
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
 
 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 
 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 2011 
 

SESSION OF 2011 195TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 27 

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

THE SPEAKER (SAMUEL H. SMITH) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 REV. DR. WYLIE W. JOHNSON, Guest Chaplain of the 
House of Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Good morning. 
 Would you please pray with me: 
 Almighty Redeemer God, this morning I stand here to 
intercede on behalf of these men and women elected to conduct 
the people's business. For all of the power and position that each 
one has, these are simply people in need of Your grace, Your 
love, Your patience, and Your leading. 
 The Bible teaches us that unless the Lord builds the house, 
its builders labor in vain. Because of that, I would ask two 
lasting blessings for these Representatives and for the Senators 
down the hall, their staffs, and all of their families. 
 The first is that You daily remind each one that all of us must 
certainly give account before You in the eternal judgment for 
our actions, for our decisions, and for the conduct of our lives. It 
is the respect we have for God that leads us to justice, and if not 
respect, then fear, and may justice be the standard of this 
Commonwealth. 
 The second blessing is for wisdom beyond our God-given 
abilities. Prevent us from mistaking cunning or shrewdness for 
the real wisdom which is rooted in Your eternal person. Give us 
eyes to see beyond the present, which will well provide for the 
generations to come. 
 May Your favor rest upon the people of Pennsylvania. Grant 
us peace in our communities, prosperity through the months and 
years ahead, and lead us boldly into the future. I pray in the 
name of the Almighty One. Amen. 
 God bless you. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the 
Journal of Tuesday, April 12, 2011, will be postponed until 
printed. 

JOURNALS APPROVED 

 The SPEAKER. However, the following Journals are in print 
and, without objection, will be approved:  
 
  Tuesday, February 15, 2011;  
  Wednesday, February 16, 2011;  
  Monday, February 28, 2011; and  
  Tuesday, March 1, 2011. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker turns to leaves of absence. 
 The majority whip indicates that there are no leaves of 
absence for the majority party. 
 The Speaker recognizes the minority whip, who requests a 
leave of absence for the gentleman, Mr. Dwight EVANS, from 
Philadelphia for the day; the gentleman, Mr. GERBER, from 
Montgomery County for the day; the gentleman,  
Mr. JOHNSON, from Philadelphia County for the day; the 
gentleman, Mr. GALLOWAY, from Bucks County for the day; 
and the gentleman, Mr. KORTZ, from Allegheny County for the 
day. Without objection, the leaves will be granted. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 
 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 377, 
PN 1520, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 
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BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 860, PN 898 By Rep. J. EVANS 
 
An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in protection of property and persons, further 
providing for hunting or furtaking prohibited while under influence of 
alcohol or controlled substance and for chemical test to determine 
amount of alcohol. 

 
GAME AND FISHERIES. 

 
HB 1057, PN 1148 By Rep. J. EVANS 
 
An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in protection of property and persons, further 
providing for safety zones. 

 
GAME AND FISHERIES. 

BILL REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY 

HB 754, PN 770 By Rep. J. EVANS 
 
An Act providing for limitations on certain shooting ranges, for 

suspension of operation of shooting ranges and for powers and duties 
of Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. 
 
 Reported from Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES 
with request that it be rereferred to Committee on 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be so 
rereferred. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker is about to take the master roll 
call. Members will proceed to vote. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Krieger Readshaw 
Aument Ellis Kula Reed 
Baker Emrick Lawrence Reese 
Barbin Evankovich Longietti Reichley 
Barrar Evans, J. Maher Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Mahoney Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Major Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Maloney Ross 
Boback Fleck Mann Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Markosek Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Marshall Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Marsico Samuelson 
Bradford Geist Masser Santarsiero 
Brennan George Matzie Santoni 
Briggs Gergely McGeehan Saylor 
Brooks Gibbons Metcalfe Scavello 
Brown, R. Gillen Metzgar Schroder 
Brown, V. Gillespie Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Gingrich Micozzie Simmons 
 
 

Burns Godshall Millard Smith, K. 
Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Sonney 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Staback 
Causer Hackett Moul Stephens 
Christiana Hahn Mullery Stern 
Clymer Haluska Mundy Stevenson 
Cohen Hanna Murphy Sturla 
Conklin Harhai Murt Swanger 
Costa, D. Harhart Mustio Tallman 
Costa, P. Harkins Myers Taylor 
Cox Harper Neuman Thomas 
Creighton Harris O'Brien, D. Tobash 
Cruz Heffley O'Brien, M. Toepel 
Culver Helm O'Neill Toohil 
Curry Hennessey Oberlander Truitt 
Cutler Hess Parker Turzai 
Daley Hickernell Pashinski Vereb 
Davidson Hornaman Payne Vitali 
Davis Hutchinson Payton Vulakovich 
Day Josephs Peifer Wagner 
Deasy Kampf Perry Waters 
DeLissio Kauffman Petrarca Watson 
Delozier Kavulich Petri Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, F. Pickett White 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Preston Williams 
DePasquale Keller, W. Pyle Youngblood 
Dermody Killion Quigley   
DeWeese Kirkland Quinn Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Knowles Rapp   Speaker 
Donatucci Kotik Ravenstahl 
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Galloway Johnson Kortz 
Evans, D. Gerber 
 
 LEAVES ADDED–2 
 
Murt Reichley 
 
 LEAVES CANCELED–2 
 
Galloway Gerber 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety-seven members 
having voted on the master roll call, a quorum is present. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 84, PN 1539 (Amended) By Rep. ROSS 
 
An Act amending the act of April 16, 1992 (P.L.155, No.28), 

known as the Assessors Certification Act, further providing for 
nonapplicability. 

 
URBAN AFFAIRS. 

 
HB 242, PN 1540 (Amended) By Rep. TAYLOR 
 
An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 

known as the Liquor Code, further providing for distilleries. 
 

LIQUOR CONTROL. 
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HB 1022, PN 1111 By Rep. ROSS 
 
An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in limitation of time, further 
providing for the period of limitation relating to claims of adverse 
possession under certain circumstances; and providing for uniform 
notice, for mesne profits and for reimbursement. 

 
URBAN AFFAIRS. 

 
HB 1278, PN 1541 (Amended) By Rep. TAYLOR 
 
An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 

known as the Liquor Code, further providing for sales by liquor 
licensees and restrictions and for special occasion permits. 

 
LIQUOR CONTROL. 

 
HB 1306, PN 1482 By Rep. CLYMER 
 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, in reimbursements by 
Commonwealth and between school districts, further providing for 
basic education funding for student achievement; and repealing 
provisions relating to accountability to Commonwealth taxpayers. 

 
EDUCATION. 

 
HB 1307, PN 1543 (Amended) By Rep. CLYMER 
 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, in intermediate units, 
further providing for subsidies for services and for financial reports. 

 
EDUCATION. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 148, PN 1542 (Amended) By Rep. TAYLOR 
 
An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 

known as the Liquor Code, further providing for definitions, for hotel, 
restaurant and club liquor licenses, for sales by liquor licensees and 
restrictions and for unlawful acts relative to liquor, malt and brewed 
beverages and licensees. 

 
LIQUOR CONTROL. 

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

 No. 213  By Representatives PASHINSKI, PYLE, HARHAI, 
BISHOP, BOBACK, BOYD, BRENNAN, BROOKS,  
V. BROWN, CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, CLYMER, 
COHEN, D. COSTA, CREIGHTON, CUTLER, DAVIS, 
DeLUCA, DeWEESE, DONATUCCI, FABRIZIO, FLECK, 
GEIST, GEORGE, GERGELY, GIBBONS, GILLEN, 
GILLESPIE, GOODMAN, GRELL, HALUSKA, HARKINS, 
HEFFLEY, HENNESSEY, HESS, HORNAMAN, 
HUTCHINSON, JOHNSON, JOSEPHS, KNOWLES, KORTZ, 
KULA, MAHONEY, MANN, MARSHALL, MILLARD, 
MILLER, MIRABITO, MULLERY, MUNDY, MURPHY, 
MURT, M. O'BRIEN, O'NEILL, READSHAW, K. SMITH, 
STABACK and TOOHIL  

 
 
 
 

A Resolution urging the Federal Citizens' Stamp Advisory 
Committee to recommend the the United States Postal Service that, in 
recognition of the deaths of more than 100,000 coal miners, an image 
of an American coal miner be placed on the face of a United States 
postage stamp. 

 
Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT,  

April 13, 2011. 
 
 No. 214  By Representatives CURRY, CLYMER, 
BENNINGHOFF, BOBACK, BOYD, BRIGGS, V. BROWN, 
COHEN, D. COSTA, DAVIS, FABRIZIO, FLECK, GERBER, 
HARKINS, HENNESSEY, HESS, KORTZ, MILLARD, 
MILNE, PASHINSKI, QUINN, READSHAW, SCHRODER, 
K. SMITH, TOEPEL, VULAKOVICH, YOUNGBLOOD and 
GILLESPIE  

 
A Resolution alerting the citizens of this Commonwealth about the 

release of "School Shooter: North American Tour 2012," strongly 
urging parents, guardians and others who care for children to carefully 
monitor their children's use of all media and encouraging retailers to 
refrain from selling School Shooter in their retail establishments. 

 
Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS,  

April 13, 2011. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

 No. 1338  By Representatives BAKER, M. SMITH, 
OBERLANDER, TALLMAN, BEAR, BISHOP, BRIGGS, 
CALTAGIRONE, D. COSTA, DALEY, DEASY, FABRIZIO, 
GEIST, GINGRICH, HARHART, HARKINS, HESS, 
KAUFFMAN, KAVULICH, KILLION, KIRKLAND, KORTZ, 
MICOZZIE, MILLARD, MILLER, MOUL, MURT, MUSTIO, 
D. O'BRIEN, PAYTON, PICKETT, QUINN, ROEBUCK, 
SANTONI, SONNEY, SWANGER, WATSON and 
WILLIAMS  

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

known as the Public School Code of 1949, in school health services, 
further providing for definitions; and providing for training of school 
employees in diabetes care and management and for possession and use 
of diabetes medication and monitoring equipment. 

 
Referred to Committee on HUMAN SERVICES, April 13, 

2011. 
 
 No. 1339  By Representatives KORTZ, DENLINGER, 
HARKINS, HORNAMAN, JOSEPHS, MULLERY, 
SWANGER and THOMAS  

 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, providing for police fuel reimbursement 
surcharge; and establishing the Police Fuel Reimbursement Fund. 

 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, April 13, 

2011. 
 
 No. 1340  By Representatives KORTZ, BARRAR, BOBACK, 
BOYD, V. BROWN, CALTAGIRONE, CONKLIN,  
D. COSTA, DALEY, DeLUCA, FABRIZIO, GEIST, 
GEORGE, GIBBONS, GOODMAN, HESS, HORNAMAN, 
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KULA, MARSHALL, MILLARD, MIRABITO, MURT, 
MUSTIO, MYERS, PASHINSKI, READSHAW, REICHLEY 
and FARRY  

 
An Act designating the Harley-Davidson motorcycle as the official 

State motorcycle of Pennsylvania. 
 
Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT,  

April 13, 2011. 
 
 No. 1341  By Representatives PASHINSKI, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, COHEN, DALEY, DeLUCA, 
DONATUCCI, KNOWLES, KORTZ, MAHONEY, 
MARSICO, MURT, MYERS, ROCK, ROEBUCK, 
SANTARSIERO, K. SMITH, STURLA and THOMAS  

 
An Act amending the act of June 1, 1956 (1955 P.L.1944, 

No.655), referred to as the Liquid Fuels Tax Municipal Allocation 
Law, further providing for funds appropriated to municipalities. 

 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, April 13, 

2011. 
 
 No. 1342  By Representatives PASHINSKI, BOYD,  
K. BOYLE, CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, CLYMER, GEIST, 
GILLESPIE, HARKINS, KIRKLAND, KOTIK, MILLARD, 
MILLER, MURT, PAYTON, READSHAW, SCAVELLO,  
K. SMITH, STABACK, VULAKOVICH and YOUNGBLOOD  

 
An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in juvenile matters, further 
providing for disposition of delinquent child; and, in sentencing, 
further providing for sentencing for criminal mischief. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, April 13, 2011. 

 
 No. 1343  By Representatives BAKER, HANNA, CLYMER, 
FLECK, AUMENT, BOYD, CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, 
DALEY, EVERETT, FABRIZIO, GEIST, GEORGE, 
GOODMAN, GROVE, KORTZ, KULA, MICOZZIE, 
MILLER, MILNE, MUNDY, MURT, MYERS, PAYTON, 
QUINN and WATSON  

 
An Act authorizing State-owned universities and the employees 

thereof to enter into certain agreements with affiliated entities; 
providing for doctoral degrees; and making repeals. 

 
Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, April 13, 2011. 

 
 No. 1344  By Representatives O'NEILL, DiGIROLAMO, 
SANTARSIERO, BARRAR, BOYD, BRIGGS, V. BROWN, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAUSER, CLYMER, P. COSTA, COX, 
CUTLER, DAVIS, DENLINGER, EVERETT, FABRIZIO, 
GEIST, GILLESPIE, GINGRICH, GOODMAN, HESS, 
HORNAMAN, HUTCHINSON, M. K. KELLER, KULA, 
LONGIETTI, MAHONEY, MARSHALL, MASSER, 
METZGAR, MILLARD, MILLER, MUNDY, MUSTIO, 
PASHINSKI, QUINN, READSHAW, REICHLEY, ROAE, 
SCHRODER, SONNEY, SWANGER, TALLMAN, VEREB, 
VULAKOVICH, WAGNER, WATSON and GRELL  

 
An Act amending Title 35 (Health and Safety) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, providing for emergency service system billing. 
 
 

Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, April 13, 2011. 
 
 No. 1345  By Representatives J. TAYLOR, W. KELLER, 
EVERETT, FABRIZIO, FREEMAN, GINGRICH, 
GODSHALL, HARHART, JOHNSON, MICCARELLI, 
MILLER, PAYTON, QUINN, REICHLEY, ROSS, 
SABATINA and SHAPIRO  

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

known as the Public School Code of 1949, in safe schools, further 
providing for safe schools advocate in school districts of the first class, 
for standing and for enforcement. 

 
Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, April 13, 2011. 

 
 No. 1346  By Representatives BOBACK, BRADFORD, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, COHEN, D. COSTA, 
FABRIZIO, GEORGE, GERBER, GOODMAN, HALUSKA, 
HANNA, JOHNSON, JOSEPHS, MULLERY, MUNDY, 
MURPHY, PASHINSKI, PAYTON, READSHAW, 
SABATINA, SCHRODER, STURLA, WAGNER, WATSON 
and WHITE  

 
An Act amending the act of December 19, 1984 (P.L.1140, 

No.223), known as the Oil and Gas Act, further providing for well 
permits and well location restrictions. 

 
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY, April 13, 2011. 
 
 No. 1347  By Representatives REESE, EVANKOVICH, 
KRIEGER, DUNBAR, AUMENT, BAKER, BLOOM, BOYD, 
BROOKS, CAUSER, CHRISTIANA, CLYMER, COX, 
CREIGHTON, CUTLER, DAY, DELOZIER, DENLINGER, 
GABLER, GINGRICH, GRELL, GROVE, HELM, 
HUTCHINSON, KAUFFMAN, KILLION, MAJOR, 
MARSHALL, METCALFE, METZGAR, MILLARD, 
MILLER, MILNE, MOUL, MURT, OBERLANDER, PEIFER, 
PETRARCA, PICKETT, PYLE, QUIGLEY, RAPP, REED, 
REICHLEY, ROAE, ROCK, SACCONE, SAYLOR, 
SCAVELLO, SCHRODER, SIMMONS, SONNEY, STERN, 
STEVENSON, TALLMAN, TURZAI, VEREB, 
VULAKOVICH, WATSON and GIBBONS  

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

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, in corporate net income, further 
providing for the definition of "taxable income." 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, April 13, 2011. 

 
 No. 1349  By Representatives PICKETT, BAKER, BLOOM, 
BOBACK, CAUSER, CREIGHTON, DELOZIER, 
DENLINGER, EVERETT, FLECK, GABLER, GEIST, 
GINGRICH, GRELL, HARRIS, HESS, HICKERNELL, 
HUTCHINSON, KAUFFMAN, F. KELLER, M. K. KELLER, 
KNOWLES, MAJOR, MARSHALL, MASSER, METCALFE, 
MILLARD, MUSTIO, OBERLANDER, PAYNE, PEIFER, 
PYLE, QUIGLEY, RAPP, REICHLEY, ROAE, SCAVELLO, 
STEVENSON, TALLMAN, TOOHIL, VULAKOVICH and 
BENNINGHOFF  
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An Act amending the act of June 25, 1982 (P.L.633, No.181), 

known as the Regulatory Review Act, further providing for legislative 
intent, for definitions and for proposed regulations and procedures for 
review. 

 
Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT,  

April 13, 2011. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bills for concurrence: 
 
 SB 264, PN 241 
 
 Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, April 13, 2011. 
 
 SB 456, PN 443 
 
 Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, April 13, 2011. 
 
 SB 723, PN 707 
 
 Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, April 13, 
2011. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker would like to recognize some 
of the guests that are with us today. 
 Located to the left of the rostrum, the Speaker welcomes 
Sam McMillan, Destinie Carson, and Joelle Smeltz. They are 
here working on a school project, and they are guests of 
Representative Bryan Cutler. Will our guests please rise. 
Welcome to the hall. 
 Also located over here to the left of the rostrum, the Speaker 
welcomes Patti Campbell, the owner of a bed and breakfast in 
Ligonier and a constituent of Representative Reese. Will our 
guest please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 Located in the rear of the House, the Speaker welcomes 
West Chester University political science students. They are 
here with their professors, Dr. John Kennedy and Dr. Peter 
Loedel. They are guests of Representative Truitt and 
Representative Briggs, who is currently the legislative fellow 
and guest lecturer in this class. Welcome to the hall of the 
House. 
 And in the well of the House, serving as a guest page, the 
Speaker would like to welcome Kyle Raudensky. He is the 
guest of Representative DePasquale. Is Kyle here? Welcome to 
the hall of the House, Kyle. 

UNCONTESTED CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. MICOZZIE called up HR 193, PN 1474, entitled: 
 
A Resolution designating the week of April 25 through 29, 2011, 

as "Insurance Fraud Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. MIRABITO called up HR 211, PN 1529, entitled: 

 
A Resolution designating the week of April 10 through 16, 2011, 

as "Volunteer Appreciation Week" in Pennsylvania. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mrs. DAVIDSON called up HR 217, PN 1536, entitled: 

 
A Resolution recognizing April 11, 2011, as "Eat for Peace Day" 

in Pennsylvania. 

POINT OF ORDER 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman,  
Mr. O'Brien, rise? 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. A point of procedure, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, I noted that the marked 
calendar was not produced electronically until 11:02. There are 
no hard copies of the marked calendars on the desks. Is it proper 
to proceed without these instruments being available for the 
members? 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair was unaware of that. Let me 
address that. We will take your point of order under 
consideration. 
 Mr. M. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. VITALI 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Delaware County, Mr. Vitali, for the purpose of making an 
announcement. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend one minute. 
 The House will come to order. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. The 
members will please take their seats, or at least talk a little 
lower. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to announce that this morning I had presented to 
the Chief Clerk a discharge resolution, which would discharge 
HB 33, the Marcellus drilling tax, from the Finance Committee. 
 We need 25 signatures, and members can sign this discharge 
resolution in two different ways. The first way would be to go 
to the amendment clerk's desk while we are in session and on 
the House floor and approach the amendment clerk's desk and 
ask to sign. You would need to sign in the original four different 
times. The second way would be when we are not on the House 
floor, and that would be to go to the calendar room, which is 
adjacent to the Capitol newspaper correspondents' room, and 
sign there. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the gentleman. 
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CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTIONS 
PURSUANT TO RULE 35 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. It is the Speaker's understanding that the 
uncontested House calendar is on the system and, without 
objection, would like to proceed with the vote on the 
uncontested calendar. The resolutions were previously read. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolutions? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Krieger Readshaw 
Aument Ellis Kula Reed 
Baker Emrick Lawrence Reese 
Barbin Evankovich Longietti Reichley 
Barrar Evans, J. Maher Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Mahoney Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Major Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Maloney Ross 
Boback Fleck Mann Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Markosek Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Marshall Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Marsico Samuelson 
Bradford Geist Masser Santarsiero 
Brennan George Matzie Santoni 
Briggs Gergely McGeehan Saylor 
Brooks Gibbons Metcalfe Scavello 
Brown, R. Gillen Metzgar Schroder 
Brown, V. Gillespie Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Gingrich Micozzie Simmons 
Burns Godshall Millard Smith, K. 
Buxton Goodman Miller Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Grell Milne Sonney 
Carroll Grove Mirabito Staback 
Causer Hackett Moul Stephens 
Christiana Hahn Mullery Stern 
Clymer Haluska Mundy Stevenson 
Cohen Hanna Murphy Sturla 
Conklin Harhai Murt Swanger 
Costa, D. Harhart Mustio Tallman 
Costa, P. Harkins Myers Taylor 
Cox Harper Neuman Thomas 
Creighton Harris O'Brien, D. Tobash 
Cruz Heffley O'Brien, M. Toepel 
Culver Helm O'Neill Toohil 
Curry Hennessey Oberlander Truitt 
Cutler Hess Parker Turzai 
Daley Hickernell Pashinski Vereb 
Davidson Hornaman Payne Vitali 
Davis Hutchinson Payton Vulakovich 
Day Josephs Peifer Wagner 
Deasy Kampf Perry Waters 
DeLissio Kauffman Petrarca Watson 
Delozier Kavulich Petri Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, F. Pickett White 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Preston Williams 
DePasquale Keller, W. Pyle Youngblood 
Dermody Killion Quigley   
DeWeese Kirkland Quinn Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Knowles Rapp   Speaker 
Donatucci Kotik Ravenstahl 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 
 

 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Galloway Johnson Kortz 
Evans, D. Gerber 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolutions were 
adopted. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Turzai, for the purpose of making an announcement. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Yes, sir. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We are going to call a Rules Committee meeting at  
11:45 a.m.; 11:45 a.m., Rules Committee meeting, in the 
Appropriations conference room. At 11:45 a.m., a Rules 
Committee meeting; 11:45 a.m. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Rules Committee will meet at 11:45 in 
the Appropriations conference room. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Susquehanna County, Ms. Major, for the purpose of a caucus 
announcement. 
 Ms. MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to announce that Republicans will caucus 
immediately. I would ask our Republican members to please 
report to our caucus room immediately. We would be 
scheduled, I believe, to come back on the floor at 3 o'clock, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the lady. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Frankel, seek 
recognition for the purpose of a caucus announcement? 
 Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Democrats will caucus at 1 o'clock; Democrats will caucus at 
1 p.m. Thank you. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Any other announcements? 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until 3 p.m., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

AFTER RECESS 

 The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
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BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 377, PN 1520 (Amended) By Rep. TURZAI 
 
An Act amending the act of November 10, 1999 (P.L.491, No.45), 

known as the Pennsylvania Construction Code Act, further providing 
for Uniform Construction Code Review and Advisory Council, for 
revised or successor codes and for exemptions. 

 
RULES. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 278, PN 1426 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.103, No.69), known 

as The Second Class Township Code, in contracts, further providing 
for competitive bidding of contracts. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 279, PN 1427 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P.L.1206, No.331), 

known as The First Class Township Code, in contracts, further 
providing for general regulations concerning contracts, for evasion of 
advertising requirements and for separate specifications for branches of 
work. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 280, PN 1428 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), 

known as The Third Class City Code, in contracts, further regulating 
contracts as to purchasing and advertising requirements. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 281, PN 1429 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 

No.581), known as The Borough Code, in contracts, further providing 
for regulation of contracts, for evasion of advertising requirements and 
for certain purchase contracts. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 282, PN 1430 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of May 27, 1953 (P.L.244, No.34), 

entitled "An act relating to and regulating the contracts of incorporated 
towns and providing penalties," further providing for regulation of 
contracts; providing for annual adjustment; further providing for 
evasion of advertising requirements, for contracts between $750 and 
$10,000 and for separate bids for plumbing, heating, ventilating and 
electrical work. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 284, PN 1431 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 

known as The County Code, in contracts, further providing for 
commissioners sole contractors for county, for contract procedures, 
terms and bonds and advertising for bids and for evasion of advertising 
requirements; and, in grounds and buildings, further providing for bids 
for plumbing, heating, ventilating, electrical work, elevators and 
moving stairs. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 286, PN 1432 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of April 29, 1937 (P.L.526, No.118), 

referred to as the Political Subdivision Joint Purchases Law, increasing 
the amount of purchases that may be made subject to certain 
conditions. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 287, PN 1433 By Rep. ADOLPH  
 
An Act amending the act of May 28, 1937 (P.L.955, No.265), 

known as the Housing Authorities Law, further providing for awards of 
contracts, completion bond, additional bond for protection of 
materialmen and others. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 288, PN 1434 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of July 29, 1953 (P.L.1034, No.270), 

known as the Public Auditorium Authorities Law, increasing the dollar 
amount of supplies and materials which may be purchased without 
advertising. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 289, PN 1435 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of August 6, 1936 (Sp.Sess., P.L.95, 

No.38 1/2), entitled "An act to authorize and empower cities, boroughs, 
towns, and townships, separately or jointly, to provide for protection 
against floods by erecting and constructing certain works and 
improvements, located within or without their territorial limits, and 
within or without the county in which situate; and to expend moneys 
and incur indebtedness; to assess benefits against property benefited; to 
issue improvement bonds imposing no municipal liability; and to 
acquire, take, injure or destroy property for such purposes," further 
providing for competitive bidding of contracts. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 290, PN 1436 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 

known as the Second Class County Code, in preliminary provisions, 
providing for adjustments based on Consumer Price Index relating to 
contracts and purchases; in contracts, further regulating contracts and 
purchases; and, in grounds, property and buildings, further providing 
for competition in award of contracts. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 291, PN 1437 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in intergovernmental cooperation, 
further providing for competitive bidding of contracts, for written or 
telephonic price quotations required and for division of transactions 
provided. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 294, PN 1438 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in municipal authorities, further 
providing for competitive bidding of contracts. 
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APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 712, PN 726 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act designating State Route 997 within the limits of the 

Borough of Mont Alto, Franklin County, as the Sgt. Edward W. 
Shaffer Memorial Highway. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker returns to leaves of absence 
and recognizes the majority whip, who requests a leave of 
absence for the gentleman, Mr. MURT, from Montgomery 
County for the remainder of the day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. Additionally, the Speaker notices the 
presence of the gentleman, Mr. Gerber, from Montgomery 
County, his presence on the floor. His name will be added to the 
master roll call. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

RECESS RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following extract from the Journal of the Senate, which was 
read as follows: 
 
 In the Senate, 
 April 12, 2011 
 
 RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), Pursuant 
to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania Constitution, that when the 
Senate recesses this week, it reconvene on Tuesday, April 26, 2011, 
unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and 
be it further 
 RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution, that when the House of Representatives recesses this 
week, it reconvene on Tuesday, April 26, 2011, unless sooner recalled 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 
Representatives for its concurrence. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
 Resolution was concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker would like to recognize some 
guests that are with us this afternoon. 
 Up in the gallery, we have the guests representing The Arc of 
Butler County, and they are guests of Representative Brian 
Ellis. Welcome to the hall of the House. 

UNCONTESTED SUPPLEMENTAL  
CALENDAR A 

 
RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. D. O'BRIEN called up HR 208, PN 1538, entitled: 
 
A Resolution recognizing the month of April 2011 as "Month of 

the Military Child" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Kotik Readshaw 
Aument Ellis Krieger Reed 
Baker Emrick Kula Reese 
Barbin Evankovich Lawrence Reichley 
Barrar Evans, J. Longietti Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Maher Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Mahoney Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Major Ross 
Boback Fleck Maloney Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Mann Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Markosek Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Marshall Samuelson 
Bradford Geist Marsico Santarsiero 
Brennan George Masser Santoni 
Briggs Gerber Matzie Saylor 
Brooks Gergely McGeehan Scavello 
Brown, R. Gibbons Metcalfe Schroder 
Brown, V. Gillen Metzgar Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillespie Miccarelli Simmons 
Burns Gingrich Micozzie Smith, K. 
Buxton Godshall Millard Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Goodman Miller Sonney 
Carroll Grell Milne Staback 
Causer Grove Mirabito Stephens 
Christiana Hackett Moul Stern 
Clymer Hahn Mullery Stevenson 
Cohen Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Conklin Hanna Murphy Swanger 
Costa, D. Harhai Mustio Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhart Myers Taylor 
Cox Harkins Neuman Thomas 
Creighton Harper O'Brien, D. Tobash 
Cruz Harris O'Brien, M. Toepel 
Culver Heffley O'Neill Toohil 
Curry Helm Oberlander Truitt 
Cutler Hennessey Parker Turzai 
Daley Hess Pashinski Vereb 
Davidson Hickernell Payne Vitali 
Davis Hornaman Payton Vulakovich 
Day Hutchinson Peifer Wagner 
Deasy Josephs Perry Waters 
DeLissio Kampf Petrarca Watson 
Delozier Kauffman Petri Wheatley 
DeLuca Kavulich Pickett White 
Denlinger Keller, F. Preston Williams 
DePasquale Keller, M.K. Pyle Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, W. Quigley   
DeWeese Killion Quinn Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Rapp   Speaker 
Donatucci Knowles Ravenstahl 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Galloway Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. Johnson 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker returns to leaves of absence 
and notices the presence of the gentleman, Mr. Galloway, from 
Bucks County. His name will be added to the master roll call. 
 
 The House will come to order. We are about to take up the 
House calendar for this afternoon. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 
 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 278,  
PN 1426, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.103, No.69), known 
as The Second Class Township Code, in contracts, further providing 
for competitive bidding of contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 
 

VOTE STRICKEN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The clerk will strike the vote. 
 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Bucks County, Mrs. Davis. 
 Mrs. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak on this bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The lady is in order on the bill. 
 Mrs. DAVIS. Let me start by saying I understand the intent 
of the bill and I also understand the possible savings of this bill, 
but to me, this bill is a step backwards in transparency. 
 I come from a local government background. I was on 
council for 5 years in my township. This bill is not what we all 
agreed to be transparent when we were running. I have seen,  
I have seen public works directors, managers, and council give 
jobs to their friends. 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Members 
will please take their seats. Clear the aisles. 

 Mrs. DAVIS. I am also a small business— 
 The SPEAKER. The lady will suspend. Hold on. 
 Members will please take their seats. Hold the conversations 
down. 
 Mrs. DAVIS. Okay, Mr. Speaker, it is the first time I am 
talking, so— 
 The SPEAKER. Excuse me. 
 Mrs. DAVIS. Oh; sorry. 
 The SPEAKER. The lady will suspend. 
 Members will please take their seats. The Speaker thanks the 
members. 
 The lady may proceed. 
 Mrs. DAVIS. I apologize, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. You are fine. 
 Mrs. DAVIS. I came to the House from local government, 
and I have seen the way patronage works, especially at the local 
level. The people, frankly, that are in office will be able to give 
their friends these jobs. Our friends, if you are in power—  I am 
sorry; if they are not a part of the political power at that time, 
they will not have a seat at the table. 
 Please, this bill is much more important than we are  
looking at. I have seen where bids have been broken down.  
A $100,000 project could be reduced to $24,999. It has been 
broken down to electric, plumbing, heating, and that is what we 
are looking at. 
 I am also a small business owner. As a small business owner, 
this could be devastating. I will not even know that I am able to 
bid on these projects. Minority people, minority companies, 
women's companies, unless they are involved in politics, will 
not know about this. 
 Please, if anything, consider putting this on the Web sites. 
There is no cost to that. There is nothing in these bills to even 
force townships, school boards, to post these anywhere. It is 
also a small step into breaking up every single business to 
sitting at the table, and that is not why we are here. We came 
here to be transparent, and this is not transparency. 
 I have heard the fight that there are townships, that there are 
no jobs under $25,000. Well, that is not true. If you look all 
over, we have sewer plants, 18 pumping stations – a new 
bathroom costs less than $25,000. A firehouse, a new bathroom, 
a new floor – these are what I am talking about. 
 Please consider this and vote "no" on this. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the lady. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster County, Mr. Sturla. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as the previous speaker pointed out, this really 
does lend itself to people playing favorites and not going with 
the low bid, and I am actually quite shocked that the party on 
the other side of the aisle, which keeps talking about 
competitive bids, the free enterprise system, competition makes 
things cheaper, would suddenly be in favor of no-bid contracts – 
no competition, a patronage system – but that is what is going 
on here. 
 Now, I would understand if this bill said, you know, you still 
have to bid these projects. You can bid them over the Internet, 
because that does not cost you anything. You do not have to buy 
the newspaper ad. That will not cost you anything. You ought to 
drive the cost down. If you only get one bid, well, you only get 
one bid, but at least people need to know that there is work 
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available out there. Instead, what my Republican colleagues 
seem to want to say is, we want to give the jobs to our friends; 
we do not want competition; we like patronage. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would encourage members to vote "no" on 
this, because a "no" vote is for open, transparent government. It 
is there for everyone to see. A "yes" vote says you get to make 
these decisions in a backdoor, smoke-filled room with your 
friends. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Philadelphia, Ms. Donatucci. 
 Ms. DONATUCCI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just like the gentlewoman from Bucks County, I, too, have 
been involved in city agencies where there were bidding 
processes and phone-call processes. I stand in opposition to this 
bill due to the lack of fairness. Which companies will be called? 
A director will tend to contact companies he or she is familiar 
with or feels comfortable with, or worse, companies that they 
are friendly with. It can open up an avenue of indiscretion. 
 In comparison, Mr. Speaker, the bidding process is fair. It 
puts companies on a level playing field. And in response to the 
argument that it is too costly: I ask, Mr. Speaker, what price do 
you put on fairness? 
 So in the spirit of fairness, Mr. Speaker and my fellow 
colleagues, I implore you to vote "no" on this legislation. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Cambria County, Mr. Barbin. 
 Mr. BARBIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to this bill. As previously stated, this is a 
no-bid contract bill. 
 In addition, this bill, it had a good purpose. It was intended 
to increase the bidding requirements to keep track with 
inflation, but at some point on the way, it jumped the track. It 
went from the $18,000 limit that would have existed had a  
CPI (Consumer Price Index) been added, and it jumped up to 
$25,000 with a CPI going forward. 
 Now, there is a big problem with this bill, and we do not 
have to discuss it, but I am against it for the following reason: If 
you allow this level to go out, you have hurt two people. 
Number one, you have hurt anybody who wants to be in the 
process locally, that wants to have a say that the contracts be 
bid. This will not happen under this bill, because now we have 
got a much higher standard and it does not have anything to do 
with inflation. But number two, you are not going to let people 
know that these contracts are available, because now that they 
do not have to be bid, now that they are under $25,000, there is 
going to be no notice. So anybody in the public that says there is 
going to be a $100,000 contract, they are going to split it up into 
four pieces. Now what they can do is, they are not even going to 
put a notice in. They are going to say, $25,000 for my friend the 
plumber, $25,000 for my friend the electrician, $25,000 for the 
roof, $25,000 for the floor. 
 We are supposed to be for open government. We are 
supposed to be for bidding in public with the light of 
government shining to make sure that everything is done 
competitively at the low cost. This bill does not do it. For that 
reason, I rise in opposition to the bill. 
 
 

 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–118 
 
Adolph Gabler Kotik Rapp 
Aument Geist Krieger Reed 
Baker Gibbons Lawrence Reese 
Barrar Gillen Longietti Reichley 
Benninghoff Gillespie Maher Roae 
Bloom Gingrich Major Rock 
Boback Goodman Maloney Ross 
Boyd Grell Marshall Saccone 
Brooks Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brown, R. Hackett Masser Scavello 
Causer Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Christiana Haluska Metzgar Simmons 
Clymer Hanna Micozzie Sonney 
Cox Harhai Millard Stephens 
Creighton Harhart Miller Stern 
Culver Harper Milne Stevenson 
Cutler Harris Mirabito Swanger 
Day Heffley Moul Tallman 
DeLissio Helm Mustio Taylor 
Delozier Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
Denlinger Hess Oberlander Toepel 
Dunbar Hickernell Payne Toohil 
Ellis Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Emrick Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Evankovich Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Evans, J. Kauffman Petri Vulakovich 
Everett Keller, F. Pickett Watson 
Farry Keller, M.K. Pyle   
Fleck Killion Quigley Smith, S., 
Freeman Knowles Quinn   Speaker 
 
 NAYS–80 
 
Barbin Davidson Kirkland Readshaw 
Bishop Davis Kula Roebuck 
Boyle, B. Deasy Mahoney Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Mann Sainato 
Bradford DePasquale Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan Dermody Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs DeWeese McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. DiGirolamo Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Donatucci Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Fabrizio Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton Frankel Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone Galloway Myers Sturla 
Carroll George Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gerber O'Brien, D. Vitali 
Conklin Gergely O'Brien, M. Wagner 
Costa, D. Godshall Parker Waters 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski Wheatley 
Cruz Josephs Payton White 
Curry Kavulich Preston Williams 
Daley Keller, W. Ravenstahl Youngblood 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
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 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 279,  
PN 1427, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P.L.1206, No.331), 

known as The First Class Township Code, in contracts, further 
providing for general regulations concerning contracts, for evasion of 
advertising requirements and for separate specifications for branches of 
work. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–117 
 
Adolph Freeman Krieger Reed 
Aument Gabler Lawrence Reese 
Baker Geist Longietti Reichley 
Barrar Gillen Maher Roae 
Benninghoff Gillespie Major Rock 
Bloom Gingrich Maloney Ross 
Boback Goodman Marshall Saccone 
Boyd Grell Marsico Saylor 
Brooks Grove Masser Scavello 
Brown, R. Hackett Metcalfe Schroder 
Causer Hahn Metzgar Simmons 
Christiana Haluska Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Harhai Millard Stephens 
Cox Harhart Miller Stern 
Creighton Harper Milne Stevenson 
Culver Harris Mirabito Swanger 
Cutler Heffley Moul Tallman 
Day Helm Mustio Taylor 
DeLissio Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
Delozier Hess Oberlander Toepel 
Denlinger Hickernell Payne Toohil 
DiGirolamo Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vulakovich 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Watson 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle   
Everett Killion Quigley Smith, S., 
Farry Knowles Quinn   Speaker 
Fleck Kotik Rapp 
 
 NAYS–81 
 
Barbin Davis Kirkland Readshaw 
Bishop Deasy Kula Roebuck 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Mahoney Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Mann Sainato 
Bradford Dermody Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan DeWeese Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs Donatucci McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Miccarelli Shapiro 

Brownlee Frankel Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Galloway Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton George Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone Gerber Myers Sturla 
Carroll Gergely Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gibbons O'Brien, D. Vitali 
Conklin Godshall O'Brien, M. Wagner 
Costa, D. Hanna Parker Waters 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski Wheatley 
Cruz Josephs Payton White 
Curry Kavulich Preston Williams 
Daley Keller, W. Ravenstahl Youngblood 
Davidson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 280,  
PN 1428, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), 

known as The Third Class City Code, in contracts, further regulating 
contracts as to purchasing and advertising requirements. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–121 
 
Adolph Gabler Lawrence Reed 
Aument Geist Longietti Reese 
Baker Gillen Maher Reichley 
Barrar Gillespie Mahoney Roae 
Benninghoff Gingrich Major Rock 
Bloom Goodman Maloney Ross 
Boback Grell Marshall Saccone 
Boyd Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brooks Hackett Masser Scavello 
Brown, R. Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Causer Haluska Metzgar Simmons 
Christiana Hanna Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Harhai Millard Stephens 
Cox Harhart Miller Stern 
Creighton Harper Milne Stevenson 
Culver Harris Mirabito Swanger 
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Cutler Heffley Moul Tallman 
Day Helm Mustio Taylor 
DeLissio Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
Delozier Hess Oberlander Toepel 
Denlinger Hickernell Payne Toohil 
DiGirolamo Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle Watson 
Everett Killion Quigley   
Farry Knowles Quinn Smith, S., 
Fleck Kotik Rapp   Speaker 
Freeman Krieger Readshaw 
 
 NAYS–77 
 
Barbin Davidson Keller, W. Ravenstahl 
Bishop Davis Kirkland Roebuck 
Boyle, B. Deasy Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Mann Sainato 
Bradford DePasquale Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan Dermody Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs DeWeese McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. Donatucci Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Frankel Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton Galloway Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone George Myers Sturla 
Carroll Gerber Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gergely O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Conklin Gibbons O'Brien, M. Waters 
Costa, D. Godshall Parker Wheatley 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski White 
Cruz Josephs Payton Williams 
Curry Kavulich Preston Youngblood 
Daley 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 281,  
PN 1429, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 

No.581), known as The Borough Code, in contracts, further providing 
for regulation of contracts, for evasion of advertising requirements and 
for certain purchase contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–122 
 
Adolph Gabler Krieger Readshaw 
Aument Geist Lawrence Reed 
Baker Gibbons Longietti Reese 
Barrar Gillen Maher Reichley 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mahoney Roae 
Bloom Gingrich Major Rock 
Boback Goodman Maloney Ross 
Boyd Grell Marshall Saccone 
Brooks Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brown, R. Hackett Masser Scavello 
Causer Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Christiana Haluska Metzgar Simmons 
Clymer Hanna Micozzie Sonney 
Cox Harhai Millard Stephens 
Creighton Harhart Miller Stern 
Culver Harper Milne Stevenson 
Cutler Harris Mirabito Swanger 
Day Heffley Moul Tallman 
DeLissio Helm Mustio Taylor 
Delozier Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
Denlinger Hess Oberlander Toepel 
DiGirolamo Hickernell Payne Toohil 
Dunbar Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Ellis Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Emrick Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Evankovich Kauffman Petri Vitali 
Evans, J. Keller, F. Pickett Vulakovich 
Everett Keller, M.K. Pyle Watson 
Farry Killion Quigley   
Fleck Knowles Quinn Smith, S., 
Freeman Kotik Rapp   Speaker 
 
 NAYS–76 
 
Barbin Daley Keller, W. Ravenstahl 
Bishop Davidson Kirkland Roebuck 
Boyle, B. Davis Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, K. Deasy Mann Sainato 
Bradford DeLuca Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan DePasquale Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs Dermody McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. DeWeese Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Donatucci Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Fabrizio Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton Frankel Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone Galloway Myers Sturla 
Carroll George Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gerber O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Conklin Gergely O'Brien, M. Waters 
Costa, D. Godshall Parker Wheatley 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski White 
Cruz Josephs Payton Williams 
Curry Kavulich Preston Youngblood 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
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 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 282,  
PN 1430, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 27, 1953 (P.L.244, No.34), 
entitled "An act relating to and regulating the contracts of incorporated 
towns and providing penalties," further providing for regulation of 
contracts; providing for annual adjustment; further providing for 
evasion of advertising requirements, for contracts between $750 and 
$10,000 and for separate bids for plumbing, heating, ventilating and 
electrical work. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–119 
 
Adolph Gabler Lawrence Reed 
Aument Geist Longietti Reese 
Baker Gillen Maher Reichley 
Barrar Gillespie Mahoney Roae 
Benninghoff Gingrich Major Rock 
Bloom Goodman Maloney Ross 
Boback Grell Marshall Saccone 
Boyd Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brooks Hackett Masser Scavello 
Brown, R. Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Causer Haluska Metzgar Simmons 
Christiana Harhai Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Millard Stephens 
Cox Harper Miller Stern 
Creighton Harris Milne Stevenson 
Culver Heffley Mirabito Swanger 
Cutler Helm Moul Tallman 
Day Hennessey Mustio Taylor 
DeLissio Hess O'Neill Tobash 
Delozier Hickernell Oberlander Toepel 
Denlinger Hornaman Payne Toohil 
DiGirolamo Hutchinson Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Kampf Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kauffman Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Keller, F. Petri Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, M.K. Pickett Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Killion Pyle Watson 
Everett Knowles Quigley   
Farry Kotik Quinn Smith, S., 
Fleck Krieger Rapp   Speaker 
Freeman 
 
 
 
 

 NAYS–79 
 
Barbin Davidson Keller, W. Readshaw 
Bishop Davis Kirkland Roebuck 
Boyle, B. Deasy Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Mann Sainato 
Bradford DePasquale Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan Dermody Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs DeWeese McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. Donatucci Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Frankel Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton Galloway Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone George Myers Sturla 
Carroll Gerber Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gergely O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Conklin Gibbons O'Brien, M. Waters 
Costa, D. Godshall Parker Wheatley 
Costa, P. Hanna Pashinski White 
Cruz Harkins Payton Williams 
Curry Josephs Preston Youngblood 
Daley Kavulich Ravenstahl 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 284,  
PN 1431, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 

known as The County Code, in contracts, further providing for 
commissioners sole contractors for county, for contract procedures, 
terms and bonds and advertising for bids and for evasion of advertising 
requirements; and, in grounds and buildings, further providing for bids 
for plumbing, heating, ventilating, electrical work, elevators and 
moving stairs. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–120 
 
Adolph Gabler Lawrence Reed 
Aument Geist Longietti Reese 
Baker Gibbons Maher Reichley 
Barrar Gillen Mahoney Roae 
Benninghoff Gillespie Major Rock 
Bloom Gingrich Maloney Ross 
Boback Goodman Marshall Saccone 
Boyd Grell Marsico Saylor 
Brooks Grove Masser Scavello 
Brown, R. Hackett Metcalfe Schroder 
Causer Hahn Metzgar Simmons 
Christiana Haluska Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Hanna Millard Stephens 
Cox Harhai Miller Stern 
Creighton Harhart Milne Stevenson 
Culver Harris Mirabito Swanger 
Cutler Heffley Moul Tallman 
Day Helm Mustio Taylor 
DeLissio Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
Delozier Hess Oberlander Toepel 
Denlinger Hickernell Payne Toohil 
DiGirolamo Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle Watson 
Everett Killion Quigley   
Farry Knowles Quinn Smith, S., 
Fleck Kotik Rapp   Speaker 
Freeman Krieger 
 
 NAYS–77 
 
Barbin Davidson Kirkland Readshaw 
Bishop Davis Kula Roebuck 
Boyle, B. Deasy Mann Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Markosek Sainato 
Bradford DePasquale Matzie Samuelson 
Brennan Dermody McGeehan Santarsiero 
Briggs DeWeese Miccarelli Santoni 
Brown, V. Donatucci Mullery Shapiro 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mundy Smith, K. 
Burns Frankel Murphy Smith, M. 
Buxton Galloway Myers Staback 
Caltagirone George Neuman Sturla 
Carroll Gerber O'Brien, D. Thomas 
Cohen Gergely O'Brien, M. Wagner 
Conklin Godshall Parker Waters 
Costa, D. Harkins Pashinski Wheatley 
Costa, P. Josephs Payton White 
Cruz Kavulich Preston Williams 
Curry Keller, W. Ravenstahl Youngblood 
Daley 
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Harper 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 286,  
PN 1432, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of April 29, 1937 (P.L.526, No.118), 

referred to as the Political Subdivision Joint Purchases Law, increasing 
the amount of purchases that may be made subject to certain 
conditions. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–120 
 
Adolph Gabler Lawrence Reese 
Aument Geist Longietti Reichley 
Baker Gibbons Maher Roae 
Benninghoff Gillen Mahoney Rock 
Bloom Gillespie Major Ross 
Boback Gingrich Maloney Saccone 
Boyd Goodman Marshall Saylor 
Brooks Grell Marsico Scavello 
Brown, R. Grove Masser Schroder 
Causer Hackett Metcalfe Simmons 
Christiana Hahn Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Haluska Millard Stephens 
Cox Harhai Miller Stern 
Creighton Harhart Milne Stevenson 
Culver Harper Mirabito Swanger 
Cutler Harris Moul Tallman 
Daley Heffley Mustio Taylor 
Day Helm O'Neill Thomas 
DeLissio Hennessey Oberlander Tobash 
Delozier Hess Payne Toepel 
Denlinger Hickernell Peifer Toohil 
DiGirolamo Hornaman Perry Truitt 
Dunbar Hutchinson Petrarca Turzai 
Ellis Kampf Petri Vereb 
Emrick Kauffman Pickett Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pyle Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Quigley Watson 
Everett Killion Quinn   
Farry Knowles Rapp Smith, S., 
Fleck Kotik Reed   Speaker 
Freeman Krieger 
 
 NAYS–78 
 
Barbin Davidson Kirkland Ravenstahl 
Barrar Davis Kula Readshaw 
Bishop Deasy Mann Roebuck 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Markosek Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Matzie Sainato 
Bradford Dermody McGeehan Samuelson 
Brennan DeWeese Metzgar Santarsiero 
Briggs Donatucci Miccarelli Santoni 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Mullery Shapiro 
Brownlee Frankel Mundy Smith, K. 
Burns Galloway Murphy Smith, M. 
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Buxton George Myers Staback 
Caltagirone Gerber Neuman Sturla 
Carroll Gergely O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Cohen Godshall O'Brien, M. Waters 
Conklin Hanna Parker Wheatley 
Costa, D. Harkins Pashinski White 
Costa, P. Josephs Payton Williams 
Cruz Kavulich Preston Youngblood 
Curry Keller, W. 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 287,  
PN 1433, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of May 28, 1937 (P.L.955, No.265), 

known as the Housing Authorities Law, further providing for awards of 
contracts, completion bond, additional bond for protection of 
materialmen and others. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–119 
 
Adolph Geist Lawrence Reed 
Aument Gibbons Longietti Reese 
Baker Gillen Maher Reichley 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mahoney Roae 
Bloom Gingrich Major Rock 
Boback Goodman Maloney Ross 
Boyd Grell Marshall Saccone 
Brooks Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brown, R. Hackett Masser Scavello 
Causer Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Christiana Haluska Micozzie Simmons 
Clymer Harhai Millard Sonney 
Cox Harhart Miller Stephens 
Creighton Harper Milne Stern 
Culver Harris Mirabito Stevenson 
Cutler Heffley Moul Swanger 
Daley Helm Mustio Tallman 
Day Hennessey O'Neill Taylor 
DeLissio Hess Oberlander Tobash 

Delozier Hickernell Payne Toepel 
Denlinger Hornaman Peifer Toohil 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Truitt 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Turzai 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vereb 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Vitali 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle Vulakovich 
Everett Killion Quigley Watson 
Farry Knowles Quinn   
Fleck Kotik Rapp Smith, S., 
Freeman Krieger Readshaw   Speaker 
Gabler 
 
 NAYS–79 
 
Barbin Davidson Keller, W. Ravenstahl 
Barrar Davis Kirkland Roebuck 
Bishop Deasy Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Dermody Matzie Santarsiero 
Brennan DeWeese McGeehan Santoni 
Briggs DiGirolamo Metzgar Shapiro 
Brown, V. Donatucci Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mullery Smith, M. 
Burns Frankel Mundy Staback 
Buxton Galloway Murphy Sturla 
Caltagirone George Myers Thomas 
Carroll Gerber Neuman Wagner 
Cohen Gergely O'Brien, D. Waters 
Conklin Godshall O'Brien, M. Wheatley 
Costa, D. Hanna Parker White 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski Williams 
Cruz Josephs Payton Youngblood 
Curry Kavulich Preston 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 288,  
PN 1434, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of July 29, 1953 (P.L.1034, No.270), 

known as the Public Auditorium Authorities Law, increasing the dollar 
amount of supplies and materials which may be purchased without 
advertising. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
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 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–117 
 
Adolph Gabler Longietti Reese 
Aument Geist Maher Reichley 
Baker Gillen Mahoney Roae 
Benninghoff Gillespie Major Rock 
Bloom Gingrich Maloney Ross 
Boback Grell Marshall Saccone 
Boyd Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brooks Hackett Masser Scavello 
Brown, R. Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Causer Haluska Metzgar Simmons 
Christiana Harhai Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Millard Stephens 
Cox Harper Miller Stern 
Creighton Harris Milne Stevenson 
Culver Heffley Mirabito Swanger 
Cutler Helm Moul Tallman 
Daley Hennessey Mustio Taylor 
Day Hess O'Neill Tobash 
DeLissio Hickernell Oberlander Toepel 
Delozier Hornaman Payne Toohil 
Denlinger Hutchinson Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Kampf Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kauffman Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Keller, F. Petri Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, M.K. Pickett Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Killion Pyle Watson 
Everett Knowles Quigley   
Farry Kotik Quinn Smith, S., 
Fleck Krieger Rapp   Speaker 
Freeman Lawrence Reed 
 
 NAYS–81 
 
Barbin Davis Kavulich Ravenstahl 
Barrar Deasy Keller, W. Readshaw 
Bishop DeLuca Kirkland Roebuck 
Boyle, B. DePasquale Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, K. Dermody Mann Sainato 
Bradford DeWeese Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan DiGirolamo Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs Donatucci McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Frankel Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Galloway Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton George Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone Gerber Myers Sturla 
Carroll Gergely Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gibbons O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Conklin Godshall O'Brien, M. Waters 
Costa, D. Goodman Parker Wheatley 
Costa, P. Hanna Pashinski White 
Cruz Harkins Payton Williams 
Curry Josephs Preston Youngblood 
Davidson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 

 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 289,  
PN 1435, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of August 6, 1936 (Sp.Sess., P.L.95, 

No.38 1/2), entitled "An act to authorize and empower cities, boroughs, 
towns, and townships, separately or jointly, to provide for protection 
against floods by erecting and constructing certain works and 
improvements, located within or without their territorial limits, and 
within or without the county in which situate; and to expend moneys 
and incur indebtedness; to assess benefits against property benefited; to 
issue improvement bonds imposing no municipal liability; and to 
acquire, take, injure or destroy property for such purposes," further 
providing for competitive bidding of contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–121 
 
Adolph Freeman Krieger Reed 
Aument Gabler Lawrence Reese 
Baker Geist Longietti Reichley 
Barrar Gibbons Maher Roae 
Benninghoff Gillen Mahoney Rock 
Bloom Gillespie Major Ross 
Boback Gingrich Maloney Saccone 
Boyd Goodman Marshall Saylor 
Brooks Grell Marsico Scavello 
Brown, R. Grove Masser Schroder 
Causer Hackett Metcalfe Simmons 
Christiana Hahn Metzgar Sonney 
Clymer Haluska Micozzie Stephens 
Cox Harhai Millard Stern 
Creighton Harhart Miller Stevenson 
Culver Harper Milne Swanger 
Cutler Harris Mirabito Tallman 
Daley Heffley Moul Taylor 
Day Helm Mustio Tobash 
DeLissio Hennessey O'Neill Toepel 
Delozier Hess Oberlander Toohil 
Denlinger Hickernell Payne Truitt 
DiGirolamo Hornaman Peifer Turzai 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Vereb 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Vitali 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vulakovich 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Watson 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle   
Everett Killion Quigley Smith, S., 
Farry Knowles Quinn   Speaker 
Fleck Kotik Rapp 
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 NAYS–77 
 
Barbin Davis Kirkland Readshaw 
Bishop Deasy Kula Roebuck 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Mann Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Markosek Sainato 
Bradford Dermody Matzie Samuelson 
Brennan DeWeese McGeehan Santarsiero 
Briggs Donatucci Miccarelli Santoni 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Mullery Shapiro 
Brownlee Frankel Mundy Smith, K. 
Burns Galloway Murphy Smith, M. 
Buxton George Myers Staback 
Caltagirone Gerber Neuman Sturla 
Carroll Gergely O'Brien, D. Thomas 
Cohen Godshall O'Brien, M. Wagner 
Conklin Hanna Parker Waters 
Costa, D. Harkins Pashinski Wheatley 
Costa, P. Josephs Payton White 
Cruz Kavulich Preston Williams 
Curry Keller, W. Ravenstahl Youngblood 
Davidson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 290,  
PN 1436, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 

known as the Second Class County Code, in preliminary provisions, 
providing for adjustments based on Consumer Price Index relating to 
contracts and purchases; in contracts, further regulating contracts and 
purchases; and, in grounds, property and buildings, further providing 
for competition in award of contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Dermody. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I realize that we have been running through 
several of these bid threshold bills, but I agree with the 
gentlelady from Bucks County. And while we all understand the 
financial pressures facing our local municipalities, I do not 
believe increasing these bid thresholds will save our local 
governments any money. 

 The current bid thresholds assure that residents in 
Pennsylvania counties, municipalities, and school districts have 
access to open and transparent competitive bids for a variety of 
projects in their districts. Raising this threshold will limit the 
public's ability to see in the light of day how their tax money is 
being spent, and it will also prevent bona fide companies and 
contractors from having the opportunity to bid on the projects 
and have their workers be working in good-paying jobs. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, HB 290, I believe, deals with second-class 
counties, and I urge the members to vote "no" on increasing 
these bid thresholds. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Beaver County, Mr. Christiana. 
 Mr. CHRISTIANA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 While I appreciate the other side of the aisle talking about 
transparency, I do not believe that that applies to this bill. I hope 
that all forms of government join with what this chamber did 
early on in this session. I hope local governments open the 
books and create easy access for their constituents to see where 
their tax dollars are being spent. 
 This bill has nothing to do with transparency of where 
dollars are being spent. Constituents deserve the opportunity to 
see where their money is being spent. But, Mr. Speaker, this bill 
fixes an unfunded mandate that the State burdens local counties 
and school districts with, an unfunded mandate that says that  
20 years ago, the same bid limits that applied 20 years ago 
should apply today. Mr. Speaker, the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania does not even abide by those rules. The 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania allows for an index of bid 
limits so that over time, it adjusts with inflation. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think local governments have demanded to all 
of us that they want the same opportunity. This is not about 
transparency; this is about an unfunded mandate that costs local 
government a tremendous amount of money, tens of thousands 
of dollars to put things in the newspaper that are not worth the 
same amount they were 20 years ago. Mr. Speaker, let us allow 
county governments and school districts to have the same rules 
as the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Let us not stop in the 
way of helping this unfunded mandate with the idea that this is 
going to create a lack of transparency. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hope county governments and school districts 
make the same decision that this chamber did early on in this 
session and open the books of their spending, just like the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is trying to do. Let us not say 
that this bill is about a lack of transparency and not allowing 
government to show its records. This bill is about fixing an 
unfunded mandate, giving the same rules to local and county 
government that the State of Pennsylvania has, and that is why  
I urge the people of this House to pass this bill and all the bills 
that do the same thing that we voted on to help the unfunded 
mandate that we have imposed for the last 20 years and not 
adjusted for the rate of inflation, and I urge a "yes" vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–122 
 
Adolph Freeman Krieger Readshaw 
Aument Gabler Lawrence Reed 
Baker Geist Longietti Reese 
Barrar Gerber Maher Reichley 
Benninghoff Gillen Mahoney Roae 
Bloom Gillespie Major Rock 
Boback Gingrich Maloney Ross 
Boyd Goodman Marshall Saccone 
Brooks Grell Marsico Saylor 
Brown, R. Grove Masser Scavello 
Causer Hackett Metcalfe Schroder 
Christiana Hahn Metzgar Simmons 
Clymer Haluska Micozzie Sonney 
Cox Harhai Millard Stephens 
Creighton Harhart Miller Stern 
Culver Harper Milne Stevenson 
Cutler Harris Mirabito Swanger 
Daley Heffley Moul Tallman 
Day Helm Mustio Taylor 
DeLissio Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
Delozier Hess Oberlander Toepel 
Denlinger Hickernell Payne Toohil 
DePasquale Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle Watson 
Everett Killion Quigley   
Farry Knowles Quinn Smith, S., 
Fleck Kotik Rapp   Speaker 
 
 NAYS–76 
 
Barbin Davidson Keller, W. Ravenstahl 
Bishop Davis Kirkland Roebuck 
Boyle, B. Deasy Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Mann Sainato 
Bradford Dermody Markosek Samuelson 
Brennan DeWeese Matzie Santarsiero 
Briggs DiGirolamo McGeehan Santoni 
Brown, V. Donatucci Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mullery Smith, K. 
Burns Frankel Mundy Smith, M. 
Buxton Galloway Murphy Staback 
Caltagirone George Myers Sturla 
Carroll Gergely Neuman Thomas 
Cohen Gibbons O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Conklin Godshall O'Brien, M. Waters 
Costa, D. Hanna Parker Wheatley 
Costa, P. Harkins Pashinski White 
Cruz Josephs Payton Williams 
Curry Kavulich Preston Youngblood 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 291,  
PN 1437, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in intergovernmental cooperation, 
further providing for competitive bidding of contracts, for written or 
telephonic price quotations required and for division of transactions 
provided. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–120 
 
Adolph Gabler Lawrence Reed 
Aument Geist Longietti Reese 
Baker Gibbons Maher Reichley 
Barrar Gillen Mahoney Roae 
Benninghoff Gillespie Major Rock 
Bloom Gingrich Maloney Ross 
Boback Goodman Marshall Saccone 
Boyd Grell Marsico Saylor 
Brooks Grove Masser Scavello 
Brown, R. Hackett Metcalfe Schroder 
Causer Hahn Metzgar Simmons 
Christiana Haluska Micozzie Sonney 
Clymer Harhai Millard Stephens 
Cox Harhart Miller Stern 
Creighton Harper Milne Stevenson 
Culver Harris Mirabito Swanger 
Cutler Heffley Moul Tallman 
Daley Helm Mustio Taylor 
Day Hennessey O'Neill Tobash 
DeLissio Hess Oberlander Toepel 
Delozier Hickernell Payne Toohil 
Denlinger Hornaman Peifer Truitt 
Dunbar Hutchinson Perry Turzai 
Ellis Kampf Petrarca Vereb 
Emrick Kauffman Petri Vitali 
Evankovich Keller, F. Pickett Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pyle Watson 
Everett Killion Quigley   
Farry Knowles Quinn Smith, S., 
Fleck Kotik Rapp   Speaker 
Freeman Krieger 
 
 NAYS–78 
 
Barbin Davis Kirkland Readshaw 
Bishop Deasy Kula Roebuck 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Mann Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Markosek Sainato 
Bradford Dermody Matzie Samuelson 
Brennan DeWeese McGeehan Santarsiero 
Briggs DiGirolamo Miccarelli Santoni 
Brown, V. Donatucci Mullery Shapiro 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mundy Smith, K. 
Burns Frankel Murphy Smith, M. 
Buxton Galloway Myers Staback 
Caltagirone George Neuman Sturla 
Carroll Gerber O'Brien, D. Thomas 
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Cohen Gergely O'Brien, M. Wagner 
Conklin Godshall Parker Waters 
Costa, D. Hanna Pashinski Wheatley 
Costa, P. Harkins Payton White 
Cruz Josephs Preston Williams 
Curry Kavulich Ravenstahl Youngblood 
Davidson Keller, W. 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Bear Johnson Kortz Murt 
Evans, D. 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 294,  
PN 1438, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in municipal authorities, further 
providing for competitive bidding of contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker returns to leaves of absence 
and recognizes the majority whip, who requests a leave of 
absence for the gentleman, Mr. REICHLEY, for the remainder 
of the day. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 294 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–119 
 
Adolph Geist Lawrence Readshaw 
Aument Gibbons Longietti Reed 
Baker Gillen Maher Reese 
 

Benninghoff Gillespie Mahoney Roae 
Bloom Gingrich Major Rock 
Boback Goodman Maloney Ross 
Boyd Grell Marshall Saccone 
Brooks Grove Marsico Saylor 
Brown, R. Hackett Masser Scavello 
Causer Hahn Metcalfe Schroder 
Christiana Haluska Metzgar Simmons 
Clymer Harhai Micozzie Sonney 
Cox Harhart Millard Stephens 
Creighton Harper Miller Stern 
Culver Harris Milne Stevenson 
Cutler Heffley Mirabito Swanger 
Daley Helm Moul Tallman 
Day Hennessey Mustio Taylor 
DeLissio Hess O'Neill Tobash 
Delozier Hickernell Oberlander Toepel 
Denlinger Hornaman Payne Toohil 
Dunbar Hutchinson Peifer Truitt 
Ellis Kampf Perry Turzai 
Emrick Kauffman Petrarca Vereb 
Evankovich Keller, F. Petri Vitali 
Evans, J. Keller, M.K. Pickett Vulakovich 
Everett Killion Pyle Watson 
Farry Knowles Quigley   
Fleck Kotik Quinn Smith, S., 
Freeman Krieger Rapp   Speaker 
Gabler 
 
 NAYS–78 
 
Barbin Davidson Keller, W. Ravenstahl 
Barrar Davis Kirkland Roebuck 
Bishop Deasy Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Dermody Matzie Santarsiero 
Brennan DeWeese McGeehan Santoni 
Briggs DiGirolamo Miccarelli Shapiro 
Brown, V. Donatucci Mullery Smith, K. 
Brownlee Fabrizio Mundy Smith, M. 
Burns Frankel Murphy Staback 
Buxton Galloway Myers Sturla 
Caltagirone George Neuman Thomas 
Carroll Gerber O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Cohen Gergely O'Brien, M. Waters 
Conklin Godshall Parker Wheatley 
Costa, D. Hanna Pashinski White 
Costa, P. Harkins Payton Williams 
Cruz Josephs Preston Youngblood 
Curry Kavulich 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Montgomery County, Ms. Harper, for the purpose of correcting 
the record. 
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 Ms. HARPER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to correct the record with respect to HB 284. My 
switch did not record any vote. It should have been a "yes." 
 The SPEAKER. The lady's remarks will be placed on the 
record. 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Gerber, from 
Montgomery County for the purpose of correcting the record. 
 Mr. GERBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I inadvertently voted in the affirmative on HB 290 and would 
like to be recorded in the negative. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 
 Mr. GERBER. Thank you. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. CLYMER 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Mr. Clymer, for the purpose of making an 
announcement. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, members this afternoon saw a memento 
commemorating the 150th anniversary of the start of the Civil 
War, and I need to tell you that the client that made these 
available was the Pennsylvania Heritage Society, and Gmerek 
Government Relations provided the ability for us to have them 
distributed to every member. 
 So members were probably wondering where these pins were 
coming from, and I just wanted to advise you that these were 
the organizations responsible. Thank you. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 712,  
PN 726, entitled: 

 
An Act designating State Route 997 within the limits of the 

Borough of Mont Alto, Franklin County, as the Sgt. Edward W. 
Shaffer Memorial Highway. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Knowles Ravenstahl 
Aument Ellis Kotik Readshaw 
Baker Emrick Krieger Reed 
Barbin Evankovich Kula Reese 
Barrar Evans, J. Lawrence Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Longietti Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Mahoney Ross 
 

Boback Fleck Major Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Maloney Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santarsiero 
Brennan Geist Marsico Santoni 
Briggs George Masser Saylor 
Brooks Gerber Matzie Scavello 
Brown, R. Gergely McGeehan Schroder 
Brown, V. Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillen Metzgar Simmons 
Burns Gillespie Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Sonney 
Carroll Goodman Miller Staback 
Causer Grell Milne Stephens 
Christiana Grove Mirabito Stern 
Clymer Hackett Moul Stevenson 
Cohen Hahn Mullery Sturla 
Conklin Haluska Mundy Swanger 
Costa, D. Hanna Murphy Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhai Mustio Taylor 
Cox Harhart Myers Thomas 
Creighton Harkins Neuman Tobash 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Toepel 
Culver Harris O'Brien, M. Toohil 
Curry Heffley O'Neill Truitt 
Cutler Helm Oberlander Turzai 
Daley Hennessey Parker Vereb 
Davidson Hess Pashinski Vitali 
Davis Hickernell Payne Vulakovich 
Day Hornaman Payton Wagner 
Deasy Hutchinson Peifer Waters 
DeLissio Josephs Perry Watson 
Delozier Kampf Petrarca Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri White 
Denlinger Kavulich Pickett Williams 
DePasquale Keller, F. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pyle   
DeWeese Keller, W. Quigley Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Killion Quinn   Speaker 
Donatucci Kirkland Rapp 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

CALENDAR  
 

RESOLUTION 

 Mr. K. SMITH called up HR 146, PN 1223, entitled: 
 
A Resolution designating April 28, 2011, as "Workers' Memorial 

Day" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
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 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. K. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today as the sponsor of HR 146. HR 146 
recognizes "Workers' Memorial Day" in Pennsylvania. 
"Workers' Memorial Day" has been observed in the United 
States each year on April 28 for more than 20 years. Also, it 
serves as an opportunity to honor loved ones, friends, and 
colleagues who suffered workplace injuries and fatalities and 
serves to focus our attention on the importance of workplace 
safety and standards. 
 We should not forget that many individuals are still affected 
by occupational hazards, exposures, accidents, inadequate 
training, and other neglect of safety standards. Annual statistics 
demonstrate that far too many workers continue to become 
injured or suffer fatality on the job. More than 4300 workers 
were killed on the job during 2009, nationally. It is also 
estimated that more than 50,000 additional workers die each 
year due to occupational diseases. 
 Mr. Speaker, growing up in the shadows of the anthracite 
mines and large industrial factories, I understand the importance 
of workplace safety and HR 146, "Workers' Memorial Day," in 
Pennsylvania. I ask my colleagues for an affirmative vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Knowles Ravenstahl 
Aument Ellis Kotik Readshaw 
Baker Emrick Krieger Reed 
Barbin Evankovich Kula Reese 
Barrar Evans, J. Lawrence Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Longietti Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Mahoney Ross 
Boback Fleck Major Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Maloney Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santarsiero 
Brennan Geist Marsico Santoni 
Briggs George Masser Saylor 
Brooks Gerber Matzie Scavello 
Brown, R. Gergely McGeehan Schroder 
Brown, V. Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillen Metzgar Simmons 
Burns Gillespie Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Sonney 
Carroll Goodman Miller Staback 
Causer Grell Milne Stephens 
Christiana Grove Mirabito Stern 
Clymer Hackett Moul Stevenson 
Cohen Hahn Mullery Sturla 
Conklin Haluska Mundy Swanger 
Costa, D. Hanna Murphy Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhai Mustio Taylor 
Cox Harhart Myers Thomas 
Creighton Harkins Neuman Tobash 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Toepel 
Culver Harris O'Brien, M. Toohil 
Curry Heffley O'Neill Truitt 
Cutler Helm Oberlander Turzai 
Daley Hennessey Parker Vereb 

Davidson Hess Pashinski Vitali 
Davis Hickernell Payne Vulakovich 
Day Hornaman Payton Wagner 
Deasy Hutchinson Peifer Waters 
DeLissio Josephs Perry Watson 
Delozier Kampf Petrarca Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri White 
Denlinger Kavulich Pickett Williams 
DePasquale Keller, F. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pyle   
DeWeese Keller, W. Quigley Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Killion Quinn   Speaker 
Donatucci Kirkland Rapp 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Ms. V. BROWN called up HR 167, PN 1372, entitled: 
 
A Resolution honoring Jim Reed for his significant contributions 

to the City of Philadelphia and the surrounding community. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Knowles Ravenstahl 
Aument Ellis Kotik Readshaw 
Baker Emrick Krieger Reed 
Barbin Evankovich Kula Reese 
Barrar Evans, J. Lawrence Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Longietti Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Mahoney Ross 
Boback Fleck Major Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Maloney Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santarsiero 
Brennan Geist Marsico Santoni 
Briggs George Masser Saylor 
Brooks Gerber Matzie Scavello 
Brown, R. Gergely McGeehan Schroder 
Brown, V. Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillen Metzgar Simmons 
Burns Gillespie Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Sonney 
Carroll Goodman Miller Staback 
Causer Grell Milne Stephens 
Christiana Grove Mirabito Stern 
Clymer Hackett Moul Stevenson 
Cohen Hahn Mullery Sturla 
Conklin Haluska Mundy Swanger 
Costa, D. Hanna Murphy Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhai Mustio Taylor 
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Cox Harhart Myers Thomas 
Creighton Harkins Neuman Tobash 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Toepel 
Culver Harris O'Brien, M. Toohil 
Curry Heffley O'Neill Truitt 
Cutler Helm Oberlander Turzai 
Daley Hennessey Parker Vereb 
Davidson Hess Pashinski Vitali 
Davis Hickernell Payne Vulakovich 
Day Hornaman Payton Wagner 
Deasy Hutchinson Peifer Waters 
DeLissio Josephs Perry Watson 
Delozier Kampf Petrarca Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri White 
Denlinger Kavulich Pickett Williams 
DePasquale Keller, F. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pyle   
DeWeese Keller, W. Quigley Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Killion Quinn   Speaker 
Donatucci Kirkland Rapp 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Members 
will please take their seats and clear the aisles. The members 
will please take their seats and clear the aisles. The next 
resolution is a condolence resolution. We would appreciate the 
attention of the members. 
 

* * * 
 
 Ms. DELOZIER called up HR 210, PN 1528, entitled: 

 
A Resolution extending condolences to the family of Troy 

Beaverson, dedicated husband, father, friend and employee of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, who died August 29, 2010. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes the 
lady, Ms. Delozier. 
 Ms. DELOZIER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I appreciate the attention today. Troy Beaverson dedicated 
20 years of service as an employee of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, as a staff member here in the House of 
Representatives, at the Attorney General's Office, and at the 
Gaming Control Board. We lost Troy way too young. After his 
battle with cancer, he died last August 29. He was a son to 
Mayola, as well as a brother to Jeff, Shelley, and Cindy, and he 
was the very proud husband of Anna. In true daddy fashion, he 
was undeniably wrapped around the fingers of his twin 
daughters, Susan and Jane; both will be 5 this year. 
 
 

 Troy was someone that many of us have very fond memories 
of that span back 20 years or more, long before spouses and 
children came into our lives, where we spent time at Dewey's, 
Fred's Grove, or the many stops where the Sofa Kings played to 
crowds of cheers – and jeers – from those of us that knew them 
best. The boys in the band, closer than brothers and true friends 
– Tom, Joe, Rick, and Troy – made quite a show together. The 
three will certainly miss their fourth, and we will all miss a 
good friend. Troy was a coworker, neighbor, constituent, and 
friend to me, but I know that remembering his sense of humor, 
love of life, and true love of his family will carry his memory on 
in all of us that were lucky enough to have known him. 
 On behalf of his family and friends, I ask for your support of 
HR 210 for a former House employee. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker asks all members and guests to 
please rise for a moment of silence out of respect. 
 
 (Whereupon, the members of the House and all visitors stood 
in a moment of silence in solemn respect to the memory of Troy 
Beaverson.) 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Knowles Ravenstahl 
Aument Ellis Kotik Readshaw 
Baker Emrick Krieger Reed 
Barbin Evankovich Kula Reese 
Barrar Evans, J. Lawrence Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Longietti Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Mahoney Ross 
Boback Fleck Major Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Maloney Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santarsiero 
Brennan Geist Marsico Santoni 
Briggs George Masser Saylor 
Brooks Gerber Matzie Scavello 
Brown, R. Gergely McGeehan Schroder 
Brown, V. Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillen Metzgar Simmons 
Burns Gillespie Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Sonney 
Carroll Goodman Miller Staback 
Causer Grell Milne Stephens 
Christiana Grove Mirabito Stern 
Clymer Hackett Moul Stevenson 
Cohen Hahn Mullery Sturla 
Conklin Haluska Mundy Swanger 
Costa, D. Hanna Murphy Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhai Mustio Taylor 
Cox Harhart Myers Thomas 
Creighton Harkins Neuman Tobash 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Toepel 
Culver Harris O'Brien, M. Toohil 
Curry Heffley O'Neill Truitt 
Cutler Helm Oberlander Turzai 
Daley Hennessey Parker Vereb 
Davidson Hess Pashinski Vitali 
Davis Hickernell Payne Vulakovich 
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Day Hornaman Payton Wagner 
Deasy Hutchinson Peifer Waters 
DeLissio Josephs Perry Watson 
Delozier Kampf Petrarca Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri White 
Denlinger Kavulich Pickett Williams 
DePasquale Keller, F. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pyle   
DeWeese Keller, W. Quigley Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Killion Quinn   Speaker 
Donatucci Kirkland Rapp 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 986,  
PN 1067, entitled:  

 
An Act amending the act of August 26, 1971 (P.L.351, No.91), 

known as the State Lottery Law, further providing for powers and 
duties of secretary; and providing for reports. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Knowles Ravenstahl 
Aument Ellis Kotik Readshaw 
Baker Emrick Krieger Reed 
Barbin Evankovich Kula Reese 
Barrar Evans, J. Lawrence Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Longietti Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Mahoney Ross 
Boback Fleck Major Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Maloney Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santarsiero 
Brennan Geist Marsico Santoni 
 
 
 
 

Briggs George Masser Saylor 
Brooks Gerber Matzie Scavello 
Brown, R. Gergely McGeehan Schroder 
Brown, V. Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillen Metzgar Simmons 
Burns Gillespie Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Sonney 
Carroll Goodman Miller Staback 
Causer Grell Milne Stephens 
Christiana Grove Mirabito Stern 
Clymer Hackett Moul Stevenson 
Cohen Hahn Mullery Sturla 
Conklin Haluska Mundy Swanger 
Costa, D. Hanna Murphy Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhai Mustio Taylor 
Cox Harhart Myers Thomas 
Creighton Harkins Neuman Tobash 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Toepel 
Culver Harris O'Brien, M. Toohil 
Curry Heffley O'Neill Truitt 
Cutler Helm Oberlander Turzai 
Daley Hennessey Parker Vereb 
Davidson Hess Pashinski Vitali 
Davis Hickernell Payne Vulakovich 
Day Hornaman Payton Wagner 
Deasy Hutchinson Peifer Waters 
DeLissio Josephs Perry Watson 
Delozier Kampf Petrarca Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri White 
Denlinger Kavulich Pickett Williams 
DePasquale Keller, F. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pyle   
DeWeese Keller, W. Quigley Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Killion Quinn   Speaker 
Donatucci Kirkland Rapp 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 715, 
PN 729, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P.L.1050, No.394), 

known as the Local Tax Collection Law, further providing for 
definitions; and providing for collection of municipal taxes by county 
treasurer. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
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 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 293, 
PN 1443, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 74 (Transportation) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in metropolitan transportation authorities, 
further providing for competitive bidding of contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 371, 
PN 336, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), 

known as The Third Class City Code, further providing for sales of 
personal property. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 898, 
PN 954, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for sale or 
transfer of firearms. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 

MOTION TO CONVENE EARLY 

 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 
 Pursuant to House rule 15, the majority leader moves that 
when the House convenes on Tuesday, April 26, 2011, the first 
legislative day of the week, it convene at 11 a.m. instead of  
1 p.m. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Dunbar Knowles Ravenstahl 
Aument Ellis Kotik Readshaw 
Baker Emrick Krieger Reed 
Barbin Evankovich Kula Reese 
Barrar Evans, J. Lawrence Roae 
Benninghoff Everett Longietti Rock 
Bishop Fabrizio Maher Roebuck 
Bloom Farry Mahoney Ross 
Boback Fleck Major Sabatina 
Boyd Frankel Maloney Saccone 
Boyle, B. Freeman Mann Sainato 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Samuelson 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santarsiero 
 
 

Brennan Geist Marsico Santoni 
Briggs George Masser Saylor 
Brooks Gerber Matzie Scavello 
Brown, R. Gergely McGeehan Schroder 
Brown, V. Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Brownlee Gillen Metzgar Simmons 
Burns Gillespie Miccarelli Smith, K. 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Sonney 
Carroll Goodman Miller Staback 
Causer Grell Milne Stephens 
Christiana Grove Mirabito Stern 
Clymer Hackett Moul Stevenson 
Cohen Hahn Mullery Sturla 
Conklin Haluska Mundy Swanger 
Costa, D. Hanna Murphy Tallman 
Costa, P. Harhai Mustio Taylor 
Cox Harhart Myers Thomas 
Creighton Harkins Neuman Tobash 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Toepel 
Culver Harris O'Brien, M. Toohil 
Curry Heffley O'Neill Truitt 
Cutler Helm Oberlander Turzai 
Daley Hennessey Parker Vereb 
Davidson Hess Pashinski Vitali 
Davis Hickernell Payne Vulakovich 
Day Hornaman Payton Wagner 
Deasy Hutchinson Peifer Waters 
DeLissio Josephs Perry Watson 
Delozier Kampf Petrarca Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri White 
Denlinger Kavulich Pickett Williams 
DePasquale Keller, F. Preston Youngblood 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pyle   
DeWeese Keller, W. Quigley Smith, S., 
DiGirolamo Killion Quinn   Speaker 
Donatucci Kirkland Rapp 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 
 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 377, PN 1520, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of November 10, 1999 (P.L.491, No.45), 

known as the Pennsylvania Construction Code Act, further providing 
for Uniform Construction Code Review and Advisory Council, for 
revised or successor codes and for exemptions. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
  
 The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. Everett, that 
the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
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 On the question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Lycoming, Mr. Everett. 
 Mr. EVERETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this bill, which passed the House with a large 
majority a few weeks ago, is back on concurrence from the 
Senate. I just want to remind the members what this bill does, 
just very briefly. This bill repeals the requirement for sprinkler 
systems in single-family and duplex homes, new construction. It 
also provides increased fire protection for lightweight floor 
assemblies in homes that do not have sprinklers to protect our 
firefighters from any threat of a collapse during a fire that 
would engage a home. It also requires builders to offer sprinkler 
systems to buyers at the point of sale, and the builder would 
also be required to provide the buyer with information made 
available by the State Fire Commissioner on the agency's  
Web site, on the benefits, possible benefits of installing 
sprinkler systems, and then allow homeowners to make their 
own decisions. 
 One of the amendments that the Senate added was an end to 
the automatic adoption of the International Residential Code. 
That automatic adoption is what has caused the controversy that 
we find ourselves in today, when an issue like this becomes 
politicized and we have to bring it to the House in order to 
remove something from the International Residential Code. 
What it will do is require a two-thirds vote of the Uniform 
Construction Code Review and Advisory Council, commonly 
called the RAC, to adopt any new code provisions to try to 
ensure that we do not run into an issue where codes are adopted 
under the International Code that just are not appropriate for 
Pennsylvania. 
 I would urge the members to support this bill. It was a good 
bill when it went to the Senate, and I believe that the adoption 
procedures that the Senate has added will allow us to have 
codes that are appropriate for Pennsylvania in the future, 
adopted for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and not have 
us engaged in a kind of political debate that we are today that 
draws different constituencies against each other. The 
underlying purpose of the Uniform Construction Code, when it 
was adopted by this chamber, was to provide safe construction 
techniques for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and nothing 
we are doing here today will change that. 
 I would respectfully urge the members to support HB 377 on 
concurrence and allow the housing industry in Pennsylvania to 
move forward. Right now we have stopped new home 
construction in Pennsylvania. My inbox is full of e-mails from 
consumers, your constituents from across the State, that want to 
know if they can start construction on their home. They do not 
want to put these sprinklers in their homes. They want the 
choice themselves, and we should give them that choice. I again 
respectfully ask your concurrence on HB 377. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Bill Keller. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to let the minority whip know that I am going to 
reference a separate bill that we ran and we had a hearing on in 
the Labor Committee, and it deals with almost the same 
amendment that the Senate put in, so he does not have to object 
when I am in the middle of it. I just want to get your okay first.  
 

 The Labor Relations Committee had a hearing on HB 725. 
The gentleman from Lycoming just forgot to mention that the 
Senate changed this bill a lot. I thought it was a bad bill, unlike 
my friend from Lycoming, when it left the House. It came back 
a worse bill. What the Senate actually did was stopped any 
future new codes from the Uniform Construction Code. 
Anything that is in there now will stay there and nothing new 
will go in – no safety issues, no safety issues for our firemen, no 
safety issues for our residents. That building code is all about 
safety. It will go stagnant. Energy efficiency will stay the same. 
We will not be able to adopt because of one thing the Senate did 
that the gentleman forgot to mention, that the Review and 
Advisory Council now has to pass everything by a two-thirds 
vote. 
 When we had the hearings on HB 725, here are some of the 
comments. From the Pennsylvania State Association of 
Township Supervisors: "…We are concerned that the two-thirds 
rule for recommendations could impede the adoption process 
and lead to a failure to adopt the updated codes. As written,  
HB 725" – and we are talking about the two-thirds vote – "could 
substantially prevent Pennsylvania from ever having the  
UCC updated from the 2009 version, a result that we are not 
sure was the intention of the sponsor. We believe this would 
effectively eliminate valuable provisions that would reasonably 
improve safety along with controversial new provisions."  
 Also, at that same hearing, from the Pennsylvania 
Association of Building Code Officials, the Pennsylvania 
Association of Building Code Officials believes very seriously 
and convincingly that if the two-thirds requirement were to be 
enacted, it is highly possible and even more likely probable that 
Pennsylvania will never again adopt a single ICC code addition, 
simply based on the past voting history of the RAC. 
 Now, people can clap, as the gentleman from Beaver does – 
Butler; I am sorry – but this is no joke. As I said before, I tried 
to use humor; it did not work. This is very serious. This is about 
safety. This is about safety for our firemen. This is about safety 
for our residents. This is not about joking around and saying we 
do not want any government interference. We need safety in our 
building codes. Just for an example, I was here in 1999 when 
the Builders Association said we have to have a Uniform 
Construction Code because they were tired of coming to the 
legislature to get the codes changed. That was Act 45 of 1999; 
we amended it. Act 43 of 2001; we amended it. Act 13 of 2004; 
we amended it. Act 92 of 2004; we amended it. Act 230 of 
2004; we amended it. Act 95 of 2005; we amended it. Act 108 
of 2006; we amended it. Act 157 of 2006; we amended it. Act 9 
of 2007; we amended it. Act 39 of 2007, and then finally, Act 
106 of 2009 enacted the Review and Advisory Council so we 
did not have to keep coming back to the legislature. We have 
now gone, with the amendments put in by the Senate, full circle. 
Any new changes in the code will have to come back to the 
legislature. That is what we started out in 1999 not to do. 
 Now we are back here today doing it again. Not are we 
waiting; it is in the bill. We have changed construction code in 
the bill we are voting on today. So it did not even wait. So there 
will be changes – the changes that special interests want and the 
changes that are not favorable to the Pennsylvania residents. 
This change in the code did not increase safety; it reduced, it 
reduced safety.  
 I again ask everyone here: This is a safety issue for our 
firemen, it is a safety issue for our residents; we should not 
 



682 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE APRIL 13 

concur on this bill. This bill has been changed drastically by the 
Senate, not for the better. We should nonconcur. We should put 
it in committee. I believe we could work this out. I tried to talk 
to the chairman. I believe there is always a way to work this out, 
but we cannot do it on the House floor today. Please vote to 
nonconcur on this bill today.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Luzerne County, Ms. Mundy. 
 Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was one of those who voted for HB 377 when it left this 
chamber because I had a serious concern about mandating 
sprinklers in residential new construction. I do not believe that 
is appropriate. But this bill came back in a very different way 
from how it left here. Due to the changes, I find myself now 
unable to support the changes that were inserted by the Senate. 
The environmental community is very concerned about the 
structure of this new board. It seems to be stacked with those 
who do not believe that there should be environmental 
regulations or energy efficiency regulations. For that reason, 
Mr. Speaker, I must find myself in the position of voting to 
nonconcur. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am hoping that the sponsor might be able to answer a 
couple of questions. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. You may proceed. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If this bill were to become law and the RAC would look at 
the complete universe of changes from the International 
Building Code, the triennial changes, and if it found one of 
those elements undesirable in year 1, if the International 
Building Code was further revised so that in year 4, would the 
RAC be able to enact the revised element or would the  
RAC only be limited to whatever the amendment was to that 
element that was not originally adopted? 
 Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that at 
any triennial update, that the RAC would be able to select the 
sections that it wants to be the Pennsylvania Uniform 
Construction Code and make those into the Uniform 
Construction Code of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you. 
 So your understanding would be, as drafted, that each 3 years 
the RAC would have the opportunity for any given section to 
decide whether to proceed or not proceed? 
 Mr. EVERETT. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you. 
 That concludes my interrogation. Mr. Speaker, may I speak 
on the bill? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. MAHER. I was one of those who was not altogether 
excited about this bill when it left the House, because I look 
askance at having to pick and choose every little bit of the 
building code by legislation. But I was troubled by a process 
that caused the automatic transfer of some international body's 

work into statute in Pennsylvania. In fact, I had questioned in 
my own mind whether or not that process really would pass 
constitutional muster, given the prohibition on delegation of 
authority. So I am actually happy that the bill has been amended 
to at least provide for an affirmative act by a government body 
before the actions of some international body would be treated 
as the law of Pennsylvania. I think that is a very important 
improvement to the system, and consequently, I am very much 
happier with the legislation today than when it left the chamber. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. McGeehan. 
 Mr. McGEEHAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 If I may, just for a moment; excuse me. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 HB 377 that passed this chamber bears no resemblance to the 
article we have in front of us today. It radically changes  
HB 377, from removing a sprinkler mandate in the building 
code in Pennsylvania to a frontal assault on the health and 
safety requirements in the building code in Pennsylvania going 
forward, if we pass HB 377 today. And I will give you a reason 
why. It is a pretty good reason, and my Republican friends 
should know that it was so compelling, it was so radically 
different that seven Republican Senators blanched at the 
outright assault on the health and safety aspects of the building 
code that they voted "no," that they voted "no" to pass this out 
of the Senate as the bill you see before us. 
 Mr. Speaker, the radical changes in the constitution of the 
vote leaving the RAC council, those 19 members who make up 
the RAC council, prior to the Senate amendments all the council 
needed was a simple majority. Under the revised bill you have 
before us, it requires a two-thirds vote, requires a two-thirds 
vote of the members of the RAC council to approve any future 
health and safety components of the UCC code. Mr. Speaker, 
this is a radical departure. This is no longer a sprinkler bill; 
make no mistake, this is a frontal assault against the health and 
safety of the citizens of Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. Speaker, I found it interesting, and I am sure it was no 
accident, that another change to the bill that the Senate inserted 
was removing the contractor, the contractor component of one 
of the appointees of the 19 members on that board. Instead, they 
inserted the word "general" contractor, and it is significant. It 
seems like one word would not make that much of a difference. 
Well, it is a cute little ploy, Mr. Speaker, and a final finger in 
the eye to anybody who cares about a sprinkler mandate, 
because you know what? The contractor who currently sits on 
the RAC board is a sprinkler contractor. By changing that one 
word from "contractor" to "general contractor," we are not just 
saying we are going to repeal the sprinkler mandate; we are 
going to say we are sticking a finger in the eye of the sprinkler 
industry and to the good men and women who every day install 
and maintain those critically needed components in our houses 
and in our workplaces. 
 Mr. Speaker, you do not have to look far afield to realize the 
things that I am talking about, the assault on public safety. You 
do not have to wait for tomorrow. You do not have to wait for 
next week or next month. It has already started in HB 377, 
because it changes the requirements of wall bracing in new 
construction, something we have taken for granted in the 
building industry for some time. That reality of weakening the 
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health and safety requirements under the UCC starts right here, 
in HB 377, as we are asked to concur in those Senate 
amendments. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am a Democrat from Philadelphia, but when a 
bill is amended in the Senate and seven Republican Senators 
blanch and vote "no" on the onerous and obnoxious 
amendments that were inserted into HB 377, we all should be 
concerned about the direction and the real intent of the Senate 
action.  
 Mr. Speaker, I want to join my colleague, the chairman from 
Philadelphia, in asking all members who care about the health 
and safety and the building standards in Pennsylvania to think 
twice before we approve the amendments inserted in the Senate. 
I am going to vote "no." 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Centre County, Mr. Benninghoff. 
 Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have listened to a lot of testimony on this, and sadly, as a 
legislature, we spent a whole lot of time and a whole lot of 
money. I will admit, I did vote for the passage of the original 
code bill and have a lot of regrets, because I knew we would be 
back here doing exactly what we are doing – backpedaling. But 
I do think it is disingenuous to say that we will never, ever, 
ever, ever, ever, ever be able to change this again; this 
legislature can change this any time they so do choose with  
102 votes. But more importantly, we are talking about a council 
of individuals that are far trained, no offense, than the majority 
of the people in this room in related industries, in knowledge of 
construction, fire systems. Individuals that by a two-thirds 
majority, in my opinion help to protect the consumer, the 
homebuilder, and everybody involved from some willy-nilly 
proposal to come in here and make a sudden change on a simple 
majority, mandating something else gets imposed on a home, 
the whole crux of why we are having this conversation, and the 
whole reason we wanted to have HB 377 passed, because a lot 
of us felt that that was a mandate being driven and possibly 
highly encouraged by an industry. 
 To me, it is important that we need to be supportive of this 
initiative. If you look over, there is a pretty good example of 
individuals, licensed architects, fire inspectors. This is not about 
safety; this is about good legislation to protect the home builder, 
not more so than the homeowner, but I think it is disingenuous 
to say that this legislation cannot be changed and that we cannot 
improve these things. Multiple improvements have been made.  
 The last thing I would say, I would have you think about 
your own home. Many of us are in homes that are 40, 50,  
60 years old, and they do not have any of these provisions 
involved. More importantly, as a Commonwealth, we have done 
tremendous strides in improving construction over the years; 
different requirements of egresses, in and out of places, access 
in and out of basements, more safety precautions, more safety 
equipment, better technology, larger windows, larger doors than 
we have ever had. Structures today are better than they have 
ever been, but we have to do it with some balance so that we are 
not killing an industry that is struggling, and hurting our 
economy.  
 
 
 

 I would ask each of you to think about whether or not this 
two-thirds mandate is as serious as you think it is. I think 
actually it is a safety provision, that we are not just changing 
things too quickly as has been done in the past, some of the 
same reasons that the legislature has requirements for a  
two-thirds majority on issues that they feel are very severe and 
need to have some serious consideration. I would ask your 
support on HB 377. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 

MOTION TO POSTPONE 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise to make a 
motion. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his motion. 
 Mr. VITALI. I move that this bill be postponed until  
April 26, at 11 o'clock, and I would like to speak to that. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, has moved that 
HB 377 be postponed until April 26, at 11 o'clock. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, 
is recognized. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think there are a couple of good reasons to postpone this.  
I do not think there are any exigent circumstances, no reason 
why we have to do this today. New issues have occurred. The 
Senate amended this yesterday to contain provisions with regard 
to energy efficiency, as it is described, which have alarmed 
some people. Now, I do not know whether they are legitimate or 
nonlegitimate issues, but I do think that because there is no 
reason to do this today, it would serve us well to just step back. 
We are not in session next week. It might be a chance to air 
these issues out. If they appear legitimate, it might be an 
opportunity to maybe even come to some compromise. Then we 
come back the week after next, and if they seem to be not good 
reasons, we move forward as is; if they seem to be good 
reasons, maybe we try to compromise a bit. 
 So I think one reason is that there are these new issues that 
concern some, and it would be a chance to see if they are real 
and see if we could work these things out. I think another reason 
is it might give the chamber a chance to return to civility. By 
that I mean, it might be a way for us, rather than to engage for 
the next couple of hours in partisan bickering – getting our shots 
in on either side and then seeing who won at the end of the day 
– it just might be a chance to try a different approach, an 
approach where we are just focusing in on good public policy as 
opposed to which side, which side is going to be the winner. 
Mr. Speaker, I think we owe it to ourselves, and I think what 
this motion to postpone will do, it will give us an opportunity to 
just sort of maybe take a breath, you know, forget who is right, 
who is wrong, and then just sort of do that behind-the-scenes, 
quiet give-and-take about the merits of this bill as opposed to 
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this public "gotcha; you are terrible because of this; you are 
terrible because of this; you do not care about this; you do not 
care about this." But maybe just a chance to do it I think the 
way the people of Pennsylvania want us to. We were talking 
about the expression, "a pox on both your houses," and 
sometimes I fear that when the people on TV see us both going 
at each other, they might think that. I think if we tried to take a 
different approach to just working these issues out, maybe that 
will change. 
 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 
 

 Mr. VITALI. So in the spirit of trying to return to civility and 
trying to not make this who can win, I am going to withdraw 
this motion so it does not have to be a contest. It does not have 
to be about voting. It can just be about, maybe as the debate 
progresses we just sort of think about these thoughts, and maybe 
at some point we do pass it over. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Did the Speaker understand the gentleman 
to indicate that he is withdrawing the motion? The Speaker 
thanks the gentleman. 
 The question is, will the House concur in the amendments 
inserted by the Senate? 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny 
County, Mr. Matt Smith. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the gentleman stand for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As was mentioned a little bit earlier, there was a change put 
into HB 377 on the Senate side that took the approval 
requirement from the RAC to a simple majority to a two-thirds 
vote. Is that accurate? 
 Mr. EVERETT. It is basically accurate. I think the other 
thing that changed is that there now has to be a vote to 
affirmatively put things into our Uniform Construction Code, 
where previously it was a vote to remove things from the code. 
But the threshold was 50 percent before, and it is now  
two-thirds. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Now, is there a reason for that particular 
change in taking it from a 50-percent-plus vote to a two-thirds 
vote? And if there are reasons, can you elaborate on those? 
 Mr. EVERETT. Well, my understanding of the reasons is 
that you now – actually, if you look at this the other way 
around, you now need a supermajority of these experts that are 
on the RAC panel to change our code, rather than having a 
simple 50 percent majority. I understand that the underlying 
thought there is that when you have a simple board of 19 people 
and you have a simple majority, it is pretty easy to sway  
10 people to do something that may not be in the benefit of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and if you raise that threshold, 
it may be more difficult to have a particular interest group, 
whoever they may be, sway the panel. 
 So I understand the idea to make it that it will be more 
reflective, and you will need a supermajority in order to make 
changes to our code. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If I am correct, this was not a part of the original legislation 
that we voted on here in the House. Is that correct? 
 Mr. EVERETT. That is correct. 
 
 

 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If the reasons that you enunciated for having the two-thirds 
majority are good reasons now, then, Mr. Speaker, why was it 
not a part of your original legislation when we voted on it here 
in the House? 
 Mr. EVERETT. My original intent for the bill was to, as 
expeditiously as possible, address the sprinkler issue. That was 
the issue that my constituents and many other folks across the 
State brought to me, so I originally drafted my bill to narrowly 
focus on the issue of the sprinklers, and I was told that this 
process issue was something that was going to be dealt with at a 
later date. I was afraid that it would get bogged down and take 
longer, so in my bill, I just addressed the issue of the sprinklers, 
primarily. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That will end my interrogation. On the bill? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order on the bill. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to HB 377, and I do so as someone who 
supported it when this measure first came before the House. I do 
so with some regret, because I think there were underlying 
reasons for the gentleman's original bill. Now, we have the 
gentleman, the sponsor of the bill himself—  Mr. Speaker, may 
I have some order in the House? 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. The 
members will please hold their conversations to a minimum. 
The House will come to order, please.  
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. M. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The gentleman, the prime sponsor himself, admitted during 
interrogation that the original intent of the legislation was 
narrowly tailored to the issue of sprinklers and removing that 
particular mandate to lower the cost of residential construction, 
and he conceded the point that the most expeditious manner of 
getting this legislation to the Governor's desk was to narrowly 
focus on that particular issue. The gentleman also said, in his 
opening remarks, that this was the same bill, and I am quoting, 
that we voted on "a few weeks ago." I would respectfully 
submit that this bill looks nothing like the bill we voted on a 
few weeks ago. As someone who supported that legislation,  
I cannot support this particular legislation because of these 
drastic changes that were made over on the Senate side. 
 As I said, those Senate changes prevent, and this was said a 
little bit earlier, prevent beneficial energy efficiency changes 
from being made to our building code. In essence, it locks us 
into the current standard unless approved by one particular 
powerful organization here in the Commonwealth. I simply 
believe that it is wrong to provide that one entity, essentially, 
with veto power over any changes to our building code, 
including those that would make us more energy-efficient. 
 Now, the Senate obliterated the RAC's ability to implement 
energy efficiency measures because they changed the particular 
requirement of a passage from a majority vote to a two-thirds 
vote. It is now a supermajority. As was said earlier by my friend 
from Centre County, the individuals on the RAC, the  
19 members, are appointed by the Governor; he has sole 
appointment power. Number two, they are professional 
individuals. So why are we changing the standard from which 
they can pass on changes to the building code from a simple 
majority to a two-thirds majority, to a supermajority? 
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 Now, Mr. Speaker, last session many members of this House 
voted for HB 444, which was a measure requiring any  
State-funded building project to be built up to a certain 
environmental specification. The current champion on the other 
side of the aisle, the gentlelady from Montgomery, has done 
tremendous work in this particular area. And I would also be 
remiss if I did not note the previous champion of this particular 
measure from Chester County, Representative Carole Rubley, 
who championed green building during her entire term here in 
the House. 
 Now, what is before us, Mr. Speaker, is a measure that 
would preclude any green building code measures from being 
implemented in Pennsylvania, as I said, unless one powerful 
group that opposed the green building legislation last session 
somehow miraculously approves it in the future. Mr. Speaker,  
I am not willing to take a leap of faith on that. I do not believe 
they will support it. I believe we still need to retain the majority 
approval by the RAC. 
 Now, let me talk a little bit about why it is important to 
maintain our ability to improve the building code and require 
higher energy efficiencies. There are many reasons to approve 
and be supportive of green buildings here in the 
Commonwealth, but let me give you two. Number one, the cost 
savings that green buildings and energy-efficient buildings 
provide to us; each dollar spent on an energy-efficient building 
or on an energy-efficient improvement results in a sixfold 
payoff. That is a sixfold payoff for every dollar in energy 
savings. Green buildings use 30 percent less energy. Utility 
costs have been lowered by 30 to 40 percent in green buildings. 
They are less costly to operate. Green buildings operate in a 
much more efficient manner than current conventional 
buildings. And the third point on the cost issue, and we hear a 
lot of talk about jobs and economic development from the other 
side of the aisle, green buildings provide local jobs. It is 
homegrown energy in the design, in the materials, in the 
products. Local sustainable materials provide the basis for 
energy-efficient structures. 
 There is also the environmental benefit. Green buildings are 
healthier for those who occupy them, for the schools. Buildings 
use 72 percent of our electricity in the United States. They 
consume 40 percent of the energy. They are responsible for  
38 percent of the carbon emissions and 14 percent of the water 
consumption here. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said, last session  
I proposed HB 444 that would have required State-funded 
buildings be built green. That measure passed this House 180 to 
17, passed overwhelmingly; support from the Democratic side, 
support from the Republican side. For those who were not here 
last session, a vote for this particular bill is a vote against green 
buildings. It is against energy-efficient buildings because they 
will not happen under the building code in the future. 
 Now, I think one of the things that needs to be emphasized 
on the green building end is when this measure was amended 
over on the Senate side by our Senate colleagues, it was 
amended, this particular measure, to change the majority vote 
from a simple majority to a supermajority, it was made by the 
Senate Labor and Industry Committee. The chair of that 
committee admitted that his goal was to prevent energy-efficient 
standards from being implemented in the future. Let me repeat 
that: The chair who was responsible for this particular 
amendment said his goal was to prevent energy-efficient 
buildings from any raise through the building code from being 
built in Pennsylvania. 

 Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, I supported this measure, was 
happy to support this measure of the gentleman's a few weeks 
ago when we voted on it originally, but I cannot support this 
measure, Mr. Speaker. It is not the same bill; it is not even close 
to the same bill. I urge my colleagues to reject this bill. Let us 
start over. Let us get a better bill that does not detrimentally 
affect green building in Pennsylvania. I respectfully urge my 
colleagues to reject this bill. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Clarion County, Ms. Oberlander. 
 Ms. OBERLANDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think it is important to note that this bill as amended does 
not preclude homeowners or others from building to any  
gold-star, energy-efficient LEED (Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design) certification. It does, however, give 
homeowners and taxpayers the choice. Might I add that the 
UCC code is focused on safety and health issues, not energy 
efficiency standards. This is not an assault on public safety; this 
is about the protection of the rights of homeowners and 
taxpayers. 
 I would like to add a few points of clarification to the 
statements made earlier regarding the adoption of potential new 
code in the future. I believe it is important to note that the  
RAC did not exclude anything – I repeat, anything – from the 
2009 adoption, not one item. In almost every case, the RAC has 
approved every change unanimously. So it is not unlikely that 
they will be unable to adopt any new changes in the future as 
long as they are commonsense safety improvements. 
 I look forward to giving homeowners and taxpayers their 
rights back, and I encourage my colleagues to vote "yes" on 
concurrence. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Mr. Frankel. 
 Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I join my other colleague from Allegheny County in rising to 
ask for a nonconcurrence vote on HB 377. I, too, supported this 
original legislation; not only did I support it, but  
I enthusiastically advocated for it. I genuinely do not believe 
that the requirements for sprinklers in new construction serve 
the interest of our Commonwealth and our consumers. I was 
pleased when this bill received such substantial support and was 
sent over to the Senate; however, the bill that has been returned 
to us as amended in the Senate is not the same bill. It is 
substantially different. This is a very abrupt way to make 
changes to a bill, to the Uniform Construction Code, something 
that took years of deliberation and discussion and working out 
to get done back in 2009. That was a very deliberative, 
calculated, tough process of compromise. Today we get a bill 
back with no notice, without having anything vetted with 
respect to these other issues that my colleague from Allegheny 
County, some of which he outlined – it is not what we had 
intended and it is not the way to deal with something of such 
seriousness, in such an abrupt way. 
 We should nonconcur with this. We should send it to a 
conference committee. We should work these things out. These 
other issues have not been vetted. They need to be discussed. 
They need to be going through a committee process if we are 
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going to be responsible about the way the Uniform Construction 
Code is promulgated in our State. This is no way to change such 
an important law and regulation that is so important to the life 
safety of our Commonwealth. 
 I urge a nonconcurrence in this. Let us send it to a 
conference committee. Let us work it out. Let us get back to 
what our intention was; our clear intention was sprinklers, not 
this broad change to the Uniform Construction Code.  
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I know from past experience, the Senate looks 
closely at the House debates in determining what to do about a 
bill, and I think this time the Senate staffers or members who 
listened to the debate simply got it wrong as to what the 
intention of the House was. Some members of the House 
supported banning the sprinkler requirement; the majority did, 
the minority was against it. There was no consensus at all from 
either the majority or the minority that we ought to go beyond 
the sprinkler bill and hand tie the advisory board dealing with 
the building code. There was no desire at all to set up barriers to 
environmentally friendly changes in the building code in future 
years. There are very strong environmental concerns with this 
legislation. This is not an improvement. This proposal not only 
makes it worse from the perspective of those who voted against 
it but makes it unacceptable from the perspective of many who 
voted for it.  
 This is a step backwards. It is a step that hurts our volunteer 
firefighters around the State. It is a step that hurts our 
environment. I would urge a "no" vote on concurrence. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Northampton County, Mr. Freeman. 
 Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, when HB 377 was last before us in this 
chamber, I listened closely to the debate. I wrestled with the 
issues, the pros and cons of the proposal, to relieve builders of 
the requirement to mandate sprinklers in single-home 
construction. At the end of the day, I decided that we should 
provide regulatory relief from that mandate, and so I voted for 
HB 377 in the form when it left this House. I did so recognizing 
the impacts on a struggling housing industry, on the potential 
cost to homeowners, and also recognizing that there was a 
tradeoff in the original bill, that we would have stronger floor 
standards and bracing standards, if we enacted HB 377 in the 
form that it was before this House, that would address many of 
the legitimate concerns that our firefighters had raised on the 
safety of entering new home construction buildings. 
 However, the bill that is before us today is vastly different 
from what was before us when we last voted on this issue. The 
changes that have been made by the Senate go far afield from 
the attempt to provide some means of regulatory relief from the 
mandate on sprinklers and change the whole complexion of the 
Review and Advisory Council, the RAC board, which oversees 
adoption of the UCC standard in such a way that it is 
dramatically changing the way in which we will adopt safety 
standards in construction in this Commonwealth. 
 

 If you look at the changes that were inserted by the Senate, it 
would not meet the standard of germaneness that the 
Republican leader has been trying to enforce on this floor. His 
approach to germaneness has been, even if it is the same title, if 
it veers from the original intent, then it is not germane. Now,  
I do not happen to agree with that narrow definition, but using 
his standard, which has been adopted by the majority of this 
chamber, this bill would not be considered germane because of 
the way in which the amendments veer from the very narrow 
original definition on sprinklers that we dealt with. 
 The most disturbing aspect of this legislation as it has come 
back over from the Senate is the change in the approval process 
by the RAC board. Requiring a two-thirds vote in order to adopt 
new and improved standards to the UCC in essence gives one 
industry veto power. Mr. Speaker, let us be honest about it: That 
industry is the building industry. Given the composition of that 
board, the likely continued composition of the board, it is the 
building industry that will have veto power over safety 
standards of construction in this Commonwealth. Yesterday we 
passed a resolution memorializing and remembering the victims 
of the Triangle Shirtwaist fire, workers who died needlessly 
because of poor standards on fire and panic. 
 Making sure that our UCC standards adhere to the highest 
level of safety and professionalism is critical to the safety of all 
our citizens. To give one industry, which has a vested interest in 
not having the highest standards, the right to veto any 
improvements to safety under the UCC is a wrongheaded 
approach to public policy and does nothing, does nothing to 
safeguard our citizens when it comes to good construction 
standards. It also, conceivably, will place our firefighters in 
jeopardy if those standards continue to deteriorate. 
 Now, the prime sponsor of HB 377, the gentleman from 
Lycoming, said that basically the floor standards are the same as 
they were when they left this House, and by and large, that is 
true. But the bracing standards, which are also as critical to this 
issue, are not. They were weakened. They were weakened, and 
in weakening those standards, we put at jeopardy firefighters, 
who go to answer a fire in a house with weakened bracing 
standards. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is special interest politics at its worst in 
Harrisburg. We are allowing one industry to have veto power 
over our uniform construction standard. That was not what was 
envisioned when the UCC was adopted. May I remind the 
members of this chamber that when that standard was adopted, 
it was strongly advocated by the building industry. They did not 
want to have to go into every different municipality and look at 
changes in each municipality based upon what standard of 
BOCA (Building Officials and Code Administrators 
International, Inc.) they were operating under. They wanted the 
UCC; we adopted that. That is in keeping with their desire to 
have a uniform standard. But to now give the building industry 
the option of vetoing any improvements to the UCC as they 
pertain to energy standards, environmental standards, health and 
safety standards, or fire and panic standards is absolutely absurd 
and is bad policy, because it is being driven by special interest 
concerns and not the general good of this Commonwealth. That 
is the bottom line of the debate that is before us here today. 
 I would hope that this chamber would have the courage and 
the wisdom to stand up to that kind of special interest politics 
and be able to say, no, we are not going to concur in the changes 
that the Senate made, keeping in mind that a vote of 
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nonconcurrence is not a vote to defeat the issue; it keeps alive 
the original intent of HB 377 to be negotiated in a conference 
committee between representatives of this body and 
representatives of the Senate. There is no reason to adopt the 
Senate changes unless we wish to weaken the standards of the 
UCC and the standard of safety we had hoped to achieve with 
that standard of a UCC that we adopted many years ago. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is not just a case of the fox guarding the 
henhouse; this version of HB 377 gives the fox the deed to the 
henhouse. That is what is at stake in the changes that the Senate 
brought forth in this version of HB 377. Let us keep in mind 
that the original intent of this proposal was to provide regulatory 
relief to the builders. They wanted relief from the sprinkler 
mandate. We as a body agreed with them, but now that industry 
and the Senate are overreaching and putting in place, or trying 
to put in place, public policy which is not in the general interest 
of the safety and health of our citizens. 
 This has all come down way too fast. We have not had the 
opportunity for all the various stakeholders – not just the 
builders, who have a high-paid lobbyist who can do their 
bidding – but for all the stakeholders in this debate to step 
forward and give their thoughts. We have not fully heard from 
the building inspectors in our communities. We have not fully 
heard from the local elected officials in our communities on this 
issue and all the others who have a concern as to what kind of 
UCC standard we should have in Pennsylvania. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

 Mr. FREEMAN. This needs more study before we take a 
vote on it today. So with that in mind, Mr. Speaker, with that in 
mind, I would like to make a motion that we table HB 377. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Freeman, has moved 
that HB 377 be tabled. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. That motion is only debatable by the 
leaders, the maker of the motion, and the maker of the bill. 
 On the question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Everett. 
 Mr. EVERETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On the motion. The aspects of this bill that deal with the 
process change have been the subject of a public hearing in the 
form of HB 725. They are available to be fully debated here on 
the floor of the House today. The rest of HB 377 has been fully 
vetted, debated, and voted on in both Houses. Time is of the 
essence in this matter. We are 3 1/2 months into the year, and  
I have an inbox full of e-mails from consumers across the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania that are asking me if they 
should file for their building permits and whether they are going 
to be able to build their homes the way that they can under the 
current code. Time is of the essence. The building community in 
Pennsylvania is at a standstill. I also have many e-mails from 
the manufactured housing industry and modular home industry, 
whose lines are virtually shut down because of our inability to 
make a decision. This issue is ripe for decision. It has been fully 
vetted and it is our responsibility to the consumers and to the 
 
 

builders and to the citizens of Pennsylvania to do what we have 
been sent here to do: debate, make a decision, and get 
Pennsylvania back to work. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman have a parliamentary 
inquiry? 
 The gentleman from Lancaster, Mr. Sturla, is recognized for 
a point of parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, when was the amendment 
inserted in the Senate last night? 
 The SPEAKER. It was amended in committee on April 11, 
in committee in the Senate. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. 
 The SPEAKER. It was not amended last night in the Senate. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. But the vote took place in the Senate 
last night at 7:30? 
 The SPEAKER. I do not know exactly what time, but the 
language was inserted in the bill on April 11, and then the 
Senate passed the bill at some point last evening. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. Do we know what time? 
 The SPEAKER. I do not know the time. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank  you. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, shall  
HB 377 be tabled? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Dermody. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, our responsibility is to understand and have an 
opportunity to read and know what pieces of legislation do, the 
impact they will have on the people of the Commonwealth. That 
is our responsibility. This bill has been in the House for less 
than 24 hours. A motion to table makes sense because it will 
give us the opportunity to review the legislation, to see the 
impact it will have on all the stakeholders that are here, give the 
members a chance to read it, give the public a chance to read it 
and evaluate it, receive some feedback, and then vote it. 
 There is no need to rush this bill today. This bill can be—  
We can look at it for a week. When we come back Tuesday 
after Easter, we can debate it, we can vote it. We have the 
chance to read it, to understand it, and have a full understanding 
of the impact that it will have on our businesses, the 
construction industry, and our families in the Commonwealth 
who may be put in danger. 
 Mr. Speaker, this motion to table makes sense and we ought 
to vote for it. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the House table  
HB 377? 
 On that question, does the gentleman from Northampton 
seek recognition? The gentleman, Mr. Freeman, is recognized. 
 Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I urge the members to vote for the motion to 
table. We will be breaking after today for the Easter break. We 
will be away for roughly 2 weeks. We will be back here on 
April 23, I believe – 26; I am sorry – April 26. That is not a long 
span of time. With all due respect to the prime sponsor of  
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HB 377, that limited amount of time will not make all the 
difference in the world when it comes to this issue, but it will 
make a great deal of difference in terms of allowing all the other 
stakeholders, all the other interested parties, the general public. 
You know, all of us have said we want to move in the direction 
of greater transparency, greater deliberation; this is a perfect 
opportunity to do so. Let us not rush to judgment. Let us allow 
the UCC inspectors across the State to give their opinion. Let us 
allow our local elected officials to give their opinion. Let us 
allow all those who will be affected by the structural change of 
the RAC board to be able to give their opinion. 
 We should not be rushing to judgment. There is no need to 
deal with this issue today. It can be brought up when we come 
back. We make tremendous error if we tonight adopt such a 
huge, radical, structural change in the Review and Advisory 
Council that will have ramifications for many years to come. 
When it comes to energy considerations within the UCC, safety 
standards in the UCC, we are literally giving veto power to only 
one of the stakeholders: to the building industry. We should not 
be letting the fox do that to all the hens. 
 We are part of a deliberative body; let us be deliberative. 
This change has only been made in the last few days. The public 
has not had a chance to become familiar with what the impacts 
will be. The media has not had a chance to become familiar 
with it. All of those who are involved in these decisions have 
not had a chance to weigh in thoroughly with each and every 
one of us as elected Representatives.  
 Do the right thing. Let us table this bill, let us hear from our 
constituents, let us hear from the public. If we have to deal with 
this when we come back, let us do it after we have had better 
feedback from all the parties involved. I urge a "yes" vote on 
tabling. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, should HB 377 be placed 
on the table? 
 Those in favor of tabling HB 377 will vote "yes"; those 
opposed to tabling HB 377 will vote "no." 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
  
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–88 
 
Barbin Deasy Kavulich Petrarca 
Bishop DeLissio Keller, W. Preston 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Kirkland Ravenstahl 
Boyle, K. DePasquale Kotik Readshaw 
Bradford Dermody Kula Roebuck 
Brennan DeWeese Longietti Sabatina 
Briggs Donatucci Mahoney Samuelson 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Mann Santarsiero 
Brownlee Frankel Markosek Santoni 
Burns Freeman Matzie Shapiro 
Buxton Galloway McGeehan Smith, K. 
Caltagirone George Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Gerber Mullery Staback 
Cohen Gergely Mundy Sturla 
Conklin Gibbons Murphy Thomas 
Costa, D. Goodman Myers Vitali 
Costa, P. Haluska Neuman Wagner 
Cruz Hanna O'Brien, D. Waters 
Curry Harhai O'Brien, M. Wheatley 
Daley Harkins Parker White 
Davidson Hornaman Pashinski Williams 
Davis Josephs Payton Youngblood 

 NAYS–109 
 
Adolph Fleck Maher Roae 
Aument Gabler Major Rock 
Baker Geist Maloney Ross 
Barrar Gillen Marshall Saccone 
Benninghoff Gillespie Marsico Sainato 
Bloom Gingrich Masser Saylor 
Boback Godshall Metcalfe Scavello 
Boyd Grell Metzgar Schroder 
Brooks Grove Miccarelli Simmons 
Brown, R. Hackett Micozzie Sonney 
Causer Hahn Millard Stephens 
Christiana Harhart Miller Stern 
Clymer Harper Milne Stevenson 
Cox Harris Moul Swanger 
Creighton Heffley Mustio Tallman 
Culver Helm O'Neill Taylor 
Cutler Hennessey Oberlander Tobash 
Day Hess Payne Toepel 
Delozier Hickernell Peifer Toohil 
Denlinger Hutchinson Perry Truitt 
DiGirolamo Kampf Petri Turzai 
Dunbar Kauffman Pickett Vereb 
Ellis Keller, F. Pyle Vulakovich 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Quigley Watson 
Evankovich Killion Quinn   
Evans, J. Knowles Rapp Smith, S., 
Everett Krieger Reed   Speaker 
Farry Lawrence Reese 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 Less than the majority 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? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Sturla. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I could be recognized with some 
parliamentary inquiries first and then on the bill? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I just want to establish – 
because the rules have been interpreted this session somewhat 
differently, I think, than we have in the past – is this bill 
divisible back on concurrence from the Senate? 
 The SPEAKER. No. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot of 
discussion so far this session about single subject and 
germaneness, and I believe it was actually even raised on this 
bill before it left the House. I am assuming that the changes to 
this bill, because the RAC was not mentioned at all when this 
bill left the House, that this would be adding a subject to this 
bill and would be considered not germane in terms of—  If I am 
following the thought process that has been going on to this 
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point with some of the germaneness votes that have gone on, if 
this violates germaneness, does that make the bill not germane? 
 The SPEAKER. That would be a question decided by the 
House. 
 Mr. STURLA. That would be a legitimate question to put 
before the House. Is that correct? 
 The SPEAKER. If a member raised it. 
 Mr. STURLA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to raise the issue of 
germaneness as it relates to this being a single subject or not 
being a single subject, and therefore, to— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will just suspend one minute 
until we figure out how you maybe should frame that question. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker is not sure of exactly what the 
gentleman is saying is not germane. I am not sure how to 
answer your question when you are—  To say the bill is not 
germane does not make sense. 
 Mr. STURLA. Well, I guess then it would probably be a 
constitutionality question, because what has been questioned 
before is that if it was not a single subject, it would not meet 
constitutional muster; therefore, it was not germane. So I guess 
to follow the logic that has been going on in germaneness issues 
to this point in the House, it would have to be now that there has 
been a second subject, this would not be constitutional.  
 The SPEAKER. In the Speaker's judgment, if the gentleman 
is questioning whether or not the bill meets the single-subject 
rule under the Constitution, I would think the more appropriate 
form in which the challenge would be made is to challenge the 
constitutionality under the single-subject clause. 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That is how I would like to frame my motion, is to challenge 
the constitutionality based on the single-subject issue as it 
relates to this and has been debated with various amendments to 
this point in this session. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Sturla, raises the point 
of order that HB 377, PN 1520, is unconstitutional. The 
Speaker, under rule 4, is required to submit questions affecting 
the constitutionality of a bill to the House for decision. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair does now recognize the 
gentleman, Mr. Sturla. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Unlike previous sessions, this session the issue of single 
subject has been brought up on numerous occasions, most 
recently as yesterday, as it relates to bills talking about more 
than one topic, even though they are the same title. That issue 
has been raised again and again on the floor of this House, and 
there are people that have voted to say that more than one 
subject in a bill would cause it to be unconstitutional; therefore, 
those amendments that have been offered would not be 
germane. We have heard this argument on numerous occasions 
in the last several months, not prior to this session, I will say, 
but numerous occasions in this session. If that is to become the 
 
 

practice of the day on this floor of the House, then I think we 
should apply it every day, not just on days when it happens to 
suit us and not on other days. 
 And so since there has been an additional subject added to 
this bill, I would hope that members that in the past had said 
anything more than a single subject would be unconstitutional 
would find that the bill as it currently stands would be 
unconstitutional, and then we could go on to nonconcur and 
send it to a conference committee and rip this language out, or 
we could do various other things, but I am just trying to look for 
consistency in our methods as we move through this session. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question of constitutionality, the 
Speaker recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Everett. 
 Mr. EVERETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to support the constitutionality of HB 377 as amended 
by the Senate. 
 We have had a couple of discussions on this, this session, 
and I would point out that the court in the seminal case of the 
City of Philadelphia v. Commonwealth has said that a bill 
should have a "single unifying subject to which all of the 
provisions of the act are" relevant. And the court explained this 
by saying that "hypothesizing reasonably broad topics…is 
appropriate to…ensure that Article III does not become a 
license for the judiciary to 'exercise a pedantic tyranny' over the 
efforts of the Legislature." 
 And I would simply point out that this bill, as it left the 
House and as it returned, concerns adoption and rejection of the 
International Code Council code requirements. And the Senate 
did not add prevailing wage, the Senate did not add joint and 
several liability, the Senate did not add provisions related to 
child labor; all the Senate did was make amendments that fall 
fully within the unifying theme.  
 I would ask the members of this House to support the 
constitutionality of HB 377. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question of constitutionality, those 
voting "aye" will vote to declare the bill constitutional; those 
voting "no" will vote to declare the bill to be unconstitutional. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–123 
 
Adolph Fleck Lawrence Rapp 
Aument Gabler Longietti Reed 
Baker Geist Maher Reese 
Barrar Gibbons Major Roae 
Benninghoff Gillen Maloney Rock 
Bloom Gillespie Marshall Ross 
Boback Gingrich Marsico Saccone 
Boyd Godshall Masser Sainato 
Brooks Goodman Metcalfe Saylor 
Brown, R. Grell Metzgar Scavello 
Carroll Grove Miccarelli Schroder 
Causer Hackett Micozzie Simmons 
Christiana Hahn Millard Smith, K. 
Clymer Haluska Miller Sonney 
Cox Harhart Milne Stephens 
Creighton Harper Mirabito Stern 
Culver Harris Moul Stevenson 
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Cutler Heffley Mustio Swanger 
Daley Helm O'Neill Tallman 
Day Hennessey Oberlander Taylor 
Delozier Hess Pashinski Tobash 
Denlinger Hickernell Payne Toepel 
DePasquale Hutchinson Peifer Toohil 
DeWeese Kampf Perry Truitt 
DiGirolamo Kauffman Petrarca Turzai 
Dunbar Kavulich Petri Vereb 
Ellis Keller, F. Pickett Vulakovich 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Preston Watson 
Evankovich Killion Pyle   
Evans, J. Knowles Quigley Smith, S., 
Everett Krieger Quinn   Speaker 
Farry 
 
 NAYS–74 
 
Barbin Davis Kirkland Readshaw 
Bishop Deasy Kotik Roebuck 
Boyle, B. DeLissio Kula Sabatina 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Mahoney Samuelson 
Bradford Dermody Mann Santarsiero 
Brennan Donatucci Markosek Santoni 
Briggs Fabrizio Matzie Shapiro 
Brown, V. Frankel McGeehan Smith, M. 
Brownlee Freeman Mullery Staback 
Burns Galloway Mundy Sturla 
Buxton George Murphy Thomas 
Caltagirone Gerber Myers Vitali 
Cohen Gergely Neuman Wagner 
Conklin Hanna O'Brien, D. Waters 
Costa, D. Harhai O'Brien, M. Wheatley 
Costa, P. Harkins Parker White 
Cruz Hornaman Payton Williams 
Curry Josephs Ravenstahl Youngblood 
Davidson Keller, W. 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of 
the bill was sustained. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Sturla, have a 
further comment on the bill? He was recognized on the bill. 
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On concurrence. When this bill left the House, I supported it 
because I thought it was reasonable in terms of the measures 
that it prescribed around sprinklers. 
 But just to give you all a little bit of background, I have a 
degree in environmental design and then I started and owned a 
construction company. So I have a little bit of knowledge about 
the area that the bill now covers as it relates to environmental 
standards with regard to building design, and this is a bad bill 
now. This is not something that reasonable people should 
support. 
 
 
 

 What this bill will do by weakening those standards is place 
people desperate for housing in a situation of buying a building 
that does not meet the energy standards that we can put into 
buildings today, and it will have those people unwittingly pay 
for that, in terms of energy costs, for years to come. It will cause 
the State to spend more money on heating assistance. It is just 
bad policy. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I would urge members to nonconcur on  
HB 377, and particularly for those members that are new,  
I would point out that nonconcurrence is not a vote to kill the 
bill. Nonconcurrence simply says you do not agree with all the 
amendments that the Senate placed in, and by nonconcurring, 
you send the bill to a conference committee where those issues 
can be worked out. So this does not kill the bill by 
nonconcurring; it allows people to bring reasonable and rational 
thought to the process and reach a legitimate compromise like 
was done on the bill when it left the House. I would urge 
members to nonconcur in the hopes that we can make this a 
better bill. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
York County, Mr. Miller. 
 Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It was stated earlier that the Pennsylvania State Association 
of Townships is opposed to this bill. I spoke to the executive 
director at 3:30 today, and the executive director said that they 
are neutral on this bill, and the reason that they are neutral is 
because they would have preferred local option be included in 
the bill. They did not say they were neutral because process was 
included in this bill, the way we adopt the bill. Now, that 
conversation occurred at 3:30 today on the telephone, but that is 
my understanding of where they are. 
 I think it is very important to note that HB 377 as amended 
by the Senate does not prevent adoption of energy efficiency 
requirements that may be included in future triennial updates to 
the code. Again, it does not prevent adoption of any energy 
efficiency improvements that might be included in future codes. 
 It is also important to remember that the 2009 code remains 
in effect. We are not repealing that code as regards most of the 
energy efficiency requirements. We did address log homes in 
construction in Pennsylvania and included something to address 
that in this bill, HB 377. 
 Unlike some of my colleagues, I have great belief in the 
RAC. I believe that they will take a look at all the proposed 
changes included in the code and make the best decision for 
Pennsylvania, and I believe that they will evaluate whatever 
those changes are – whether they are safety, energy efficiency – 
and forward those to the administration to be codified in 
regulations so that they become part of the code and part of 
what Pennsylvania must live by. 
 I think it is important to recognize that in the small chance 
that they may not pass something, adopt a provision in the code 
that we as a body of elected officials in Pennsylvania feels is 
important, we can always introduce legislation and enact that 
into Pennsylvania law and make it part of the code. So we 
always maintain oversight over the RAC. We maintained 
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oversight of the RAC in the past because we had to take things 
out of the code that we thought were detrimental to 
Pennsylvania. I believe they will adopt the new provisions in 
the code that are of good benefit to Pennsylvanians, appropriate 
for Pennsylvania, and if by some chance they do not, we will 
have that opportunity. 
 I ask my colleagues for an affirmative vote on concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 377. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Santarsiero. 
 Mr. SANTARSIERO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, earlier the gentleman from Allegheny County 
asked why it was that the voting requirement on the RAC had to 
be changed from a simple majority to a two-thirds, or a 
supermajority. And he did not receive any real response, and the 
reason for that is, there is no good answer to that question. 
 If you look at the RAC, Mr. Speaker, it is made up of  
19 members. A simple majority of 10 right now is sufficient to 
make a decision and to recommend any building code change. 
There is no reason that that simple majority should not be 
sufficient to ensure that the appropriate building code changes 
are recommended and that consumers as well as the building 
industry are adequately represented. But what is really going on 
here? Seven of those 19 members, Mr. Speaker, are 
representatives of the building industry, and 7 of those  
19 members constitute about 36 percent of the RAC, and that is 
more than enough, Mr. Speaker, when a two-thirds majority is 
required, to stop any potential change in the building code. It is 
essentially, Mr. Speaker, a veto. 
 Now, earlier, Mr. Speaker, it was stated that somehow the 
changes to HB 377 to require this two-thirds majority were 
going to protect consumers, taxpayers, and property owners. 
Mr. Speaker, that is not what is going on here. The changes in 
the voting requirement for the RAC are simple protections for 
the building industry and the building industry alone. And if this 
bill is concurred in today, we are not only putting at risk  
future changes in the building code to protect the environment 
and make future structures, homes, and buildings more  
energy-efficient, but we are putting at risk Pennsylvanians – 
Pennsylvanians who are going to buy new construction, 
Pennsylvanians who are going to work in new buildings. We are 
putting those people at risk because seven members of the  
RAC who have a financial interest in trying to lower the cost of 
building at the expense of safety and at the expense of 
protecting the environment will now have a veto power in 
blocking new building code requirements down the road. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is a critical moment for all members who 
care about protecting the environment, who care about 
protecting Pennsylvanians, to register their vote. Now, as has 
previously been stated, there is a simple fix here, because if you 
voted in favor of HB 377 when it was last in front of this 
chamber, you can still get that bill passed, and I say that as 
someone who did not support HB 377 and does not otherwise 
support the substance of that bill. But it passed this chamber 
handily and it will again if you vote not to concur, because it 
will simply send the bill to conference committee, where, 
hopefully, the changes in the RAC voting requirements will be 
taken out and the bill will be restored to the form that it was in 
previously. 

 Mr. Speaker, for those reasons, I respectfully ask my 
colleagues in the House to vote "no" on concurrence to HB 377, 
and in so doing to cast their vote in favor of the people of this 
Commonwealth, to protect them in future dwellings, in future 
buildings, and also to protect the environment and keep 
Pennsylvania at the forefront of green building and energy 
conservation. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to nonconcur on HB 377, and, 
Mr. Speaker, I have heard speakers indicate that this is about 
"yes" or "no," dead-end decision, no opportunity to improve. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, especially for the new members, I think it 
is important for them to understand that concurrence versus 
nonconcurrence is not about shutting the door on the issue, but 
it is really about taking some affirmative steps to improve that 
which you think is good that can be made better. If it is bad, you 
can make it better. It is an opportunity to work out some things. 
And so to that end, an affirmative vote by this body to 
nonconcur on HB 377 will give all of us an opportunity to really 
improve this legislative prescription. 
 Mr. Speaker, the irony of all of this is that there are parts of 
this bill which all of us have bought into at one part or another, 
but given how the Senate has reacted to this bill, the Senate has 
moved you 360 degrees away from your commitment. I know 
that there are people from southeast Pennsylvania that strongly 
support our requirements around greening, people who have 
bought into our portfolio of energy standards. And, 
Mr. Speaker, there are people from the southeast and from the 
center of the State – very proud, smart, progressive members 
from both sides – who have made it very clear that they 
expressed themselves with HB 377 when it left this House. And, 
Mr. Speaker, I would be curious to know how many people 
from this body, this legislative body, who bought into HB 377, 
had some input in the structural changes that the Senate did to 
HB 377? Did anybody in the Senate Labor Relations Committee 
call you, ask you whether you were concerned about these 
structural changes that were made to HB 377? Mr. Speaker,  
I doubt whether our colleagues in the Senate picked up the 
phone, used their e-mail, or walked over here to ask you about 
your concerns as it related to their proposed changes and how it 
would impact this bill when it left out of the Senate. 
Mr. Speaker, that is a real concern; that is a real legitimate 
concern. 
 And you have an opportunity. You do not have to vote for or 
against your position on HB 377. All we are asked to do is to 
concur and/or nonconcur, and if we nonconcur, we do not close 
the door. Nonconcurrence only means that a small group of us 
goes to the table and works out what our differences might be, 
so that they could then come back more reflective of what we 
said when this bill left the House and went to the Senate. 
 So especially for the new members, Mr. Speaker, it is 
important that they know that you do not have to put up a "yes" 
or "no" vote; you just have to concur or nonconcur. And in this 
particular case, since it is not what you bought into when it left 
the House – and the Senate, if it was just a technical change 
here or there, the Senate amendments alter the very focus of  
HB 377. In fact, these proposed changes, when you look at the 
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impact of these changes on the bill, it is almost like poisoning 
the tree, changing the complete focus of this bill as it was when 
it left the House. 
 And so you can go back home and say to folks, if you 
nonconcur, it does not mean that you change your position on 
the position that you had when this bill left the House. You can 
look at your constituents, you can look at the industry, you can 
talk to the stakeholders and be able to say to them that I am still 
solid with where I was when this bill left the House, but my 
friends in the Senate decided to take a left, a left turn on what 
we wanted, without even picking up the telephone and asking 
you how you felt about it. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have to nonconcur on HB 377 if for no 
other reason than to preserve the integrity that you invested in 
when this bill was in the House. Your integrity, regardless of 
whichever side you came down on, should be preserved, and we 
should not go home and allow the Senate to make these kinds of 
changes and not have anything to say about it, but you can say 
something about it by nonconcurring, because then you have 
sent it to a conference committee where some of this stuff can 
be worked out. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Cambria County, Mr. Barbin. 
 Mr. BARBIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 There is a question today that has not been answered. The 
only question is today, why does a bill on concurrence have to 
be scheduled today when it cannot be amended? Why does a 
bill that 7 Republican Senators and 15 Democratic Senators 
found objectionable because it changed the subject matter of the 
bill have to be put on the agenda for today? 
 Now, I appreciate the statement from the gentleman from 
York, who indicated that he was able to get his local township 
on the phone and they were neutral on the bill, but my question 
is, I was not able to ask the people who have a legitimate 
interest to say whether this is going to hurt their interest or not.  
I cannot get them on the phone, because this morning or 
sometime late last night we may or we may not have put the 
actual language for the concurrence on the computer. So this 
morning we come in and we are told that the Senate has 
concurred in a bill but has changed the bill not to what I and 
most of the people in this chamber agreed to, which was, we 
needed to do something immediately to help the Pennsylvania 
Builders Association get people back to work, but instead to 
change the whole way we are going to have the building codes 
work in Pennsylvania. 
 Now, that is what happened; that is the truth. And the truth is 
that this concurrence vote could have happened after the Easter 
break, and we could know what the volunteer firemen feel about 
this bill, and we could know what the State Fire Commissioner 
feels about this bill, and we could know what the council that 
actually handles the regulation thinks about this bill. But for 
some reason that no one has been able to answer, we have got to 
vote on it today, and we are not going to be able to tell what 
those stakeholders would have done or would like us to do. 
 Now, I voted for this bill when it went out of the House 
because it would help us get people back to work. So I am now 
in the position where, because we are not going to follow the 
rules, we are not going to wait 24 hours, we are not going to let 
stakeholders have a say, I have got to either vote for the bill 

with this additional language that nobody really knows how it is 
going to be interpreted because we changed the rules 
completely. 
 Now the council, by two-thirds vote, has to decide on 
regulations. Now, that is bad law. We have a rule on 
concurrence. We could say this is not the same, work it out at 
conference committee, but nobody wants to do that. I have no 
doubt that the vote is going to be taken and we are going to 
concur on the bill, even though we do not know what the 
language means, and even though we do not know what the 
professional firefighters would think of it, we do not know what 
the volunteer firefighters would think of it. 
 I am going to vote "yes" on this bill, but it is the process that 
is the problem. Everybody agreed that we should vote to help 
the Builders Association, but nobody said we should add 
additional subjects to it. So I am going to hold my nose and vote 
on it and hope the next time we have a concurrence vote it stays 
the same subject. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Bill Keller, for the second time. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will be brief; I know everyone wants to get out of here. But 
it would come as no surprise to anyone who has been at the 
Labor Committees since we started them that the chairman does 
not listen to me that often. 
 I did not make a reference to the township supervisors being 
against the bill. I just merely was talking about the hearings we 
had on HB 725 and read the comments of the township 
supervisors, that they were opposed to the two-thirds majority 
on the RAC, just to correct the record, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the gentleman. 
 The question is, will the House concur in the amendments 
inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman from 
Delaware County, Mr. Vitali, for the second time. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to urge nonconcurrence on HB 337. I do not have an 
impassioned speech in me, but I would like to just get a couple 
of things on the record with regard to what some of the various 
groups have said with regard to this legislation within the past 
24 hours, so that the members, in considering what to do today, 
can have that information at their hand. I first want to read a 
letter, a joint letter from PennEnvironment and the Sierra Club, 
Pennsylvania chapter, dated today. They call this vote the, 
quote, unquote, "…first big test on environmental legislation in 
the House." They say that if this concurrence vote passes, it 
will, quote, "…dramatically alter the process for upgrading 
Pennsylvania's energy efficiency standards…." And they also 
say this – I know that some of the members are concerned  
with their environmental records – they say, quote, unquote,  
"It is likely that these votes will be scored in the  
2011 PennEnvironment and Sierra Club PA General assembly 
environmental scorecards." I know that some of my colleagues 
seek out, on both sides of the aisle, those endorsements come 
election time. So I will just read that again, "It is likely that 
these votes will be scored in the 2011 PennEnvironment and 
Sierra Club PA General assembly scorecards." 
 I next want to move on to a letter by PennFuture, also dated 
today, by Steve Stroman, the policy director. It says, if in its 
current form, the form on the board, PennFuture requests that 
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you oppose HB 377 on concurrence. They talk about "This 
supermajority language added by the Senate undercuts any 
future effort to improve energy efficiency in our building codes 
that will save citizens money and reduce energy use and…" 
consumption. They again talk about "…just one stakeholder on 
the RAC – the builders – veto power over future updates…," 
which we have heard before. So PennFuture opposes this. 
 I also have a letter today signed by the president of the 
Delaware Valley Green Building Council. That is a nonprofit 
organization which has 1,000 members in the Lehigh Valley 
and southeastern PA chapter, and it says, and I quote, "HB 377 
will make it nearly impossible to increase energy efficiency 
measures in the future by requiring the Review and Advisory 
Committee to deliver a super-majority of votes in order to adopt 
new energy efficiency standards in Pennsylvania." And then the 
Delaware Valley Green Building Council goes on to say that, 
quote, "We believe that with the existing Pennsylvania 
Construction Code Act…, the PA General Assembly has 
provided Pennsylvania citizens with an effective process by 
which to adopt code updates as appropriate in our 
Commonwealth." So the Delaware Valley Green Building 
Council has expressed their opposition. 
 Next would be the Conservation Voters of Pennsylvania.  
I have a letter from the executive director today, and it talks 
about, they oppose this, and it says, quote, "It is likely that these 
votes will be scored on the Conservation Voters of 
Pennsylvania 2011 scorecard," if anybody values that. And it 
talks about this vote; I will quote, "A vote to make it more 
difficult to establish new energy efficient building codes is a 
vote against the people who will live and work in these future 
buildings." So the Conservation Voters of Pennsylvania oppose 
this. 
 I do not have a letter from the Chemical Industry of 
Pennsylvania. I am told, hearsay, they oppose this. If I am 
wrong, someone please correct me. It is my understanding that 
they oppose it because the chemical industry manufacturers 
contribute elements to parts which make solar devices, and they 
oppose it for that reason. 
 I also want to note that by letter dated today, the Philadelphia 
Physicians for Social Responsibility, quote, "I urge you to vote 
no on concurrence on HB 377." Again, it talks about the veto 
power of the building codes. It says, this bill "…would put the 
adoption of future energy efficiency codes into jeopardy – 
leaving consumers to foot the bill for higher energy…" costs. 
That was from the executive director of the Physicians for 
Social Responsibility. 
 I just wanted to get those letters of opposition on the table, in 
case anyone values their opinion. 
 And I do want to sort of underscore a point made by another 
speaker that this, again, a vote to nonconcur is not a vote against 
this, but it is a vote procedurally to put this in a place, 
specifically a conference committee, where these issues can be 
worked out, all the issues we have talked about. So I think that 
this is the reasonable thing to do, to vote to nonconcur, so we 
can keep working, keep addressing these issues. 
 So I would urge a nonconcurrence vote. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the sponsor of the 
bill, Mr. Everett, for the second time. 
 

 Mr. EVERETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I will be brief. 
 I just wanted to first thank the leadership and the folks for 
bringing this issue to a head today. This is something that we do 
need to get done. The citizens of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania are depending on us to do our jobs and vote this 
bill today. 
 I understand that we have listened to the debate of the 
different sides, and I just want to point out that the committee 
that is going to be looking at our building codes that has been 
referred to commonly as the RAC today, it is going to be the 
same 19 people that it has ever been, and there is no indication 
that they are suddenly going to turn antienvironmental and start 
stripping environmental measures out of our building codes. 
They have not done that in the past, and I have not heard 
anybody explain why they would suddenly start doing that in 
the future. They have generally done a good job for the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with a few exceptions. It has 
been pointed out that this legislature, if it disagrees with a few 
things they do, can take care of that as necessary. 
 One thing that I do want to mention is some reference was 
made about changing to the general contractor from a 
contractor, and I think the reason for that is because right now 
under the existing law, the contractor could be a painting 
contractor, it could be a wallpaper contractor, a window 
treatment contractor, a carpet contractor. It is now going to be a 
general contractor. It is going to be somebody who is familiar 
with the overall building of buildings and somebody who will 
have a lot of expertise in that area instead of somebody who just 
may have some specialized expertise. 
 Again, I want to thank the members for supporting HB 377.  
I think the process will serve us well, and I know that relieving 
the requirement for sprinklers on single family and duplex will 
be much appreciated by the citizens of Pennsylvania, and I urge 
a concurrence vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–129 
 
Adolph Ellis Keller, F. Pyle 
Aument Emrick Keller, M.K. Quigley 
Baker Evankovich Killion Rapp 
Barbin Evans, J. Knowles Ravenstahl 
Barrar Everett Kotik Readshaw 
Benninghoff Fleck Krieger Reed 
Bloom Gabler Lawrence Reese 
Boback Geist Longietti Roae 
Boyd Gibbons Maher Rock 
Brennan Gillen Mahoney Saccone 
Brooks Gillespie Major Sainato 
Brown, R. Gingrich Maloney Santoni 
Burns Godshall Marshall Saylor 
Buxton Goodman Marsico Scavello 
Caltagirone Grell Masser Simmons 
Carroll Grove Matzie Smith, K. 
Causer Hackett Metcalfe Sonney 
Christiana Hahn Metzgar Stephens 
Clymer Haluska Miccarelli Stern 
Conklin Hanna Micozzie Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harhai Millard Swanger 
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Cox Harhart Miller Tallman 
Creighton Harkins Mirabito Tobash 
Culver Harris Moul Toepel 
Cutler Heffley Mullery Toohil 
Daley Helm Mustio Truitt 
Day Hennessey Neuman Turzai 
Deasy Hess Oberlander Vereb 
Delozier Hickernell Peifer Vulakovich 
DeLuca Hornaman Perry   
Denlinger Hutchinson Petrarca Smith, S., 
DeWeese Kampf Pickett   Speaker 
Dunbar Kauffman Preston 
 
 NAYS–68 
 
Bishop Donatucci McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyle, B. Fabrizio Milne Santarsiero 
Boyle, K. Farry Mundy Schroder 
Bradford Frankel Murphy Shapiro 
Briggs Freeman Myers Smith, M. 
Brown, V. Galloway O'Brien, D. Staback 
Brownlee George O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Cohen Gerber O'Neill Taylor 
Costa, P. Gergely Parker Thomas 
Cruz Harper Pashinski Vitali 
Curry Josephs Payne Wagner 
Davidson Kavulich Payton Waters 
Davis Keller, W. Petri Watson 
DeLissio Kirkland Quinn Wheatley 
DePasquale Kula Roebuck White 
Dermody Mann Ross Williams 
DiGirolamo Markosek Sabatina Youngblood 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Bear Johnson Murt Reichley 
Evans, D. Kortz 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, seek 
recognition? For what purpose? 
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, to make an announcement on a 
meeting. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman may make his 
announcement. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, as soon as we are through here 
and we are in recess, I would like to call a meeting of all the 
Republican committee members, Education Committee, in room 
205 in the Ryan Building, immediately following the recess of 
this session. 
 The SPEAKER. The Republican members of the Education 
Committee will meet in room 205 in the Ryan Building, 
immediately following adjournment. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

 Bill numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared 
for presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the 
title was publicly read as follows: 

 HB 377, PN 1520 
 
An Act amending the act of November 10, 1999 (P.L.491, No.45), 

known as the Pennsylvania Construction Code Act, further providing 
for Uniform Construction Code Review and Advisory Council, for 
revised or successor codes and for exemptions. 
 
 Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, 
signed the same. 
 
 The SPEAKER. There will be no more votes. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 
 
  HB 293; 
  HB 371; 
  HB 715; and 
  HB 898. 
 
 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,  
Mr. Gabler, rise? 
 Mr. GABLER. Mr. Speaker, I have remarks on HB 377  
I would like to submit for the record. 
 The SPEAKER. Submit the gentleman's remarks and they 
will be placed in the record. 
 Mr. GABLER. Thank you. 
 
 Mr. GABLER submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of HB 377 as amended by the Senate, 
and I ask my colleagues to vote to concur and send this important bill 
to the Governor's desk as quickly as possible. It is important we cut 
through the rhetoric and get down to the core of the issue. This bill is 
about preserving the ability of Pennsylvanians to control our own 
destiny. The UCC is a document that is put together and revised by the 
International Code Council, and current State law takes the revisions of 
the International Code Council and automatically mandates them onto 
Pennsylvanians who would like to build structures such as businesses 
and homes. A vote in opposition to this bill is a vote to preserve the 
ability of not just out-of-State but international interests to dictate to 
Pennsylvanians how we go about our lives. 
 Second, I think it is important to keep in mind why we have a 
construction code to begin with. It is important to ensure buildings are 
constructed in a safe, durable manner that protects public health and 
safety and ensures integrity in our real estate markets. What it should 
not be about is enshrining special interests as government mandates. 
Energy efficiency, for example, is a free-market issue, not a 
government mandate issue. When my parents bought their home, one 
of the considerations that led them to choose it was that it was certified 
as an energy-efficient home by our local power company. We do not 
need government mandates to tell people how to interact in the 
marketplace – they will do it themselves. But one size does not fit all. 
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We should not be insisting that government continue to increase its 
involvement in people's lives further dictating what they are and are not 
allowed to buy. 
 We already have a construction code that provides for safe, durable 
buildings. Further increases in government mandates should meet a 
high level of scrutiny before they are adopted. The rhetoric claiming 
that an industry can somehow veto safety standards is unfounded. It is 
hard to fathom the necessity of further increases to our construction 
code that will be necessary to radically impact safety. Our new 
construction in this State is already incredibly safe. This is why the 
increased threshold on the RAC board vote is a good thing. We need to 
give our citizens predictability with regard to our laws moving forward. 
 I have heard from hardworking people all over my district who are 
feeling the pain caused by the ill-conceived sprinkler mandate. The 
housing and building industry impacts so many other sectors of our 
economy. Furthermore, rural areas are disproportionately harmed by 
these provisions, especially where water infrastructure is not as robust 
as in more urban areas. The housing industry is a very important driver 
of our economy. We need to take swift action in adopting HB 377 to 
help Pennsylvania's hardworking citizens realize the American dream 
of affordable home ownership and to help the recovery of our economy 
in this great Commonwealth. 
 Thank you very much. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that HB 87 be removed from the tabled calendar 
and placed on the active calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL TABLED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that HB 87 be removed from the active calendar and 
placed on the tabled calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be removed from the tabled 
calendar and placed on the active calendar: 
 
  HB   396; 
  HB   440; 
  HB   804; 
  HB 1055; and 
  SB    265. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

ADJOURNMENT 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Stephens, from Montgomery County, who moves that this 
House do now adjourn until Tuesday, April 26, 2011, at  
11 a.m., e.d.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 6:10 p.m., e.d.t., the House 
adjourned. 


