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THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF PENNSYLVANIA

HOUSE RESOLUTION
No. 240 ™%2°

INTRODUCED BY WHITE, ROSSI, STAATS, O'NEAL, OWLETT, SONNEY,

GREINER, R. MACKENZIE, E. NELSON, DIAMOND, DUNBAR, TWARDZIK,
GLEIM, KLUNK, RYAN, WARNER, MILLARD, ARMANINI, BENNINGHOFF,
KERWIN, M. MACKENZIE, FEE, HICKERNELL, HEFFLEY, LEWIS
DELROSSO, GREGORY, KAIL, CAUSER AND GILLESPIE,

OCTOBER 26, 2022

AS AMENDED, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, NOVEMBER 16, 2022
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A RESOLUTION

Impeaching Lawrence Samuel Krasner, District Attorney of
Philadelphia, for misbehavior in office; and providing for
the appointment of trial managers.
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WHEREAS, LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER WAS ELECTED TO THE POSITION
OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF PHILADELPHIA ON NOVEMBER 7, 2017, AND
RE-ELECTED TO THE POSITION ON NOVEMBER 2, 2021, PURSUANT TO
SECTION 4 OF ARTICLE IX OF THE CONSTITUTION OF PENNSYLVANIA; AND

WHEREAS, PURSUANT TO SECTION 4 OF ARTICLE VI OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF PENNSYLVANIA, ONLY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
AS A BODY, HAS THE POWER OF IMPEACHMENT; AND

WHEREAS, PURSUANT TO SECTION 6 OF ARTICLE VI OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF PENNSYLVANIA, CIVIL OFFICERS LIKE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY KRASNER MAY BE SUBJECT TO IMPEACHMENT BY THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES FOR "ANY MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE"; AND

WHEREAS, IN ITS 1994 OPINION IN LARSEN V. SENATE OF
PENNSYLVANIA, THE COMMONWEALTH COURT SPOKE TO THE MEANING OF THE
LANGUAGE "ANY MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE" IN SECTION 6 OF ARTICLE VI
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF PENNSYLVANIA; AND

WHEREAS, JUSTICE LARSEN ARGUED THAT THE APPLICABLE STANDARD
OF "MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE" WAS NOTHING MORE THAN A CODIFICATION
OF THE COMMON LAW OFFENSE OF MISCONDUCT IN OFFICE, MEANING "THE
BREACH OF A POSITIVE STATUTORY DUTY OR THE PERFORMANCE BY A
PUBLIC OFFICIAL OF A DISCRETIONARY ACT WITH AN IMPROPER OR
CORRUPT MOTIVE"; AND

WHEREAS, IN ITS OPINION, THE COMMONWEALTH COURT HELD THAT
EVEN IF THE STRICT DEFINITION ESPOUSED BY LARSEN WERE THE
APPROPRIATE RULE, LARSEN'S CONDUCT STILL MET THAT HEAVY BURDEN.
MORE IMPORTANTLY, HOWEVER, THE COURT SAID THAT THIS "STRICT
DEFINITION...FINDS NO SUPPORT IN JUDICIAL PRECEDENTS." STATED
DIFFERENTLY, THERE IS NO PRECEDENT THAT THE CURRENT LANGUAGE IS
SO CONSTRAINED; AND

WHEREAS, THE PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE'S STATED

MISSION AND STATUTORY PURPOSE IS, AMONG OTHER THINGS, TO PROVIDE
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A VOICE FOR VICTIMS OF CRIME, PROTECT THE COMMUNITY THROUGH
ZEALOUS, ETHICAL AND EFFECTIVE INVESTIGATIONS AND PROSECUTIONS,
AND TO UPHOLD AND PROSECUTE VIOLATIONS OF THE LAWS OF THIS
COMMONWEALTH AND THE PROVISIONS OF PHILADELPHIA'S HOME RULE
CHARTER; AND

WHEREAS, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER, BY AND THROUGH HIS FAILED
POLICIES AND PROCEDURES, AND THROUGHOUT THE DISCHARGE OF HIS
DUTIES AS PHILADELPHIA'S CHIEF LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER, HAS BEEN
DERELICT IN HIS OBLIGATIONS TO THE VICTIMS OF CRIME, THE PEOPLE
OF THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA AND OF THIS COMMONWEALTH AND HAS
FATILED TO UPHOLD HIS OATH OF OFFICE; AND

WHEREAS, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER IS BOUND BY THE RULES OF
PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT ADOPTED BY THE SUPREME COURT, WHICH SET
FORTH THE MINIMAL ETHICAL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALL ATTORNEYS
LICENSED TO PRACTICE LAW IN THIS COMMONWEALTH, AS WELL AS THE
CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT, WHICH IS APPLICABLE TO ALL DISTRICT
ATTORNEYS IN THIS COMMONWEALTH. 16 PA. STAT. ANN. § 1401(0) ("A
DISTRICT ATTORNEY SHALL BE SUBJECT TO THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL
CONDUCT AND THE CANONS OF ETHICS AS APPLIED TO JUDGES IN THE
COURTS OF COMMON PLEAS OF THIS COMMONWEALTH ..."); AND

WHEREAS, THERE HAVE BEEN MULTIPLE INCIDENTS OF DISTRICT
ATTORNEY KRASNER EXHIBITING UNETHICAL CONDUCT BY LACKING CANDOR
TO THE COURTS OF THIS COMMONWEALTH IN VIOLATION OF RULE OF
PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 3.3, COMMITTING PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT IN
VIOLATION OF RULE OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 8.4 AND ENGAGING IN
IMPROPRIETY AND OR APPEARANCES OF IMPROPRIETY IN VIOLATION OF
CANON 2 OF THE CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT; AND

WHEREAS, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS BEEN IN OFFICE SINCE
JANUARY 2018. UNDER DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S ADMINISTRATION,

AND AS DETAILED HEREIN, THE CITY HAS DESCENDED INTO AN

20220HR0240PN3634 - 24 -



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30

UNPRECEDENTED CRISIS OF LAWLESSNESS. BY WAY OF EXAMPLE ONLY,
THERE WERE 562 MURDERS IN 2021, THE MOST IN THE 340-YEAR HISTORY
OF THE CITY. UNDER DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER, MURDERS AND
VIOLENCE OCCUR IN EVERY PART OF THE CITY AT EVERY HOUR OF THE
DAY. SHOOTINGS ON PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION, IN POPULATED
NEIGHBORHOODS WITH FAMILIES AND CHILDREN, NEAR SCHOOLS AND IN
THE CENTER CITY BUSINESS DISTRICT HAVE NOW BECOME FREQUENT AND
ROUTINE. OPEN AIR DRUG MARKETS HAVE BECOME UBIQUITOUS. HE HAS
DECRIMINALIZED PROSTITUTION EFFECTIVELY DESTROYING PROGRAMS
DESIGNED TO RESCUE WOMEN FROM ADDICTION AND HUMAN TRAFFICKING.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS DECRIMINALIZED RETAIL THEFT
RESULTING IN NUMEROUS BUSINESSES LEAVING THE CITY. HE HAS
RELEASED CRIMINALS BACK ON TO THE STREET WHO GO ON TO COMMIT
EVEN MORE HEINOUS CRIMES OF MURDER, RAPE AND ROBBERY AGAINST THE
PEOPLE OF PHILADELPHTIA, THE OVERWHELMING MAJORITY OF WHOM ARE
AFRICAN AMERICAN. THIS CRISIS OF CRIME AND VIOLENCE IS A DIRECT
RESULT OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S INCOMPETENCE, IDEOLOGICAL
RIGIDITY AND REFUSAL TO PERFORM THE DUTIES HE SWORE TO CARRY OUT
WHEN HE BECAME DISTRICT ATTORNEY. HE HAS DELIBERATELY
EVISCERATED THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE'S ABILITY TO
ADEQUATELY ENFORCE THE LAWS OF THIS COMMONWEALTH; ENDANGERED THE
HEALTH, WELFARE AND SAFETY OF MORE THAN 1.5 MILLION
PENNSYLVANIANS THAT RESIDE IN PHILADELPHTIA AND THE TENS OF
MILLIONS OF AMERICANS WHO VISIT THE CITY EVERY YEAR; AND, HIS
CONDUCT HAS BROUGHT THE OFFICE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY AND THE
JUSTICE SYSTEM ITSELF INTO DISREPUTE; THEREFORE BE IT

RESOLVED, THAT LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER, DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF
PHILADELPHTIA, BE IMPEACHED FOR MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE AND THAT
THE FOLLOWING ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT BE EXHIBITED TO THE SENATE

PURSUANT TO SECTION 5 OF ARTICLE VI OF THE CONSTITUTION OF
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PENNSYLVANIA:
ARTICLE I:
MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN THE NATURE OF DERELICTION
OF DUTY AND REFUSAL TO ENFORCE THE LAW

UPON ASSUMING OFFICE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER TERMINATED
MORE THAN 30 ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS (ADA) FROM EMPLOYMENT
WITH THE PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE. MANY OF THESE
TERMINATED ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS WERE SENIOR-LEVEL
STAFFERS IN SUPERVISORY ROLES WHO POSSESSED SIGNIFICANT
PROSECUTORIAL EXPERIENCE AND KNOWLEDGE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER REPLACED THIS VAST INSTITUTIONAL
KNOWLEDGE IN THE PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE WITH
ATTORNEYS WHO LACKED ANY MEANINGFUL EXPERIENCE IN PROSECUTING
CRIMINAL CASES, SOME OF WHOM ONLY RECENTLY GRADUATED FROM LAW
SCHOOL.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER SUBSEQUENTLY WITHDREW THE OFFICE
FROM MEMBERSHIP IN THE PENNSYLVANIA DISTRICT ATTORNEYS
ASSOCIATION (PDAA) BECAUSE, HE ASSERTED, PDAA SUPPORTED
REGRESSIVE AND PUNITIVE POLICIES. IN WITHDRAWING FROM PDAA,
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER DENTED THE ATTORNEYS IN HIS OFFICE THE
ABTILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE VARIOUS PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT
AND TRAINING PROGRAMS PROVIDED BY PDAA THROUGH ITS EDUCATIONAL
INSTITUTE.

RATHER THAN OFFERING TRADITIONAL PROSECUTORIAL TRAINING ON
SUCH SUBJECTS AS PROSECUTORIAL ETHICS, HUMAN TRAFFICKING,
WITNESS EXAMINATION, TRIAL ADVOCACY, TRIAL MANAGEMENT AND
ACHIEVING JUSTICE FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT
VICTIMS, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER OFFERED ATTORNEYS SEMINARS,
INCLUDING "A NEW VISION FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN PHILADELPHIA,"

"DEPORTATION: THE UNFORESEEN CONSEQUENCES OF PROSECUTION IN OUR
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IMMIGRANT COMMUNITY," AND "PHILADELPHTIA AND SAFE INJECTION: HARM
REDUCTION AS PUBLIC POLICY." THE PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE EVENTUALLY RETURNED TO MORE TRADITIONAL
PROSECUTORIAL TRAINING, HOWEVER, THE OFFICE CONTINUED TO FOCUS
ON ISSUES THAT PROMOTE DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S RADICALLY
PROGRESSIVE PHILOSOPHIES RATHER THAN HOW TO EFFECTIVELY
PROSECUTE A CRIMINAL CASE.

UPON BEING ELECTED TO OFFICE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER
ESTABLISHED A SERIES OF OFFICE POLICIES WITH THE PURPORTED
PURPOSE TO "END MASS INCARCERATION AND BRING BALANCE BACK TO
SENTENCING," AND LATER ADOPTED A SERIES OF POLICIES RELATED TO
CERTAIN CRIMES OR CLASSES OF PEOPLE. THESE POLICIES INCLUDE
DIRECTIVES NOT TO CHARGE SEX WORKERS OR INDIVIDUALS FOR CERTAIN
CLASSES OF CRIMES SUCH AS PROSTITUTION OR POSSESSION OF
MARTJUANA AND MARTJUANA-RELATED DRUG PARAPHERNALTIA.

THESE NEW POLICIES IDENTIFIED A SERIES OF OFFENSES FOR WHICH
THE GRADATION MAY BE REDUCED WITH THE PURPOSE OF "REDUC[ING]
PRE-TRIAL INCARCERATION RATES AS NO BAIL IS REQUIRED AND THE
SHORTER TIME REQUIRED FOR HEARINGS EXPEDITES MUNICIPAL COURT AND
COMMON PLEAS DOCKETS," AND REQUIRING DISPOSITION OF RETAIL THEFT
CASES UNLESS THE VALUE OF THE ITEM STOLEN EXCEEDS $500 OR WHERE
THE DEFENDANT HAS AN EXTENSIVE HISTORY OF THEFT CONVICTIONS.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER INSTITUTED POLICIES TO MAKE PLEA
OFFERS BELOW THE BOTTOM END OF THE MITIGATED RANGE UNDER THE
SENTENCING GUIDELINES FROM THE PENNSYLVANIA SENTENCING
COMMISSION AND SEEK GREATER USE OF HOUSE ARREST, PROBATION AND
ALTERNATIVE SENTENCING WHEN THE SENTENCING GUIDELINES INDICATE A
RANGE OF INCARCERATION OF LESS THAN 24 MONTHS.

IN FEBRUARY 2018, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER ESTABLISHED A

POLICY THAT HIS OFFICE "WILL ORDINARILY NO LONGER ASK FOR CASH
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BAIL FOR...MISDEMEANORS AND FELONIES" LISTED IN THE POLICY,
BECAUSE "[T]HE CASH BAIL SYSTEM IS RIFE WITH INJUSTICE AND
EXACERBATES SOCIO-ECONOMIC AND RACIAL INEQUALITIES,
DISPROPORTIONATELY PENALIZING THE POOR AND PEOPLE OF COLOR."

IN NOVEMBER 2018, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER ADOPTED A POLICY
IN WHICH A CRIMINAL DEFENDANT'S IMMIGRATION STATUS SHOULD BE
CONSIDERED IN THE PLEA-BARGAINING PROCESS, EFFECTIVELY PROVIDING
THAT IF AN IMMIGRATION CONSEQUENCE IS DETECTED PRE-TRIAL OR WITH
RESPECT TO A SENTENCING RECOMMENDATION, COUNSEL WILL ADVISE IF
AN OFFER CAN BE MADE TO AVOID THE CONSEQUENCE.

OTHER POLICIES THAT DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER DIRECTED WERE
AS FOLLOWS:

(1) ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS MAY NOT PROCEED IN
CASES AGAINST DEFENDANTS DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF
CANNABIS WHEN THE DEFENDANTS' BLOOD "CONTAINS INACTIVE
METABOLITE (11-NOR-S9-CARBOXY-DELTA-9-THC) OR 4 OR FEWER
NG/MLS OF PSYCHO-ACTIVE THC" AND THAT "IF THE DEFENSE
PRESENTS EVIDENCE THAT CALLS IMPAIRMENT INTO QUESTION, AN ADA
MAY CONSIDER DROPPING THE CHARGES AGAINST THE DEFENDANT."

(2) THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE "WILL ONLY OPPOSE
MOTIONS FOR REDACTIONS OR EXPUNGEMENTS IN LIMITED
CIRCUMSTANCES" AND SETS FORTH VARIOUS SCENARIOS IN WHICH THE
OFFICE WILL AGREE TO, SEEK OR NOT OPPOSE THE EXPUNGEMENT OF A
DEFENDANT'S CRIMINAL HISTORY.

(3) THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE DIRECTED PLEA OFFERS
AND SENTENCING RECOMMENDATIONS:

(I) FOR FELONIES, "AIMED AT AN OFFICE-WIDE AVERAGE

PERIOD OF TOTAL SUPERVISION AMONG CASES OF AROUND 18

MONTHS OR LESS OF TOTAL SUPERVISION, WITH A CEILING OF 3

YEARS OF TOTAL SUPERVISION OR LESS ON EACH CASE";
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(IT) FOR MISDEMEANORS, AIMED AT AN OFFICE-WIDE
AVERAGE OF "6 MONTHS OR LESS OF TOTAL SUPERVISION, WITH A
CEILING OF 1 YEAR";
(ITTI) FOR ALL MATTERS, FOR "CONCURRENT SENTENCES";
AND
(IV) FOR CASES INVOLVING INCARCERATION, "FOR A
PERIOD OF PAROLE THAT IS NO LONGER THAN THE PERIOD OF
INCARCERATION."
NEARLY ALL OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S POLICIES "CREATE A
PRESUMPTION" FOR ADAS TO FOLLOW AND REQUIRE APPROVAL FROM
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HIMSELEF OR A FIRST ASSISTANT DISTRICT
ATTORNEY FOR DEVIATIONS FROM THE POLICIES.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER, IN AN APRIL 2021 REPORT PUBLISHED
BY THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE (DAO) TITLED "ENDING MASS
SUPERVISION: EVALUATING REFORMS," WROTE IN HIS OPENING LETTER:
"I AM PROUD OF THE WORK THIS OFFICE HAS DONE TO MAKE
PHILADELPHIANS, PARTICULARLY PHILADELPHIANS OF COLOR, FREER FROM
UNNECESSARY GOVERNMENT INTRUSION, WHILE KEEPING OUR COMMUNITIES
SAFE." IN REALITY, THE POLICIES AND PRACTICES OF THE
PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE INSTITUTED UNDER THE
DIRECTION OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAVE LED TO CATASTROPHIC
CONSEQUENCES FOR THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA.
ACCORDING TO THE CITY CONTROLLER, SPIKES IN GUN VIOLENCE AND
HOMICIDES HAVE DRAMATICALLY IMPACTED HISTORICALLY DISADVANTAGED
NEIGHBORHOODS, AND THOSE NEIGHBORHOODS ARE "PRIMARILY LOW-INCOME
WITH PREDOMINATELY BLACK OR AFRICAN AMERICAN RESIDENTS." THE
PHILADELPHIA POLICE DEPARTMENT (PPD) REPORTS THAT THE NUMBER OF
HOMICIDE VICTIMS HAS INCREASED EVERY YEAR SINCE 2016, MORE THAN
DOUBLING FROM 2016 TO 2021, WITH A YEAR-OVER-YEAR INCREASE OF

40% BETWEEN 2019 AND 2020. AS OF OCTOBER 16, 2022, THERE HAVE
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ALREADY BEEN 430 HOMICIDES IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA IN 2022.
AS OF OCTOBER 17, 2022, REPORTED TRENDS GATHERED FROM THE PPD'S
"INCIDENT" DATA, WHICH TRACKS THE REPORTING OF ALL CRIMES IN
ADDITION TO HOMICIDES, SHOWS A 12% INCREASE IN ALL REPORTED
OFFENSES, A 6% INCREASE IN VIOLENT OFFENSES AND A 21% INCREASE
IN PROPERTY OFFENSES.

WHILE INCIDENTS OF VIOLENT CRIME ARE INCREASING, PROSECUTION
OF CRIME BY THE PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE HAS
DECREASED DURING THIS SAME PERIOD. IN 2016, THE PHILADELPHIA
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE REPORTED THAT ONLY 30% OF "ALL

OFFENSES" RESULTED IN A DISMISSAL OR WITHDRAWAL, BUT THAT NUMBER

\
\

SPIKED TO 50% IN 2019, 54% IN 2020, 67% IN 2021 AND 65% TO DATE
IN 2022.

A SIMILAR TREND IS EVIDENT WHEN FILTERING THE DATA FOR
VIOLENT CRIMES, WHERE, IN 2016, THE WITHDRAWAL AND DISMISSED
VIOLENT CRIME CASES ACCOUNTED FOR 48% OF ALL VIOLENT CRIME CASE
OUTCOMES, BUT THAT PERCENTAGE INCREASED TO 60% IN 2019, TO 68%
IN 2020, TO 70% IN 2021 AND TO 66% IN 2022 TO DATE. DATA FROM
THE PENNSYLVANIA SENTENCING COMMISSION RELATING TO VIOLATIONS OF
THE UNIFORM FIREARMS ACT (VUFA) EVIDENCES A SIMILAR JARRING
TREND. THE SENTENCING COMMISSION REPORTS THAT GUILTY
DISPOSITIONS IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA DECLINED FROM 88% IN
2015 TO 66% IN 2020, COMPARED TO A DECLINE FROM 84% TO 72% IN
COUNTIES OF THE SECOND CLASS, WITH THE DRIVER OF THE DECREASE
BEING NOLLE PROS DISPOSITIONS. AS COMPARED TO THE STATEWIDE DATA
AND OTHER COUNTY CLASSES, IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA THE
PERCENT OF GUILTY VERDICTS HAS DECREASED SIGNIFICANTLY, WHILE
THE PERCENT OF NOLLE PROSSED CASES HAS INCREASED.

STUDIES BY THE DELAWARE VALLEY INTELLIGENCE CENTER (DVIC)

ATTEMPTED TO PROVIDE "AN EXPLANATION FOR THE INCREASE IN
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HOMICIDES AND SHOOTINGS IN AN EFFORT TO BEGIN A CONVERSATION TO
ADDRESS THE CHALLENGE AT A STRATEGIC LEVEL," AND, SIGNIFICANTLY,
THE REPORT NOTES:

"THE RATE OF PROSECUTION DISMISSAL AND WITHDRAWAL HAS BEEN
INCREASE [SIC] SUBSTANTIALLY SINCE 2015 UNDER DA [SETH]
WILLIAMS, AND HAS CONTINUED TO INCREASE AFTER DA KRASNER TOOK
OFFICE. FURTHERMORE, A CLOSER EXAMINATION OF THESE DROPPED CASES
INDICATES THAT MORE CASES ARE DISMISSED/WITHDRAWN AT THE
PRELTIMINARY HEARING STATE [SIC] UNDER DA KRASNER THAN THE ACTUAL
TRIAL STATE []. THIS IMPLIES THAT, EVEN WHEN CRIMINALS ARE
CAUGHT WITH A GUN, THEY ARE SWIFTLY FINDING OUT THEY MAY NOT
RECEIVE AS SIGNIFICANT A CONSEQUENCE AS THEY HAD HISTORICALLY.
NOTABLY, THE LIKELIHOOD OF BEING ARRESTED IS LOW TO BEGIN WITH.
THIS MEANS THAT, CRIMINALS KNOW THAT THEIR LIKELIHOOD OF GETTING
CAUGHT WITH A GUN IS SLIM AND, EVEN IF THEY GET CAUGHT, THEY
FEEL THAT THEY CAN LEAVE WITHOUT SEVERE (OR ANY) CONSEQUENCES."

THE DVIC CONDUCTED A "CURSORY EXAMINATION" OF
DISMISSED/WITHDRAWN CASES IN 2018/2019 AND "FOUND 6 OFFENDERS
WHOSE CASES WERE DISMISSED (VUFA FORMER CONVICT CHARGE) AND GOT
LATER INVOLVED IN SHOOTINGS...2 OF THESE SHOOTINGS WERE FATAL
AND 4 OUT OF THESE 6 OFFENDERS WERE GANG MEMBERS."

THE DVIC STUDIED THE PROSECUTION DECLINATION FOR NARCOTICS,
RETAIL THEFT AND PROSTITUTION ARRESTS FROM 2016 TO 2018, AND
CONCLUDED IN ITS KEY FINDINGS THAT THE PERCENTAGE OF ALL
DECLINATIONS, NOT JUST NARCOTICS, PROSTITUTION AND RETAIL THEFT,
INCREASED "ESPECIALLY IN 2018™ TO MORE THAN 7%, WHEN IT HAD BEEN
JUST 2% OR LESS BETWEEN 2007 AND 2015.

IN SEPTEMBER 2020, THE PHILADELPHIA CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZED
THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC SAFETY AND THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON GUN

VIOLENCE PREVENTION TO STUDY GUN VIOLENCE IN THE CITY. THIS
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1 STUDY INVOLVED A COLLABORATION BETWEEN THE CONTROLLER'S OFFICE,
2 DEFENDER ASSOCIATION, DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, DISTRICT

3 ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT, MANAGING DIRECTOR'S
4 OFFICE, PENNSYLVANIA ATTORNEY GENERAL AND PPD. THE PUBLISHED

5 RESULTS, CALLED THE "100 SHOOTING REVIEW COMMITTEE REPORT,"

6 DISCUSSES TRENDS AND GENERAL FINDINGS REGARDING SHOOTINGS IN THE
7 CITY OF PHILADELPHIA. THE PUBLISHED RESULTS SHOWED THE

8 FOLLOWING:

9 (1) THE CLEARANCE RATE (I.E., WHEN AN ARREST WAS MADE OR
10 A SUSPECT THAT COULD NOT BE ARRESTED WAS IDENTIFIED) FOR
11 FATAL SHOOTINGS IN 2020 WAS 37% AND THE RATE FOR NONFATAL
12 SHOOTINGS WAS 18%.
13 (2) THERE HAS BEEN A "MARKED INCREASE" IN THE NUMBER OF
14 PEOPLE ARRESTED FOR ILLEGAL GUN POSSESSION WITHOUT THE
15 ACCUSATION OF AN ADDITIONAL OFFENSE, INCLUDING A DOUBLING IN
16 ARRESTS FOR ILLEGAL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM WITHOUT A LICENSE
17 SINCE 2018.
18 (3) THE INITIAL AND FINAL BAIL AMOUNTS SET BY COURTS IN
19 ILLEGAL POSSESSION OF FIREARMS CASES DECLINED BETWEEN 2015
20 AND 2019 AND INCREASED IN 2020 AND 2021.
21 (4) CONVICTION RATES IN SHOOTING CASES DECLINED BETWEEN
22 2016 AND 2020 FROM 96% TO 80% IN FATAL SHOOTINGS AND FROM 69%
23 TO 64% IN NONFATAL SHOOTINGS.
24 (5) THERE IS A LONG-TERM TREND OF A REDUCTION IN
25 CONVICTION RATES FOR ILLEGAL GUN POSSESSION CASES, DROPPING
26 FROM 65% IN 2015 TO 45% IN 2020.
27 IN AUGUST 2022, THE PHILADELPHIA POLICE COMMISSIONER

28 INDICATED THAT HER DEPARTMENT IS SHORT-STAFFED BY APPROXIMATELY
29 20%, OR 1,300 OFFICERS, DUE TO LOW MORALE, POLITICS, INCREASED

30 SCRUTINY AND "UNIQUELY STRINGENT HIRING REQUIREMENTS" DURING A
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NATIONWIDE SHORTAGE.

POLICE COMMISSIONER DANIELLE OUTLAW STATED, "THE TRUTH IS THE
HOMICIDES ARE NOT HAPPENING IN A VACUUM - THERE ARE THOSE WHO
ARE DETERMINED TO ATTACK AND KILL THEIR VICTIMS. WHILE WE ARE
MAKING CONSTANT ADJUSTMENTS TO MITIGATE THIS SICKENING REALITY,
OUR OFFICERS, SIMPLY PUT, JUST CAN'T KEEP UP BY BEING EVERYWHERE
AT ALL TIMES." WHILE THE PPD MAY ARREST A SUSPECT FOR THE
COMMISSION OF A CRIME, THE PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE IS ONE OF THE FEW DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICES IN THIS
COMMONWEALTH THAT RESERVES UNTO ITSELF THE AUTHORITY TO CHARGE A
PERSON FOR A CRIMINAL ACT.

IN OCTOBER 2022, FOLLOWING YET ANOTHER ACT OF VIOLENCE
AGAINST POLICE IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA, POLICE COMMISSIONER
DANIELLE OUTLAW ISSUED THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT:

"WE ARE TIRED OF ARRESTING THE SAME SUSPECTS OVER AND OVER
AGAIN, ONLY TO SEE THEM RIGHT BACK OUT ON THE STREET TO CONTINUE
AND SOMETIMES ESCALATE THEIR CRIMINAL WAYS. WE ARE TIRED OF
HAVING TO SEND OUR OFFICERS INTO HARM'S WAY TO SERVE WARRANTS ON
SUSPECTS WHO HAVE NO BUSINESS BEING ON THE STREET IN THE FIRST
PLACE.

NO - NOT EVERYONE NEEDS TO BE IN JAIL. BUT WHEN WE REPEATEDLY
SEE THE EXTENSIVE CRIMINAL HISTORIES OF THOSE WE ARREST FOR
VIOLENT CRIME, THE QUESTION NEEDS TO BE ASKED AS TO WHY THEY
WERE YET AGAIN BACK ON THE STREET AND TERRORIZING OUR
COMMUNITIES.

I AM BEYOND DISGUSTED BY THIS VIOLENCE. OUR ENTIRE DEPARTMENT
IS SICKENED BY WHAT IS HAPPENING TO THE PEOPLE THAT LIVE, WORK,
AND VISIT OUR CITY. RESIDENTS ARE TIRED OF IT. BUSINESS OWNERS
ARE TIRED OF IT. OUR CHILDREN ARE TIRED OF IT.

WE ARE LONG PAST 'ENOUGH IS ENOUGH'."
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1 ACTS OF VIOLENCE, AND PARTICULARLY VIOLENT CRIMES COMMITTED
2 WITH FIREARMS, HAVE EXACTED A HEAVY TOLL ON VICTIMS AND THEIR

3 FAMILIES, WITH COUNTLESS LIVES UNNECESSARILY LOST OR

4 IRRETRIEVABLY BROKEN, DUE TO THE INCREASE OF VIOLENT CRIME IN

5 THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA. THE FOREGOING ACTS CONSTITUTE

6 "MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE" BY DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER IN THAT

7 SUCH ACTS HAVE SUBSTANTIALLY CONTRIBUTED TO THE INCREASE IN

8 CRIME IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA, UNDERMINED CONFIDENCE IN THE
9 CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM, AND BETRAYED THE TRUST OF THE CITIZENS
10 OF PHILADELPHIA AND THE COMMONWEALTH.
11 WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
12 GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
13 AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER

14 THIS COMMONWEALTH.

15 ARTICLE ITI:

16 MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN THE NATURE OF OBSTRUCTION

17 OF HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE INVESTIGATION

18 HOUSE RESOLUTION 216 OF 2022 ESTABLISHED THE HOUSE SELECT

19 COMMITTEE TO RESTORE LAW AND ORDER PURSUANT TO RULE 51 OF THE
20 GENERAL OPERATING RULES OF THE HOUSE. THE SELECT COMMITTEE IS
21 AUTHORIZED AND EMPOWERED "TO INVESTIGATE, REVIEW AND MAKE

22 FINDING AND RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING RISKING RATES OF CRIME,
23 LAW ENFORCEMENT AND THE ENFORCEMENT OF CRIME VICTIM RIGHTS," IN
24 THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA.

25 HOUSE RESOLUTION 216 FURTHER CHARGES THE SELECT COMMITTEE TO
26 MAKE FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED

27 TO, THE FOLLOWING:

28 (1) DETERMINATIONS REGARDING THE PERFORMANCE OF PUBLIC
29 OFFICIALS EMPOWERED TO ENFORCE THE LAW IN THE CITY OF
30 PHILADELPHTIA, INCLUDING THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY, AND

20220HR0240PN3634 - 34 -



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REMOVAL FROM OFFICE OR OTHER APPROPRIATE

DISCIPLINE, INCLUDING IMPEACHMENT.

(2) LEGISLATION OR OTHER LEGISLATIVE ACTION RELATING TO
POLICING, PROSECUTION, SENTENCING AND ANY OTHER ASPECT OF LAW
ENFORCEMENT.

(3) LEGISLATION OR OTHER LEGISLATIVE ACTION RELATING TO
ENSURING THE PROTECTION, ENFORCEMENT AND DELIVERY OF
APPROPRIATE SERVICES AND COMPENSATION TO CRIME VICTIMS.

(4) LEGISLATION OR OTHER LEGISLATIVE ACTION RELATING TO
ENSURING THE APPROPRIATE EXPENDITURE OF PUBLIC FUNDS INTENDED
FOR THE PURPOSE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT, PROSECUTIONS OR TO
BENEFIT CRIME VICTIMS.

(5) OTHER LEGISLATIVE ACTION AS THE SELECT COMMITTEE
FINDS NECESSARY TO ENSURE APPROPRIATE ENFORCEMENT OF LAW AND
ORDER IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA.

IN PURSUIT OF THESE OBLIGATIONS, THE RESOLUTION EMPOWERS THE
SELECT COMMITTEE CHAIR TO, AMONG OTHER THINGS, "SEND FOR
INDIVIDUALS AND PAPERS AND SUBPOENA WITNESSES, DOCUMENTS,
INCLUDING ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, AND ANY OTHER
MATERIALS UNDER THE HAND AND SEAL OF THE CHAIR."™ THE CHAIR
ISSUED SUBPOENAS TO A NUMBER OF PHILADELPHIA MUNICIPAL OFFICES,
INCLUDING THE CONTROLLER, THE MAYOR, THE POLICE DEPARTMENT, THE
SHERIFF'S OFFICE, THE TREASURER AND THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE. THE SUBPOENAS SOUGHT NONPRIVILEGED RECORDS NECESSARY TO
FULFILL THE SELECT COMMITTEE'S OBLIGATIONS TO THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES PURSUANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 216.

WHILE OTHER MUNICIPAL OFFICES WORKED COOPERATIVELY WITH THE
SELECT COMMITTEE TO RESPOND TO THE SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO THEM,
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER AND HIS OFFICE CHOSE INSTEAD TO

OBSTRUCT THE SELECT COMMITTEE'S WORK AT EVERY TURN. DISTRICT
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1 ATTORNEY KRASNER AND HIS OFFICE ASSERTED THAT THE SELECT

2 COMMITTEE WAS ILLEGITIMATE AND THAT ITS SUBPOENAS SERVED "NO

3 VALID LEGISLATIVE PURPOSE, VIOLATING THE SEPARATION OF POWERS,
4 INVADING LEGAL PRIVILEGES, AND SEEKING TO DENY THE

5 CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF PHILADELPHIA'S CITIZENS, ESPECIALLY

6 THEIR DEMOCRATIC RIGHT TO VOTE AND CHOOSE THEIR LOCAL LEADERS."
7 DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER ASSERTED VARIOUS CLAIMS THAT HELD

8 NO BASIS IN FACT OR LAW, INCLUDING THE FOLLOWING:

9 (1) DISTRICT ATTORNEYS ARE NOT SUBJECT TO IMPEACHMENT.
10 (2) IMPEACHING THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY VIOLATES THE
11 CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF THE PEOPLE WHO VOTED FOR HIM.
12 (3) THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY COMMITTED NO WRONG, AND
13 THEREFORE WAS NOT REQUIRED TO COMPLY WITH THE COMMITTEE
14 CHAIR'S SUBPOENA.
15 (4) IMPEACHMENT OF A PUBLIC OFFICIAL REQUIRES A
16 CONVICTION FOR A CRIMINAL ACT; AND
17 DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER AND HIS OFFICE REFUSED TO SEARCH

18 FOR OR PRODUCE ANY DOCUMENTS IN RESPONSE TO THE SUBPOENA.

19 DESPITE MULTIPLE ATTEMPTS BY COUNSEL TO THE SELECT COMMITTEE

20 CHAIR TO BRING DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER AND HIS OFFICE INTO

21 COMPLIANCE WITH THE SUBPOENAS, EXPLAINING ON MULTIPLE OCCASIONS
22 THAT THE SELECT COMMITTEE WAS SEEKING NONPRIVILEGED RECORDS AND,
23 AS IT RELATED TO ANY RECORD FOR WHICH THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY

24 BELIEVED WERE PRIVILEGED, THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY SHOULD FOLLOW
25 COMMON PRACTICE IN RESPONDING TO A SUBPOENA BY PROVIDING A

26 PRIVILEGE LOG TO IDENTIFY THOSE RECORDS FOR WHICH THE DISTRICT
27 ATTORNEY ASSERTS A PRIVILEGE.

28 ON SEPTEMBER 12, 2022, AFTER MULTIPLE EXCHANGES BETWEEN

29 COUNSEL AND A REQUEST TO SHOW CAUSE WHY THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY

30 SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT BY THE HOUSE, THE SELECT
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COMMITTEE ISSUED AN INTERIM REPORT PURSUANT TO RULE 51 OF THE
GENERAL OPERATING RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
NOTIFYING THE HOUSE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S REFUSAL TO
COMPLY WITH THE SUBPOENA AND RECOMMENDING THAT THE HOUSE
CONSIDER CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS.

THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ADOPTED HOUSE RESOLUTION 227 ON
SEPTEMBER 13, 2022, RESOLVING THAT THE HOUSE HOLD DISTRICT
ATTORNEY KRASNER IN CONTEMPT. HOUSE RESOLUTION 227 WAS ADOPTED
BY A BIPARTISAN VOTE OF 162 TO 38.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER FILED AN ACTION IN COMMONWEALTH
COURT ON SEPTEMBER 2, 2022, IN WHICH HE RAISED THE SAME
ARGUMENTS THAT FAIL TO HAVE ANY MEANINGEFUL BASIS IN LAW OR FACT.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER AND HIS OFFICE HAVE SINCE FEIGNED
PARTIAL COMPLIANCE WITH THE SUBPOENA, PROVIDING SEVERAL PUBLIC-
FACING RECORDS OBTAINED WITHOUT THE NEED TO ENGAGE IN ANY
LEGITIMATE EFFORT TO SEARCH FOR THE RECORDS.

THE SELECT COMMITTEE CHAIR INVITED DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER
TO TESTIFY BEFORE THE SELECT COMMITTEE IN EXECUTIVE SESSION ON
OCTOBER 21, 2022. DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER REFUSED TO TESTIFY
IN EXECUTIVE SESSION, DEMANDING A PUBLIC HEARING INSTEAD.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER THEN PUBLISHED A PRESS RELEASE WHICH
WAS MISLEADING AT BEST, MISCHARACTERIZING THE INVITATION TO
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER TO TESTIFY IN YET ANOTHER MOMENT OF
GRANDSTANDING.

GIVEN THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S REJECTION OF THE INVITATION TO
TESTIFY IN EXECUTIVE SESSION, THE SELECT COMMITTEE WAS COMPELLED
TO CANCEL THE HEARING.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS, AT EVERY TURN, OBSTRUCTED THE
EFFORTS OF THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON RESTORING LAW AND

ORDER. HE HAS CONSISTENTLY RAISED SPECIOUS CLAIMS WITHOUT A GOOD
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FAITH BASIS IN LAW OR FACT. EVEN AFTER THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES RESOLVED TO HOLD HIM IN CONTEMPT, DISTRICT
ATTORNEY KRASNER'S EFFORTS TO COMPLY WITH SUBPOENAS ISSUED BY
THE SELECT COMMITTEE CHAIR FALL FAR SHORT OF WHAT CAN BE
CONSIDERED A REASONABLE GOOD FAITH EFFORT.

WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER
THIS COMMONWEALTH.

ARTICLE ITI:

MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN THE NATURE OF VIOLATION OF
THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT AND CODE OF
JUDICIAL CONDUCT; SPECIFICALLY RULE 3.3 CANDOR TOWARD
THE TRIBUNAL, RULE 8.4 PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT, AND
CANON 2 OF THE CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT IMPROPRIETY
AND APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY IN THE MATTER
OF ROBERT WHARTON V. DONALD T. VAUGHN

IN THE FEDERAL HABEAS CORPUS PROCEEDING IN ROBERT WHARTON V.
DONALD T. VAUGHN, FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT JUDGE GOLDBERG ISSUED A
MEMORANDUM ORDER ADMONISHING AND SANCTIONING THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE. ROBERT WHARTON WAS CONVICTED OF MURDERING THE
PARENTS OF SURVIVOR LISA HART-NEWMAN, WHO WAS SEVEN MONTHS OLD
AT THE TIME AND WAS LEFT TO FREEZE TO DEATH WITH HER DECEASED
PARENTS BY MR. WHARTON.

AFTER HIS CONVICTION, WHARTON PURSUED A DEATH PENALTY HABEAS
PETITION IN THE FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT. THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE UNDER PRIOR ADMINISTRATIONS HAD OPPOSED THIS PETITION.

IN 2019, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S ADMINISTRATION FILED A
"NOTICE OF CONCESSION OF PENALTY PHASE RELIEF," STATING THAT IT

WOULD NOT SEEK A NEW DEATH SENTENCE, AND, BASED ON THAT
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SENTENCING RELIEF, THE LITIGATION AND APPEALS COULD END. THE
CONCESSION NOTED ONLY THAT THE DECISION TO CONCEDE WAS MADE
"[F]JOLLOWING REVIEW OF THIS CASE BY THE CAPITAL CASE REVIEW
COMMITTEE OF THE PHILADELPHIA [DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE],
COMMUNICATION WITH THE VICTIMS' FAMILY, AND NOTICE TO
[WHARTON'S] COUNSEL."

JUDGE GOLDBERG UNDERTOOK AN INDEPENDENT ANALYSIS OF THE
MERITS OF THE CLAIM AND INVITED THE PENNSYLVANIA OFFICE ATTORNEY
GENERAL (OAG) TO FILE AN AMICUS BRIEF IN THE CASE. IN ITS
AMICUS, THE OAG SUBMITTED ADDITIONAL FACTS THAT THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE HAD NOT DISCLOSED, INCLUDING EVIDENCE OF
PRISON MISCONDUCTS, ATTEMPTED ESCAPES AND DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS CONCERNS REGARDING "ASSAULTIVENESS" AND "ESCAPE" BY
MR. WHARTON.

THE OAG CONCLUDED THAT "GIVEN THE FACTS OF THIS INVESTIGATION
AND AGGRAVATING SENTENCING FACTORS PRESENT IN THIS CASE, WHARTON
COULD NOT ESTABLISH A REASONABLE PROBABILITY THAT THE OUTCOME OF
HIS PENALTY PHASE DEATH SENTENCE WOULD HAVE BEEN DIFFERENT IF
THE JURY HAD HEARD EVIDENCE OF HIS ALLEGED 'POSITIVE' PRISON
ADJUSTMENT."

THE OAG FURTHER DETERMINED THAT MEMBERS OF THE FAMILY,
INCLUDING VICTIM MS. HART-NEWMAN, WERE NOT CONTACTED AND THAT
THEY OPPOSED THE CONCESSION BY THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE.

AFTER AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING, JUDGE GOLDBERG HELD AS FOLLOWS:

(1) THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE FAILED TO ADVISE THE
COURT OF SIGNIFICANT ANTI-MITIGATION EVIDENCE, INCLUDING THAT
MR. WHARTON HAD MADE AN ESCAPE ATTEMPT AT A COURT APPEARANCE.

(2) TWO OF THE OFFICE'S SUPERVISORS VIOLATED FEDERAL
RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 11 (B) (3) "BASED UPON THAT OFFICE'S

REPRESENTATIONS TO THIS COURT THAT LACKED EVIDENTIARY SUPPORT
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AND WERE NOT IN ANY WAY FORMED AFTER 'AN INQUIRY REASONABLE

UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES.'"

(3) REPRESENTATIONS OF COMMUNICATION WITH THE VICTIMS'

FAMILY WERE "MISLEADING," "FALSE," AND "YET ANOTHER

REPRESENTATION TO THE COURT MADE AFTER AN INQUIRY THAT WAS

NOT REASONABLE UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES."

(4) THE LAW DIVISION SUPERVISOR, ASSISTANT SUPERVISOR

AND DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE VIOLATED RULE 11(B) (1), AND

CONCLUDING THAT THE VIOLATION WAS "SUFFICIENTLY 'EGREGIOUS'

AND 'EXCEPTIONAL' UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES TO WARRANT

SANCTIONS."

JUDGE GOLDBERG IMPOSED NONMONETARY SANCTIONS ON THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, REQUIRING THAT SEPARATE WRITTEN APOLOGIES BE
SENT TO THE VICTIM, LISA HART-NEWMAN, AND THE VICTIM'S FAMILY
MEMBERS. GIVEN THE TESTIMONY OF THE TWO LAW DIVISION SUPERVISORS
THAT DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER APPROVED AND IMPLEMENTED INTERNAL
PROCEDURES THAT CREATED THE NEED FOR THIS SANCTION, AND THAT THE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY HAD THE SOLE, ULTIMATE AUTHORITY TO DIRECT
THAT THE MISLEADING NOTICE OF CONCESSION BE FILED, THEREFORE
"THE APOLOGIES SHALL COME FROM THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY, LAWRENCE
KRASNER, PERSONALLY."

DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS THE SOLE AUTHORITY TO APPROVE
COURT FILINGS ON BEHALF OF PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE. WHILE IN OFFICE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER DIRECTED,
APPROVED AND OR PERMITTED THE FILING OF A "NOTICE OF
CONCESSION" AND PRESENTATION OF OTHER PLEADINGS AND STATEMENTS
IN FEDERAL COURT WHICH CONTAINED MATERIALLY FALSE AND OR
MISLEADING AFFIRMATIVE STATEMENTS AND PURPOSEFUL OMISSIONS OF
FACT IN VIOLATION OF THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT, RULE 3.3

(CANDOR TOWARD THE TRIBUNAL) AND RULE 8.4 (PROFESSIONAL
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MISCONDUCT), AND CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT, CANON 2 (IMPROPRIETY
AND OR APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY) .

WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER
THIS COMMONWEALTH.

ARTICLE TV:

MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN THE NATURE OF VIOLATION OF
THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT; SPECIFICALLY
RULE 3.3 CANDOR TOWARD THE TRIBUNAL, RULE 8.4
PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT, AND CANON 2 OF THE CODE
OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT IMPROPRIETY AND APPEARANCE OF
IMPROPRIETY IN THE MATTER OF COMMONWEALTH VS. POWNALL

IN HIS SPECIAL CONCURRENCE IN COMMONWEALTH V. POWNALL,
SUPREME COURT JUSTICE DOUGHERTY HIGHLIGHTED WHAT HE FEARED TO BE
AN EFFORT BY THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE TO DEPRIVE CERTAIN
DEFENDANTS OF A FAIR AND SPEEDY TRIAL. FOLLOWING THE JUNE 2017
INCIDENT IN WHICH FORMER PHILADELPHIA POLICE OFFICER RYAN
POWNALL SHOT AND KILLED DAVID JONES, THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE SUBMITTED THE MATTER TO AN INVESTIGATIVE GRAND JURY. THE
INVESTIGATING GRAND JURY ISSUED A PRESENTMENT RECOMMENDING THAT
POWNALL BE CHARGED WITH CRIMINAL HOMICIDE, POSSESSION OF AN
INSTRUMENT OF CRIME AND RECKLESSLY ENDANGERING ANOTHER PERSON;
AND

DURING TRIAL, THE PROSECUTOR FILED A MOTION IN LIMINE TO
PRECLUDE THE STANDARD PEACE OFFICER JUSTIFICATION DEFENSE
INSTRUCTION, BASED ON THE ASSERTION THAT THE INSTRUCTION, WHICH
LARGELY TRACKED LANGUAGE OF STATUTE, VIOLATED FOURTH AMENDMENT
PROHIBITION AGAINST UNREASONABLE SEARCH AND SEIZURE. THE MOTION

WAS DENIED AND THE PROSECUTION APPEALED TO THE SUPERIOR COURT,
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WHICH QUASHED THE APPEAL AS UNAUTHORIZED. THE SUPREME COURT
GRANTED THE PROSECUTOR'S REQUEST FOR ALLOWANCE OF APPEAL.

THE SUPREME COURT ULTIMATELY DENIED THE APPEAL, BUT THE
SPECIAL CONCURRENCE FILED BY JUSTICE DOUGHERTY ILLUMINATED
STARTLING BEHAVIOR BY THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE. JUSTICE
DOUGHERTY HELD THAT THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE'S ACTIONS
DURING GRAND JURY PROCESS "IMPLICATE[S] A POTENTIAL ABUSE" AND
STATED THAT "THE PRESENTMENT IN THIS CASE IS PERHAPS BEST
CHARACTERIZED AS A 'FOUL BLOW.'™ HE REFERRED TO THE GRAND JURY
PRESENTMENT, AUTHORED BY THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, AS A
"GRATUITOUS NARRATIVE."

JUSTICE DOUGHERTY ALSO RECOGNIZED THAT ANY ABUSE OF THE GRAND
JURY COULD HAVE BEEN REMEDIED BY "STATUTORY SAFEGUARDS EMBEDDED
IN THE PROCESS," SUCH AS A PRELIMINARY HEARING. HE WENT ON TO
SAY "WHAT IS TROUBLING IS THE DAO'S EFFORT TO ENSURE THAT WOULD
NOT OCCUR," I.E., THEIR FILING OF A MOTION TO BYPASS THE
PRELIMINARY HEARING.

JUSTICE DOUGHERTY FOUND IT "INEXPLICABLE" THAT, IN PRESENTING
A BYPASS MOTION TO THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE FAILED TO HIGHLIGHT THE INVESTIGATING GRAND
JURY ACT SECTION 4551 (E), WHICH DIRECTS THAT A DEFENDANT "SHALL"
BE ENTITLED TO A PRELIMINARY HEARING. HE EMPHASIZED THAT THE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE "APPEAR[ED] TO HAVE KNOWN [ABOUT THAT
REQUIREMENT] AT THE TIME IT FILED ITS MOTION."

AS IT RELATED TO THE PROSECUTOR'S MOTION IN LIMINE AND
INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL, JUSTICE DOUGHERTY OBSERVED THAT THE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE'S MOTION "PRESENTED ONLY HALF THE
RELEVANT PICTURE."™ HE WENT ON TO SAY THAT "THIS TYPE OF ADVOCACY
WOULD BE WORRISOME COMING FROM ANY LITIGANT," BUT COMING FROM A

PROSECUTOR, "IS EVEN MORE CONCERNING, PARTICULARLY IN LIGHT OF
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THE MOTION'S TIMING...." HE CITED DIRECTLY TO PENNSYLVANIA RULE
OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 3.3 REGARDING CANDOR TO THE TRIBUNAL.

FURTHER REFERENCING ETHICAL CONCERNS, JUSTICE DOUGHERTY FOUND
THAT THE TIMING OF THE MOTION IN LIMINE, "[W]HEN COMBINED WITH
THE OTHER TACTICS HIGHLIGHTED THROUGHOUT THIS CONCURRENCE,"
COULD LEAD TO THE CONCLUSION THAT THE DECISION TO TAKE "AN
UNAUTHORIZED INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL WAS INTENDED TO DEPRIVE [MR.
POWNALL] OF A FAIR AND SPEEDY TRIAL." JUSTICE DOUGHERTY WENT ON
TO SAY:

NOW, FOR THE FIRST TIME BEFORE THIS COURT, THE DAO FINALLY

ADMITS ITS TRUE INTENT IN ALL THIS WAS SIMPLY TO USE

POWNALL'S CASE AS A VEHICLE TO FORCE JUDICIAL DETERMINATION

ON 'WHETHER SECTION 508 (A) (1) IS FACIALLY UNCONSTITUTIONAL.'

DAO'S REPLY BRIEF AT 1; SEE ID. AT 6 (ASSERTING SECTION 508'S

APPLICABILITY TO [POWNALL] IS NOT THE SUBJECT OF THIS

APPEAL") . WHAT'S MORE, DESPITE HAVING ASSURED THE TRIAL COURT

IT WAS NOT TRYING 'TO BAR [POWNALL] FROM A DEFENSE[.]' N.T.

11/25/2019 AT 8, THE DAO NOW BOLDLY ASSERTS IT WOULD BE

APPROPRIATE FOR THIS COURT TO REWRITE THE LAW AND

RETROACTIVELY APPLY IT TO POWNALL'S CASE BECAUSE HE

SUPPOSEDLY 'HAD FAIR NOTICE OF HIS INABILITY TO RELY ON THIS

UNCONSTITUTIONAL DEFENSE[.]' DAO'S BRIEF AT 10.

JUSTICE DOUGHERTY CONCLUDED, "LITTLE THAT HAS HAPPENED IN
THIS CASE UP TO THIS POINT REFLECTS PROCEDURAL JUSTICE. ON THE
CONTRARY, THE DAO'S PROSECUTION OF POWNALL APPEARS TO BE "DRIVEN
BY A WIN-AT-ALL-COST OFFICE CULTURE" THAT TREATS POLICE OFFICERS
DIFFERENTLY THAN OTHER CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS. DAO CONVICTION
INTEGRITY UNIT REPORT, OVERTURNING CONVICTIONS - AND AN ERA 2
(JUNE 15, 2021) AVAILABLE AT TINYURL.COM/CIU REPORT (LAST

VISITED JULY 19, 2022). THIS IS THE ANTITHESIS OF WHAT THE LAW
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EXPECTS OF A PROSECUTOR."

ON REMAND, COMMON PLEAS COURT JUDGE MCDERMOTT SAID THAT THERE
WERE "SO MANY THINGS WRONG" WITH THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE'S INSTRUCTIONS TO THE INVESTIGATING GRAND JURY THAT IT
WARRANTED DISMISSING ALL CHARGES AGAINST MR. POWNALL. AFTER
HEARING TESTIMONY FROM THE ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS WHO
HANDLED THE GRAND JURY AND PREPARATION OF THE PRESENTMENT, JUDGE
MCDERMOTT CONCLUDED THAT THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE FAILED
TO PROVIDE THE LEGAL INSTRUCTIONS TO THE GRAND JURORS ON THE
DEFINITIONS FOR HOMICIDE AND INFORMATION REGARDING THE USE-OF-
FORCE DEFENSE.

IN HER OCTOBER 17, 2022, STATEMENT OF FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, JUDGE MCDERMOTT STATED, "THE COMMONWEALTH
MADE AN INTENTIONAL, DELIBERATE CHOICE NOT TO INFORM THE GRAND
JURORS ABOUT THE JUSTIFICATION DEFENSE UNDER SECTION 508. WHILE
[THE ADA] WAS AWARE OF SECTION 508 AND ITS APPLICABILITY TO THE
DEFENDANT'S CASE AT THE TIME OF THE GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS, SHE
DECIDED NOT TO ADVISE THE GRAND JURY ABOUT SECTION 508 AFTER
CONSULTING WITH OTHER, MORE SENIOR ASSISTANT DISTRICT
ATTORNEYS."

AS IT RELATED TO POWNALL'S RIGHT TO A PRELIMINARY HEARING,
JUDGE MCDERMOTT WROTE:

IN ITS MOTION TO BYPASS THE PRELIMINARY HEARING, THE
COMMONWEALTH DEMONSTRATED A LACK OF CANDOR TO THE COURT BY
MISSTATING THE LAW AND PROVIDING JUDGE COLEMAN WITH INCORRECT
CASE LAW.

* Kk x

THE COMMONWEALTH WAS ALSO DISINGENUOUS WITH THE COURT
WHEN IT ASSERTED THAT IT HAD GOOD CAUSE TO BYPASS THE

PRELIMINARY HEARING UNDER PA.R.CRIM.P. 565 (A) BECAUSE OF THE
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COMPLEXITY OF THE CASE, THE LARGE NUMBER OF WITNESSES THE
COMMONWEALTH WOULD HAVE TO CALL, THE EXPENSE, AND THE DELAY
CAUSED BY A PRELIMINARY HEARING. AS A PRELIMINARY HEARING WAS
NOT HELD IN THIS CASE, THE DEFENDANT'S DUE PROCESS RIGHTS
WERE VIOLATED AND THE DEFENDANT SUFFERED PREJUDICE.

JUDGE MCDERMOTT TOLD THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE THAT IF
DEFENSE COUNSEL HAD MADE THE DECISIONS THAT THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE MADE, SHE WOULD "DECLARE THEM INCOMPETENT."
THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE'S OWN EXPERT REPORT FROM GREGORY
A. WARREN, ED.D., OF AMERICAN LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING AND
CONSULTING CONCLUDED THAT, GIVEN ALL THE FACTS PRESENTED TO HIM,
OFFICER POWNALL'S "USE OF DEADLY FORCE IN THIS CASE WAS
JUSTIFIED." THIS EXPERT REPORT WAS WITHHELD FROM POWNALL BY THE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS THE SOLE AUTHORITY TO APPROVE
COURT FILINGS ON BEHALF OF PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S
OFFICE. WHILE IN OFFICE DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER DIRECTED,
APPROVED AND OR PERMITTED THE FILING OF MOTIONS, PRESENTATIONS
OF OTHER PLEADINGS AND STATEMENTS TO THE GRAND JURY AND THE
COURT WHICH INTENTIONALLY OMITTED, CONCEALED AND OR WITHHELD
MATERTAL FACTS AND LEGAL AUTHORITY RELEVANT TO THE JUDICIAL
PROCEEDINGS IN VIOLATION OF THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT,
RULE 3.3 (CANDOR TOWARD THE TRIBUNAL), RULE 8.4 (PROFESSIONAL
MISCONDUCT) AND CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT, CANON 2 (IMPROPRIETY
AND OR APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY) .

WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER
THIS COMMONWEALTH.

ARTICLE V:
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1 MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN THE NATURE OF VIOLATION OF

2 THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT AND CODE OF

3 JUDICIAL CONDUCT; SPECIFICALLY RULE 3.3 CANDOR TO

4 TRIBUNAL, RULE 8.4 PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT, AND CANON

5 2 OF THE CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT IMPROPRIETY AND

6 APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY IN THE MATTER IN

7 RE: CONFLICTS OF INTEREST OF PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT

8 ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

9 DURING SWORN TESTIMONY, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER WITHHELD

10 MATERIAL FACTS FROM THE SUPREME COURT WHEN HE TESTIFIED UNDER

11 OATH BEFORE THE SUPREME COURT'S SPECIAL MASTER. THE SPECIAL

12 MASTER WAS APPOINTED BY THE SUPREME COURT PURSUANT TO ITS KING'S
13 BENCH JURISDICTION TO INVESTIGATE WHETHER DISTRICT ATTORNEY

14 KRASNER HAD A CONFLICT OF INTEREST FAVORING THE DEFENDANT AND

15 APPELLANT, MUMIA ABU-JAMAL, WHO HAD BEEN CONVICTED OF FIRST-

16 DEGREE MURDER OF OFFICER DANIEL FAULKNER. DISTRICT ATTORNEY

17 KRASNER TESTIFIED THAT HE "NEVER REPRESENTED ANY ADVOCACY

18 ORGANIZATION FOR MUMIA ABU-JAMAL."

19 WHILE AFFIRMATIVELY STATING HE NEVER REPRESENTED AN

20 "ORGANIZATION" WHICH ADVOCATED FOR MUMIA ABU-JAMAL, DISTRICT

21 ATTORNEY KRASNER OMITTED THE FACT THAT HE HAD, IN FACT,

22 REPRESENTED AT LEAST ONE PRO-MUMIA ACTIVIST WHO WAS ARRESTED FOR
23 SEEKING TO INTIMIDATE THE JUDGE DECIDING ABU-JAMAL'S POST

24 CONVICTION RELIEF ACT ("PCRA") PETITION. THAT ACTIVIST, WHO AT
25 THE TIME WAS THE "DIRECTOR" OF THE "YOUTH ACTION COALITION,"™ WAS
26 ARRESTED ALONG-SIDE LOCAL LEADERS OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONCERNED
27 FAMILY AND FRIENDS OF MUMIA ABU-JAMAL, ALL OF WHOM WERE

28 PROTESTING OUTSIDE THE HOME OF ABU-JAMAL'S PCRA JUDGE IN AN

29 EFFORT TO ILLEGALLY INFLUENCE THE VERY PROCEEDINGS AT ISSUE IN

30 MUMIA ABU-JAMAL'S NUNC PRO TUNC APPEAL.
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DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER REPRESENTED THIS "DIRECTOR," AND
POTENTIALLY OTHER PRO-MUMIA ACTIVISTS, AGAINST CHARGES FOR
VIOLATING A CRIMINAL STATUTE THAT PROHIBITS PROTESTING OUTSIDE
THE HOMES OF JUDICIAL OFFICERS TO INFLUENCE THE OUTCOME OF CASES
PENDING BEFORE THE JUDICIAL OFFICERS. YET, IN TESTIFYING THAT HE
"NEVER REPRESENTED ANY ADVOCACY ORGANIZATION FOR MUMIA ABU-
JAMAL," DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER OMITTED THESE MATERIAL FACTS,
PROVIDING A PARTIAL AND MISLEADING DISCLOSURE REGARDING HIS
CONNECTION TO THE EFFORT TO EXONERATE AND FREE MUMIA ABU-JAMAL.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S MISLEADING DISCLOSURE WAS DIRECTLY
RELEVANT TO THE SUBJECT MATTER UNDER INVESTIGATION BY THE
SUPREME COURT IN THAT HE WAS CONCEALING MATERIAL FACTS
CONCERNING HIS CONFLICTS OF INTEREST IN THE MUMIA ABU-JAMAL
MATTER, AN ISSUE AT THE VERY HEART OF THE SUPREME COURT'S REVIEW
OF THE KING'S BENCH PETITION FILED BY THE WIDOW OF OFFICER
FAULKNER. DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER THEREFORE VIOLATED RULES OF
PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT, RULE 3.3 (CANDOR TOWARD THE TRIBUNAL),
RULE 8.4 (PROFESSIONAL MISCONDUCT) AND CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT,
CANON 2 (IMPROPRIETY AND OR APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY) .

WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER
THIS COMMONWEALTH.

ARTICLE VI:
MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN NATURE OF
VIOLATION OF VICTIMS RIGHTS

FEDERAL AND STATE LAW PROVIDES FOR CERTAIN RIGHTS FOR VICTIMS
RELATED TO THE PROSECUTION AND SENTENCING OF THE DEFENDANTS WHO
VICTIMIZED THEM OR THEIR FAMILY MEMBERS (18 U.S.C. § 3771 (B) (2)

(A) AND SECTION 201 OF THE ACT OF NOVEMBER 24, 1998 (P.L.882,
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NO.111), KNOWN AS THE CRIME VICTIMS ACT). CHIEF AMONG THE RIGHTS
PROVIDED TO VICTIMS IS THE RIGHT TO BE KEPT INFORMED AT ALL
STAGES OF THE PROSECUTION THROUGH CLEAR, RESPECTFUL AND HONEST
COMMUNICATION AND TO BE CONSULTED WITH REGARD TO SENTENCING.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER REPEATEDLY VIOLATED, AND ALLOWED
ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEYS UNDER HIS SUPERVISION TO VIOLATE,
THE FEDERAL AND STATE VICTIMS' RIGHTS ACTS ON MULTIPLE OCCASIONS
BY SPECIFICALLY FAILING TO TIMELY CONTACT VICTIMS, DELIBERATELY
MISLEADING VICTIMS AND OR DISREGARDING VICTIM INPUT AND TREATING
VICTIMS WITH CONTEMPT AND DISRESPECT.

WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER
THIS COMMONWEALTH.

ARTICLE VITI:
MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE IN THE NATURE OF VIOLATION
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF PENNSYLVANIA BY USURPATION
OF THE LEGISLATIVE FUNCTION

PURSUANT TO ARTICLE II OF THE CONSTITUTION OF PENNSYLVANIA,
THE LEGISLATIVE POWER IS VESTED IN THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER AS AN ELECTED EXECUTIVE IN THE CITY OF
PHILADELPHTA HAS NO AUTHORITY TO CREATE, REPEAL OR AMEND ANY
STATE LAW. DESPITE THIS CLEAR SEPARATION OF POWERS, DISTRICT
ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS CONTRAVENED THE AUTHORITY OF THE
LEGISLATURE BY REFUSING TO PROSECUTE SPECIFICALLY PROHIBITED
CONDUCT UNDER STATE LAW. RATHER THAN EXERCISING HIS INHERENT
DISCRETIONARY POWERS TO REVIEW AND DETERMINE CHARGES ON A CASE-
BY-CASE BASIS, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER, IN HIS CAPACITY AS THE
COMMONWEALTH'S ATTORNEY IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA,

UNILATERALLY DETERMINED, DIRECTED AND ENSURED THAT CERTAIN
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CRIMES WOULD NO LONGER BE PROSECUTED AND WERE THEREFORE DE FACTO
LEGAL.

THESE CRIMES INCLUDE PROSTITUTION, THEFT AND DRUG-RELATED
OFFENSES, AMONG OTHERS. IN PARTICULAR, THE DE FACTO LEGALIZATION
OF PROSTITUTION BY DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS HAD A
DEVASTATING IMPACT ON WOMEN WHO ARE VICTIMS OF SEX TRAFFICKING
AND THE COMMUNITIES WHERE THEY ARE TRAFFICKED. REFUSING TO
PROSECUTE RETAIL THEFT OF PROPERTY WITH LESS THAN A VALUE OF
$500, DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER HAS CREATED AN ATMOSPHERE OF
LAWLESSNESS IN PHILADELPHIA, WITH THE DIRECT EFFECT OF CAUSING
BUSINESSES TO CURTAIL ACTIVITY OR CEASE DOING BUSINESS
ALTOGETHER IN PHILADELPHIA. DISTRICT ATTORNEY KRASNER'S REFUSAL
TO PROSECUTE THOSE CAUGHT DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF
MARTIJUANA, ASIDE FROM CONTRIBUTING TO THE LAWLESSNESS IN THE
CITY, HAS CREATED DANGEROUS SITUATIONS FOR THE HEALTH, SAFETY
AND WELFARE OF THE PEOPLE IN PHILADELPHIA. DISTRICT ATTORNEY
KRASNER DE FACTO LEGALIZING SUCH ACTS THAT THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HAS DETERMINED TO BE ILLEGAL IS A CLEAR USURPATION OF
LEGISLATIVE POWERS IN VIOLATION OF THE CONSTITUTION OF
PENNSYLVANIA, AND THUS CONSTITUTES MISBEHAVIOR IN OFFICE.

WHEREFORE, DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER IS
GUILTY OF AN IMPEACHABLE OFFENSE WARRANTING REMOVAL FROM OFFICE
AND DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD ANY OFFICE OF TRUST OR PROFIT UNDER
THIS COMMONWEALTH.

THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES HEREBY RESERVES TO ITSELFEF THE
RIGHT AND ABILITY TO EXHIBIT AT ANY TIME AFTER ADOPTION OF THIS
RESOLUTION FURTHER OR MORE DETAILED ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT
AGAINST DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER, TO REPLY TO
ANY ANSWERS THAT DISTRICT ATTORNEY LAWRENCE SAMUEL KRASNER MAY

MAKE TO ANY ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT WHICH ARE EXHIBITED AND TO
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OFFER PROOF AT TRIAL IN THE SENATE IN SUPPORT OF EACH AND EVERY
ARTICLE OF IMPEACHMENT WHICH SHALL BE EXHIBITED BY THEM.

UPON THE ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT AGAINST LAWRENCE SAMUEL
KRASNER, PHILADELPHIA DISTRICT ATTORNEY, BEING SIGNED BY THE
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, THE SPEAKER SHALL
APPOINT A COMMITTEE OF THREE MEMBERS, TWO FROM THE MAJORITY
PARTY AND ONE FROM THE MINORITY PARTY, TO EXHIBIT THE SAME TO
THE SENATE, AND ON BEHALF OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES TO
MANAGE THE TRIAL THEREOF'.

THE EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE SHALL BE PAID BY THE CHIEF
CLERK FROM APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS UNDER THE CHIEF CLERK'S
EXCLUSIVE CONTROL AND JURISDICTION UPON A WRITTEN REQUEST
APPROVED BY THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, THE
MAJORITY LEADER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OR THE MINORITY

LEADER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
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