 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 

 
 The SPEAKER. Both resolutions will go to the House 
calendar. 

COMMUNICATIONS 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker is in receipt of the following 
communications, which the clerk will read. 
 
 The following communications were read: 
 
 A communication dated September 2, 2009, from the Public 
Employee Retirement Commission regarding HB 1828, PN 2609, 
stating that the amendment will have no actuarial cost impact beyond 
that described in previously issued actuarial notes for the bill and that 
an additional actuarial note for HB 1828, PN 2609, is not required. 
 
 A communication dated September 11, 2009, from the Public 
Employee Retirement Commission regarding amendment No. 03606 to 
HB 1828, PN 2609, stating that the amendment will have no actuarial 
cost impact and that an actuarial note is not required. 
 
 A communication dated September 11, 2009, from the Public 
Employee Retirement Commission regarding amendment No. 03619 to 
HB 1828, PN 2609, stating that the amendment will have no actuarial 
cost impact and that an actuarial note is not required. 
 
 (Copies of communications are on file with the Journal 
clerk.) 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. In the balcony, the Chair welcomes  
Zoe Barber, a senior at Lehigh University, interning with 
Representative Bob Freeman in his district office. She is the 
guest of Representative Freeman. Will the guest please rise. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to advise the members 
that he is giving permission to Greg Meyer, CBS Channel 3 out 
of Philadelphia, to videotape with audio on the floor of the 
House for the next 10 minutes. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. BURNS called up HR 457, PN 2637, entitled: 
 

A Resolution commemorating the victims of the terrorist attacks of 
September 11, 2001, on the 8th anniversary of the attacks and the 
actions of first responders and ordinary citizens of Somerset County, 
Pennsylvania, New York City and Arlington County, Virginia, and 
areas surrounding those locations in response to the attacks. 



2009 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 1831 

 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Members 
will please take their seats. The House will come to order. 
Conferences in the back of the hall will please break up. 
Sergeants at Arms, clear the aisles of the House. Members will 
please take their seats. The House will come to order. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria County, 
Representative Burns, on the resolution. 
 Mr. BURNS. Good afternoon. 
 On this, the 8th anniversary of the terrorist attacks in New 
York City, Washington, DC, and Somerset County and on the 
United States as a whole, we must reflect on our painful past. 
 Al-Qaeda terrorists hijacked and intentionally flew two 
planes into the Twin Towers of the World Trade Center. They 
also hijacked and crashed a third aircraft into the Pentagon in 
Arlington County, Virginia. 
 In the skies over Somerset County, Pennsylvania, terrorists 
commandeered United Airlines Flight 93. However, the 
passengers fought courageously to overtake the plane and gain 
control, which then crashed in Shanksville, Pennsylvania. 
 Through this unselfish act, the passengers of Flight 93 
prevented further death and further destruction. All told, the 
terrorist attacks claimed nearly 3,000 lives, becoming the most 
devastating attack on American soil in our country's history. It 
is painful to remember that day and it will always be painful, 
but we must never forget the stories of heroism, courage, and 
bravery that reflect our values as Americans. 
 Let us never forget the first responders who saved lives in 
New York City and Washington, DC, or the group of 
courageous passengers who saved lives by fighting back and 
taking the plane that crashed in Somerset County. Were it not 
for them, the loss would have been much worse. 
 My resolution, HR 457, is meant to be a tribute to the first 
responders and to the ordinary people whose bravery and 
extraordinary actions on that day saved lives. And I ask for your 
support on this resolution, and I ask that now we take a moment 
of silence to reflect on that day. 
 The SPEAKER. All members, rise as a sign of respect.  
And all guests, please rise. 
 
 (A moment of silence was observed.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, 
Representative Clymer, on the resolution. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise in support of HR 457 as we 
commemorate the events of September 11, 2001, when our 
nation was under attack by Islamic terrorists. That day,  
3,000 Americans lost their lives. 
 It was a time of great tragedy and a time of outstanding 
heroism. The bravery and self-sacrifice of New York City 
firemen, the New York City Port Authority, and other first 
responders will be forever etched in the hearts and minds of 
their fellow citizens as they attempted to rescue those that were 
fire-trapped in the upper floors of the World Trade building. 
 As Pennsylvanians, this tragedy has additional significance. 
Of the four aircraft hijacked that day, American Airlines 11, 
American Airlines 77, and United Airlines 175, United Airlines 
93 was the only aircraft that failed to reach its intended target 

due to the actions of its passengers, and you have heard 
Representative Burns mention that. 
 Many believe that United Airlines Flight 93 was headed for 
either the nation's Capitol Building or the White House. As we 
all know, the terrorists who took over Flight 93 never succeeded 
in their mission. They never succeeded because of the courage 
and heroics of passengers such as Todd Beamer, who rallied his 
fellow passengers with his famous call of "Let's roll," whereby 
they disrupted the agenda of the Islamic terrorists. It cost them 
their lives. In doing so, however, the White House or the 
nation's Capitol was spared from destruction. 
 Finally, Mr. Speaker, another Pennsylvanian to be 
remembered is Capt. Victor Saracini. He was from Yardley, 
Bucks County. He was captain of one of the flights 
overpowered by the terrorists that crashed into one of the World 
Trade Center buildings on that fateful day. 
 As also mentioned, we pause today from our deliberations to 
remember the victims of 9/11. I, too, respectfully ask support 
for HR 457. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne County, 
the majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Today we gather here to commemorate the 8th anniversary 
of an event in this nation's history that really, in our lifetimes, 
maybe we have seen no strike against America more heinous, 
and this event has been devastating for the families who were 
lost on that day. The ability to come and commemorate this  
9/11 is essential because the 19 terrorists acted, and their  
co-conspirators, in a way that directly attacked the security of 
the United States of America. That day is indelibly marked on 
all of our memories. 
 The physical devastation – the destruction of the World 
Trade Center and the Pentagon, along with the field in 
Pennsylvania where the plane fell – has been remade. They are 
looking at that site for the World Trade Center right now. But 
the damage done to our sense of security, the position that we 
have all felt, that the world was less safe, is marked just the 
same way in our memory, in our generation, as Pearl Harbor 
was for the generation before us. 
 I just wanted to take a moment to make sure that we reflect 
on that day. It is an important day in American history. But it 
also has, I believe, allowed us as Americans to rally around 
what we believe in, and those days are necessary. And I just 
wanted to make sure I stood today to make sure that the families 
were recognized, that that day is recognized, and I am hoping 
that the members will support this resolution. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, the minority 
whip, Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 September 11, 2001, a day that will live in infamy. God bless 
all those families who suffered as a result of the attacks on 
September 11, 2001. Thank God for all the responders, the 
emergency responders, that came to the call, some of them who 
lost their lives, and also, thank you to the men and women 
protecting our country. 
 The great thing today that we can say is that we were united 
as a country for the freedom and liberty that our country stands 
for. And secondly, through the great efforts of the men and 
women under both President Bush and President Obama, to this 
date, our country has not been attacked since September 11. 



1832 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE SEPTEMBER 11 

 Many of you may have seen that movie, "Flight 93." It is one 
of the most touching movies I have ever had the opportunity to 
see, and I think about if I were in the position of those people on 
that flight, I would hope that I would have had the courage that 
they did to take on those attackers. 
 But one of the most poignant things I remember seeing in 
that movie is when all the people were calling home on their 
cell phones to let everybody know – because they knew their 
fate – how much they loved them and how much they loved this 
country.  
 I certainly support this resolution, and while we are here 
doing hard work on behalf of the citizens of Pennsylvania, it is 
really a day that is significant for all of us in Pennsylvania and 
in the United States. Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–190 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Mahoney Reichley 
Baker Everett Major Roae 
Barbin Fabrizio Manderino Rock 
Barrar Fairchild Mann Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Markosek Rohrer 
Belfanti Frankel Marshall Ross 
Benninghoff Freeman Marsico Sabatina 
Beyer Gabig Matzie Sainato 
Bishop Gabler McGeehan Samuelson 
Boback Galloway McI. Smith Santoni 
Boyle Geist Melio Saylor 
Bradford George Mensch Scavello 
Brennan Gerber Metcalfe Schroder 
Briggs Gergely Metzgar Seip 
Brooks Gibbons Micozzie Shapiro 
Brown Gillespie Millard Siptroth 
Burns Gingrich Miller Smith, K. 
Buxton Godshall Milne Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Goodman Mirabito Smith, S. 
Carroll Grove Moul Solobay 
Casorio Hanna Mundy Sonney 
Causer Harhai Murphy Staback 
Christiana Harhart Murt Stern 
Civera Harkins Mustio Stevenson 
Clymer Harper Myers Sturla 
Cohen Harris O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Conklin Helm O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, D. Hennessey O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Costa, P. Hess Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Cox Hickernell Oliver Thomas 
Creighton Hornaman Pallone True 
Cruz Houghton Parker Turzai 
Curry Hutchinson Pashinski Vereb 
Cutler Johnson Payne Vitali 
Dally Josephs Payton Vulakovich 
Day Kauffman Peifer Wagner 
Deasy Keller, M.K. Perzel Walko 
Delozier Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
Denlinger Kessler Phillips Waters 
DePasquale Killion Pickett Watson 
Dermody Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DeWeese Knowles Pyle White 
DiGirolamo Kortz Quigley Williams 
Donatucci Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Drucker Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Eachus Lentz Readshaw  
Ellis Longietti Reed McCall, 
Evans, D. Maher Reese    Speaker 

 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–13 
 
Boyd Grell Kotik Perry 
Daley Grucela Levdansky Petrarca 
DeLuca Haluska Miccarelli Santarsiero 
Farry    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

CALENDAR 
 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

AS AMENDED 

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to the following HB 1828, PN 2638, as 
further amended by the House Rules Committee: 
 

An Act amending the act of December 18, 1984 (P.L.1005, 
No.205), known as the Municipal Pension Plan Funding Standard and 
Recovery Act, amending the title of the act; in preliminary provisions, 
further providing for definitions; in preliminary provisions, providing 
for methodology; in municipal pension plan actuarial reporting, further 
providing for contents of actuarial valuation report and providing for 
actuarial asset valuation and for revised actuarial valuation report; in 
minimum funding standard for municipal pension plans, further 
providing for minimum funding standard and defined benefit plans 
self-insured in whole or in part; in revisions applicable to municipal 
pension fund financing, further providing for revision of financing 
from State revenue sources and General Municipal Pension System 
State Aid Program; in financially distressed municipal pension plan 
determination procedure, further providing for initiation of distress 
determination, for pension plans to be included in determination and 
for determination procedure; in financially distressed municipal 
pension system recovery program, further providing for application, for 
election determination procedures, for recovery program level I, for 
recovery program level II, for recovery program level III, for remedies, 
for supplemental State assistance program and fund and for 
regulations; providing for standards for municipal pension systems; in 
alternative funding mechanisms, making an editorial change, further 
providing for alternative funding mechanism and providing for cities of 
the first class and for special taxing authority; providing for deferred 
retirement option plans; and making a related repeal. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair is in receipt of 
three amendments that all require rules suspensions. 
 Is the gentleman, Representative Thomas, offering his 
amendment?  
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to withdraw my amendment and 
defer to an omnibus amendment that will be coming forward 
that I think encapsulates the intent of my amendment and I think 
represents an excellent compromise as we move forward. 
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Barrar. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment would exempt new car sales from the 
additional 1-percent sales tax that would be imposed under this 
bill. 
 The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman be making a motion to 
suspend the rules to offer the amendment? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Oh, I am sorry; yes. I would need to make a 
motion to suspend the rules. Thank you. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Barrar, makes a motion to suspend the rules for 
the immediate consideration of amendment A03684. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the question of suspension of the rules, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne County, the 
majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I respectfully rise to oppose the gentleman's motion to 
suspend the rules. 
 The SPEAKER. On suspension, does the gentleman, 
Representative Barrar, wish to be recognized?  
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to support this 
amendment here, the suspension of the rules, because what it 
does, it allows for new car purchases and motorcycles to be 
exempted from this provision in the law. And I think we are just 
starting to see that the new car companies, the auto dealers in 
the State of Pennsylvania, are just starting to show signs of 
recovery, and I think this is definitely a step backwards for them 
and will hurt. 
 I have been contacted by numerous people in the auto 
industry asking to get the members to support this amendment. 
So I would ask you to please support suspending the rules. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–90 
 
Adolph Gabig Mensch Reed 
Baker Gabler Metcalfe Reese 
Barrar Geist Metzgar Reichley 
Bear Gillespie Micozzie Roae 
Benninghoff Gingrich Millard Rock 
Beyer Grove Miller Rohrer 
Boback Harhart Milne Ross 
Brooks Harper Moul Saylor 
Causer Harris Murt Scavello 
Christiana Helm Mustio Schroder 
 
 
 

Civera Hennessey O'Neill Smith, S. 
Clymer Hess Oberlander Sonney 
Cox Hickernell Payne Stern 
Creighton Hutchinson Peifer Stevenson 
Dally Kauffman Perzel Swanger 
Day Keller, M.K. Petri Tallman 
Delozier Killion Phillips Taylor, J. 
Denlinger Knowles Pickett True 
Ellis Krieger Pyle Turzai 
Evans, J. Maher Quigley Vereb 
Everett Major Quinn Vulakovich 
Fairchild Marshall Rapp Watson 
Fleck Marsico   
 
 NAYS–100 
 
Barbin Drucker Longietti Samuelson 
Belfanti Eachus Mahoney Santoni 
Bishop Evans, D. Manderino Seip 
Boyle Fabrizio Mann Shapiro 
Bradford Frankel Markosek Siptroth 
Brennan Freeman Matzie Smith, K. 
Briggs Galloway McGeehan Smith, M. 
Brown George McI. Smith Solobay 
Burns Gerber Melio Staback 
Buxton Gergely Mirabito Sturla 
Caltagirone Gibbons Mundy Taylor, R. 
Carroll Godshall Murphy Thomas 
Casorio Goodman Myers Vitali 
Cohen Hanna O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Conklin Harhai O'Brien, M. Walko 
Costa, D. Harkins Oliver Wansacz 
Costa, P. Hornaman Pallone Waters 
Cruz Houghton Parker Wheatley 
Curry Johnson Pashinski White 
Cutler Josephs Payton Williams 
Deasy Keller, W. Preston Youngblood 
DePasquale Kessler Readshaw Yudichak 
Dermody Kirkland Roebuck  
DeWeese Kortz Sabatina McCall, 
DiGirolamo Kula Sainato    Speaker 
Donatucci Lentz   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–13 
 
Boyd Grell Kotik Perry 
Daley Grucela Levdansky Petrarca 
DeLuca Haluska Miccarelli Santarsiero 
Farry    
 
 
 Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in 
the negative and the motion was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from York County, 
Representative Saylor, wish to be recognized to suspend the 
rules? The gentleman is withdrawing the amendment? The 
Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 
 



1834 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE SEPTEMBER 11 

 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate – on that question, will 
the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate as 
amended by the House – those in favor—    

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Butler County, Representative Metcalfe.  
 Mr. METCALFE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry.  
 Mr. METCALFE. Do the rules have to be suspended to 
allow us to consider this before 24 hours, or is that going to 
occur—  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct; however, we can 
debate the bill up until 8:15 when it would be appropriate for 
the 24-hour rule to expire. But we can debate the bill up until 
that point. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Depending on who is going to make comments, I would like 
to make comments in the future on this legislation during the 
debate. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that this legislation is absolutely a very 
wrongheaded approach to trying to fix the problems that it is 
being proffered to fix. To allow Philadelphia to increase their 
sales tax by 1 percent, to allow Pittsburgh to increase their 
parking tax by 37 1/2 percent is the wrong direction to 
stimulating more economic activity that ultimately will bring 
additional revenue into both of those cities to take care of their 
financial needs. 
 Mr. Speaker, in these very hard economic times for many 
tens of thousands of Pennsylvanians that have lost their jobs, 
others that are fearing for loss of their job or jobs, Mr. Speaker, 
to put a policy in place that is going to raise taxes, which we 
know will depress economic activity, because as you increase 
sales tax, people will just choose not to spend the money if they 
do not absolutely have to, so you will see less economic 
activity. 
 I think this is a very wrongheaded direction to move for 
Philadelphia, for Pittsburgh, for this State, especially when 
knowing that this policy is going to do nothing to fix the 
problem, we would full well expect Philadelphia and Pittsburgh 
to be knocking on the doors of the Capitol down the road, once 
again, to ask for another real resolution in the future. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, the taxpayers in Pennsylvania have spoken 
very loudly over the last several months. I have heard from 
thousands of taxpayers that are not just looking to ensure that 
broad-based taxes are not increased but do not want to see any 
tax increase of any sort. This is a very broad-based tax increase 
for the city of Philadelphia, with a 1-percent increase in their 
sales tax, and it is the wrong direction to go for all of 
Pennsylvania, because all of Pennsylvania will be asked to pay 
for this policy when it fails. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
the minority whip, Representative Turzai. 
 

 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to HB 1828. It has been painted as 
addressing the municipal pension reforms for boroughs, 
townships and cities throughout the State of Pennsylvania, but it 
is clear that it is not going to make difficult decisions that are 
necessary to actually fix the existing problem with respect to 
certain of the pensions in this State. 
 In particular, this bill really just pushes off the time for 
contributions to those pension plans and does not take the 
important steps that have to occur to make sure that they are 
solvent. We have an obligation, both on a State level and on a 
municipal level, to ensure the solvency of those pensions, and to 
do that, many of the municipalities or the authorities and the 
State should have been dedicating revenue streams to making 
sure that those pensions were whole, and that has not been done. 
 Now, while I agree with giving the city of Pittsburgh time to 
right its ship, I am skeptical of their ability to do that. I do 
support the amendment that allows Pittsburgh time, but I think, 
like many of the municipalities, we have to take a look at the 
history. 
 Pittsburgh's pension system only has 28 percent of the 
money to cover its liabilities. The pension funds currently have 
$252 million in assets with almost $900 million in liabilities. 
Even before the economic downturn, the city's pensions were 
only funded at 41.7 percent in 2006. In fact, the pension funds 
have been below 60 percent funded for the last 10 years. 
 Currently the city of Pittsburgh's pension systems cover 
6,000 active and retired employees, including police, fire, and 
general municipal pension funds. As of January 1 of 2007, the 
city had more retired employees drawing benefits than active 
members contributing to it, with 1 active employee for every  
1.4 retirees. 
 Now, this bill, like others, if we use Pittsburgh as an example 
in addressing other municipalities, this bill is not going to solve 
any pension problem. When we addressed the city of 
Pittsburgh's financial situation back in 2004, one of the things 
that was in front of the city at that time was an underfunded 
pension. The liability at that time was close to $400 million as 
of December 2003. 
 The pension problem was not merely a problem endemic to 
all cities; it has been a problem caused by the city of 
Pittsburgh's and other municipalities' irresponsible actions over 
the past 20 years, and I want to give you just an example of 
some of the things that Pittsburgh did. 
 Prior to 1984, the city underfunded its retirement system by 
operating on a pay-as-you-go basis, giving low contributions 
that were not sufficient to cover accruing liabilities. 
 In '84 the Municipal Pension Plan Funding Standard and 
Recovery Act established a uniform funding requirement for all 
municipal pension systems in our State, but the city elected 
several options that effectively lowered the city's contribution 
requirements under that act.  
 In 1989 when the funding phase-in option would have 
required the city to contribute more than the normally calculated 
funding requirement, the city elected to stop using that option 
and once again lowered its contribution requirements.  
 In '94 it elected to modify the actuarial assumptions used to 
calculate funding requirements, and the annual contributions 
were again reduced. 
 The city provided an early retirement incentive program in 
'94-'95 which increased its liabilities. 
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 And in 1998, just 11 years ago, the city asked the State to 
pass legislation to amend the statewide actuarial funding 
standard under Act 205, permitting only the city of Pittsburgh to 
reamortize its unfunded liabilities over a new 40-year period. 
And yet today, today it stands at 27 percent funded.  
 My former colleague, and really one of the experts on 
pensions, had these comments in 1998: "Thirteen years into the 
plan and the payments are beginning to bite. Pittsburgh now 
wants a New Deal and level dollar payments look attractive." 
The bill in 1998, SB 284, "…in part, would allow Pittsburgh to 
switch payment methods and begin once again to pay off their 
unfunded pension liability over…" a new 40-year clock.  
 "Let us face it," he said, "Pittsburgh just lost 13 years in 
dealing with its pension debt." 
 He had two concerns, and his quote was this: "First, there is 
special treatment given to Pittsburgh in this deal available to no 
one else." My aside: Today that deal is being offered to other 
municipalities, and I think you are going to face the same 
concerns in the future. You are not going to have any 
corrections. 
 Steve continued to say, "I will not go into detail on what  
I see as an overly aggressive interest rate assumption except to 
say that I fear other municipalities with distressed pension funds 
will now expect equal treatment…" as well. 
 Second, "If this is true, Pittsburgh could be on the same path 
that led Philadelphia to" its pension "crisis in 1991. I certainly 
hope this is not the case." 
 "And I certainly hope this bill is not just being passed so 
Pittsburgh can pay its electric bills for the next…" 2 years. "If it 
is, we are about to lose an opportunity to force Pittsburgh to put 
its financial house in order, and taxpayers long term will be the 
losers." 
 That was in 1998, and here we are once again, once again 
looking at the pension system of Pittsburgh and other 
municipalities because tough decisions were not made with 
respect to liabilities and with respect to contributions. 
 Furthermore, this bill is putting a new problem into the 
picture for all municipalities. It is expanding the availability of 
the deferred retirement option program, or DROP. What is a 
DROP? It allows individuals working for a municipality or an 
authority to collect not only their pensions in a DROP program 
but their salaries at the same time. 
 Jack Wagner, Democratic Auditor General, straight shooter, 
in March of 2007 criticized the Port Authority's DROP program 
by saying that the Port Authority permitted 44 top managers to 
begin amassing large sums by, quote, unquote, "retiring" 
without actually vacating their jobs. What they did is they 
collected both their salaries and their pensions at the same time 
as a result of these DROP programs, and it cost the Port 
Authority millions and millions of dollars – it did not create 
savings. He said that the audit findings illustrate "a lack of 
leadership and an absence of direction that have no place in a 
public authority that relies heavily on tax dollars to meet its 
financial obligations." 
 The fact of the matter is, expanding this DROP program is a 
mistake. We should be eliminating the DROP option, the 
deferred retirement option, for all municipalities and authorities. 
Real reform means that we have to look at defined contribution 
plans for new people. It means that you have to abide by your 
promises to current and past employees by having dedicated 
funding already, not looking for new funding, and it means 
eliminating the deferred retirement option plans completely. 

That is what the boroughs in the State of Pennsylvania asked us 
to do, and that is what we should have done. 
 Yes, Pittsburgh is going to get a reprieve to try to get their 
house in order, but the mistake that was made in 1998 with 
respect to Pittsburgh is about to be made with respect to 
municipalities all across the State – boroughs, townships, and 
cities. We should be undertaking real reform with tough 
decisions. This is nothing more than a Band-Aid, putting off the 
problem to another day.  
 For that reason, I rise in opposition to 1828.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland County, Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would first have an inquiry of the Chair, Mr. Speaker. 
 I heard when this matter was announced that it was on 
concurrence of Senate amendments, and then I thought the 
second time you said it, it was on the Senate amendments as 
amended by the House. And I am just trying to make sure that – 
I know the Rules Committee met yesterday – what we are 
debating right now is the version as amended by the House 
Rules Committee. Am I correct about that, sir? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 And then I would ask if there is someone who could stand 
for brief interrogation? It is very brief and not too technical. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Allegheny County – or 
the gentleman from Luzerne County, Representative Eachus, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. 
 Mr. EACHUS. I will, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my question is this: We have had a couple of 
caucuses to talk about HB 1828, and I know it has been 
amended recently. And I am not asking any real technical 
question; I want to get some big-picture items to make sure they 
are in my head. 
 It is my understanding – and I sort of think I know the 
answer, but I am just trying to confirm to make sure I know, 
okay? – it is my understanding that a big piece of this is to raise 
the sales tax in Philadelphia to help with a pension issue, just 
the Philadelphia sales tax. Am I right about that? 
 Mr. EACHUS. Well, your definition of it as being a "big" 
thing, I consider it a little component. It does allow in this bill 
the city council of Philadelphia to enable their own vote. They 
would have to vote for their own taxation. There is no tax 
increase in this bill that members would have to be concerned 
about. But I consider that one very small component of a much 
larger, comprehensive reform for first-class cities – the only 
first-class city we have – the second-class city of Pittsburgh, 
and all other small towns across Pennsylvania.  
 Mr. GABIG. Okay. 
 And so right now it is a local option for Philadelphia to raise 
their sales tax, and it is my understanding that Philadelphia – do 
they already have a higher sales tax than the rest of the State? 
What is their current sales tax rate?  
 Mr. EACHUS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. They are at a higher sales 
tax rate, and it is 7 percent. 
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 Mr. GABIG. 7 percent. The rest of the State is 6. 
 And so what does this authorize the city council to do? Can 
they go up to a certain amount higher, or do they have to have—  
Does it give them the flexibility to go up to a certain amount 
higher? 
 Mr. EACHUS. They could add a maximum of 1 percent. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That answered my 
question. I just wanted to confirm that. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 If I could speak on concurrence. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I know a lot of people have been working very hard on this 
issue, especially from Philadelphia. Some people describe it as a 
bailout of the pension, some of the papers. I have seen, 
newspapers. I am not sure if that is quite the right way to term 
what has been going on or not. I know the mayor of 
Philadelphia has been up here. He has actually talked to the 
Central Republican Caucus, believe it or not, about this issue 
over time. 
 I just question—  I have some serious questions. I know it is 
a serious problem; I am not sure if this is the right solution. In 
fact, I think this solution is going to make things worse. 
 If you look at our great city of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania's 
great city of Philadelphia, this metropolitan area, it is hurting, 
and it has been hurting for many, many years. I just was talking 
to one of my colleagues from the Lehigh Valley who sits behind 
me, and she Googled some research, and I asked her how big 
Philadelphia was, and she said it is almost 1.5 million people 
who live in the city of Philadelphia. 
 Now, I know when I was younger, it was bigger than that.  
I said it was 2 million or over 2 million people. It could have 
been even up to 3 million people in our lifetimes. And I know 
the population has been going down and actually going down 
fairly drastically, and that was confirmed by my colleague who 
sits behind me from the Lehigh Valley when she said that from 
the year 2000 until 2007, the most recent census data shows that 
the city of Philadelphia has had the most dramatic loss of 
population of any city in America, an almost 4 1/2-percent loss 
of population, people fleeing the city, leaving the city. Why? 
 Well, I think one of the reasons why is because of their tax 
burden on the citizens of Philadelphia. They increased – I think 
Pittsburgh did this, too, I am not sure, or Allegheny County – 
increased their sales tax higher than the rest of the State. They 
went from 6 to 7 under the local option that we just heard from 
the majority leader, and since they have done that, people are 
leaving. It is hurting business. It is hurting their families. It is 
hurting people's ability to pay for rent and to pay for homes and 
to pay for groceries and pay for transportation. 
 The gentleman from Delaware County had a great 
amendment. We just had a thing called Cash for Clunkers. Well, 
without his amendment, the car dealers are getting clunked 
without any cash. I mean, they are going to be hurting with this 
proposal, and that is only going to hurt the city of Philadelphia. 
 So I just do not think raising the tax rate, a sales tax – since  
I have been up here, I was elected in 2000 and have been here, 
obviously, since 2001, and one of the things I worked on was 
the elimination of property tax. And I know there have been 
people that have done that, worked very hard, and we had a 
proposal that included sales tax, broadening the base, 
eliminating property tax. We had some big debates about that 
here. We had a Committee of the Whole. I think the Speaker 

agreed with us at times on that, on parts of it. We almost had 
some major historic legislation, and maybe we will come back 
to that later in the session. 
 And I do not want to, you know, get into a property tax 
debate, but I heard people that opposed us, on both sides of the 
aisle, that opposed us on that property tax excoriate, vilify the 
sales tax – how onerous it was, especially on the poor. It was 
the most, they used the term "regressive," regressive tax known 
to mankind, or humankind, I guess, in this age of political 
correctness. It was terrible. And here we have a city,  
I understand 25 percent, I was told in caucus by one of my 
chairmen that 25 percent of Philadelphia is below the poverty 
rate, and we are going to hammer them, hammer them with this 
increased sales tax. I just think it is the wrong way. 
 I know we need to do something, but to target them with 
higher taxes in this recessionary time seems to me to be the 
wrong solution for this important problem, and therefore, I am 
going to have difficulty supporting the House Rules amendment 
to the Senate amendments on HB 1828. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Markosek. 
 Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today relative to HB 1828, and I will 
support the bill. But I would like to just mention a policy issue 
that I have a little bit of a problem with, and it is relative to 
transportation and how it ties into this bill. 
 The city of Pittsburgh, and I know they have problems and  
I want to try to help them, and they are talking about selling or 
leasing some of their valuable assets, namely their parking 
garages. And that is legal, they can do that, that is their 
prerogative, but as a policy matter, I think any time that any 
municipality is talking about leasing or selling valuable assets, 
particularly valuable assets that have something to do with 
transportation, that that money should be used for transportation 
purposes, and if there is any State money that was used to build 
those particular assets, that that money ought to be returned to 
the State. 
 So basically what I am just getting up here today to do is 
kind of issue a warning to other municipalities who may have a 
lot of assets that they think that the easy way out for some of 
their budgetary problems is just simply selling off their valuable 
assets or leasing their valuable assets, that that is a policy 
discussion that needs to be had at some future point. And I for 
one would suggest that if those assets have anything to do with 
transportation, then that money should be used for 
transportation purposes. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Representative Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman from Cumberland 
County's deep interest in Philadelphia. In looking at 
Philadelphia's population loss over the last nearly 60 years when 
we had a little over 2 million people in Philadelphia, the key 
factor that has to be borne in mind, two key factors, are the 
smallness of the city geographically and the declining family 
size throughout this State and throughout our country, and to 
some degree, throughout the world. 
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 Philadelphia is by far the smallest geographical county in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Delaware County is the only 
county that is at all close to Philadelphia in size, and Delaware 
County is substantially larger. Many counties with one 
legislator have several times the geographical area of 
Philadelphia. 
 The fact that family size is declining throughout the country 
means that you have to build more houses in order to get more 
people there. Now, Philadelphia has experienced some growth 
in terms of condominiums and apartment buildings, but most 
people want to live in houses, and there is a limited amount of 
space available in the city of Philadelphia for houses. 
 Philadelphia, despite its very small size, Philadelphia has 
more miles of road than any county in the Commonwealth, and 
it is not easy to get new housing in Philadelphia. It is not easy to 
get anything new in Philadelphia, as we have seen with the 
gambling casinos. Everything is very, very close together, and 
putting anything new in a given area can create all sorts of 
opposition. 
 So I do not believe that taxes are a major factor. Would it be 
better for taxes to go down? Yes, it would. Am I thrilled that 
taxes are going up in the sales area if this bill passes? No, I am 
not. But I think we have to look at the overall structural 
problems of having a very small geographical area with  
1.5 million people and very, very little space in which to build 
in terms of assessing why Philadelphia's population has gone 
down. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Rohrer. 
 Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are here at a time that has really caused a lot 
of people a lot of angst in this State because of the difficulties 
faced by the city of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, and I think we 
have all been quite aware of the efforts by the mayor of 
Philadelphia. I have talked with him, as well as many have, and 
I applaud his efforts on behalf of trying to get things in shape in 
that city. And I think all of us here, whether we live in 
Philadelphia or not, and I do not, it is easy to disregard and say, 
we are not in Philadelphia; we do not have to worry about their 
problems. But on the other hand, it is a part of this 
Commonwealth, and we are and we should be concerned about 
what happens there. 
 And I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the significance of 
Philadelphia's financial problems, which have driven this issue 
to the point we are, is both an opportunity and a challenge. It 
has been a challenge to try and come up with a solution, but the 
opportunity to actually fix some problems has also been before 
us, and unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that this 
General Assembly, if it moves on this bill as it is, will in any 
way fix the problems that have brought the issue of the fiscal 
difficulties of Philadelphia to the forefront. 
 There are three reasons, Mr. Speaker, why I believe that 
what is before us here is not in the long-term interests of 
Philadelphia. Number one, and we have heard comment about 
this, I believe that just giving the ability to raise more revenue 
by moving the sales tax rate from 7 to 8 percent is not in the 
long-term interest of the city of Philadelphia. 
 Now, I have heard some say that, well, if Philadelphia, if the 
city council wants to do harm to themselves by voting their tax 
rate up and perhaps therefore driving business out of the city, 
 
 

the suburbs would be glad to take those businesses, and that is 
true. But is that in the long-term interest of the city of 
Philadelphia? I would say it is not. 
 The problem, Mr. Speaker, is that just like we are facing in 
this State with the budget, when revenues decline, you have to 
bring spending back in line with the revenue. Raising taxes in a 
time of economic downturn is absolutely the wrong direction to 
go. And when you factor in the fact that the rate, if Philadelphia 
moves forward with this, a sales tax difference of 8 to 6 percent, 
and you can just step right across the line into Delaware County 
and buy something at 6 percent – automobiles or whatever – 
rather than Philadelphia at 8 percent, who is not going to do 
that? I would dare say that the revenue expected, if the change 
is made, will not be as much as projected simply because the 
people will move with their feet and they will make their 
choices outside the city of Philadelphia. 
 Secondly, the issue before Philadelphia is the matter of 
pensions, and Representative Turzai spoke on this quite well a 
little bit ago. Mr. Speaker, the changes that are made here do 
not strengthen the fiscal solvency of the pension system in 
Philadelphia. Remortgaging and extending the actuarial period, 
amortization period, from 25 to 30 years is not in the interest of 
the pension fund. And for those who are drawing pensions or 
for those who have not yet retired and who want to plan on a 
predictable retirement, that kind of change does not in fact help 
them. It does not make the retirement system more profitable, 
more predictable. 
 And secondly, Mr. Speaker, when in fact the fund is already 
– be it in Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, or wherever – where the 
funds are already underfunded, the last thing that you do is to 
allow for a postponement of payments into that fund, which is 
what this does. That is the very last thing you do. So if you have 
an underfundedness problem, this actually makes it worse. 
Again, it is not in the interest of the retirees, the fiscal solvency 
of the fund, or in the long-term predictability of fulfilling the 
commitment to people who are planning on that retirement 
income. 
 Thirdly, Mr. Speaker, in regard to pensions, and one reason  
I am opposed to this is that this is the perfect time to make good 
changes. The other ones I just mentioned were bad changes. We 
could be making some positive changes, but we are not. There 
is nothing in here to encourage or to mandate a move to defined 
contribution as compared to a defined benefit plan. And, 
Mr. Speaker, until we deal with that issue, there will be no help 
for the Philadelphia pension system, the Pittsburgh pension 
system, or any other across this Commonwealth. 
 And there are other reasons as well which I could mention, 
but I will not at this point other than to say that I believe if this 
is what is adopted, it will make Philadelphia less competitive, 
not more competitive. It allows them to have increased revenue 
without actually dealing with the reducing of spending, which 
must happen. 
 Secondly, it actually causes harmful things to be done to the 
pension system, and it does not introduce anything positive 
forward-looking that would give benefit and hope and fiscal 
strength in the future to the pension system. 
 So I think, Mr. Speaker, this really misses the mark. It does 
provide, I will say, it does provide some financial help for the 
city, but it is short-term. And I think, Mr. Speaker, whether we 
talk about what we do here in the House with this budget or 
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whether we make changes such as this, it is time we start 
looking ahead to what the impact is for tomorrow and next year 
and not what it can do for us just for this year. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Representative 
Petri. 
 Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, when this bill left this chamber, I was a "yes" 
vote. I wanted to help and support Philadelphia through its 
tough times. Unfortunately, the Senate has amended this bill in 
a drastic way, and even though the amendment that was adopted 
by the House in committee changes the bill, there are still 
problems, Mr. Speaker. 
 Those problems include unintended consequences, a lack of 
dealing with the issues. No one in either chamber has really 
spent the time necessary to understand what this bill will do and 
what it will not do. This is a very complicated area. It has far-
reaching consequences and affects literally millions of people, 
those people employed in our municipalities. 
 Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, this bill is selective. It does not 
solve problems for every pension, for every State or municipal 
worker; it only selects those municipalities and those workers 
for municipalities. If this House is to do something and this 
body is to do something, why would we selectively choose a 
group of people and not solve all of our problems? We all know 
that the pension crisis impacts every level of government, and it 
is here and it is coming and we are not addressing it. 
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I believe that this bill will result in a 
statewide takeover of underfunded municipal pensions. Two or 
three years from now when the payments are not being made, 
we as members of the General Assembly will be asked to use 
statewide tax dollars to solve problems in individual 
municipalities where we had no control over the contract 
negotiations, we have no control over the payments, yet we bear 
the responsibility for fixing the problem. 
 In the event, Mr. Speaker, that I thought I was seeing 
bogeymen that did not exist, I have asked my colleagues 
whether they believe that is going to be the case, and 
resoundingly, members of this chamber are saying the same 
thing I am. Mark my words, you vote for this amendment and 
this bill and we will be accepting responsibility for something 
we did not do which we cannot fix but we are going to have to 
fix with dollars we do not have. 

MOTION TO REVERT TO 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

 Mr. PETRI. I would encourage the members not to support 
the bill, but at this time, Mr. Speaker, I would like to move that 
we revert to PN 2521, which is the version of this bill that left 
the House that was supported by the House. So I make a motion 
that we revert to PN 2521. Thank you. 
 

MOTION RULED OUT OF ORDER 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Petri, your 
motion is out of order. Under House rule 30, "Bills Amended by 
the Senate," and this bill is on concurrence, "The House shall 
 
 

not consider any proposed amendment to any amendment made 
by the Senate to a bill or joint resolution, nor consider any 
amendment to any amendment made by the Committee on 
Rules." Therefore, your motion is out of order. 
 
 The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from Lehigh County, 
Representative Mann.  
 Miss MANN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just wanted to add a quick comment on today's debate on 
concurrence on HB 1828. 
 We have heard a lot of conversation about the effects of this 
legislation on Philadelphia and for Pittsburgh, but I also want to 
make sure that everybody here understands how important this 
bill is for cities of the third class such as Allentown, a city that  
I represent. 
 This bill will allow some relief, much needed relief, for these 
municipalities by revising amortization schedules, spreading out 
payments over a longer period of time. It allows us to smooth 
assets to avoid large year-to-year fluctuations in employer 
contributions that result from downturns in the market.  
 Mr. Speaker, we need to create a more stable environment 
for municipalities so that they can better handle their obligation 
to their employees. So I think if we think about these difficult 
economic times – we know that this is affecting municipalities 
across the Commonwealth – this legislation is critical to cities 
of the third class, including the city of Allentown, and I hope 
you will keep that in mind as you cast an affirmative vote this 
afternoon. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Turzai, who requests leave for the gentleman 
from Allegheny County, Representative MAHER, for the day. 
Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1828 CONTINUED 
 

MOTION TO PROCEED TO CONSIDERATION 
UNDER RULE 21 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, the majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to seek approval to proceed to a vote on 
HB 1828 to concur on Senate amendments as amended by the 
House less than 24 hours after it was amended in the Rules 
Committee yesterday. As there has been sufficient time to 
review the bill, I again seek approval to proceed to the vote on 
concurrence of HB 1828. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question to invoke rule 21, a two-thirds affirmative 
vote of the House is required. 
 Those in favor of moving forward on HB 1828 will vote 
"aye"; those opposed, "nay." 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–156 
 
Adolph Evans, D. Mann Ross 
Baker Evans, J. Markosek Sabatina 
Barbin Everett Marshall Sainato 
Barrar Fabrizio Matzie Santoni 
Belfanti Fairchild McGeehan Saylor 
Beyer Fleck McI. Smith Scavello 
Bishop Frankel Melio Seip 
Boback Galloway Mensch Shapiro 
Boyle Geist Metzgar Siptroth 
Bradford George Micozzie Smith, K. 
Brennan Gerber Millard Smith, M. 
Briggs Gergely Mirabito Smith, S. 
Brown Gibbons Mundy Solobay 
Burns Gingrich Murphy Sonney 
Buxton Godshall Murt Staback 
Caltagirone Goodman Mustio Stern 
Carroll Grove Myers Stevenson 
Casorio Hanna O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Causer Harhai O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Christiana Harhart Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Civera Harkins Oliver Taylor, R. 
Clymer Harper Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Helm Parker Turzai 
Conklin Hess Pashinski Vereb 
Costa, D. Hornaman Payne Vitali 
Costa, P. Houghton Payton Vulakovich 
Cruz Johnson Peifer Wagner 
Curry Josephs Perzel Walko 
Dally Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
Day Kessler Phillips Waters 
Deasy Killion Pickett Watson 
Denlinger Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DePasquale Knowles Pyle White 
Dermody Kortz Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Kula Quinn Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Lentz Readshaw Yudichak 
Donatucci Longietti Reed  
Drucker Mahoney Reichley McCall, 
Eachus Major Roebuck    Speaker 
Ellis Manderino   
 
 NAYS–33 
 
Bear Gabler Krieger Reese 
Benninghoff Gillespie Marsico Roae 
Brooks Harris Metcalfe Rock 
Cox Hennessey Miller Rohrer 
Creighton Hickernell Milne Samuelson 
Cutler Hutchinson Moul Schroder 
Delozier Kauffman O'Neill Tallman 
Freeman Keller, M.K. Rapp True 
Gabig    
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–14 
 
Boyd Grell Levdansky Perry 
Daley Grucela Maher Petrarca 
DeLuca Haluska Miccarelli Santarsiero 
Farry Kotik   
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On concurrence, those voting to concur will 
vote "aye"; those voting to nonconcur will vote "nay." 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments as amended by 
the Rules Committee? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–113 
 
Barbin Drucker Mann Santoni 
Belfanti Eachus Markosek Scavello 
Beyer Evans, D. Marshall Shapiro 
Bishop Evans, J. Matzie Siptroth 
Boyle Fabrizio McGeehan Smith, K. 
Bradford Fleck McI. Smith Smith, M. 
Brennan Frankel Melio Smith, S. 
Briggs Freeman Mensch Solobay 
Brown Galloway Micozzie Sonney 
Burns George Mundy Staback 
Buxton Gerber Murphy Sturla 
Caltagirone Gergely Murt Taylor, J. 
Carroll Gibbons Myers Taylor, R. 
Casorio Godshall O'Brien, D. Thomas 
Christiana Harhai O'Brien, M. Vereb 
Cohen Harkins O'Neill Vitali 
Conklin Harper Oliver Wagner 
Costa, D. Houghton Pallone Walko 
Costa, P. Johnson Parker Wansacz 
Cruz Josephs Pashinski Waters 
Curry Keller, W. Payton Wheatley 
Dally Kessler Perzel White 
Deasy Killion Preston Williams 
Denlinger Kirkland Quigley Youngblood 
DePasquale Kortz Readshaw Yudichak 
Dermody Kula Reichley  
DeWeese Lentz Roebuck McCall, 
DiGirolamo Mahoney Sabatina    Speaker 
Donatucci Manderino Samuelson  
 
 NAYS–76 
 
Adolph Gabler Longietti Rapp 
Baker Geist Major Reed 
Barrar Gillespie Marsico Reese 
Bear Gingrich Metcalfe Roae 
Benninghoff Goodman Metzgar Rock 
Boback Grove Millard Rohrer 
Brooks Hanna Miller Ross 
Causer Harhart Milne Sainato 
Civera Harris Mirabito Saylor 
Clymer Helm Moul Schroder 
Cox Hennessey Mustio Seip 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Stern 
Cutler Hickernell Payne Stevenson 
Day Hornaman Peifer Swanger 
Delozier Hutchinson Petri Tallman 
Ellis Kauffman Phillips True 
Everett Keller, M.K. Pickett Turzai 
Fairchild Knowles Pyle Vulakovich 
Gabig Krieger Quinn Watson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–14 
 
Boyd Grell Levdansky Perry 
Daley Grucela Maher Petrarca 
DeLuca Haluska Miccarelli Santarsiero 
Farry Kotik   
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments as amended by the Rules Committee were 
concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY SPEAKER 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize 
Representative George, Bud George—  The Chair would like to 
recognize Representative Bud George, but more importantly to 
recognize his wonderful wife, Edna, who certainly is the one 
who has the halo around her head. I would like to recognize 
them on their 57th wedding anniversary which they celebrated 
on August 29. 
 The Chair would also like to wish a happy birthday to 
Representative Dom Costa. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be removed from the tabled 
calendar. 
 The clerk will read the following bills. 
 
 The following bills were read: 
 
  HB       9; 
  HB     11; 
  HB   215; 
  HB   419; 
  HB   479; 
  HB   507; 
  HB   509; 
  HB   510; 
  HB   552; 
  HB   571; 
  HB   704; 
  HB   785; 
  HB   825; 
  HB   841; 
  HB   872; 
  HB   965; 
  HB   968; 
  HB 1144; 
  HB 1155; 
  HB 1188; 
  HB 1202; 
  HB 1317; 
  HB 1335; 
  HB 1336; 
  HB 1449; 
  HB 1463; 

  HB 1476; 
  HB 1478; 
  HB 1486; 
  HB 1489; 
  HB 1493; 
  HB 1500; 
  HB 1567; 
  HB 1569; 
  HB 1586; 
  HB 1588; 
  HB 1592; 
  HB 1595; 
  HB 1596; 
  HB 1602; 
  HB 1624; 
  HB 1641; 
  HB 1647; 
  HB 1665;  
  HB 1667; 
  HB 1742; 
  HB 1746; 
  HB 1757; 
  HB 1769; 
  HB 1774; 
  HB 1789; 
  HB 1821; 
  HB 1831; 
  HB 1875; 
  HB 1876; 
  HB 1883; 
  HB 1900; and 
  HB 1938. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
 The clerk will read the following bills. 
 
 The following bills were read: 
 
  HB       9; 
  HB     11; 
  HB   215; 
  HB   419; 
  HB   479; 
  HB   507; 
  HB   509; 
  HB   510; 
  HB   552; 
  HB   571; 
  HB   704; 
  HB   785; 
  HB   825; 
  HB   841; 
  HB   872; 
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  HB   965; 
  HB   968; 
  HB 1144; 
  HB 1155; 
  HB 1188; 
  HB 1202; 
  HB 1317; 
  HB 1335; 
  HB 1336; 
  HB 1449; 
  HB 1463; 
  HB 1476; 
  HB 1478; 
  HB 1486; 
  HB 1489; 
  HB 1493; 
  HB 1500; 
  HB 1567; 
  HB 1569; 
  HB 1586; 
  HB 1588; 
  HB 1592; 
  HB 1595; 
  HB 1596; 
  HB 1602; 
  HB 1624; 
  HB 1641; 
  HB 1647; 
  HB 1665;  
  HB 1667; 
  HB 1742; 
  HB 1746; 
  HB 1757; 
  HB 1769; 
  HB 1774; 
  HB 1789; 
  HB 1821; 
  HB 1831; 
  HB 1875; 
  HB 1876; 
  HB 1883; 
  HB 1900; and 
  HB 1938. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Hennessey, rise? 
 Mr. HENNESSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have written remarks regarding HB 1828 that I would like 
to submit for the record. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. Present them to 
the page. 
 
 Mr. HENNESSEY submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 

 HB 1828 started out as a bill to help Philadelphia help itself. 
 The Senate, upon receipt of HB 1828, sought to use the bill to help 
pension plans across the Commonwealth smooth out their required 
contributions, in light of the financial struggles they face in today's 
economy. 
 The scope of Senate efforts expanded to include an attempt to 
reform pension plans, including deferred retirement option plans 
(DROPs). DROPs originally were marketed as a management tool to 
allow local governments to "schedule" employee retirements and allow 
time to find replacements for workers. 
 Without any statutory authority and without any defined framework 
for DROPs, some 60-70 local governments plowed ahead and 
developed their own versions. 
 Without a statutory framework, some DROPs have allowed public 
officials to "retire" for a day and then return to their jobs.  
 We have seen reports where some public officials have collected 
large amounts of money, sometimes several hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, and then immediately returned to work, collecting their salaries 
for years as if they had not retired, but having diminished the pensions 
reserves at a time when those pension funds could least afford it. 
 That was not the original intent of the DROP program, but that is 
how it has played out. 
 HB 1828 as amended does very little to reform these plans. In fact, 
it expressly allows public officials now in office to remain in these 
DROPs. The minimal reforms of HB 1828 are expressly not applicable 
to those public officials even after their elected term expires. 
Prohibitions are not applicable to them even after they get reelected to 
a new term. 
 Abuses which sparked the desire for reform will continue. These 
DROP programs, adopted by fewer than 3 percent of our local 
governments without any statutory basis, would multiply exponentially 
across our Commonwealth if HB 1828 in its current form would 
become law. Essentially, we would be imposing these plans on  
our municipalities. We can be sure that DROPs will become a 
collective-bargaining issue for each of our 2,600 local governments. 
And we would be doing that without any meaningful reform of the 
problem DROPs that prompted the reform initiative. 
 HB 1828 in its current form is totally devoid of needed reforms. 
And with a statutory approval of DROPs with little framework/detail, 
we will make a bad situation worse: 

- We do not get reform. 
- We add to the financial burden on townships. 
- We continue/invite "early retirement" drains on troubled 

pension reserves well ahead of when they might be 
drawn down. 

 HB 1828 in its current form is a bad bill and should be voted down. 
 

* * * 
 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Schuylkill, Representative Seip, rise? 
 Mr. SEIP. Mr. Speaker, I have remarks I would like to 
submit for the record. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. SEIP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 Mr. SEIP submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to support HR 457 and commend the gentleman 
from Somerset for offering this important resolution.  
 As my colleagues, the gentleman from York and the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, and fellow alumni from Mansfield University may 
know, a very distinguished Mansfield University alum, Officer Patrick 
McNerney, was on duty that fateful day. Officer McNerney, serving as 
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Port Authority police officer for the Port Authority of New York and 
New Jersey, along with countless other first responders, leapt into 
action to serve his fellow Americans. 
 The actions of Officer McNerney and all first responders on 
September 11, 2001, cannot be lauded enough. 
 Mr. Speaker, I again applaud the maker of the resolution. 
 This tragic day in American history, the actions of the heroes who 
responded to aid those in need, and those who lost their lives – some 
just because they went to work that day – should not ever be forgotten. 
 Mr. Speaker, I urge an affirmative vote on HR 457. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. PETRI submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to bring to the attention of the 
Speaker and the members of the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives the names of Alexander Ryan Schaffer and Shaun F. 
Libou, who have recently been awarded Scouting's highest honor – 
Eagle Scout. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to the members of the House of 
Representatives the following citation of merit honoring Alexander 
Ryan Schaffer and Shaun F. Libou. 
 Whereas, Alexander Ryan Schaffer and Shaun F. Libou have earned 
the Eagle Award in Scouting. This is the highest award that Boy Scouts 
can bestow and as such represents great sacrifice and tremendous effort 
on the part of these young men. Both are members of Troop 147. 
 Now therefore, Mr. Speaker and members of the House of 
Representatives, it is my privilege to congratulate and place in the 
Legislative Journal the names of Alexander Ryan Schaffer and  
Shaun F. Libou. 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, the chair of the House Appropriations Committee, 
for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to announce that 
on Monday at 10 a.m. in the majority caucus room, the 
conference committee will be reconvening to entertain the 
conference report and to vote on that particular report to put the 
budget in place to be voted by next week. 
 So on Monday at 10 a.m. in the majority caucus room, the 
conference committee will be meeting for the purpose of 
entertaining the conference report so we can move the budget 
process. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, the majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 With the progress we have made today on the budget, just for 
the membership, as Chairman Evans said, we will have a 
conference committee at the time he set for Monday. The 
members should be ready for session at 1 o'clock on Tuesday. 
 I would also say that we will be working all the way up until 
the Jewish holiday on Friday. In observance of that holiday, we 
will be breaking right before that. So be ready to stay through 
the week. Thank you. 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 Are there any further announcements? 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, any remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until the call of 
the Chair. 


