
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 
 

TUESDAY, JUNE 28, 2005 
 

SESSION OF 2005 189TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 43 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JERRY BIRMELIN) PRESIDING 

 

PRAYER 

REV. JULIANN V. WHIPPLE, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 

Let us pray: 
 Great and holy God, awe and reverence, fear and trembling 
do not come easily to us, for we are not Old Testament Jews or 
Moses or mystics or sensitive enough. Forgive us for slouching 
into Your presence with little expectation and less awe than we 
would eagerly give a visiting dignitary. We need neither 
Jehovah nor a buddy, neither “the Great and Powerful Oz” nor 
“the man upstairs.” Help us to want what we truly do need – 
You, O God. May our hearts tremble with delight at Your 
visitation. 
 I pray a blessing on this House and on all that shall hereafter 
inhabit it. May none but honest and wise people ever rule under 
this roof. We have come to this Capitol from places widespread 
and diverse. As spokes of a wheel, we have lodged ourselves in 
the hub of our purpose, and the many, now one, lift one voice to 
acknowledge Your power and put our trust in Your care. 
 We pray a special prayer for all those who sit at these desks 
of decision. Grant that in strength they may be humble and in 
weakness unafraid, that their visions may be pure and they may 
be steadfast in seeking the truth. Save all of us from arrogance 
and envy, from greed and bad temper. Save us from the idleness 
that rots and from the zeal that consumes. 
 As we work our way through this very busy day, may we 
find a sense of joy in our duties that gives us the sweet relief 
like a scoop of our favorite ice cream does on a hot summer 
day. 
 In humble adoration, we offer these our prayers. Amen. 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the approval 
of the Journal of Monday, June 27, 2005, will be postponed 
until printed. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 1795 By Representatives BAKER, CLYMER, 
CAPPELLI, PICKETT, BALDWIN, BARRAR, BOYD, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAUSER, CRAHALLA, CREIGHTON, 
DENLINGER, DeWEESE, GANNON, GEIST, GEORGE, 
GILLESPIE, GINGRICH, GOOD, GOODMAN, GRUCELA, 
HARPER, HERMAN, HESS, JOSEPHS, KOTIK, FLICK, 
MANDERINO, MANN, McCALL, McGEEHAN, 
McILHATTAN, MUNDY, PETRARCA, PYLE, RAYMOND, 
REICHLEY, SAINATO, SATHER, SAYLOR, SHAPIRO, 
B. SMITH, STABACK, R. STEVENSON, STURLA, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, THOMAS, TIGUE, WHEATLEY, 
WOJNAROSKI and MYERS  
 

An Act providing for the notification of residents whose personal 
information data was or may have been disclosed due to a security 
system breach; and imposing penalties.  
 

Referred to Committee on COMMERCE, June 28, 2005. 
 

No. 1796 By Representatives BAKER, CLYMER, ARGALL, 
MARSICO, ARMSTRONG, BALDWIN, BOYD, CAPPELLI, 
CAUSER, CRAHALLA, CREIGHTON, DENLINGER, 
FAIRCHILD, GINGRICH, GRELL, HERMAN, HERSHEY, 
HICKERNELL, JAMES, KAUFFMAN, M. KELLER, 
McILHATTAN, McNAUGHTON, MUSTIO, NAILOR, 
PICKETT, RAPP, RUBLEY, SAYLOR, SCAVELLO, STERN, 
R. STEVENSON, T. STEVENSON, TURZAI, WILT, 
SIPTROTH, R. MILLER, GOOD, FORCIER, HENNESSEY, 
GABIG, S. MILLER, HARRIS and E. Z. TAYLOR  
 

An Act amending Title 4 (Amusements) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for general and specific 
powers of the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board and for 
enforcement by the Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement; and 
prohibiting certain activities relating to corrupt organizations.  
 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 28, 2005. 
 

No. 1798 By Representatives SANTONI, BLAUM, KOTIK, 
CAPPELLI, SHANER, SAINATO, FRANKEL, MANN, 
WALKO, GOODMAN, STABACK, CALTAGIRONE, 
McCALL, YOUNGBLOOD, J. TAYLOR, FREEMAN, 
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HARHAI, CURRY, MYERS, TIGUE, SURRA, REICHLEY, 
LEDERER, FABRIZIO, KIRKLAND and JAMES  
 

An Act requiring the Commissioner of the Pennsylvania  
State Police to prepare a plan for electronic transmission of 
fingerprints.  
 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 28, 2005. 
 

No. 1799 By Representatives ADOLPH, BARRAR, 
KILLION, BUNT, BALDWIN, BENNINGHOFF, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CRAHALLA, DALLY, 
DeLUCA, DENLINGER, DeWEESE, GEIST, GINGRICH, 
HARPER, HARRIS, HERMAN, HERSHEY, JOSEPHS, 
KAUFFMAN, KIRKLAND, KOTIK, LEACH, LEDERER, 
LEH, MARKOSEK, McNAUGHTON, MICOZZIE, MUSTIO, 
NAILOR, O’NEILL, PAYNE, PETRARCA, PHILLIPS, 
PICKETT, PYLE, RAMALEY, READSHAW, ROHRER, 
RUBLEY, SATHER, SHANER, SHAPIRO, STABACK, 
R. STEVENSON, J. TAYLOR, THOMAS, WATSON, WILT, 
YUDICHAK, E. Z. TAYLOR, MYERS and SEMMEL  
 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, defining “personal identification 
number”; and further providing for personal income tax filing.  
 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 28, 2005. 
 

No. 1800 By Representatives RUBLEY, CRAHALLA, 
BALDWIN, BASTIAN, BELARDI, BUNT, CALTAGIRONE, 
CAWLEY, CORNELL, CURRY, DALLY, FREEMAN, 
GEORGE, GINGRICH, GODSHALL, HARPER, HERSHEY, 
LaGROTTA, LEACH, LEVDANSKY, McCALL, 
McNAUGHTON, MILLARD, R. MILLER, MUNDY, 
MYERS, SATHER, SCHRODER, STABACK, STEIL, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, THOMAS, TIGUE, YOUNGBLOOD and 
ROSS  
 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1988 (P.L.556, No.101), 
known as the Municipal Waste Planning, Recycling and  
Waste Reduction Act, further providing for recycling fee for municipal 
waste landfills and resource recovery facilities.  
 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESOURCES AND ENERGY, June 28, 2005. 
 

No. 1801 By Representatives RUBLEY, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
FLICK, ARMSTRONG, BALDWIN, BEBKO-JONES, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CRAHALLA, CREIGHTON, 
CURRY, FABRIZIO, GEIST, GEORGE, GINGRICH, 
HENNESSEY, HERMAN, HERSHEY, HESS, JAMES, 
KILLION, LEACH, LEDERER, MARSICO, McILHATTAN, 
MUSTIO, PAYNE, PHILLIPS, QUIGLEY, ROSS, 
SCHRODER, B. SMITH, TANGRETTI, THOMAS, TRUE, 
WALKO, WOJNAROSKI and YOUNGBLOOD  
 

An Act amending Title 74 (Transportation) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the designation of a portion 
of U.S. Route 202 and a portion of the Pennsylvania Turnpike as a 
scenic byway.  
 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
2005. 
 

No. 1803 By Representatives RAYMOND, ADOLPH, 
ARGALL, BAKER, BALDWIN, BARRAR, BEBKO-JONES, 
BELFANTI, BLAUM, BOYD, BUNT, CALTAGIRONE, 
CAPPELLI, CORNELL, CREIGHTON, DeLUCA, 
DONATUCCI, J. EVANS, FICHTER, FLEAGLE, FREEMAN, 
GANNON, GEIST, GEORGE, GERGELY, GINGRICH, 
GOOD, GOODMAN, GRUCELA, HALUSKA, HARHAI, 
HENNESSEY, HERMAN, HICKERNELL, HUTCHINSON, 
KAUFFMAN, LEDERER, MAITLAND, MAJOR, MANN, 
McGEEHAN, McILHATTAN, R. MILLER, O’NEILL, 
PETRARCA, PETRI, PHILLIPS, PYLE, READSHAW, 
REICHLEY, ROSS, SAINATO, SANTONI, SAYLOR, 
SCAVELLO, SCHRODER, B. SMITH, SOLOBAY, 
STABACK, SURRA, E. Z. TAYLOR, J. TAYLOR, TIGUE, 
WALKO, WATSON, WOJNAROSKI, ZUG and MYERS  
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for issuance and content of 
driver’s license.  
 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
2005. 
 

No. 1804 By Representatives KENNEY and J. TAYLOR  
 

An Act amending the act of June 27, 1939 (P.L.1199, No.404), 
entitled “An act relating to the assessment of real and personal property 
and other subjects of taxation in counties of the first class; providing 
for the appointment of members of the board of revision of taxes by the 
judges of the courts of common pleas; providing for the appointment, 
by the board, of personal property assessors, real estate assessors and 
assistant real estate assessors, clerks and other employes; fixing the 
salaries of members of the board, assessors and assistant assessors, and 
providing for the payment of salaries and expenses from the county 
treasury; prescribing the powers and duties of the board and of the 
assessors, the time and manner of making assessments, of the revision 
and notice of assessments and of appeals therefrom; prescribing the 
records of assessments; and repealing existing laws,” providing for the 
definition of “assessment ratio”; and establishing a revenue-neutral tax 
rate after a countywide revision of real property assessment.  
 

Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 28, 
2005. 
 

No. 1805 By Representatives COHEN, WATERS, WALKO, 
JAMES, DALEY, FABRIZIO, READSHAW, STABACK, 
GOODMAN, SHANER, ROEBUCK, PISTELLA, THOMAS, 
YOUNGBLOOD and CURRY  
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for exceptions to 
prohibition of interception and disclosure of communications; and 
defining the offense of video or audio monitoring.  
 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 28, 2005. 
 

No. 1806 By Representatives COHEN, DeWEESE, MELIO, 
MANDERINO, WATERS, WASHINGTON, LEACH, TIGUE, 
DALEY, FABRIZIO, GOODMAN, JAMES, FRANKEL, 
SHANER, ROEBUCK, PISTELLA, BEBKO-JONES, 
THOMAS and CURRY  
 

An Act amending the act of October 27, 1955 (P.L.744, No.222), 
known as the Pennsylvania Human Relations Act, further providing  
for findings and declaration of policy, for right to freedom  
from discrimination, housing and public accommodation; defining 
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“genetic information”; and further providing for unlawful 
discriminatory practices, for powers and duties of commission, for 
education program and for construction and exclusiveness of remedy.  
 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 28, 2005. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 377 By Representatives HALUSKA, READSHAW, 
JAMES, KOTIK, WALKO, GRUCELA, GOODMAN, 
HERSHEY, ROBERTS, PICKETT, STABACK, SHANER, 
CALTAGIRONE, BENNINGHOFF, WOJNAROSKI, 
WANSACZ, THOMAS, YOUNGBLOOD, LEVDANSKY, 
MYERS, CRAHALLA, PALLONE, HESS, REICHLEY, 
STERN, FABRIZIO, DALEY and DENLINGER  
 

A Resolution directing the Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee to study the fiscal impact of future increased value of the 
assets of the Pennsylvania Game Commission in relation to the cost of 
licenses issued by the Pennsylvania Game Commission.  
 

Referred to Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES, 
June 28, 2005. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bills for concurrence: 
 

SB 197, PN 972 
 

Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESOURCES AND ENERGY, June 28, 2005. 
 

SB 511, PN 999 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 28, 2005. 
 

SB 644, PN 978 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
2005. 
 

SB 777, PN 956 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
2005. 
 

SB 778, PN 957 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 28, 
2005. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 273 be taken 
off the table. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 

BILL TABLED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 273 be placed 
on the table. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 

ACTUARIAL NOTE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker acknowledges the 
receipt of the actuarial note for Senate bill No. 457, PN 900. 
 

(Copy of actuarial note is on file with the Journal clerk.) 
 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We have a guest with us this 
morning. She is the mayor of Thompsontown Borough in 
Juniata County, which next month will be celebrating its  
250th anniversary. Mayor Pam Murphy is the guest of 
Representative Adam Harris and seated to the left of the 
Speaker. Mayor Murphy, would you please stand and be greeted 
by the House of Representatives. 
 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1338, PN 2275 By Rep. S. SMITH 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of  
General Services, with the approval of the Governor and the 
Department of Military and Veterans’ Affairs, to grant and convey to 
the Borough of Columbia, Lancaster County, certain lands situate in 
Columbia Borough, Lancaster County.  
 

RULES. 
 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1294, PN 2358 (Amended)   By Rep. FLICK 
 

An Act providing for the sale of motor vehicle event  
data recorders; and imposing penalties.  
 

CONSUMER AFFAIRS. 



1422 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE JUNE 28 

RESOLUTION REREPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 351, PN 2359 (Amended)   By Rep. FLICK 
 

A Resolution establishing a select committee to investigate and 
review the policies, procedures and practices in place by the various 
Commonwealth agencies, authorities, boards, commissions, councils, 
departments and offices and the entities they license or regulate to 
protect the personal health, financial and other sensitive data of the 
citizens of this Commonwealth.  
 

CONSUMER AFFAIRS. 

RESOLUTION REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 365, PN 2330 By Rep. FLICK 
 

A Resolution urging the Congress of the United States to refrain 
from taking action in developing legislation that would have the effect 
of preventing or hindering the exploration, drilling, development and 
production of natural gas in the Great Lakes.  
 

CONSUMER AFFAIRS. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Argall, who asks for leave for the day for  
the gentleman, Mr. CAUSER, and for the gentleman,  
Mr. HENNESSEY. Without objection, the leaves are granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the Democrat whip, Mr. Veon, who 
asks for a leave for the day for Representative CRUZ, 
Representative RIEGER, and Representative WALKO. Without 
objection, those leaves are granted. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is about to take the 
master roll. Members will proceed to vote. 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

PRESENT–195 
 
Adolph Fichter Maher Rubley 
Allen Fleagle Maitland Ruffing 
Argall Flick Major Sainato 
Armstrong Forcier Manderino Samuelson 
Baker Frankel Mann Santoni 
Baldwin Freeman Markosek Saylor 
Barrar Gabig Marsico Scavello 
Bastian Gannon McCall Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Geist McGeehan Semmel 
Belardi George McGill Shaner 
Belfanti Gerber McIlhattan Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gergely McIlhinney Siptroth 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Solobay 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Sonney 
Blaum Goodman Millard Staback 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Stairs 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Steil 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stern 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stetler 

Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Sturla 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Surra 
Civera Harper Oliver Tangretti 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Taylor, J. 
Cornell Herman Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Hershey Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hess Petri True 
Crahalla Hickernell Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hutchinson Phillips Veon 
Curry James Pickett Vitali 
Daley Josephs Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Kauffman Preston Waters 
DeLuca Keller, M. Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, W. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Kenney Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Killion Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rohrer 
Fabrizio Levdansky Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Ross     Speaker 
Feese 
 

ADDITIONS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–6 
 
Causer Hennessey Sather Walko 
Cruz Rieger 
 

LEAVES ADDED–5 
 
Denlinger Kirkland Pallone Roebuck 
Gergely 
 

LEAVES CANCELED–4 
 
Causer  Hennessey Pallone Walko 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair welcomes  
Morgan Hoffman to the hall of the House. She is the daughter 
of Lori Hoffman, who is the secretary to the majority caucus 
secretary, Representative Ray Bunt. Morgan is the guest  
of Representative Bunt and the guest of Representative  
Mark Keller. She is a guest page, as I mentioned earlier, and she 
is located on the floor with the other House pages. Let us 
welcome Morgan Hoffman to the hall of the House. 
 We have a guest here today from Representative  
Tom Stevenson’s district office. He is spending his summer as 
an intern, and he is Phillip Sofis, and he is a lifelong resident of 
Mount Lebanon, currently a student attending the University of 
Pittsburgh Graduate School of Public and International Affairs. 
He is seated to the left of the Speaker. Would you please rise 
and be recognized. 
 The Chair recognizes the lady, Representative Lederer, for 
the purpose of introducing a guest. 
 Apparently your guest is not here yet. Is that correct? 
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Mrs. LEDERER. Yes. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence and asks for the gentleman, Mr. PALLONE, to be  
put on leave of absence for the remainder of the day.  
Without objection, the leave is granted. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Argall, for the purpose of introducing some 
guests today. 
 Mr. ARGALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have four very special guests who are 
interning in Harrisburg as the guests of the Finnegan 
Foundation. I would ask if they would stand while I introduce 
them. Lindsey Harteis, representing Franklin and Marshall 
College; Kristen Kanaskie and Erica Marshall, representing 
Penn State; and Kristin Martellar from Allegheny College. They 
are joined by one of our former staff colleagues, Eric Fillman, 
the president of the Finnegan Foundation. 
 Ladies, welcome to the House of Representatives. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady, 
Rosita Youngblood, Representative Youngblood, for the 
purpose of introducing some guests. 
 Ms. YOUNGBLOOD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am pleased to welcome to the hall of the House today 
Sheila Armstrong and Lisa Lin, who are my guests today.  
Sheila Armstrong is my legislative assistant in my district 
office. Ms. Lisa Lin is a full-time summer intern in my district 
office. 
 I am also proud to say, in the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives, this is the first time in the history of the 
Pennsylvania House of Representatives that we have had an 
Asian summer intern. She is attending Penn State University 
with a grade point average of 3.77. She is a political science 
major. She is also a member of the Asian Federation of  
Greater Philadelphia, which was started to promote voter 
awareness, voter registration, and community outreach across 
the State. Could we all have a round of applause for Sheila and 
Lisa. 
 

CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. SAYLOR called up HR 369, PN 2319, entitled: 
 

A Resolution congratulating Windsor Borough, York County, on 
the centennial celebration of its founding.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 

 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Harhai Nickol Surra 
Civera Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Clymer Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hershey Petri True 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Daley James Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Preston Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kirkland Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * *

Mr. SAYLOR called up HR 370, PN 2320, entitled: 
 

A Resolution honoring the 125th anniversary of the Borough of 
Red Lion, York County.  
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On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Harhai Nickol Surra 
Civera Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Clymer Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hershey Petri True 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Daley James Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Preston Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kirkland Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * *

Mr. SIPTROTH called up HR 371, PN 2321, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating the week of July 24 through 30, 2005, as 
“ADA Week” in Pennsylvania.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Siptroth. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and good 
morning. 
 In commemoration of the 15th anniversary of the 
groundbreaking Americans with Disabilities Act, I am 
introducing this resolution naming the week of July 24  
through 30 “Americans with Disabilities Week.” 
 The Americans with Disabilities Act was signed into law on 
July 26, 1990, and has positively impacted the lives of millions 
of Americans every day since. The ADA guarantees a better 
quality of life for those living with disabilities and for every 
citizen. It allows people to more easily experience the freedoms 
our country provides and eliminates barriers to employment, 
transportation, accommodations, public services, and 
telecommunications in this great American society. The ADA 
allows our communities to benefit from the skills and talents of 
people living with disabilities and encourages those people to 
prosper. 
 I ask you all to join me in celebrating this landmark piece of 
legislation and declare the week of July 24 through 30 as 
“Americans with Disabilities Week.” 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 The Chair would also note that there was a second effort to 
recognize this day through a citation form through the Speaker’s 
office, the Speaker pro tempore that is, and some of you may 
have wished to be on that resolution that Representative 
Siptroth just had spoken on and you were not added to that. The 
Chair would advise you to see to it that your name is added to 
that resolution if you had wanted to be on that and for whatever 
reason did not make that connection. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
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Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Harhai Nickol Surra 
Civera Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Clymer Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hershey Petri True 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Daley James Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Preston Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kirkland Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * *

Mr. ARMSTRONG called up HR 372, PN 2331, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating August 2005 as “Native American 
Awareness Month” in Pennsylvania.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 

Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Harhai Nickol Surra 
Civera Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Clymer Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hershey Petri True 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Daley James Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Preston Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kirkland Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. COHEN called up HR 373, PN 2342, entitled: 
 

A Resolution commending the Chiropractic Fellowship of 
Pennsylvania for its educational efforts, and recognizing the week of 
September 11 through 17, 2005, as “Vertebral Subluxation Awareness 
Week” in Pennsylvania.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Harhai Nickol Surra 
Civera Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Clymer Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hershey Petri True 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Daley James Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Preston Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kirkland Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

PAUL SPEARS PRESENTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Daley, for the purposes of presenting a citation. 
The gentleman, Mr. Daley, you have been recognized for the 
presenting of a citation. 
 Mr. NICKOL. It is my privilege today to bring a constituent 
of mine up here to Harrisburg to appear before the House of 
Representatives to accept the citation. Not very far from my 
district – actually, it is in Representative Maitland’s district –  
is the Hanover Shoe Farms. It is the largest standardbred  
horse farm in the world. It is one of the most beautiful areas on 
earth. It is about one square mile of land full of horses and 
beautiful fences and buildings that are well maintained. It is an 
operation that helps preserve agriculture in my area of the State, 
an area that is under a rapid onslaught of development, much of 
it coming up from the south, in Maryland. 
 One of the owners of Hanover Shoe Farms is a gentleman by 
the name of Paul Spears, who has been very active in terms of 
the standardbred horse industry, and he is here today to receive 
a citation, and I will turn this over to Representative Hershey. 
 Mr. HERSHEY. I am glad to be here this morning to help 
honor Mr. Spears and all the great work he has done for the 
horse industry. We want to recognize his leadership ability and 
his tenacity and for all the years that he has spent working with 
this great industry and also preserving a big plot of ground there 
in Adams County. 
 Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Art. 
 Ladies and gentlemen, the man that we have standing  
with us here in front of you, Paul Spears, was an all-American 
football player at Indiana University of Pennsylvania, was in the 
United States Army, and he has taken his personal life 
experiences and made Hanover Shoe Farms one of its kind in 
the whole world. 
 We are here to honor him through a citation for his 
participation with the standardbreds of the world. He has sired 
such horses through that farm as Adious and Windsong’s 
Legacy, a horse that just won the Triple Crown last year, the 
Triple Crown in harness racing. 
 Paul is joined today with his lovely wife – she is sitting to 
the side of us over here – Mrs. Spears; and in the back by son 
Dr. Paul Spears; his wife, Dr. Josephine Spears; their daughter, 
Patricia Eisenhauer, who is an attorney – son-in-law  
Shaun Eisenhauer is not here today; he is also an attorney – and 
the grandchildren, Christopher, Macky, and Lauren. 
 So on behalf of the House of Representatives, it is indeed an 
honor as the Democratic chair, along with the Republican chair 
and Representative Nickol, to acknowledge Paul Spears’ great 
dedication to the standardbred industry of Pennsylvania as well 
as the world. 
 Thank you very much. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Kirkland, for the 
purpose of introducing some guests here this morning with us. 
 Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just have the pleasure acknowledging some 
fine young ladies from my community, the city of Chester. 
Mr. Speaker, these young ladies are a part of an annual event, 
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the Ms. Chester Pageant event, and this event, Mr. Speaker, 
showcases these young ladies – their intellect, their talent, and 
their community involvement. 
 Mr. Speaker, they are here with me today, and they  
are my guests, and they are seated in the back. They are 
StaShonna Collins, Asia Donaldson, Shante Robinson,  
Karlie Ketchum, Tasia Johnson, Tiara Johnson,  
RaShona Pierce, Lanijah Lawler, Ikea Jennings, and they are 
accompanied by their adviser, Miss Tracie Johnson. 
 Would you join me, Mr. Speaker, in acknowledging and 
recognizing these fine young ladies. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of  HB 1318, 
PN 1967, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), 
known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, further providing for 
affidavits of candidates.  
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 
members, this is the bill that was being voted on yesterday in 
terms of the amendments. We are going to be picking up with 
amendments again on HB 1318. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. BARRAR offered the following amendment No. 
A01973: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by removing the period after 
“candidates” and inserting 
 and for canvassing of official absentee ballots. 
 Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
 Section 2.  Section 1308(a) of the act, amended December 11, 
1968 (P.L.1183, No.375), is amended and the section is amended by 
adding a subsection to read: 
 Section 1308.  Canvassing of Official Absentee Ballots.– 
 (a)  The county boards of election, upon receipt of official 
absentee ballots in such envelopes, shall safely keep the same in sealed 
or locked containers until they distribute same to the appropriate local 
election districts in a manner prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth. 
 The county board of elections shall then distribute the absentee 
ballots, unopened, to the absentee voter’s respective election district 
concurrently with the distribution of the other election supplies. 
Absentee ballots shall be canvassed immediately and continuously 
without interruption until completed after the close of the polls on the 
day of the election in each election district. The results of the canvass 
of the absentee ballots shall then be included in and returned to the 
county board with the returns of that district. [No] Except as provided 
in subsection (g), no absentee ballot shall be counted which is  
received in the office of the county board of election later than  

five o’clock P. M. on the Friday immediately preceding the primary or 
November election. 
 * * * 
 (g)  (1)  An absentee ballot cast by any absentee elector as 
defined in section 1301(a), (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f), who is outside of 
the territorial limits of the several states of the United States and the 
District of Columbia, which is received in the office of the county 
board of elections after five o’clock P. M. on the Friday immediately 
preceding the election and no later than five o’clock P. M. on the 
seventh day following an election shall be canvassed in accordance 
with this subsection if the absentee ballot is postmarked no later than 
the day immediately preceding the election.

(2)  The county board of elections shall meet on the eighth day 
following the election to canvass the absentee ballots received under 
this subsection. One authorized representative of each candidate in an 
election and one representative from each political party shall be 
permitted to remain in the room in which the absentee ballots are 
canvassed. Representatives shall be permitted to challenge any 
absentee elector in accordance with the provisions of paragraph (3).

(3)  When the county board meets to canvass absentee ballots 
under paragraph (2) the board shall examine the declaration on the 
envelope of each ballot not set aside under subsection (d) and shall 
compare the information thereon with that contained in the “Registered 
Absentee Voters File,” the absentee voters’ list and/or the “Military 
Veterans and Emergency Civilians Absentee Voters File,” whichever is 
applicable. If the county board is satisfied that the declaration is 
sufficient and the information contained in the “Registered Absentee 
Voters File,” the absentee voters’ list and/or the “Military Veterans and 
Emergency Civilians Absentee Voters File” verifies his right to vote, 
the county board shall announce the name of the elector and shall give 
any candidate representative or party representative present an 
opportunity to challenge any absentee elector upon the ground or 
grounds (i) that the absentee elector is not a qualified elector; or 
(ii) that the absentee elector was within the municipality of his 
residence on the day of the primary or election during the period the 
polls were open, except where he was in the military service or except 
in the case where his ballot was obtained for the reason that he was 
unable to appear personally at the polling place because of illness or 
physical disability; or (iii) that the absentee elector was able to appear 
personally at the polling place on the day of the primary or election 
during the period the polls were open in the case his ballot was 
obtained for the reason that he was unable to appear personally at the 
polling place because of illness or physical disability. Upon challenge 
of any absentee elector, as set forth herein, the board shall mark 
“challenged” on the envelope together with the reasons therefor, and 
the same shall be set aside unopened pending final determination of the 
challenge according to the procedure described in paragraph (5).

(4)  All absentee ballots not challenged for any of the reasons 
provided in paragraph (3) shall be counted and included with the 
returns of the applicable election district, as follows. The county board 
shall open the envelope of every unchallenged absentee elector in such 
manner as not to destroy the declaration executed thereon. If any of the 
envelopes on which are printed, stamped or endorsed the words 
“Official Absentee Ballot” contain any extraneous marks or identifying 
symbols the envelopes and the ballots contained therein shall be set 
aside and declared void. The county board shall then break the seals of 
such envelopes, remove the ballots and record the votes.

(5)  With respect to the challenged ballots, they shall be placed 
unopened in a secure, safe and sealed container in the custody of the 
county board until it shall fix a time and place for a formal hearing of 
all such challenges and notice shall be given where possible to all 
absentee electors thus challenged and to every individual who made a 
challenge. The time for the hearing shall not be later than five (5) days 
after the date of the challenge. On the day fixed for said hearing, the 
county board shall proceed without delay to hear said challenges and, 
in hearing the testimony, the county board shall not be bound by the 
Pennsylvania Rules of Evidence. The testimony presented shall be 
stenographically recorded and made part of the record of the hearing.
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(6)  The decision of the county board in upholding or dismissing 
any challenge may be reviewed by the court of common pleas of the 
county upon a petition filed by any person aggrieved by the decision of 
the county board. The appeal shall be taken, within two (2) days after 
the decision was made, whether the decision was reduced to writing or 
not, to the court of common pleas setting forth the objections to the 
county board’s decision and praying for an order reversing the 
decision.

(7)  Pending the final determination of all appeals, the county 
board shall suspend any action in canvassing and computing all 
challenged ballots received under this subsection irrespective of 
whether or not appeal was taken from the county board’s decision. 
Upon completion of the computation of the returns of the county, the 
votes cast upon the challenged official absentee ballots that have been 
finally determined to be valid shall be added to the other votes cast 
within the county.

Amend Sec. 2, page 5, line 4, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 3

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Barrar. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment will create an automatic 7-day 
extension for military absentee ballots to be received and 
counted. It is just a commonsense change to the Election Code. 
I would ask for a positive vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members, please take your 
seats. We are now at the more serious business of voting on 
legislation. It is difficult for the Speaker to see those who are 
interested in speaking on the amendments and the bills when 
everybody else is wandering around the aisles. So please take 
your seats and quiet, please. 
 The Chair apologizes to Mr. Cohen for not seeing him earlier 
and recognizes him for the purpose of addressing the 
amendment. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe the seventh paragraph of this bill or 
the seventh section provides an extension of time for the votes 
to be counted as a result of this provision. Am I correct in that? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, it does. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Cohen, are you requesting 
interrogation? 
 Mr. COHEN. Yes. I apologize, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
indicates that he is willing to submit to interrogation. You may 
begin. 
 Mr. COHEN. So in all elections we are going to be 
extending the period of time for 1 week in order to make certain 
that military votes are counted? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, we are, Mr. Speaker. In the last  
two elections, we have seen numerous occasions where military 
voters have been disenfranchised because of the time frame  
that is in place, even more so today because we have 
servicemen serving in really remote locations around the world. 
The post office has told us that it can take as long as 29 days to 
get an absentee ballot delivered to places like Fallujah and 
Afghanistan, and this is a way of guaranteeing, this short period 
really will guarantee that more service people will have their 
votes counted. 
 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have no further questions. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think this amendment imposes some 
hindrances in the legislative process, but I think on balance it is 
worth supporting, and I urge a vote for it. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 Are any other members seeking recognition to speak on the 
amendment? 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Cawley Harhai Nickol Surra 
Civera Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Clymer Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Thomas 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Costa Hershey Petri True 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Daley James Pistella Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Preston Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kirkland Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roebuck Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
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EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. BARRAR offered the following amendment No. 
A01980: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by removing the period after 
“candidates” and inserting 
 ; and providing for restrictions on voting by 

convicted felons. 
 Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 14 through 17, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 630.1 of the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, 
No.320), known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, amended  
February 13, 1998 (P.L.72, No.18), is amended to read: 
 Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
 Section 2.  The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
 Section 705.  Restriction on Voting by Convicted Felons.–
(a)  Any person who is convicted of a felony offense in any court of 
this Commonwealth, or for a crime in any other state or Federal court 
that would constitute a felony offense under the laws of this 
Commonwealth, shall be ineligible to vote in any election conducted in 
this Commonwealth and shall be ineligible to register or maintain 
registration as a registered elector for a period beginning with the date 
of conviction and ending with the expiration of the maximum sentence 
imposed in that criminal proceeding.

(b)  Within thirty days after sentencing for a felony offense, the 
district attorney of the county where the conviction occurred, in the 
case of a prosecution within the jurisdiction of the district attorney, and 
the Attorney General, in the case of a prosecution within the 
jurisdiction of the Attorney General, shall notify the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth of the conviction. The Secretary of the Commonwealth 
shall maintain a list of persons who are ineligible to vote or to register 
to vote pursuant to subsection (a) which shall be available for public 
inspection. It shall be the duty of each registration commission to 
review this list in connection with each application to register and to 
review this list during a sixty-day period ending before each election in 
order to remove the name of each person who has become ineligible to 
vote or maintain registration status pursuant to this section.

(c)  Any person who votes or attempts to vote with the 
knowledge or with reason to know that the person is ineligible to vote 
pursuant to this section commits a misdemeanor of the second degree.

(d)  The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall include a 
conspicuous notice on each registration form advising each applicant of 
the requirements and the penalty prescribed by this section.

(e)  Each correctional institution in this Commonwealth shall 
provide each convicted felon upon release from incarceration a written 
notice regarding the requirements and the penalty prescribed in this 
section.

(f)  As used in this section, the following words and phrases shall 
have the meanings given to them in this subsection:

The word “convicted” includes:
(1)  Convicted, found guilty or entered a plea of guilty or 

nolo contendere in a court or court martial.
(2)  Sentenced by a court or court martialed.

The word “felony” shall mean an offense graded a felony under 
the laws of this Commonwealth, another state, the United States or 
one of its territories, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico or a foreign nation which is punishable by imprisonment 
of seven years or more.

The words “maximum sentence imposed in that criminal 
proceeding” shall mean the maximum prison sentence imposed upon 
the defendant for all offenses in a single criminal proceeding involving 
at least one felony conviction.

(g)  This section shall apply to any felony conviction:
(1)  that occurs on or after the effective date of this section; or
(2)  that occurs prior to the effective date of this section, as long 

as the maximum sentence imposed in that criminal proceeding has not 
expired.

Section 3.  Sections 910 and 981.1 of the act, amended  
February 13, 1998 (P.L.72, No.18), are amended to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 5, line 4, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 4

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
again recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Barrar. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment makes a person who is convicted of a 
felony offense ineligible to vote in an election in the 
Commonwealth for a period beginning with the date of the 
conviction and ending with the expiration of the maximum 
sentence imposed by the court. Under current Pennsylvania law, 
a convicted felon would be able to vote when his incarceration 
ends. Also under current Pennsylvania law, a person who is 
convicted of a felony but is under house arrest does not lose 
their right to vote. This would change that, and it would require 
that a convicted felon would lose their voting rights until the 
end of the maximum sentence imposed by a judge. 
 I would ask for a positive vote. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is probably the most significant 
amendment we will have. This impacts the criminal justice 
system as well as the voter registration system. Under this 
amendment, the maximum sentence, something that has little 
legal significance now, is given a kind of permanent 
significance that it does not deserve. When someone is 
convicted of a crime, a judge has before him a series of 
decisions to make. He has to make a decision as to the effect on 
the victims of the crime. The judge has to make a decision on 
the impact on society of the crime, and the judge has to make a 
decision as to what impact a jail sentence will have on the 
convicted criminal. The judge has to consider whether or not the 
convicted criminal is rehabilitatable to any degree. The judge 
has to decide whether or not a long prison sentence is advisable, 
and often, Mr. Speaker, the judge simply does not know, and if 
somebody is convicted of a crime, the judge often sets forth the 
full legal range that he or she is allowed to set forth under law, 
and then it is up to the convicted criminal to show by his or her 
behavior in a prison that he or she has learned of error and 
wrongdoing and is capable of being a constructive citizen. 
 This amendment creates a very real complicating situation.  
A judge may be uncertain about the merits of a long sentence  
in a case, so he or she sentences the convicted criminal to 10 or 
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20 years or 10 to 25 years and lets the convicted criminal show 
what he or she is able to get out of the prison experience. For 
some people the prison experience can be a rehabilitative 
experience. This amendment says that no matter how much the 
prison experience may be rehabilitative, no matter what 
contribution the convicted criminal makes to society after he or 
she gets out of prison, it is totally irrelevant. This says that a 
person may be punished many years after the effect, after the 
crime, in a way that has nothing whatever to do with the voting 
process and with the crime. 
 This politicizes the sentencing process. There are differential 
patterns in voting. Unfortunately, you can tell with some degree 
of accuracy by a person’s race, by a person’s economic status, 
by a person’s residential neighborhood how the person is going 
to vote in the future. District attorneys and judges are generally 
well aware of how they do in specific areas electorally, and this 
amendment allows them to make political decisions and it 
aggravates the effects of other decisions. Judges often in 
sentencing want to know what the family support for a 
convicted felon is, and that is a reasonable standard in terms of 
rehabilitation perhaps, but it is a standard that works against 
members of minority groups who often come from broken 
families with very little financial resources. 
 There are differentials in terms of the indictment process of 
where there are concentrations of police. In areas where there 
are greater concentrations of police, there is more likely going 
to be an arrest. The prosecuting attorneys have enormous 
discretion as to what charges of all those arrests that are made. 
The prosecuting attorneys have enormous discretion as to what 
charges are actually brought. In Philadelphia about half of all 
arrests do not result in prosecution, and you add all these 
discretionary factors which can significantly affect the voting 
pool. You now add the discretion of the judge to do something 
that is rather meaningless of setting a maximum sentence, 
because very, very few people serve the maximum sentence, to 
attempt to give that significance that it does not really have  
and say that a felon cannot be able to vote because the judge  
X number of years ago set a maximum sentence and the felon 
still has not served the maximum sentence, even though he or 
she behaved as a model prisoner and has been long released 
from prison and is now a constructive member of this society 
and has done X number of worthwhile things. 
 This is a terrible provision, Mr. Speaker. This is reminiscent 
of legislation in Florida which has been under significant legal 
challenge and which was just a little bit different from this in 
that it specifically gave a lifetime ban without executive 
clemency being issued. Here there is no provision whatsoever 
for executive clemency. No matter how worthwhile a citizen has 
become, no matter what charitable activities the person has 
engaged in, no matter how good a parent he or she has been,  
no matter how much the former convicted felon has been 
involved in the community, this amendment seeks to hold the 
maximum sentence against him or her and sentences him or her 
to be punished for a crime long decades perhaps after the crime 
has occurred. 
 This is terrible criminal justice policy. This is terrible voting 
rights policy. This is a very dubious constitutionality. I would 
strongly urge defeat of this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members will please take their 
seats. There are a lot of conversations taking place along the 
sides and in the middle of the aisles. You are making it difficult 
for the members who want to hear the debate. If you want to 

take a conversation outside of the hall of the House, that is fine, 
but let us not conduct them inside the hall of the House. 
Members, please take your seats. Ladies and gentlemen, it is 
going to be a long day, and it is going to be a lot longer if we do 
not cooperate and allow those who wish to debate to have that 
opportunity. If I have to cease the debate every 3 or 4 minutes 
for several minutes to get you quiet, it will make it a lot longer 
day. Please cooperate. Please take your seats. Please keep your 
conversations to a minimum, and if you must have a 
conversation, please take it outside the hall of the House. 
 Thank you for your cooperation. We appreciate it. 
 The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia County, 
Representative Josephs. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise also to urge opposition to this amendment, and I want 
to incorporate, without repeating them, all the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Philadelphia who spoke before me, and  
I want to say again what I said in a previous debate. 
 I do not believe that we are here to put barriers in the place 
of getting people to vote. I believe we are here to extend the 
franchise. This government, this democracy, does not work 
unless the maximum number of people are voting, the 
maximum number of eligible people are voting. There is no 
reason to draw this distinction between people who are out, 
having served their time, who were convicted of felonies and 
who now are asked to resume responsible citizenship. Part of 
responsible citizenship has got to do with the right to vote. That 
is what we treat our children—  That is how we teach them, 
rather, and that is what ought to prevail among all of us who are 
citizens of this State, citizens of this country. 
 I am also concerned about some of the technical problems in 
this amendment. The amendment does say that the county board 
of elections shall maintain a list which shall be supplied by the 
Bureau of Corrections to each county and that each county 
should post this list in some way, somewhere. How does the 
county registrar, the county board of elections, know which 
felon on that list is in the county in which that election board is 
functioning? Does this information go to the polling books, to 
the polling places? If that is the case, how does that happen? Is 
there a procedure for that? And how do we know where A who 
has been released from prison and moves to the city of Maine, 
new city, where is that person going to live? And if the county 
board of elections only has to look at these names 60 days 
before election day and you can change your voter registration 
30 days before election day, how is anybody going to know who 
the people are who are the subjects of this? And how are people 
going to know, although the bill says if you have been convicted 
of a felony in any State, how are people going to know in 
Pennsylvania if you have been convicted of a felony in 
California, let us say, served part of your time, and have moved 
here? If the conditions of your parole allow you to do that – and 
some Federal felons, they do allow that to happen – how are we 
going to find these people? What happens if you are convicted 
here and incarcerated in another State? How are the prison 
authorities in the other State supposed to know that you are a 
felon and under this amendment, should it, heaven forbid, pass 
and become law, that you no longer have the right to vote in 
Pennsylvania? 
 This is not only unconstitutional, it is unworkable. It cannot 
work. It cannot work in any fair way. Even if I were to believe 
in a moment of madness that this was a good idea, it cannot 
work. It cannot be fair. It cannot get all of the felons, and it will 
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undoubtedly get people whose names are similar, whose 
criminal history is similar, it will certainly get them, and they 
will be deprived of the vote. There is no way here that a person 
who is called a felon who comes to cast his or her ballot can 
cast any kind of a provisional ballot. What if there is a mistake? 
How many people named “Smith” or “Jones” or “Black” or 
“Gray” are in prisons in Pennsylvania, and how many innocent 
people whose names are Smith and Jones or Black and Gray are 
going to end up being told by their judge of elections that they 
cannot vote because their name is on the felon list? And no 
recourse, no recourse in this amendment or that I know of any 
other scheme. 
 This is a really, really bad, impractical idea. I hope, I hope 
that at least the members of my party will stick together, and 
when this comes down, we can say that this was a scheme by 
people who do not trust the voters and it was opposed by people 
who do trust the voters. I am one of those folks. I believe that if 
you have served your time and you are out on parole or 
probation, if you are in a halfway house, you have a right to 
vote if that is what you want to do, and I hope that many people 
will stick with me on this because it is the right thing. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 Members, you are getting real loud again. Let us try to keep 
it down. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the maker of the amendment stand for a brief 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
indicates he is willing to do so. You may proceed. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am trying to get at the policy reason for this amendment.  
Is it to punish, as an added punishment to the felon? Is it a 
deterrent effect, saying, you know, do not rob 7-Eleven with a 
handgun or you will lose your right to vote? Is it a concern 
about the quality of voter? What are we really trying to 
accomplish by preventing someone from voting 2, 3, 4, 5, even 
10 years after they get out of prison and are in society? What is 
the policy reason you are trying to further here? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Well, I think, Mr. Speaker, that, you know, 
after the last election, I think we heard from a lot of constituents 
in Pennsylvania who were not sure about this, were confused 
why a convicted felon was able to vote. In a lot of States, 
convicted felons lose their right to vote for life. The argument 
has been challenged before. It has been upheld as constitutional, 
and I think we, the legislature, are entitled to put reasonable 
restrictions in this type of manner, and I think this is a 
reasonable restriction. It says to a convicted felon that you lose 
your right to vote for the length of the sentence imposed by the 
judge. When you are on parole or if you are in a halfway house, 
you are still under sentence by the judge imposed, are you not? 
 Mr. VITALI. Okay. There is no question we have the 
constitutional right to do this, but that is not my question. I am 
trying to get at, what are you trying to accomplish? I mean, how 
are you trying to make things better by doing this? Why do you 
want to do this? 
 Mr. BARRAR. What this does, it creates a reasonable 
standard for determining when felons are presumed to be 
rehabilitated for the purpose of casting a ballot. 

 Mr. VITALI. So is it your position that once they are out of 
jail, they are not yet fit to cast a ballot? Is that the reason here?  
 Mr. BARRAR. I think that would be the policy decision that 
would be made. 
 Mr. VITALI. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I speak on the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I understand the policy that the gentleman from Delaware 
County is trying to advance, but I have done a little reading on 
this, and I think I would just like him to consider this: One of 
our concerns in our criminal justice system is recidivism rates. 
We do not want people who have been convicted of a crime to 
go out and do it again, and I have read a number of things that 
talk about factors that lead to people committing crimes in the 
first place and then recommitting more crimes, and I think part 
of it has to do with this sense of not being part of society, not 
having any stake in it because you do not have a job or because 
of whatever reason. 
 With regard to voting, when you get out of jail, if you can 
vote, it is just one more thing that gives you a stake in society, 
one more thing that makes you feel part of society, and 
conversely, if you do not have the right to vote, it is just one of 
many factors that make you feel just more alienated and one of 
the many more factors that very well make you feel more likely 
to commit a crime again. 
 I think it is a good policy. Just as you want someone who has 
emerged from prison to get a job, to get an education, I am 
going to suggest that the right to vote is part of the rehabilitative 
process, part of the inclusive process, and it just may be one of 
many intangible factors that would make them less likely to 
commit a crime again. 
 Conversely, where is the harm, where is the harm in letting 
someone who genuinely wants to vote, genuinely wants to vote, 
to vote? So many of us in society who have the right to vote 
simply do not have it, do not take the time to inform ourselves, 
do not take the time to make the trip to the polling spot. We are 
now dealing with a situation that would affect someone who 
wants to vote, who wants to vote but will be prevented from it. 
Where is the harm, where is the harm in letting that person, if he 
truly wants to, to vote? I do not think there really is a harm. So 
it is a situation where there is no harm in letting someone in this 
situation vote and possibly could be a benefit as being part of 
the rehabilitative process. 
 Therefore, I think as a matter of bad public policy, we should 
vote “no” on the Barrar amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia 
County, Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. Thomas, you are recognized to speak on the amendment. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
indicates that he is willing to stand for interrogation. You may 
proceed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, are you familiar with the NAACP (National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored People) v. attorney 
Michael Fisher in a 2000 Pennsylvania State Supreme Court 
decision? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Is that the Mixon case? 
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Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes. 
 Mr. THOMAS. How does your amendment sit with the 
court’s decision? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I think the distinction was that in one case 
the person was registered to vote before they went to jail. In the 
other case there was a decision made between a person 
registering after they got out of jail. My bill does not make that 
distinction. The court felt that that was an irrational distinction 
and ruled on that, if I am explaining it properly to you. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Well, the issue, as I understand it, was 
whether or not a convicted felon could be determined ineligible 
to vote. That was the issue that the NAACP, Philadelphia 
chapter, brought before the court. 
 Mr. BARRAR. That was not the case. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Okay. But you are familiar with that case, 
NAACP v. Michael Fisher, Attorney General, and the  
Attorney General at the time, in November of 2000, October of 
2000, had an opportunity to appeal the decision but refused to 
appeal. 
 Mr. BARRAR. I am sorry. Could you repeat that? 
 Mr. THOMAS. The Attorney General, Michael Fisher, at the 
time, in October of 2000, had an opportunity to appeal the State 
Supreme Court’s decision but refused to appeal and chose to let 
that decision stand, and that decision challenged a law that we 
passed during the motor-voter discussion which ran to whether 
or not convicted felons could participate and could vote. 
 Mr. BARRAR. What is the question there? It was sort of a 
comment. 
 Mr. THOMAS. My question is, how does your amendment 
sit with that decision of the State Supreme Court? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Okay. My understanding is that they 
supported it without giving an opinion on it. 
 Mr. THOMAS. They supported what? 
 Mr. BARRAR. They supported the Commonwealth Court’s 
decision without giving an opinion on it. 
 Mr. THOMAS. So they supported, they upheld the lower 
court’s decision to overturn that part of the Pennsylvania 
Election Code— 
 Mr. BARRAR. Right. 
 Mr. THOMAS.  —which precluded convicted felons from 
being able to vote. 
 Mr. BARRAR. It distinguished between registered and 
unregistered felons. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, are convicted felons unable to buy property in 
Pennsylvania? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Are they unable to buy property in 
Pennsylvania? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Yes. 
 Mr. BARRAR. You know the answer to that, and you are 
asking a question that would be in violation of the House rules. 
 Mr. THOMAS. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not know the answer, 
and I am curious. So trust me. I am not attempting to mislead 
you. I do not know the answer and— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend for 
a moment, please. 
 Mr. Thomas, your line of questioning should be focused on 
the amendment. Whether or not you know the answer to that 
previous question is moot in the sense that the Speaker would 
want you to direct your interrogation to the amendment and how 
it affects the voting ability of convicted felons, not whether or 

not they own property. That is not an issue at stake here. Please 
confine your remarks to the amendment that is being discussed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, within the context of your amendment, are 
convicted felons ineligible to get a driver’s license? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Okay. Mr. Speaker, if I may, can I go back 
and answer one of the other questions. It says here, “Although a 
state may not only disenfranchise all convicted felons it may 
also distinguish among them, but the distinction must be…that 
it is rationally related to a legitimate state interest.” 
 Mr. THOMAS. But, Mr. Speaker— 
 Mr. BARRAR. And that was out of Mixon. 
 Mr. THOMAS. as a matter of law, in fact the court struck 
down Pennsylvania’s section of the Election Code which 
restricted convicted felons from being able to vote. Is that 
correct?  
 Mr. BARRAR. But it says, if I am correct, it says we can put 
reasonable restrictions in place. 
 Mr. THOMAS. And, Mr. Speaker, what is the relationship 
between your amendment and a rational basis? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The difference between my amendment, my 
amendment would make it, you would lose your right to vote to 
the end of your sentence. Under my understanding of the case 
before Mixon, you lost your voting rights for 5 years even if it 
surpassed your maximum sentence. Under this amendment, 
your rights to vote are automatically reinstated at the period 
ending when your sentence has ended. 
 Mr. THOMAS. So, Mr. Speaker, your amendment It is 
my understanding that there are about 35,000 people in 
Pennsylvania in State correctional institutions. So your 
amendment in effect would preclude 30,000-plus people from 
being able to vote now during their incarceration and following 
the maximum of their sentence if they ever get out. Is that 
correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. That is correct. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, what do you think would be the 
net effect of that kind of situation? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I am not sure. What do you mean by the  
net effect? I think the goal here is, basically what we are doing, 
we are saying to a convicted felon that you will be 
disenfranchised from voting until the end, until you have 
completed the sentence imposed upon you by a judge. It is very 
simple. I think the majority of Pennsylvanians support the 
concept that when you go to prison, you lose more rights than 
just the right to travel around the State freely, and I think, you 
know, we have seen in other States and it has been upheld by 
the Constitution that we have a right to put reasonable 
restrictions on the voting rights of felons. 
 Mr. THOMAS. But, Mr. Speaker, I thought that the  
Voting Rights Act, which has been subsequently adopted by 
Pennsylvania’s Constitution, I thought that the Voting Rights 
Act ran to circumstances, not status. There is nothing in the 
Voting Rights Act that I can recall, and maybe you can help me, 
that the Voting Rights Act—  And I use as an example, at  
one time in this country women could not vote. They could not 
vote because of their status, their gender, not— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
 Have you crossed over the line to debating on the 
amendment, Mr. Thomas? It seems apparent that— 
 Mr. THOMAS. I might have, and if I have, I step back, and 
let me— 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Have you ended your 
interrogation? 
 Mr. THOMAS. No. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Excuse me? 
 Mr. THOMAS. No, I have not. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Thomas, then the Chair 
would admonish you to make sure that your questioning is 
indeed questioning, because from here it sounds like you are 
debating the gentleman, the maker of the amendment. If you 
wish to ask questions that need a specific answer, that is fine, 
but it would appear that you are beginning to debate the issue, 
which is fine if you want to do that, but allow the Chair to know 
that you have finished your interrogation before you begin to 
debate. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, how does your amendment sit with the  
Voting Rights Act, particularly section 5? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Dealing with a court case mentioned earlier 
by the minority whip, that in Johnson v. the State of Florida –
okay? – it says here that the court rejected, clearly rejected the 
challenge of the constitutional provision which disqualified 
felons from voting until their civil rights were restored. I think 
that is where it sits. The courts have upheld the rights of States 
to restrict voting rights of convicted felons. So many States 
already participate in this. So I think if there was a problem 
here, a constitutional problem, we would have heard about it 
from the courts already. 
 Mr. THOMAS. So, Mr. Speaker, within the context of your 
amendment, those individuals who are currently incarcerated in 
Pennsylvania State correctional institutions who are able to 
register and vote from those institutions, they would no longer 
be able to do that if your amendment became law. Is that 
correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Currently a convicted felon incarcerated in a 
correctional institution may not vote under any circumstances. 
One provision of the law allows, actually allows a convicted 
felon under house arrest to have full voting rights, which I think 
is, again, a contradiction in the law. If you are convicted of a 
felony, if you are incarcerated in your home or you are 
incarcerated in a correctional institute, you still should lose your 
right to vote. This amendment will clear that up. But what it 
does, if you serve 5 years in prison, you have a 10-year sentence 
and you serve 5 years in prison and then you have 5 years of 
parole, your voting rights are not reinstated until you have 
finished the maximum sentence imposed by the judge, which 
would be the 10 years. 
 Mr. THOMAS. So, Mr. Speaker, if I understand your 
amendment correctly, you can be convicted of a felony, 
sentenced to 5 to 10, referred to a community corrections 
facility in 3. Would your amendment then preclude that person 
from being able to vote for what? From at the point that they 
entered a community corrections facility or from the time that 
the maximum sentence has been served? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Right. For 10 years. If you are in a 
community correctional facility, if you are in a halfway house, 
if you are under parole, you are still under your sentence, are 
you not? Are you still not bound by the 10-year sentence? If you 
violate that parole, you are immediately taken back to prison. 
You are still under the confines of that 10-year maximum 
sentence that you were sentenced to. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Yes, but it is my understanding, and help me 
if I am wrong, that State correctional institutions, 

superintendents of State correctional institutions coupled with 
the Parole Board that we put in place are able to make decisions 
based on good behavior, minimum sentence served, and some 
other factors which might lead to an individual reentering 
society prior to their maximum sentence, prior to the duration of 
their maximum sentence. And so, Mr. Speaker, my question  
is, how would your amendment impact an independent  
Parole Board or impact a decision made by a superintendent of 
one of our State correctional institutions? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I think on this one, again you have to go with 
the judge and use the maximum sentence that is handed down as 
the benchmark of when the voting restoration rights would take 
place, would be in effect again. 
 Mr. THOMAS. So it is a fact that if your amendment 
becomes law, we have effectively tied the hands of our  
Parole Board and superintendents of our State correctional 
institutions? 
 Mr. BARRAR. They do not look at this issue. They look at 
jail time served. Okay? They look at whether the person should 
be paroled. I do not see where the two – okay? – where the one 
affects the other. I think you are clouding the issue here. The 
Parole Board does not decide. I mean, the decision made by the 
Parole Board is whether they end the period of incarceration.  
It does not end the period of their sentence, does it? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am trying to find out.  
It has been my understanding that once you enter a State 
correctional institution, your sentence, that State correctional 
institution coupled with the Parole Board has the authority to 
determine whether or not you served that maximum sentence or 
whether you served something lesser than that, but at the end of 
the day, the issue is always reentry into society and at what 
point would that occur. And my question again is, how does 
your amendment, the tenets of your amendment, affect 
decisions made by the Pennsylvania Parole Board and 
superintendents of our State correctional institutions? 
 Mr. BARRAR. It has absolutely no effect on their decision. 
 Mr. THOMAS. So then, Mr. Speaker, if the superintendent 
of Camp Hill coupled with the Parole Board decides that a 
convicted felon, even though a court has said that that convicted 
felon should serve 10 years, they decide that they should only 
serve 3 years based on some other factors, then your 
amendment would not affect that in any way, that decision? 
 Mr. BARRAR. No. No; it has no effect on it. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Okay. So then a convicted— 
 Mr. BARRAR. We are talking only about the restriction on 
their voting rights. I think if a person, if I am wrong, if a person 
who is convicted is on parole, they still lose certain rights. They 
have lost the right of freedom of travel, have they not? They 
cannot move about as freely as they could if they were not on 
parole. That ends at the end of their parole, does it not? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Yes, but, Mr. Speaker, I am trying to resolve 
this question between your amendment talks about maximum 
sentence and our criminal justice system talks about 
intervention by parole boards and superintendents of State 
correctional institutions. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
 Mr. Thomas, you have asked that same question from four 
different angles at this point. Mr. Barrar has answered your 
question four different times exactly the same. You keep 
repeating the same question with a few different words, but it is 
the same question. Now, Mr. Thomas, you are abusing the right 
of interrogation. You need to ask questions that you have not 
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asked already. You need to ask questions that Mr. Barrar can 
answer specifically, and if you wish to debate the bill, that is 
fine, but you need to end your interrogation, which is what you 
have been doing. Please remember the purpose of interrogation 
is to find out things about the amendment that you do not know, 
not to repeatedly ask the same question for effect or to get the 
same answer repeatedly. 
 Now, the Chair has warned the gentleman three times. If he 
continues to abuse the privilege of interrogation, he will be cut 
off. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I respect the position that you 
hold, and it is my understanding that in interrogation if I ask a 
question where I do not receive a specific answer, I am entitled 
to ask that question again. Is that correct? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. And I would agree with you, 
except I have been listening to the debate, and Mr. Barrar has 
answered the question specifically four times. The question was 
whether or not his amendment had anything to do with parole 
considerations. He repeatedly said no in very clear language, 
and so your question has been answered. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, let me conclude my 
interrogation, and I appreciate your assistance to the speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, amendment 1980 must be rejected out of hand. 
Mr. Speaker, one of the most important—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Thomas, are you now 
speaking on the amendment? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I indicated that I concluded my 
interrogation of the speaker, I thanked you for your support of 
the speaker, and I went on to speak on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is fine. I was not clear that 
you had ended your interrogation. 
 The gentleman has ended his interrogation and is now 
speaking on the amendment. You may proceed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, amendment 1980 must be rejected. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am extremely troubled that in 2005 we are 
prepared to cut off a fundamental right to a class of individuals 
whom we have not denied their privilege to drive, we have not 
denied their ability to get a check, we have not denied their 
ability to access health care, we have not denied their ability to 
buy property, we have not denied their ability to buy anything 
else that they want, but we are standing here today attempting to 
say to 12.5 million people in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania that there is something fundamentally wrong with 
a convicted felon being able to vote or not. Hear that again, that 
there is something wrong with a convicted felon being able to 
vote; not being able to live in certain communities, not being 
able to buy property, not being able to engage in employment, 
but the right to vote. 
 Mr. Speaker, this sounds like the suffrage laws which said 
that women, because of their status, could not vote. This sounds 
like laws that said that because you are Black, you cannot vote. 
This sounds like laws which said that because you are illiterate, 
you cannot vote. This sounds like a time in our country when 
we had laws that said that if you are not a property owner, you 
cannot vote. This sounds like a time in our country when we 
said that because you are not of an economic ilk, you cannot 
vote. 
 Mr. Speaker, where are we going and where do we want to 
end up, because, Mr. Speaker, we are talking about access to a 
right that people have died to make possible. Nelson Mandela 
stayed in prison for 26 years; 26 years he stayed in prison, came 

out, and was able to become President of South Africa. But, 
Mr. Speaker, if we had not used our economic influence, if we 
had not used our international friends to change the climate of 
South Africa, Nelson Mandela would still either be in jail or be 
unable to participate in steps towards the democratization of 
South Africa. 
 Mr. Speaker, Sandra Day O’Connor would not be a member 
of the United States Supreme Court if this amendment was in 
place years ago. Mr. Speaker, we would not have the stellar 
women that participate in this legislative process if this 
amendment becomes law, because, Mr. Speaker, from the 
beginning of time until now, the question of who is able to 
participate has always been about one’s status, not one’s 
conduct. 
 And so, Mr. Speaker, again in 2005 we are attempting to 
promote a legislative prescription that runs to the status of an 
individual and not to whether or not that individual has a right 
to participate. Mr. Speaker, it is wrong; it is wrong; it is wrong, 
and just as the Pennsylvania State Supreme Court in October of 
2000 struck down a lifetime ban on convicted felons being able 
to vote, the court will strike this down. The court will strike this 
down. The court will strike down whether or not you have got a 
blue or black pen. The court will strike down whether or not 
you have got a photo ID. The court is going to strike this down. 
I promise you that as I stand here today. 
 Mr. Speaker, as lawmakers of this august body, we should be 
talking about raising the minimum wage. We should be talking 
about health care for people who need it. We should be talking 
about quality education for children all across Pennsylvania. We 
should not be talking about, we should not be talking about 
denying an individual access to the electoral process based on 
their status. 
 We are all human beings. God made all of us in the same 
light. Why is it that we now have to take time out to deny 
somebody an opportunity to participate in one of the most 
sacred processes in this country because of their status, because 
of their status, not their crime, not their crime, but because of 
their status as a convicted felon? 
 Mr. Speaker, this has got to stop. It has got to stop. The 
people demand that it stops. We can stop it today by voting 
“no” on amendment 1980. 
 Thank you. 

FORMER MEMBER WELCOMED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair takes a short pause 
in the action here to welcome a former member of the House of 
Representatives, Mr. John Cordisco, who is the guest of 
Representatives Corrigan and Melio, here today. He is now the 
chairman of the Democratic Party in Bucks County.  
Mr. Cordisco, welcome back. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. McNaughton.  
 Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Barrar amendment. 
 I actually rise because I am absolutely appalled that people 
get up in this House chamber and will use the phrases 
“convicted felon” and “model citizen” in the same sentence. 
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That is absolutely offensive to me. I cannot believe that people 
get up in this chamber and have the audacity to try to tell me 
that a convicted felon is equivalent to a woman’s right to vote or 
a woman to participate in the legislative process. I am 
absolutely incredulous that you are trying to tell me that a 
convicted felon who loses his gun for life, who cannot serve in 
this august body, should have the right to vote upon leaving a 
jail sentence. Where is the incredulity for the victims of the 
crime of the convicted felon? Where are the statements and the 
support for a society as a whole that these convicted felons have 
violated to the core of our justice system? And you are trying to 
tell me, because we want a man or a woman to serve out their 
entire sentence, the right to not be able to vote for their entire 
sentence, we want them to be punished to the end of their 
sentence, that is wrong? 
 I am absolutely appalled at this body today that they have the 
audacity to stand up here and try to make such nonintelligent 
arguments here. I am offended, and I ask for support of the 
Barrar amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Kirkland. 
 Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, may I have a brief interrogation of the maker of 
the amendment?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
indicates he is willing to stand for interrogation. You may 
proceed. 
 Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, is there a fiscal note connected to this 
amendment? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, there is, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. KIRKLAND. And what would that cost be, Mr. Speaker, 
to the Commonwealth? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, this amendment will have no 
fiscal impact on the Commonwealth funds. 
 Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 
 Mr. KIRKLAND. Mr. Speaker, this is a very troubling piece 
of legislation, this amendment. Maybe the members have 
forgotten, Mr. Speaker, a few short moments in time ago 
members of this very body who were convicted were able to 
stand on this House floor and cast their votes. Maybe, maybe 
we have forgotten members of this House who were convicted. 
 Mr. Speaker, if you look at this thing, we are talking about at 
one point in time in our lives changing the image of 
Pennsylvania. We wanted to make Pennsylvania a more friendly 
type of Commonwealth, and in changing the image of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, we even took the term “prison 
industry” and reshaped and renamed our facilities now to call 
them correctional facilities – correctional facilities. Now, my 
understanding of a correctional facility, Mr. Speaker, is a 
facility that takes a person who has committed a crime, 
reformed that individual, and corrected that behavior, but made 
a very serious attempt to correct that behavior, and now that 
their behavior is corrected be able to send them back into 
society and be a productive member of society. Now that that 
behavior is corrected, they are able to go back into society, and 
even though they are a felon or former felon, they are able to 
purchase a home and pay taxes. But with this amendment,  

they are able to purchase a home and pay taxes but they cannot 
vote. In fact, they have been corrected, their lives have been 
changed in a positive way because of these correctional 
facilities, and now they are able to go back and maybe not 
purchase a home but maybe rent an apartment – rent an 
apartment; pay rent – but with this amendment, they cannot 
vote. They are instructed to go back into society, obey the laws 
of society, but with this amendment are unable to vote for the 
lawmaker of their choice. Mr. Speaker, this is wrong. We 
should be about encouraging folks, encouraging persons to vote, 
not discouraging folks to vote, Mr. Speaker. 
 We have an opportunity today to do the right thing, and that 
is to vote against the Barrar amendment. Mr. Speaker, we do a 
lot of things here in the House, and folks come out and we have 
constituencies that come out and they vote for us, for the 
individual of their choice, and, Mr. Speaker, we should not deny 
that right to anyone. Yes, they are incarcerated, but I think what 
the maker of the amendment failed to realize is that some folks 
who are convicted and convicted of a crime are wrongfully 
convicted, and they have spent a lot of time behind prison walls 
being wrongfully convicted, and even if they are let out of jail, 
if they have a 10-year term and they are let out of jail in 5 years 
and they are paroled for the next 5, wrongfully convicted, they 
are still paying the price. Mr. Speaker, this is not the way we 
should be going here in Pennsylvania. 
 We talk about changing our image. If we are not going to 
change our image, then change the name from correctional 
facility; change it back to prison. Change it back to warehousing 
of people. Change it back. But if we are going to do the right 
thing and we talk about correcting people’s lives, this is not how 
we correct people’s lives. This is a way of discouraging people. 
This is a way of causing people further emotional damage, 
spiritual damage, and even economic damage. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am asking my colleagues on both sides to 
keep the image of Pennsylvania positive and vote “no” on the 
Barrar amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Elk County,  
Mr. Surra. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the gentleman please stand for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he is 
willing to do so. You may proceed. 
 Mr. SURRA. And I am going to try to get through this 
quickly. I am trying to get an understanding for what you are 
trying to do. Let us say there is a penalty, a penalty phase of  
10 to 20 years, and an individual is sentenced for 15 years. You 
are not saying that they cannot vote for that 20-year period, just 
the period that they are sentenced, up to 15. 
 Mr. BARRAR. If the maximum sentence imposed by the 
judge is 20 years, the convicted felon would lose their right to 
vote for 20 years. It is that simple. 
 Mr. SURRA. No—  That is where I am not clear. The 
penalty could be 10 to 20. The judge imposed 15 years. After 
serving those 15 years— 
 Mr. BARRAR. It is what the judge imposes. 
 Mr. SURRA. Okay. 
 Mr. BARRAR. It is very clear in the amendment. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you. And then if he would have been 
released after 12 years for good behavior, he still would have to 
wait 3 years before— 
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Mr. BARRAR. He would have 3 years of parole to do, most 
likely—

Mr. SURRA. Thank you. 
 Mr. BARRAR. —and his voting rights then would be 
automatically reinstated. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, and I was not clear on that. 
 Hypothetically, an individual is convicted on October 15, 
and he is not sentenced until the end of November. Could that 
individual vote in the November election? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The disenfranchisement starts when the 
judge renders his sentence. So immediately upon sentencing, he 
would lose his right to vote. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you very much. 
 He is sentenced November 30. He immediately appeals that 
sentence, and the appeal goes on into the next summer. Could 
he vote in the primary election? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The sentence begins when the judge renders 
it, so I would think that it would start at that point, when the 
judge pronounced his sentence. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you very much. 
 On page 2 of the amendment, if you could clarify for me,  
I understand where we are trying to keep felons that are 
convicted in Pennsylvania, other States in the United States, 
Puerto Rico, and Washington, DC, but it even goes so far as to 
not allow people to vote that are convicted of crimes in foreign 
nations, punishable by more than 7 years. So if I am sentenced 
in a foreign country for something for 7, 8, or 10 years and I get 
released because of diplomatic work by the United States, I will 
not be allowed to vote until that sentence is done, right? 
 Mr. BARRAR. That is right, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. SURRA. Okay. Thank you very much, and if I could 
comment. Thank you very much for your cooperation. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 
 Mr. SURRA. You know, I find myself a little uncomfortable 
here trying to possibly defend convicted felons, and my good 
friend, Mr. McNaughton, said I cannot believe what we are 
doing. But people do pay their debts to society and people make 
mistakes and are still good citizens, and I have to wonder if 
former members of this body or this General Assembly who are 
now lobbying in Harrisburg, should we allow that? Do you take 
their campaign contributions? That is okay, I guess. 
 I remember on this House floor, Mr. Speaker, when we had 
someone that was convicted, someone that was sentenced, and it 
was on appeal, and many of the people that are over here talking 
about this issue now and going to support this allowed that 
person to vote right here on this House floor on legislation 
affecting all Pennsylvanians that we all represent, but he could 
not go home under this and vote for township supervisor. 
 I am voting “no.” 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 
from Luzerne County, Ms. Mundy. 
 Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have to question our priorities here today. 
Yesterday we spent $200,000 on an amendment to this bill, 
photo ID amendment required to vote in every election, 
imposed additional duties on PENNDOT. This amendment not 
only imposes duties on the Attorney General, the Secretary of 
the Commonwealth, each correctional institution in the  
 

Commonwealth, but it also imposes duties on the district 
attorney in the counties and the election bureaus in the counties. 
 Now, the fiscal note says that there is no impact, no adverse 
fiscal impact, to the Commonwealth. I confess that I am clueless 
about how we could arrive at that given the additional duties 
imposed on individuals who work in the Commonwealth, let 
alone the unfunded mandate on the counties. But you will 
forgive my distress over this priority as a way to spend money, 
because I have a bill that aims to prevent children ever being 
involved with the judicial system, that aims to give children the 
best possible start in life, and what is the argument against 
doing that? There is no money for it. Where are our priorities? 
 This is just ridiculous: $200,000 yesterday. We are really not 
sure, because of the fiscal note, how much we are spending on 
this amendment. By the time we get done with this bill, we 
could have funded my program to keep kids away from the 
judicial system, the prison system, five times over. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the lady suspend. 
 Please keep your remarks focused on the bill at hand. We 
understand you have wonderful legislation that might do some 
other things, but you are getting astray from the subject of this 
amendment. 
 Ms. MUNDY. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully disagree. My point 
is that we are spending money on things—  I have no passion 
for allowing convicted felons to vote. I could care less, 
honestly. I cannot imagine that many of them do or want to. So 
how much money are we going to be spending with this 
amendment and the one yesterday to keep two convicted felons 
in Pennsylvania from voting? 
 I question the priorities that are being put forth here today, 
and I think that we should devote our budget dollars in other 
directions that would be more productive. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady and 
recognizes the gentleman from Tioga County, Mr. Baker. 
 Mr. BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your patience and 
perseverance and indulgence, and that of Clancy and Freddy, 
too. 
 I rise to strongly support amendment 1980. An article in the 
April 29 edition of the Washington Post reports the following, 
and I quote: “Most states automatically restore voting rights to 
felons once they have completed their sentence, paid fines  
and made restitution.…” This is according to the National 
Conference of State Legislatures in Denver. This amendment 
clearly takes Pennsylvania out of the felon-friendly category 
and places us in the mainstream of American States. 
 This issue is quite simple and very basic for the members to 
vote on. If you feel that a convicted and unrehabilitated rapist, 
robber, and murderer should be given the right to cancel out the 
vote of a law-abiding crime victim at primaries and elections, 
vote against the amendment. If you feel that it is appropriate for 
Pennsylvania to follow the lead of most States in this country by 
prohibiting felons from voting before their sentence expires, 
vote in favor of this amendment. I know what the majority of 
my constituents want me to do, and I sure hope that you will 
join me in supporting strongly this amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, for the second time,  
Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise for the purpose of making a motion. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please state 
his motion. 
 Mr. VITALI. I move that this amendment be held 
unconstitutional because of a violation of Article I, section 9,  
of the U.S. Constitution and the Pennsylvania Constitution, 
section 19, which relates to ex post facto legislation. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, 
raises a point of order that the amendment No. 1980 is 
unconstitutional. 
 The Speaker, under rule 4, is required to submit questions 
affecting the constitutionality of an amendment to the House for 
their decision, which the Chair now does. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the 
amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. My concern with this legislation is this: 
Assuming this amendment is signed into law next month and 
assuming you have someone convicted right now in jail 
scheduled to get out in a couple of weeks, that person could 
participate in the November election now. If this were passed, 
we would be going back and imposing an additional punishment 
on that person by taking away his right to vote in that November 
election. So we are actually going back in time and serving an 
additional punishment on someone. That is why I believe it is a 
violation of the ex post facto provisions of our Constitutions. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Barrar. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, can I interrogate the maker of 
this motion? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, 
agrees to interrogation, and you may do so. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, would you agree then that 
under the same argument you are using, you would argue  
then that the gun restrictions that we place on the  
Second Amendment of a convicted felon are also 
unconstitutional? 
 Mr. VITALI. I do not have a position on those gun 
restrictions. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Well, I think you should. If you are going to 
make a motion and criticize, you should have a position on that. 
It is the same concept. We suspend forever the right of a 
convicted felon—

Mr. VITALI. I very well may, should— 
 Mr. BARRAR. —to have any Second Amendment rights. 
 Mr. VITALI. —but I simply do not have a position on that, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, the 
gentleman— 
 In the first place, Mr. Barrar was asking a question and  
you began to answer the question before he was done asking it. 
Mr. Vitali, please wait for the answer. If I feel that the question 

by Mr. Barrar is inappropriate, I will interrupt him and let him 
know that as well. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, you may continue with your 
questioning. 
 Mr. BARRAR. I was just trying to find out if the maker of 
the motion felt the same way about the restrictions that we put 
on a person’s right to own a gun after being released, any 
Second Amendment rights that a person would have after being 
released from a correctional facility after their sentence is 
completed. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. And I understand that is where 
you are going, and I probably would have stopped you from 
continuing that line of questioning. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Sorry. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. So you are able to ask the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali, questions about the amendment and the 
reasons why he wants it to be declared unconstitutional. You are 
not allowed to question him about his motivations or feelings on 
things that are not related to the subject at hand. Are you going 
to continue your interrogation, Mr. Barrar? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Could I ask it in the sense, does he feel the 
same constitutional principle applies? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Barrar, answer my 
question first. Do you wish to continue your interrogation? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, I do. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it is usually not the 
function of the Speaker to decide whether or not your question 
is appropriate; it is the function of the Speaker to interrupt you 
when it is found to be inappropriate. So I am asking you to go 
ahead and interrogate Mr. Vitali, but if the Speaker finds that 
your questioning is inappropriate, I will interrupt and ask you to 
discontinue that line of questioning. 
 Mr. BARRAR. I am trying to find out, Mr. Speaker, if the 
maker of the motion feels the same constitutional principle 
applies in this case as it would in a gun ownership case. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are asking the same 
question, and I would tell you that is an inappropriate question. 
 Mr. BARRAR. That is the only question I have. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did you wish to comment on 
the motion of constitutionality? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, I feel that according to the 
Pennsylvania Constitution and the U.S. Constitution, they have 
upheld constantly the rights of the legislature to put restrictions 
on voting rights of convicted felons. There has not been a  
U.S. Supreme Court case that has overturned it, and I would ask 
the members to vote this as a constitutional amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia 
County, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, one has to look at the history of legislation in 
this area. There are two waves of passage of this legislation. 
The first wave was in the 1800s shortly before and shortly after 
the slaves were freed. The second wave was in recent years, and 
there has been very little time for the legislation in recent years 
to be litigated. The opinions of the courts in the immediate 
proslavery was somewhat different from the opinions of the 
courts today. 
 I believe that there is an excellent chance that the court could 
decide this is an ex post facto law. We are clearly setting forth 
penalties not only on people convicted of crimes in 
Pennsylvania but people convicted of crimes in every State in 
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the nation regardless of the qualifications or background of the 
judges. We are adding penalties for crimes committed in foreign 
countries, crimes allegedly committed in foreign countries. 
 This is a very, very sweeping amendment that we are 
making. This amends a fundamental right. The opinion as to 
whether gun ownership is a fundamental right of the courts is 
somewhat different from the opinion of the most ardent 
advocates of the Second Amendment, and certainly anybody 
who wants bans on gun owners to be overturned because  
gun owners have committed a crime ought to vote this is not 
constitutional. If people believe that it should be 
unconstitutional to vote for us to add additional crimes, add 
additional penalties on gun owners who have committed crimes, 
then they ought to vote “no” in support of Mr. Vitali’s position 
on this amendment. I think that the issues are distinguishable, 
but if they are not distinguishable, you know, then the  
gun owners and their advocates ought to support this 
amendment. 
 The ex post facto provisions of the Pennsylvania and Federal 
Constitutions were put in in the interest of fairness. The framers 
of both the Pennsylvania and U.S. Constitutions felt that there 
had to be some protections for people who are convicted of 
crimes. Just because someone is convicted of a crime does not 
mean that that person is dirt. Just because someone has been 
convicted of a crime does not mean that person is an animal.  
A person who is convicted of a crime is not a subhuman, he is 
not a monster; he is a human being, and when we start acting as 
though there are some people whom we can remove the status 
of human being from, we are making a very serious mistake. 
 I strongly urge that we support Mr. Vitali’s position and hold 
this amendment to be unconstitutional. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those voting “aye” will vote— 
 Representative DeWeese, are you seeking recognition? Are 
you seeking recognition, Representative DeWeese? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Not on constitutionality. I am sorry, 
Mr. Speaker. I deferred to Mr. Cohen on constitutionality. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Okay. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those voting “aye” will be 
voting to declare the amendment to be constitutional. Those 
voting “no” will declare that the amendment is unconstitutional. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the 
amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–134 
 
Adolph Fleagle Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Flick Maher Ruffing 
Argall Forcier Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Gabig Major Samuelson 
Baker Gannon Marsico Saylor 
Baldwin Geist McCall Scavello 
Barrar George McGeehan Schroder 
Bastian Gergely McGill Semmel 
Belfanti Gillespie McIlhattan Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gingrich McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Godshall McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Blaum Good Metcalfe Sonney 
Boyd Goodman Micozzie Staback 
 

Bunt Grell Millard Stairs 
Cappelli Grucela Miller, R. Steil 
Casorio Habay Miller, S. Stern 
Civera Haluska Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Clymer Harhart Nailor Stevenson, T. 
Cornell Harper Nickol Tangretti 
Corrigan Harris O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Crahalla Hasay O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Creighton Herman Payne Tigue 
Daley Hershey Petrarca True 
Dally Hess Petri Turzai 
DeLuca Hickernell Phillips Wansacz 
Denlinger Hutchinson Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Kauffman Pyle Wilt 
Diven Keller, M. Quigley Wojnaroski 
Eachus Kenney Rapp Wright 
Ellis Killion Raymond Yewcic 
Evans, J. Kotik Reed Zug 
Fairchild Leach Reichley 
Feese Leh Rohrer Perzel, 
Fichter Lescovitz Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–60 
 
Bebko-Jones Evans, D. Manderino Santoni 
Belardi Fabrizio Mann Shaner 
Biancucci Frankel Markosek Siptroth 
Bishop Freeman Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Gerber Mundy Stetler 
Butkovitz Gruitza Myers Sturla 
Buxton Hanna Oliver Surra 
Caltagirone Harhai Petrone Thomas 
Cawley James Pistella Veon 
Cohen Josephs Preston Vitali 
Costa Keller, W. Ramaley Waters 
Curry Kirkland Readshaw Wheatley 
Dermody LaGrotta Roberts Williams 
DeWeese Lederer Roebuck Youngblood 
Donatucci Levdansky Rooney Yudichak 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of 
the amendment was sustained. 

URBAN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Taylor, for the purpose of a committee 
announcement. 
 Mr. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, at the break the House Urban Affairs 
Committee will meet at the rear of the hall of the House; at the 
break, please. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Urban Affairs Committee 
will meet at the rear of the hall of the House at the break. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Feese, for the purpose of an announcement. 
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Mr. FEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, at the break the House Appropriations 
Committee will meet immediately in the House Appropriations 
conference room. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the break Appropriations 
will meet immediately in the House Appropriations conference 
room. 

STATE GOVERNMENT 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Clymer, for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, at the call of the Chair, the State Government 
Committee will meet in the rear of the hall. That is at the call of 
the Chair. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 At the call of the Chair, the State Government Committee 
will meet in the rear of the hall. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Geist, for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just a question. What time are we going to be returning? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. At 2:30. 
 Mr. GEIST. I am sorry; I could not hear you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. 2:30. 
 Mr. GEIST. 2:30. I would like to make a committee 
announcement then, please. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Excuse me. Would you repeat 
that? 
 Mr. GEIST. I would like to make a committee 
announcement, please. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you. 
 The House Transportation Committee will meet at 1:30 in 
room 39, East Wing. The House Transportation Committee, 
1:30, in room 39, East Wing. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Transportation Committee 
will meet at 1:30 in room 39, East Wing. 

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Stairs, for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. STAIRS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 An announcement for the Education Committee. We will 
meet at 1 o’clock in room 60 at the break. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 The Education Committee will meet at 1 o’clock in room 60 
at the break. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, there will be formal and informal discussions 
of the Democratic Caucus immediately upon the call of the 
recess. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady, 
Mrs. Taylor, from Chester County. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, there will be a Republican 
caucus at the recess immediately following this caucus. There 
will be a Republican caucus, informal, and then a short, a very 
short formal caucus at 2 o’clock. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 

COMMITTEE MEETING CANCELED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Hasay, for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. HASAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the House Commerce Committee meeting 
scheduled for today has been canceled. We will try to do it and 
include it in the remainder of the week, Mr. Speaker. So the 
House Commerce Committee, because of some research that 
needs to be done on some of the bills, on two of the bills, it has 
been postponed, hopefully until tomorrow, so we can get the 
results and some of the problems resolved. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any other members wishing to 
make an announcement? 
 If not, the House will stand in recess until 2:30 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 

THE SPEAKER (JOHN M. PERZEL) 
PRESIDING 

 
BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 

CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 
RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 106, PN 2360 (Amended)   By Rep. LEH 
 

An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P.L.853, No.155), 
known as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for 
subjects of taxation enumerated and for exemptions from taxation.  
 

FINANCE. 
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HB 237, PN 2361 (Amended)   By Rep. LEH 
 

An Act amending the act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257, 
No.511), known as The Local Tax Enabling Act, further providing for 
the levying, assessment and collection of the municipal services tax; 
providing for an additional restriction on amusement or admissions tax; 
further providing for the applicability of petitions under the act of  
July 10, 1987 (P.L.246, No.47), known as the Municipalities Financial 
Recovery Act; making a related repeal; and making editorial changes.  
 

FINANCE. 
 

HB 958, PN 1093 By Rep. LEH 
 

An Act amending the act of June 22, 2001 (P.L.374, No.24), 
known as the Optional Occupation Tax Elimination Act, further 
prohibiting occupation tax.  
 

FINANCE. 
 

HB 1652, PN 2079 By Rep. J. TAYLOR 
 

An Act amending Title 64 (Public Authorities and Quasi-Public 
Corporations) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further 
providing for governing board; and providing for regional 
transportation authorities.  
 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 
 

HB 1687, PN 2183 By Rep. LEH 
 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for exclusion from 
the sales tax.  
 

FINANCE. 
 

HB 1788, PN 2326 By Rep. LEH 
 

An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P.L.1050, No.394), 
known as the Local Tax Collection Law, further providing for title of 
act and for installment payment of taxes; authorizing monthly 
installment payment of school taxes and payment of school property 
tax increases to certain claimants who occupy homesteads; and 
providing for the powers and duties of the Department of Revenue.  
 

FINANCE. 
 

HB 1797, PN 2339 By Rep. CLYMER 
 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), 
known as The Administrative Code of 1929, providing for the Board of 
Commissioners on Uniform State Laws; and making a related repeal.  
 

STATE GOVERNMENT. 
 

HB 1802, PN 2340 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act amending the act of February 9, 1999 (P.L.1, No.1), 
known as the Capital Facilities Debt Enabling Act, further providing 
for procedures for capital budget bill and debt-authorizing legislation.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 983, PN 1960 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 
as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing, in film production 
tax credit, for the definitions of “department,” “film,” “pass-through 
entity,” “Pennsylvania production expense” and “production expense”; 
providing, in film production tax credit, for the definition of  
“start date”; further providing, in film production tax credit, for credit 
for qualified film production expenses; providing for film production 
tax credits; further providing, in film production tax credit,  
for carryover and refund of credits, for limitation on credits, for  
pass-through entity, for report to General Assembly and for 
termination; imposing penalties; and providing for findings and 
declarations.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 1049, PN 1959 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act amending the act of June 19, 1931 (P.L.589, No.202), 
referred to as the Barbers’ License Law, further providing for licensing 
requirements.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 1118, PN 1324 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for suspension of operating 
privilege.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 1377, PN 2304 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act amending the act of June 18, 1998 (P.L.655, No.85), 
known as the Boiler and Unfired Pressure Vessel Law, defining  
“water heating appliance”; and further providing for interpretation.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 1509, PN 1843 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to F & L Group, Inc., an 
access and utility easement across certain lands situate in the 
Hempfield Township, Westmoreland County.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

HB 1745, PN 2307 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to convey tracts of land 
and buildings, consisting of a portion of the former Laurelton Center, 
located in Hartley Township, Union County, Pennsylvania; and making 
a related repeal.  
 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

SB 147, PN 132 By Rep. FEESE 
 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 
known as the Public School Code of 1949, providing for technical 
assistance and information provided by department.  
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APPROPRIATIONS. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 457, PN 900 By Rep. J. TAYLOR 
 

An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), 
known as The Third Class City Code, further providing for 
beneficiaries of fund not to be employed by the city; and providing for 
beneficiaries serving in elective office.  
 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JERRY BIRMELIN) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is requesting that  
the gentleman, Mr. Feese, come to the Speaker’s desk. The 
gentleman, Mr. Feese, please come to the Speaker’s desk. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to the active 
calendar. 
 Before the luncheon break, we were debating amendment 
No. 1980 to HB 1318. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next speaker to be 
recognized to speak on the amendment is the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen. Mr. Cohen, for the second 
time. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, a staff member of mine, Dan Ocko, recently 
gave me a newspaper story from Reuters for June 7, 2005. The 
story is entitled “Spanish judge wants to question U.S. troops 
Iraq.” It is written by a reporter named Daniel Trotta. 
 The story is, “A Spanish judge wants to question three 
American soldiers as suspects in the death of a Spanish 
cameraman who was killed when a U.S. tank fired on a hotel 
housing foreign journalists during the 2003 assault on Baghdad. 
 “The Pentagon has exonerated the U.S. soldiers from any 
blame, but High Court Judge Santiago Pedraz wants to question 
the three who were in the tank, a court official said on Tuesday. 
 “ ‘It would be a very, very cold day in hell before that would 
ever happen,’ said a State Department official, who asked not to 
be named. ‘I just cannot imagine how any U.S. soldier can be 
subject to some kind of foreign proceeding for criminal liability 
when he is in a tank in a war zone as part of an international 
coalition.’… 
 “The Spanish court would have jurisdiction only over the 
death of the Spanish citizen. 
 “The American soldiers would be questioned as suspects for 
murder and crimes against the international community, which 
carry sentences of 15 to 20 years in jail and 10 to 15 years 
respectively. 

 “Pedraz is prepared to send a request for U.S. cooperation in 
the investigation, but is still in the initial stages of the 
investigation and is several steps away from bringing charges. 
 “His investigation stems from a complaint brought by the 
slain cameraman’s family and he is willing to travel to the 
United States to take the soldiers’ statements, the court official 
said.” 
 Mr. Speaker, this is an example of how a foreign court and 
foreign prosecutors may have jurisdiction over current 
American citizens or future American citizens. 
 The Barrar amendment says that anybody shall be 
disqualified from voting if they have not served their sentence 
as prescribed by a Pennsylvania court, the court of any other 
State in the United States, or the court of any foreign country. 
We are delegating to people like Judge Pedraz in Spain, people 
like the judges in Saudi Arabia, Afghanistan, Iraq, Russia, 
Uzbekistan – you name the country – we are saying, 
Mr. Speaker, that if these judges find some person who winds 
up as a citizen in Pennsylvania guilty of any crime, that person 
cannot vote in Pennsylvania until such time has elapsed as the 
maximum sentence that that judge in a foreign country 
proclaimed. 
 We are delegating the power to determine who votes in 
Pennsylvania to thousands and thousands of judges scattered 
around the world. We are assuming the legitimacy of all 
criminal proceedings all over the world, something that the  
U.S. government does not do. People get in this country with 
foreign convictions because we doubt foreign convictions have 
validity in many cases. William Penn came to this country and 
founded Pennsylvania after he was imprisoned in England for 
the crimes of preaching the Quaker religion, for the crimes of 
not putting on a hat in court. He was sentenced to prison in 
England, and that is what led him to decide that England was 
not a tenable place for him and he was coming to Pennsylvania. 
No matter how Mickey Mouse the rulings are in foreign 
countries or in some other States, we are taking them seriously 
and we are enshrining them in the law of Pennsylvania. 
 It is, frankly, very hard for me to see how the 
constitutionality of this can be upheld. I think this is improper 
delegation of our authority to determine who is able to vote. The 
Supreme Court in Pennsylvania recently threw out a provision 
allowing the casino control commission to override local 
government zoning matters, and this also seems to be the same 
kind of improper delegation to other courts all around the 
country, and it is also a violation of equal protection. But above 
all, Mr. Speaker, it is simply bad public policy. It entangles the 
judicial system in unnecessary considerations. It bogs down the 
judiciary into questions of voting rights where they have no 
particular expertise. It likely is going to lead, in many cases, in 
one form or another of political or institutional intervention to 
protect the right to vote. This is just bad public policy as well as 
being likely to be struck down as unconstitutional when it gets 
to court, if it gets out of the House and the Senate and gets 
through the Governor’s veto. 
 I strongly urge that we vote “no” on the Barrar amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the lady from Philadelphia,  
Ms. Josephs, for the second time. The lady waives off.  
Thank you. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,  
Mr. Blackwell. 
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Mr. BLACKWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend for 
a moment, please. 
 The Chair apologizes to Mr. Blackwell. If he would just 
suspend for a minute. We have a special introduction that needs 
to be made in a timely fashion by Representative Lederer, and  
I will get back to Mr. Blackwell as soon as that announcement 
is over. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady, 
Mrs. Lederer. 
 Mrs. LEDERER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have the pleasure to introduce my cousin, Dr. Armando 
D’Antonio, visiting from Siena, Italy, along with his wife, 
Monica; mother, Mrs. Porcari; and sons Lucio and Davide. 
Lucio and Davide are guest pages here today. 
 Dr. D’Antonio is an officer in the Monte dei Paschi Bank in 
Siena, Italy. It is the oldest bank in the world. 
 They are here today to observe government in action, and 
they will be happy to know that the Italian Caucus boasts  
68 members. 
 

(Mrs. Lederer repeated her speech in Italian.) 
 

Mrs. LEDERER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair requests that if 
anyone understands what those last few sentences were, that 
you would translate that for the court reporter here. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We return back to the 
amendment at hand, amendment 1980. 
 Mr. Blackwell, thank you for yielding for the special 
introduction, and you are in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. BLACKWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amendment for several 
reasons. One, I wanted to come to this body because I wanted to 
effect some change, but I wanted that change to be positive 
change, and in this amendment I see nothing but negatives, and 
I tell you that from personal experience. 
 Where I come from, I have seen people convicted for the 
wrong reasons, convicted unfairly, and later those convictions 
were overturned. In those instances, they had a chance to have 
that reheard and to be compensated for the wrongful 
convictions. Would that happen with this amendment, I ask 
rhetorically? I have seen nowhere in the amendment where that 
is addressed. 
 I also might add, because of the political nature of where we 
are, what about convicted felons not being able to provide 
political contributions? What about that? I think because of 
amendments like this, it profoundly gives to reason why 
African-American history should be embraced to be taught in 
our public school systems, because then you would understand 
why most African-Americans are against these types of laws 
and these types of amendments, because for the most part, 
where I come from, we are the ones that pay in this way. It is a 
sin before God that these types of things happen and there is no 

redress. I say rather than continue to punish people who change 
their lives through our supposed correctional system, because it 
is not that, this system is designed to punish people, because 
that is what I see, and I am not saying that bad people should 
not pay for what they do that is wrong, but once they make a 
turn in their life, then they should be embraced and encouraged, 
not discouraged. That is what this amendment does, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 I also give rise to why you will find most of us – when I say 
“us,” I am talking about African-Americans – opposed to these 
types of bills, because now you hear talk of merit selection of 
judges. Whom will they answer to, the people that are 
appointed? We come before this judicial system quite often, 
Mr. Speaker, and for whatever reason, sometimes we are not 
judged fairly. Is it a perfect system? Of course not, but that is 
why we cannot have amendments like these, because it 
discourages people, Mr. Speaker. 
 Because of past denials to access to this system, I think that 
is why we need amendments that embrace rather than turn away 
people who sometimes are looking for guidance, who want to 
do the right thing, Mr. Speaker. Sometimes good people make 
bad decisions, and I think in this instance, to the gentleman who 
offered this amendment, this is a bad decision, because in the 
long run, Mr. Speaker, I think it does more harm than good, and 
I do not think the gentleman who offered this amendment wants 
to do that. We all want to do the right thing, Mr. Speaker, but  
I think that we have to think carefully. Anytime we are 
sentenced – and I am not a lawyer – when we get sentenced for 
certain crimes, we get certain sentences judged upon us: 5 to 10; 
we are out in 3. What it means is we are making improvements. 
I think that speaks to the question of why we do not continually 
deny people their right to vote, to elect their leadership. 
 I ask the question, what are we afraid of? What are we afraid 
of, Mr. Speaker? When people turn their lives around, they 
deserve a second chance. As I stated earlier, think of the people 
who are convicted wrongly, on whom the decisions are 
overturned. Is there any way to compensate for their loss, 
because if this amendment goes through, they will have lost 
their right to vote unfairly. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny 
County, Mr. Wheatley. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, can I interrogate the maker of this amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
indicates that he is willing to stand for interrogation. You may 
proceed. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, can you help me 
understand, one, the intent behind this amendment? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The amendment, the intent of the 
amendment, is not an additional punishment, but rather, the 
purpose of the amendment is to protect the integrity of our 
democratic process and to regulate voting qualifications. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. So, Mr. Speaker, would you help me also 
understand, when you say the integrity of the voting process, 
has there been some violation, have there been some outbreaks 
of violation as it relates to fraud or felons that have been 
awaiting their time voting, or has there been some illegal 
activity around this issue? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, we are allowed as a legislative 
body to set reasonable restrictions. What would be the harm 
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then under your thinking of allowing 17-year-olds to vote? Why 
have any restrictions at all? Why not allow people to come out 
from New Jersey and vote? I am not sure what the intent of your 
question is. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Well—

Mr. BARRAR. We as a legislative body can put reasonable 
restrictions. I think the majority of the members in this House 
feel that this is a reasonable restriction. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, I was just interested, 
because I think earlier in the conversation I heard that 
Pennsylvania was felon-friendly and that we wanted to join the 
majority of the States in helping to cap this activity. So I wanted 
to know if there was some major outbreak, was there some issue 
that promoted this action, or is this just a preventive step that we 
see as a gap in the law currently? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Well, I personally see it as a gap in the law 
currently. I think it is a chance to address some of the 
misconceptions that occurred over the Mixon case that 
occurred. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. So just if you will, Mr. Speaker, if you 
would allow me, currently individuals who are in a penal 
institution awaiting to be charged or awaiting trial to be charged 
a felony, would they be impacted under this amendment? 
 Mr. BARRAR. They are not convicted of a felony at that 
time. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Okay. Those individuals who are 
convicted but will be released before the next election cycle, 
even though their conviction may go longer than their release 
date, they will be impacted under this amendment. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes; they will, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. And under your amendment, are there 
any separations, Mr. Speaker, between people who are on 
probation and people who are on parole? Are there any 
distinctions made in the amendment? 
 Mr. BARRAR. No, there is no distinction between this. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. So a person who is convicted of a felony 
charge and is given probation is treated the same as the person 
who is convicted of a felony charge and has actually served 
time and is being released early from an institution. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Right. That is right. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. And can I ask, was there any 
consideration given to the distinction between the two or does 
the maker of this amendment recognize the distinction between 
the two? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I guess the answer would be, for jail 
purposes, yes, but not for the purpose of voting. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. And, Mr. Speaker, can I ask, if someone 
who is convicted of any felony, no matter what the felony is, but 
a court has given or deemed them eligible for probation, if that 
has any significance as it relates to the person’s worthiness to 
still be considered a whole citizen? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, I think, again, we can go back 
to the argument that even on parole and for the rest of their life 
they would be barred from any Second Amendment rights. They 
would not be allowed to work in a public school, a public 
hospital, or any public facility because they could not pass the 
background check. They would not be allowed to run for this 
legislative body if they were on parole or convicted of a felony. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am not quite sure if, and 
maybe I was not clear on the question I was asking. I guess the 
question I was asking, from my understanding, and maybe I am 
understanding the difference between probation and parole,  

but someone who is given the opportunity for probation, I think 
it is seen as an opportunity for them to show some reform. The 
court has deemed whatever, you know, taken into the fact the 
nature of the crime, the character of the individual whom they 
are releasing to probation, and they are giving them an 
opportunity to show themselves, again, worthy for citizenship. 
So I just wanted to see, I wanted to know if, as we were 
preparing this amendment, were there any considerations to the 
difference, and if there was no consideration for the difference, 
do we find that once a person commits any crime, regardless of 
what the court says or anyone else says as it relates to their 
ability to once again come back and show themselves to be true 
citizens, do we give them any consideration in the differences in 
this amendment? 
 Mr. BARRAR. When their sentence is fully served and they 
finish their parole, then, yes, their rights to vote are reinstated 
automatically, but not during that period. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, I guess what I struggle with 
and maybe some of my colleagues may struggle with is, what is 
the difference in someone who has 2 years remaining on a 
sentence being allowed, while they are released, being allowed 
to participate and to show themselves worthy, again, to take 
further positive steps to show themselves a true citizen? What is 
the legal or the real issue behind preventing them from voting 
while they are awaiting that 2 years of sentencing to go out? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The best evidence would be the completion 
of his sentence. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. So once they complete the sentence, then 
they have shown themselves worthy in the maker of this 
amendment’s eyes to participate as a citizen. So why do we 
release them early? Why do we set it so that the courts can give 
them probation? Why not just have a mandate that once you are 
convicted of any crime, that you are to go to jail, go to prison, 
serve your full time, and once you leave, to take all the 
ambiguity out of our legal system, once you leave the prison, 
then you are automatically back as a full participating citizen? 
 Mr. BARRAR. But going back to the argument of a  
17-year-old voting, I am sure there are some 17-year-olds out 
there that are more mature than some of the 21-years-olds that 
vote, but we still do not allow them to vote, even though they 
have demonstrated a mature ability to probably cast a vote in a 
mature way. But the decision of parole is not made by this 
legislative body; it is made by the Parole Board. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and can I speak 
on the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed to do so. 
 Mr. WHEATLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have stood up on these 
types of issues before, because for people like me, I think this is 
an issue that really hits home, it is true to home for me, because 
I see the effects that it has on individuals when we try to tell 
them on one hand that you make a mistake in your life, but if 
you try and turn yourself around, if you do everything we ask 
you to do, that society will accept you back. And just a year ago 
when we had another one of these conversations about banning 
convicted felons from certain fields of employment, I made this 
plea to this body. I said that if you continue to lock people’s 
opportunities, if you continue to lock people away from being 
able to participate in citizenship – and this is one of the highest 
forms of expressions, the highest form of expression of a 
citizenship – if you continue to take those away, you are 
basically telling people you do not want them to be 
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participating, legal citizens. You make a mistake, and we do not 
want you to ever really— We do not believe in rehabilitation. 
 I think I heard a speaker earlier talk about these individuals 
coming back unrehabilitated. Well, I would have problems if 
our system is continuously letting people out of our institutions 
and they have not been rehabilitated. If we do not believe in that 
system, why spend millions of dollars as economic development 
for some of our areas, why spend millions of dollars in these 
correctional facilities if we do not believe that they are 
rehabilitating people? Let us get us a dungeon somewhere; let 
us lock people away; let us stop putting money into educating 
these folks; let us stop job training these folks; and let us just 
say, while you are serving your time, your maximum time, you 
will be treated as something less than a human being, and when 
you get out, and when you get out, no matter what you do, you 
will not be a citizen until we say you have met your obligations. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would say if you look at the evidence, these 
types of laws throughout this country have been, have been and 
are very discriminatory, very discriminatory. I think across the 
country there are like 30 percent, 30 percent of the individuals 
that have been disenfranchised because of these types of laws 
have been young African-American males. So in a time where 
we are trying to break down all these barriers for people of 
color, in a time when we are trying to find ways for all of our 
citizens to participate at the highest height of citizenry, we are 
continuously making laws that we know have negative 
ramifications for different groups of people, and we are doing it 
without even taking real study and stock of what those impacts 
will be. Like, we are making this amendment, but we do not 
even know what the impact will be in Berks County or 
Allegheny County or Philadelphia County. How many people 
will we disenfranchise because we do this? We have not even 
taken stock of that. 
 And I know this great body with its great wisdom has all 
knowledge of all things, but I do believe there are certain times 
when we need to pause, not rush to do things because we think 
it is politically correct or because we think people may like 
what we do or they may like this in the newspaper, and really 
study the issue. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think this amendment, in all of its maker’s 
great wisdom, I think this amendment is a step in the wrong 
direction. I believe the men and women of this body, I believe 
the elected officials of this great Commonwealth want to do the 
right things for a majority of our people. And we all look at 
these groups of people, these ex-offenders, these convicted 
felons, we all look at them as if they are the height of evil. 
Many of them may be, but we should not rush, we should not 
rush to take away and continue to peel away their abilities, for 
those who are trying, their abilities to rehabilitate themselves. 
 You may not think it, but these types of laws will send a 
message to those convicted felons who are trying to do the best 
that they can do, who are trying to change their life around. This 
will send a message to them. This will send a negative message 
to them that no matter what you do, you will always just be a 
convicted felon that we care little about. 
 This is not to say that we do not care about the victims 
because we do. The victims have their rights. They can vote.  
I still have yet to see any or hear any conversation that talks 
about a real purpose for preventing them from voting. 
 What are we afraid of? Do we think that these convicted 
felons, which I agree with Representative Mundy, I would 
believe if we did a study, many convicted felons are not out 

here scrambling to vote. The ones that are trying to turn their 
lives around, they may be trying to get their citizenships in 
order and trying to vote, but the majority of them are not. 
 So what is the real motive? What is the real issue here? Are 
we trying to send a statement that we are tough on crime and 
here is another slap at these criminals? Well, I believe 
Pennsylvania has already sent that message loud and clear. 
 I would disagree with Representative Baker in the suggestion 
that Pennsylvania is looked at as a felon-friendly State. I think 
Pennsylvania is looked at as a very tough State on felons. So we 
are not possibly trying to toughen our image in that way, are 
we? Are we afraid that these felons are voting a certain 
particular political way and we want to strip away their 
opportunity to really have that type of clout? I would hope that 
would not be the case because we all believe in democracy and 
we all believe that people should have the opportunity and their 
say, and the will of the people should be the will that we abide 
by. 
 I just would like to stress to my colleagues, as we are looking 
at this amendment, do not look at it from its face value. Do not 
look at it as if this is the tough-on-crime stance that you can hail 
back in your district because it is not; it is not. 
 I would implore us all to really be serious about whenever 
we make these types of laws, before we do them, let us look at 
the impact of what this means to our people in this 
Commonwealth. Before we would pass something like that, let 
us study this issue. Let us be able to answer the question, let us 
be able to answer the question what this means as it relates to 
disenfranchisement to communities and groups and counties. 
Let us have that discussion in a real way. 
 So I would stand with many of my colleagues from this side 
of the aisle to say, before we rush this, before we rush to vote on 
this, before we rush to pass this amendment, let us take a step 
back, take a breath, and study this a little further. 
 So with that said, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the rest of my 
colleagues to vote “no” on the Barrar amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Clearfield 
County, Mr. George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat cautioned in that it would seem 
that you were pretty direct on a couple of guys or girls this 
morning in that you insisted on right down the line. I do not 
know what we are doing, not just today. There are many times 
that many of us do not know what we are doing. 
 I do not know the purpose of this bill. I know it must be very 
important in that we have been at it for 3 or 4 hours. I noticed 
we voted to shut off the people in Pennsylvania on their utilities 
in an hour. I noticed that we continually say we are going to do 
things and put money back in the budget, like Medicare and 
things of that nature. So we do at times show a legitimate 
concern for the people that sent us down here. 
 I am not picking on the sponsor. I think he is trying to do 
something he believes in, but I want to remind him that  
I understand why we would sanction and insist that some people 
involved with felonies, and the felonies consisted of certain 
crimes against society, should not be able to live around certain 
places and that we insist that some of those criminals might 
again revert to their old practice, and therefore, rather than 
constrain them with a rope, we just keep them away from 
people, but I wonder what these people, what harm it would do 
to let them vote. 
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So what I am saying is that what we are going to do with 
these counties, yesterday we said they have to have certain 
colored pencils, and today we are saying to them, you have got 
to keep a registration list. I thought that the only registration list, 
Mr. Speaker, if you were, was those that were registered. Every 
one of us has one of those lists, and we do not use it to 
personify. We just use it to get them to vote for us. And what 
good will that list— And the county has to keep a list of those 
that have been released from prison and, because they are on 
probation and have not fulfilled the complete time set by the 
judge or the jury, cannot vote. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are a better legislator than this; we are a 
better legislature than this. There are many things we ought to 
be doing on this final week, where the people back home are 
patiently waiting to see what we are made of, and so I would 
say to you, Mr. Speaker, there are many things we can do to put 
money in so people have different backgrounds and different 
upbringings so they do not have to commit crimes, but just to 
say you committed a crime and you are not going to do it again 
but we are not going to let you vote, that just is not right, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 I guess maybe not many of you are listening. There are some 
of you who are going to vote for this bill even though down in 
your heart you know it is not going to do any good. In fact, it is 
going to do a whole lot of harm. 
 I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your flexibility, and I thank the 
sponsor for what he attempts to do, but what he attempts to 
do—  Sure, we can change matters. We are the legislature, and 
what we do is constitutional until the courts find that it is not 
constitutional, but then by the same token, all things that we feel 
are constitutional are not moral or responsible. So I would ask 
that you vote against this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. James. 
 Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees to 
interrogation. You may begin. 
 Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, this may have been asked. I just 
was not clear, or I did not hear an answer. And I was just 
wondering, and I know that you had made a statement, but did 
you have some numbers or figures as to, statistics as to why you 
want to do this, this way, at this time? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, this question has been asked 
several times, and you know, I really have answered this before. 
 Mr. JAMES. Okay. All right. Well, like I said, it may have 
been, but I am sorry. I did not get it. I will just ask if maybe  
I can get it out of the record or something like that. Is that a 
possibility? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. I assume that is a question of 
the Chair? 
 Mr. JAMES. Yes. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the answer to that is, yes, 
you can get that information by contacting the Speaker’s office. 
 Mr. JAMES. Okay. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, are you aware that the criminal justice system 
has been discriminatory in a lot of its practices? 
 Mr. BARRAR. That has nothing to do with this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. James, that is an 
inappropriate question for an interrogation. 
 

Mr. JAMES. Okay. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Your interrogation needs to be 
questions specific to the amendment

Mr. JAMES. Okay. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. questions that you do not 
know the answer to, and hopefully questions that have not been 
asked before. 
 Mr. JAMES. Okay. All right. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may proceed. 
 Mr. JAMES. All right, Mr. Speaker. Well, then in that case, 
Mr. Speaker, I will just go ahead and make a statement on the 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may begin. 
 Mr. JAMES. Okay. Thanks. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that I think that this is  
again part of a voter suppression that probably has some  
bearing nationwide or from different States and that it is  
very discriminatory and has an adverse impact on  
African-Americans, minorities, and poor people in terms of 
keeping the vote down, and I would hope that we would see 
beyond that and vote against this amendment. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of only 
two requests for the Democrat and Republican sides to make 
closing arguments. Other than Mr. DeWeese and Mr. Barrar, are 
any other members seeking recognition? 
 The gentleman from Lackawanna County, Mr. Cawley, is 
recognized. 
 Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment, 
please. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may begin. 
 Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just for clarification, Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding – 
and maybe you can help me with this – that 48 States, with the 
exception of Maine and Vermont, the present law is that anyone 
that is in prison for a felony cannot vote while they are in 
prison. Is that correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes. Can I read them to you? I have the 
statistics here on that. 
 There are only two States that allow a convicted felon to vote 
while incarcerated, Maine and Vermont. Thirteen other States, 
including Pennsylvania, deny a felon the right to vote during the 
period of incarceration only. Seventeen States deny felons the 
right to vote while they are serving their sentence, being the 
change that we would make. Fourteen other States 
disenfranchise felon votes well beyond the completion of their 
sentence. We could have very easily been standing here today 
debating a lifetime ban on convicted felons. All we are asking 
for is that the ban, the disenfranchisement, go to the end of the 
sentence of that convicted felon. 
 Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you for that explanation. 
 So in other words, presently, as of today, if I am no longer 
incarcerated but I am on parole or probation, that I can presently 
vote in Pennsylvania. Is that correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes. As soon as you are released from, the 
day you are released from incarceration, right now, you can 
vote, you can go and vote. Actually, if you are under house 
arrest and convicted – and this is one of the things I want to 
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clean up in this – if you are under house arrest, convicted of a 
felony, okay, you can still vote. And it does not make any sense 
that a person who goes to a correctional facility for a felony 
loses the right to vote and a person under house arrest maintains 
their right to vote, and that is one of the issues that this would 
clean up. 
 Mr. CAWLEY. But are we not with this amendment painting 
all people who commit felonies with the same brush? For 
instance, someone mentioned, and I am sure they would not 
receive too much sympathy here about rapists and murderers 
and so on and so forth, and I do not know this, but is it not true 
that shoplifting by an adult today could be a felony? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I am not sure on the shoplifting answer. I do 
not know if we can get that for you, if shoplifting is a felony, 
but I think the length of the sentence is indicative of the 
seriousness of the crime. So you know, I think right there is 
your answer. So a person who is, I am sure a person who is in 
violation of shoplifting, if it is a felony offense, okay, is going 
to receive a lesser sentence than a person who commits a crime 
against a child, such as a crime of a pedophile. 
 And so, yes, the seriousness, I mean, but we are talking 
about these crimes are crimes against our children; they are 
crimes against our police officers; they are crimes against our 
own families. They deserve the most, they demand the most 
serious punishment that Pennsylvania’s legal system allows us 
to give. These are not people, in my opinion, who have just 
made a simple mistake, like maybe you could classify a person 
on their first DUI (driving under the influence) or second DUI 
as a person who has made a simple mistake. We are not taking 
their right. We are taking Pennsylvania’s most serious criminals 
and putting them in that category. 
 Mr. CAWLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I know where you are 
headed, but are there not people who are serving imprisonment 
for felonies for a non – I mean, a felony is a felony – but for a 
lesser degree than what we are talking about? You are saying 
the most hardened criminals and so on and so forth, that we are 
also going to be, if they are on probation or on parole or in a 
halfway house, taking away that right that they presently have 
to vote? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The judge takes that into account at 
sentencing. I mean, that argument is always made at sentencing, 
the seriousness or the, you know, I hate to say You know, the 
idea that there is a good felony to commit, I think, is what you 
might be getting at, and I do not think there are any good 
felonies out there that I can think of. 
 Mr. CAWLEY. Well, then if that is the case, I can see where 
you are coming, but I disagree because I think there are people 
who commit, for instance, nonviolent crimes. There are a lot of 
crimes committed that are felonies that I do not think that we 
ought to be painting them the same way as we would a rapist or 
a murderer. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman,  
Mr. Cawley, suspend. You are debating the gentleman,  
Mr. Barrar. I would suggest that if you wanted to make those 
arguments, you would conclude your interrogation and then 
begin to make those arguments. Is that what you wish to do at 
this time? 
 Mr. CAWLEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would just like to close and say that I would ask for a 
negative vote because I think that this vote is going far in the 
extreme and we are painting everyone with a brush on crimes, 

that we should be punishing those people based on what crimes 
they have committed. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, 
Representative Bishop. 
 Ms. BISHOP. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to amendment No. 1498. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Correction, that is amendment 
1980. 
 Ms. BISHOP. 1980. 
 I rise in opposition to that for several reasons. Number one,  
I would just like to remind the House that in 1492 a man by the 
name of Christopher Columbus had a vision and a dream, and 
he wanted to prove that the world was round, and he went to— 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. A point of parliamentary inquiry, I believe. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may begin. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. My only inquiry is, is it possible for the 
Chair to try to get a little more attention in the hall of the 
House? This is a very, very significant measure, and the 
gentlelady is making remarks that I think need to be shared and 
need to be understood, and I would respectfully request that we 
have more order in the hall of the House. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The possibility of trying is 
always there; the possibility of it succeeding is not quite as 
probable. 
 The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, asked that if we would, to 
please keep our conversations down. And as I admonished the 
General Assembly here this morning, it is going to be a long 
day. You are going to be here for several more hours, and it 
helps to move the process along if we cooperate by letting the 
speakers be able to be heard by everybody and not have to 
pause to ask for folks to quiet down. 
 The Chair apologizes for the interruption. Representative 
Bishop, you may continue. 
 Ms. BISHOP. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and I will 
try to be brief. 
 But in the year 1492 when Columbus went before the queen 
and asked for some help to see if he could prove that the world 
was round, he was given an old ship and some men that were 
felons, had committed crimes in prison. Some of them were 
murderers, and who knows what else, perhaps rapists, or 
whatever they were, they were felons, and the queen gave them 
to him to set sail. He discovered America, not with free men 
who had never committed a crime, but he discovered America, 
this great country of ours, with felons on board the ship with 
him, and he, perhaps, was the only free man that was actually 
there that had not committed a crime. 
 And as I say, I am in opposition to this amendment because 
this amendment is a mean-spirited amendment; it is an 
amendment that is judgmental; it is an amendment that sets us 
in a white tower where we look down on everyone else who has 
never committed a felony. And while I am not here to debate 
the goodness of felonies, I am here to say that once a person has 
paid their debt, that we should not look at them as if they are 
less than anyone else. 
 And I just want to remind us that in Boston, Massachusetts, 
not 500 years ago but just a couple of years ago, a man who had 
committed crimes on young men is now one of the big men at 
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the Vatican who makes great decisions for other men. We need 
to think about what we are doing, and we need to get to the 
business of legislating and making law – that is why we were 
sent here – and leave the judgment of the laws to the judge, the 
jury, the prosecutor, and those that have to do that part of the 
business. I urge us to seriously consider a “no” vote on this 
amendment. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Butler County, Mr. Metcalfe. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I share the sentiments of one of my colleagues 
that spoke earlier related to the outrageous, outrageous 
arguments we have heard against this amendment today. I think 
Representative Barrar is doing something very good for the 
citizens of Pennsylvania here, and we are hearing mean-spirited, 
a claim that it is mean-spirited to require that someone who has 
committed a felony has to serve out the length of that penalty 
until they are allowed to vote. I mean, how outrageous to label 
something mean-spirited that is requiring criminals to serve out 
their term before they are allowed to fully engage back in 
society. 
 I think it is an outrage that these arguments today have 
wasted our time in listening to this nonsense against common 
sense. This is commonsense legislation, and we need to pass 
this amendment quickly, hopefully. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
Democrat leader, Mr. DeWeese. The Chair rescinds that. I am 
sorry. We have two other members from your caucus that wish 
to speak before you, and we do want to reserve the next to the 
last place for the distinguished gentleman. 
 The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Roebuck, is 
recognized. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 There is something about this discussion that I find deeply 
disturbing. I find it particularly disturbing that we have come to 
this debate and we have chosen to characterize criminal 
activities in certain ways. 
 Now, the gentleman who proposed this amendment just 
stood before us and suggested that a DUI offense is somehow 
less than a felony offense. What is more wrong, what is more 
evil, what is more obscene than driving drunk, when you go out 
in a car and you run the risk of killing someone? That is 
absolutely evil, Mr. Speaker, and to suggest that somehow that 
is a lesser crime, that that does not deserve our condemnation, 
that somehow it does not deserve just as much attention as we 
are paying to those we have now labeled as felons is, in my 
mind, exactly what the previous speaker suggested is wrong 
about this debate. 
 What we are doing here is suggesting that those whom we 
can easily characterize in certain ways are somehow more guilty 
than others. The reality is that all of these activities are wrong. 
Why do we not include then DUIs in this, Mr. Speaker? That, to 
me, is a crime that certainly deserves the same kind of 
condemnation that we are proposing to do to those who we 
easily label as rapists and criminals and child molesters or 
whatever we have called them today. 
 If we want to get tough on this issue, if we want to be honest 
in what we are doing, let us be honest; let us put the same 
weight of offense on all those crimes that are wrong and not just 
single out those we think are easy to identify. Let us be honest 

and do this right. I urge that we oppose this amendment; I urge 
that if we want to do it, do it right. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Elk County, Mr. Surra. He waives off.  
The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair now recognizes the Democratic leader,  
Mr. DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to attempt to contravene the Barrar amendment  
No. 1980. I realize that the inherent propulsions within our 
General Assembly relative to crime or the way it is perceived 
will be very difficult to countervail. I realize that the passage of 
the Barrar amendment is probably a fait accompli. 
 But nevertheless, because this is a forensic chamber where 
the good and the bad, the positive and the negative, the right and 
the left, the up and the down need to be expressed, I want to 
explicate for the record three reasons, three reasons why I stand 
against the Barrar amendment, and some of my observations are 
laced with hypotheticals; some are laced with emotional 
perspective and history. 
 One thing that I would like to offer is, if an American 
evangelical or Pentecostal missionary in Iran or Yemen or some 
faraway setting was arrested by the indigenous government in 
the Middle East and sentenced to 10 years for some unnamed 
misbehavior, American diplomats were able to secure an early 
release after 3 years in prison and the missionary were to return 
to the United States with 7 years on his or her sentence,  
I am quite curious as to whether they would be able to vote  
if they came back to Uniontown or to Union County or  
Montour County. I am wondering about what kind of mischief 
the Barrar amendment would offer in that rather unusual setting. 

It just seems as if so many of my colleagues have already 
offered the observation that this is an unnecessary aggression in 
a matter that really does not need any fixing, any help, any 
emendation. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, responding to interrogation, 
could not give us a series of references as to where felons had 
been trying to get into the system of voting or where they had 
caused complications or wrongdoing. So it just seems to be, in 
my view, a bit, if not a bit, a substantial amount of overkill.  
So the Christian missionary hypothetical was one reason that  
I feel very comfortable with a negative vote on the  
Barrar amendment. 
 The second observation I would like to make – and I noticed 
the gentleman from the 12th District of Butler County, who was 
sharing some observations recently; he and I are both military 
veterans who served in peacetime settings – but there are 
500,000 military veterans in the United States who have had 
felony convictions. I want to repeat that. 
 As we dispatch our National Guard, as we watch the evening 
news every night in what is obviously a very dubious exercise 
in Mesopotamia, we have 500,000 young men and women  
and not so young men and women now who have served  
in the United States Marines, Navy, Army, Air Force, and  
Coast Guard who, for some unhappy reason, suffered a felony 
conviction. And several times, if not thousands and thousands 
of times, Mr. Speaker, these military veterans were given some 
time off for good behavior and some time off, Mr. Speaker, for 
having served in the Marines or the Army, the Navy, the 
National Guard, the Air Force. 
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The Barrar amendment would be an aggressive tactic that 
would countervail and shackle some of our military veterans 
who have – and we have had the examples earlier in the debate 
so we do not have to go on ad infinitum – but who have 
straightened up, who have turned their life around. Ten to 20, 
get off at 12 for good behavior. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
wants to keep them from voting for another 8 years. It just  
goes against the eleemosynary impulses, the way we are in 
Penn’s Woods. It goes against any kind of progressive point of 
view relative to incarceration and making certain that men and 
women who go to jail, who go to prison, get some sense of 
rehabilitation. 
 There is a real exhilaration in getting out of jail and voting, 
and if you do not believe that, look at the film footage from 
South Africa a few years back in Cape Town and Pretoria and 
Johannesburg, and the men, preeminently, who served in the 
gulags of South Africa and then got out and started to vote. 
 Now, again, I think it was the lady, Ms. Mundy, and others 
who have indicated there are not many great stampedes to the 
voting booths by former felons, but if there is only one, if there 
is only one man or woman in Pennsylvania who served his time 
and got out because of good behavior or got out because  
of an amalgamation of good behavior and a Silver Star in the 
Tigris River plain, if he got out early, he had a felony, he had 
served, the Barrar amendment is trying to put an additional 
pinion on the former Pennsylvania prisoner. It just does not 
seem like the way we want to go. 
 So because he cannot convince me of the efficacy of his 
arguments when I come up with this hypothetical about the 
Christian missionary in Saudi Arabia who gets out and comes 
back, et cetera, et cetera; because he cannot convince me of the 
efficacy of his argument regarding our tens and tens of 
thousands of military veterans who would potentially be 
impacted negatively by this if it were to be adapted nationally; 
and thirdly, thirdly, speaking of the gentleman from the  
12th District of Butler County, he was here on December 6, 
1999, and so were all of the Republican committee chairmen 
and so was all of the Republican leadership phalanx. They were 
there. In the high summer of 1999, one of our colleagues was 
convicted of the felony perjury. In November 1999 
Parliamentarian Clancy Myer, in what was an audacious and 
intellectually pristine commentary, said that upon sentencing the 
conviction should stand and the member should not serve with 
us. The gentleman from the 12th District and all of the 
Republican committee chairmen and all of the Republican 
leaders voted, Mr. Speaker, to allow a convicted, sentenced 
felon to serve in our midst. 
 And as the honorable gentleman from Elk County suggested, 
the vote for the Barrar amendment would disallow Joe Bofufna 
from going home and voting for township supervisor if he were 
a State Representative who had been convicted of a felony 
conviction, but yet so many of you, 61 of you, 61 of you good, 
solid souls, voted to keep a convicted felon in this room voting 
on paramount issues of the day, and yet you want to bring the 
hammer down on some poor ex-con who probably or who 
potentially was a Marine or an Army sergeant who got into 
trouble, paid his or her dues, went away to jail, good behavior, 
got out early, and here this gentleman from the Philadelphia 
suburbs is throwing one more ratchet into the spokes of the 
wheel. It just does not make sense. 
 Those are my three arguments, Mr. Speaker, why I do not 
feel comfortable voting for the Barrar amendment, and I will 

put the icing on the cake by saying that in recent days there has 
been a great hullabaloo, a great seething controversy on the 
front pages of the Philadelphia newspapers relative to the 
instruction of African-American history. I am a Caucasian.  
I believe in the instruction of African-American history, and  
I believe that if all of us were steeped in the tradition of 
African-American history from the slave ships of 1619 until 
today, we would be more sensitive to the fact that whether we 
like it or not, it is empirically, numerically incontrovertible that 
the people who will be impacted most aggressively, most 
negatively, most pejoratively, most stigmatically, stigmatically, 
are young African-American men. That is the percentage; that is 
the fact; that is irrevocable. If we had more sensitivity toward 
this dynamic on this floor today, this kind of mischievous 
amendment would not be proffered. 
 So for the reasons I have indicated, I believe the honorable 
gentleman’s amendment is not worthy and I stand very 
comfortably in my opposition. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes— 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to report these 
remarks that I have from 1999’s record and the vote to keep a 
convicted felon in the General Assembly for the record. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may do so.  
I believe you were also supposed to ask for the gentleman,  
Mr. Surra’s remarks to be included in the record. Mr. Surra, do 
you wish to have that done? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. They were consentaneous. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. They were what? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. The same. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thank you. 
 

(For remarks, see Appendix.) 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, is 
recognized. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment is not intended as an additional 
punishment. Rather, its purpose is to protect the integrity of our 
democracy and to regulate voting qualifications. I reject any 
claim that this amendment constitutes an unconstitutional bill of 
attainder or an ex post facto law. It is simply an exercise of the 
legislature’s traditional powers to regulate the franchise and to 
protect the integrity of our democratic process. When the felon 
completes his sentence, he reacquires the right to vote. That is 
the hallmark of a reasonable regulation rather than a punitive 
law. 
 Mr. Speaker, currently 17 States deny a felon the right to 
vote while they are serving their sentence. Fourteen other States 
disenfranchise felons beyond the completion of their sentence. 
But what saddens me most here today, Mr. Speaker, I am 
surprised and saddened to hear the voices crying out about how 
wrong it is to deny a convicted felon the right to vote, never 
once spoke up when our Governor opposed the extension of 
absentee ballot, the military absentee ballot extension so that 
their voices would be heard on election day. 
 Mr. Speaker, the majority of Pennsylvanians believe that 
when a person is convicted of our most serious crimes, they 
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should lose their right to vote. These are Pennsylvania citizens 
that have violated someone else’s civil rights. What we do know 
about convicted felons is that they have breached the social 
compact between the individual and community in a very 
fundamental way. 
 Let us send a message to convicted felons that Pennsylvania 
is not a felon-friendly State; let us vote “yes” on the Barrar 
amendment. Thank you. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–132 
 
Adolph Flick Major Ruffing 
Allen Forcier Marsico Samuelson 
Argall Gabig McCall Saylor 
Armstrong Gannon McGill Scavello 
Baker Geist McIlhattan Schroder 
Baldwin Gergely McIlhinney Semmel 
Barrar Gillespie McNaughton Shapiro 
Bastian Gingrich Melio Siptroth 
Belfanti Godshall Metcalfe Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Good Micozzie Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Goodman Millard Solobay 
Blaum Grell Miller, R. Sonney 
Boyd Grucela Miller, S. Staback 
Bunt Haluska Mustio Stairs 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Steil 
Casorio Harhart O’Brien Stern 
Civera Harper O’Neill Stevenson, R. 
Clymer Harris Payne Stevenson, T. 
Cornell Hasay Petrarca Tangretti 
Crahalla Herman Petri Taylor, E. Z. 
Creighton Hershey Petrone Taylor, J. 
Daley Hess Phillips True 
Dally Hickernell Pickett Turzai 
DeLuca Hutchinson Pyle Wansacz 
Denlinger Kauffman Quigley Watson 
DiGirolamo Keller, M. Rapp Wilt 
Diven Kenney Raymond Wojnaroski 
Eachus Killion Readshaw Wright 
Ellis Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Evans, J. Leh Reichley Zug 
Fairchild Lescovitz Rohrer 
Feese Levdansky Ross 
Fichter Mackereth Rubley Perzel, 
Fleagle Maitland      Speaker 
 

NAYS–62 
 
Bebko-Jones Evans, D. Maher Sainato 
Belardi Fabrizio Manderino Santoni 
Biancucci Frankel Mann Shaner 
Bishop Freeman Markosek Stetler 
Blackwell George McGeehan Sturla 
Butkovitz Gerber Mundy Surra 
Buxton Gruitza Myers Thomas 
Caltagirone Habay Nickol Tigue 
Cawley Harhai Oliver Veon 
Cohen James Pistella Vitali 
Corrigan Josephs Preston Waters 
Costa Keller, W. Ramaley Wheatley 
Curry Kirkland Roberts Williams 
Dermody LaGrotta Roebuck Youngblood 
DeWeese Leach Rooney Yudichak 
Donatucci Lederer 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Hennessey Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair pauses to introduce  
a guest. The guest today of Representative Rick Geist is  
Dani Keith. She is a summer intern at Lock Haven University, 
seated to the left of the Speaker. Welcome to Harrisburg, Dani. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman,  
Mr. Barrar, wish to introduce his other amendment 2014? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. BARRAR offered the following amendment No. 
A02014: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by removing the period after 
“candidates” and inserting 
 and for violation of provisions relating to 

absentee voting. 
 Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
 Section 2.  Section 1331 of the act, added December 11, 1968 
(P.L.1183, No.375), is amended to read: 
 Section 1331.  Violation of Provisions Relating to Absentee 
Voting.–[Any] (a)  Except as provided in subsection (b), any person 
who shall violate any of the provisions of this act relating to absentee 
voting shall, unless otherwise provided, be subject to the penalties 
provided for in section 1850 of this act. 
 (b)  Any person who knowingly assists another person who is not 
a qualified absentee elector in filling out an absentee ballot application 
or absentee ballot commits a misdemeanor of the third degree.

Amend Sec. 2, page 5, line 4, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 3

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Barrar. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment would make it a misdemeanor of the third 
degree to knowingly furnish an absentee ballot or an application 
for an absentee ballot to someone that is ineligible to vote; for 
an example, someone who is a convicted felon or an illegal 
immigrant. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Williams. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, personal privilege. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman state his 
request. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to talk about these amendments  
that are directed to me in a way that I think is almost racial. 
Now, for 400 years—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman suspend. 
Would you restate your request for personal privilege. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. I want to speak on the Personal 
privilege to speak on this amendment right here. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are recognized to speak on 
the amendment. Personal privilege is not necessary if you are 
speaking on the amendment. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. Okay. I want to speak on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order; he 
may proceed. 
 Mr. WILLIAMS. I just heard from the speaker that even a 
person who is a convicted felon could not give an absentee 
ballot to someone who is not convicted. So that means if this 
person has served their time, worked in the mines and the fields 
of Pennsylvania knowing that they cannot vote, knowing that 
they cannot exercise their right to vote, if they give a family 
member an absentee ballot, that they could be convicted? In that 
case, Mr. Speaker, 500 years ago this country had done an 
injustice to people, and we feel the negatives of it today. 
 I would ask and urge a negative vote on these amendments 
because, to me, Mr. Speaker, it seems as though it is getting 
more than personal. 
 And in closing, we were brought here, Mr. Speaker, not 
because we wanted to come here, because of people who 
wanted to enslave a group of people. Vote “no.” 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Myers. 
 Mr. MYERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the amendment stand for a 
brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Barrar would be delighted 
to do so, and you may proceed. 
 Mr. MYERS. I would like to ask the maker of the 
amendment if he has any more amendments after this. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Not on this bill. 
 Mr. MYERS. Okay. Good. I am glad to hear that, because if 
you keep making amendments, there is not anybody in the 
Commonwealth going to be able to vote. 
 Mr. BARRAR. I think if the speaker would have read the 
amendment, he would see this does not restrict anyone’s right to 
vote. 
 Mr. MYERS. I mean, we just might as well—  Hey, you 
know what? Next year we should just run and then have no 
more elections. 
 Mr. BARRAR. This is about the use of an absentee ballot.  
It has nothing to do— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen, will both 
gentlemen suspend. Mr. Myers— 
 Mr. MYERS. I am speaking to the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore.  —you asked a question of the 
gentleman. You needed to give him a chance to answer. 
 Mr. MYERS. Oh, okay. 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are you finished with your 
interrogation? 
 Mr. MYERS. Yeah, I think so. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Barrar, you have the 
opportunity to answer the question that was asked of you, and if 
you wish to do that, you may. 
 Mr. BARRAR. I was not really sure if that question deserved 
a proper answer. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. MYERS. No, but actually, I do appreciate your answer. 
You said you did not have, thank God you did not have any 
more amendments for this bill. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. I would assume that you are 
now speaking on the amendment and you are no longer 
interrogating, and you may proceed. 
 Mr. MYERS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am somewhat dumbfounded. I was sitting here trying not to 
get involved in this because I just thought it was insane and 
crazy, a lot of the stuff that we are doing here today. And as 
some of the other speakers said, I mean, I am totally convinced 
that because of a number of these amendments, that this bill is 
going to be challenged for its constitutionality, and I was kind 
of satisfied with once it got into the Supreme Court, that it 
would be shot down. 
 But I have to say this here, that the maker of these 
amendments, yes, in my opinion, along with other members of 
this House, there seems to be a pattern of hate and meanness. 
Now you want to lock somebody up for filling out an absentee 
ballot form. I mean, I mean, you know, we give out absentee 
ballots all the time and do not know if somebody—  I mean, 
some people I give absentee ballots to, I might not know 
whether they were incarcerated or not, and if they decided to fill 
it out, then you want to lock me up. 
 I mean, it is almost like insane. I mean, based on these 
amendments that were offered today, a question was asked of 
me, and that is, is that can any of these people make campaign 
contributions, and my answer to that was, was that, yeah, they 
can do all the campaign activity that has been required over the 
past 400 years, I suppose. 
 I believe that this is a further step to disenfranchise, to reduce 
the numbers on election day. Maybe some of our Republican 
colleagues feel that the elections are too close in their district, 
and therefore, they want to cut the margin and ensure that they 
have an up hand in the margin because most of the votes they 
are talking about, I believe they believe, are Democratic voters 
anyway. So therefore, that gives them a larger turnout on their 
side, and I think that that is wrong. 
 I know you are not going to admit it; I know you will not 
even talk about it and you probably do not like me talking about 
it and you probably want me to stop talking about it and 
probably wish I never said it and probably wish I did not mean 
what I said and probably wish that we were not even having this 
discussion and probably wish that I would sit down so we could 
roll this vote and probably wish that the vote on this side would 
come over on your side and you probably wish that you get the 
kind of press you are looking for and you probably wish that 
this will get you the kind of resources you need for election next 
year. 
 And let me tell you what I wish. I wish that we would vote 
against this; I wish that these people that you are trying to help 
will take it out on those that vote for this. And I believe,  
I believe, I truly believe that it is wrong to send somebody in 
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court with a third-degree misdemeanor for giving somebody an 
absentee ballot form. I think it is absurd, crazy, wrong-headed, 
obnoxious, and I ask that we vote “no,” “no,” “no.” 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lawrence County, Mr. LaGrotta. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, will the maker of this amendment stand for a 
brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is more than 
happy to do so, and you may proceed. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, in my district office every year, we are asked 
by the county elections offices to dispense applications for 
absentee ballots, and in some cases, some of the elderly folks 
that come in our office, whether they are going away for a while 
or whether they just are not able to vote, ask the folks that work 
in my district office for assistance in filling out these absentee 
ballot applications. 
 Mr. Speaker, if this amendment were to become the law  
of the Commonwealth, would those folks be guilty of a  
third-degree misdemeanor? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, the key word in here – and 
obviously, I must not have spoken loud enough; everybody over 
there seemed to miss it – is “knowingly.” Okay. If you 
knowingly and intentionally furnish an absentee ballot or 
application to, like if you went into a prison or college students 
went into a county prison and furnished absentee ballots to 
people knowingly, that they were not eligible to vote, such as 
convicted felons, okay, they would be breaking the law. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Mr. Speaker

Mr. BARRAR. It is quite simple. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. would the gentleman who answered the 
last question then assert that the folks that work in my district 
office would be responsible for ascertaining whether or not 
these folks were legally able to vote, were illegal immigrants, 
were former felons? Would the responsibility be on the assistant 
who fills out the absentee ballot to find out whether or not they 
are breaking the law? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Again here, the emphasis on “knowingly,” if 
they know a person who comes in their office and requests an 
absentee ballot is an illegal immigrant, yes, they would be 
breaking the law. If they do not have any knowledge to that fact, 
no, they are not breaking the law. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Is it their responsibility, Mr. Speaker, to 
ask the person? 
 Mr. BARRAR. The amendment does not say that. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. So then no matter, Mr. Speaker, who were 
to fill out an absentee ballot application, all they would have to 
do was claim that they did not know that the person they were 
assisting or providing assistance to was ineligible to vote? Since 
they are not required to ascertain whether the person is eligible 
to vote, all you have to do is say, how was I supposed to know. 
Mr. Speaker, is that correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I would think a lot of times in criminal intent 
that is a purpose, that is a method of concealing a criminal 
intention. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. But if nobody is asking, Mr. Speaker, and 
nobody is asked to provide proof at any time, upon whom is the 
burden of complying with the law, and if there is no burden to 
comply with the law, what is the intention or what is the validity 
or the need for the amendment? 

 Mr. BARRAR. I would think if you went into a prison and 
started handing out absentee ballots to people, okay, that you 
would probably have some suspicion that there are going to be 
people in there who are not eligible voters. Am I right or 
wrong? 
 I mean, I guess that is the best example I can use. If you have 
people that you know are illegal immigrants and are not eligible 
to vote, I would think that to give them an absentee ballot is the 
wrong thing to do. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, then would not the purpose better be served 
then to have an amendment that says it is illegal to go into a 
prison and hand out absentee ballot applications rather than 
place the burden of complying with a law upon every person, 
every neighbor, every friend, every district office staff person, 
every election bureau worker who is asked to help someone fill 
out an application to vote? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I think the intent of the law is to be as broad 
as possible in this matter. This just does not occur—  I can tell 
you there were incidents reported where this was going on in 
drug halfway houses. Throughout other parts of the community, 
we have heard stories of this going on. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I make just brief remarks? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may do so. 
 Mr. LaGROTTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is clear that this is not an amendment that is 
either necessary or prudent. 
 All of the people in this room ostensibly, Mr. Speaker, 
encourage maximum participation in the election process. All of 
us run for office. Obviously, we would think highly enough of 
the profession that we are involved with that we want maximum 
participation in the process. Mr. Speaker, I will not go as far as 
the last member of this side of the aisle to speak and say that 
this is a partisan issue, because I know that Republicans break 
the law and Democrats break the law. 
 What I would suggest to the people of this House is we have 
spent the better part of 12 hours of debate, yesterday and today, 
making it more difficult for people to participate in a process 
that each one of us is intimately involved with because that is 
how we get here. Now, either we do not trust the process, in 
which case we do not think what we do is valid, or there is 
another reason for all of this debate and all of these 
amendments, and that is to keep people from participating. If it 
is the former, then I respectfully disagree, and if it is the latter, 
if it is the latter, if there is any intention to stop every American, 
every Pennsylvanian who is of age to cast their vote for  
the candidate that they want to represent them, from the  
school boards to the Governor’s Mansion to the White House, 
then we have a much deeper systemic problem, and it goes way 
beyond whether the girl that sits in my office hands somebody 
an absentee ballot application. 
 I strongly recommend, Mr. Speaker, that we reject this 
amendment and any other amendment and any piece of 
legislation that makes it harder for people to be Americans and 
to vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, 
Mr. Schroder. 
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Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, during the last Presidential election,  
individuals at the highest levels and highest offices of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania instituted and rolled out a 
scheme, a State-sponsored scheme, to get absentee ballots into 
the hands of criminals serving time in all of our prison facilities 
across this State. 
 Now, there are some here today who obviously say, well, 
what is wrong with that? Well, let us talk about that. First of all, 
let us forget that it was nothing more or less than a blatant effort 
to dilute the vote of law-abiding citizens of this Commonwealth 
for the benefit of a certain political party. Let us not even talk 
about that, Mr. Speaker, but let us look at the bigger problem. 
What we had here was a process with no safeguards attached to 
it. There was no way for our boards of election to tell, no way 
for them to verify that these voters were actually eligible to 
vote. The only way that that could be verified was after the fact 
if someone challenged it. 
 Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, what makes this scheme so 
insidious and so even just more remarkable was that it was done 
against the backdrop of the disenfranchisement of our military 
men and women who are fighting overseas and in harm’s way. 
 Mr. Speaker, this government of Pennsylvania, this 
administration and the Department of State, was so concerned 
about getting ballots into the hands of criminals that, one, they 
did not have time to put safeguards in place, and two, they could 
have cared less about whether our military men and women 
fighting for the right to vote for Iraqis and Afghanis and putting 
themselves in harm’s way, whether their right to vote was 
protected. If not for people like Representative Steve Barrar, 
Congressman Curt Weldon, and many of us who brought this 
issue to the attention of the Governor and others, those military 
men and women would have been disenfranchised while our 
prisoners would have voted and had the franchise delivered to 
them on a silver platter. Mr. Speaker, that was wrong, and 
thanks to the efforts of Representative Barrar here today and the 
amendments that we have passed and will pass right here, we 
will not allow elections to be attempted to be hijacked in 
Pennsylvania again. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Elk County, Mr. Surra. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I agree with everything the last speaker said. Unfortunately, 
the amendment does not mention criminals. The amendment 
says – and I want all the reasonable members in the House to 
listen to this – “Any person who knowingly assists another 
person who is not a qualified absentee elector….” Now, to be an 
absentee elector, you have to be registered to vote. If you are a 
felon, you are not allowed to be registered to vote. And to be a 
qualified absentee elector, you cannot be at home on election 
day or you have to be ill to the point that you cannot go to the 
polls. 
 Now, if Mr. Barrar would please stand for just a couple brief 
questions. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman agrees to 
answer your interrogation. You may begin. 
 Mr. SURRA. I just mentioned what I believe a qualified 
absentee elector is – that would be three things, I guess – 
registered to vote legally, not able to be in your home 
community on the day of the election, or you are too ill to attend 
the polls. Would you agree with that? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes, I would. 

 Mr. SURRA. And that is what your amendment says. Now, it 
also goes on, “Any person who knowingly assists...” one of 
those people that qualify under those three circumstances. What 
is “assisting,” the definition of “assisting” one of those people, 
in your view? 
 Mr. BARRAR. It is a common definition, and then again, the 
intent of “knowingly” would have to be determined by the 
prosecutor, by the district attorney. 
 Mr. SURRA. What is “knowingly”? If I mail a student that  
I think is going to be at Penn State on election day, is that 
knowingly assisting him? 
 Mr. BARRAR. No, that is not. 
 Mr. SURRA. Then I would again ask, what is knowingly 
assisting a qualified absentee elector? 
 Mr. BARRAR. If you know that Penn State student is not an 
American citizen and you send him an absentee ballot, then, 
yes, you are assisting him. 
 Mr. SURRA. My point exactly, Mr. Speaker. If he is not an 
American citizen, then he is not a qualified absentee elector.  
Do you agree with that? 
 Mr. BARRAR. That is what my amendment says, and I  
do not think you are reading it properly. 
 Mr. SURRA. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment. Thank you 
very much. 
 I am going to repeat again to all reasonable members of this 
House, I do not want people in jail to vote. I want our military 
votes counted, as we all do. That is a bogus argument, and  
I reject it outright. 
 But all the parties send out absentee ballots trying to get our 
vote out, do we not? If they are qualified absentee electors 
because they are too ill or they are not going to be in the 
community on the day of the election, they are qualified. This 
amendment does not address people in jail. It does not address 
people that are foreigners. It says, “…qualified absentee 
elector….” We all assist them, do we not? We all mail them. 
We all hand them out. You cannot be here; you are working 
somewhere; oh, I see you just got out of the hospital. Do you 
want an absentee ballot? And it happens to be that they feel 
better that day and they are out running around the streets.  
Am I going to be guilty of a crime now because I gave them,  
I assisted them in filling out an absentee ballot? 
 This is not reasonable, Mr. Speaker, and I think we should 
vote “no.” I think your intentions and what you are saying the 
amendment does are sincere; I really do, but it does not mention 
anything about prisons. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. SURRA. It mentions— 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, can I read this amendment to 
him— 
 Mr. SURRA. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor. 
 Mr. BARRAR.  —the way it is written? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend. 
 Mr. BARRAR. He is not reading it properly, and he is 
making— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Barrar, he has concluded 
his interrogation. He is free to speak on the amendment as long 
as he addresses the subject of the amendment. If you wish to be 
recognized to rebut his argument, we will be more than happy to 
do that, but he did indicate that he was finished with his 
interrogation, even though I did not acknowledge that because 
he was so fast with it. 
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Mr. SURRA. I apologize, Mr. Speaker. 
 And I am going to wrap this up. If I am not interpreting it 
wrong, and we can disagree on the way things are interpreted, 
but I am going to read to you one more time, “Any person who 
knowingly assists another person who is not a qualified 
absentee elector in filling out an absentee ballot….” It was not 
explained what “assisting” is very adequately. I did on this 
podium just now describe what an absentee elector is. 
 I think this is a bad amendment. I do not think we should be 
passing out absentee ballots to felons or foreigners, but that is 
not what this amendment does. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,  
Mr. Thomas. 
 Will the gentleman suspend for just a moment. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to make 
note that the clerk should add the name of Representative 
Hennessey to the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Thomas, you may proceed. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, like my colleague, I am glad that this is the last 
of these amendments, and I thought that the first one was bad, 
but every one after the blue-and-black-ink amendment has been 
more cynical than the one before. 
 Mr. Speaker, there is no public policy, no rational basis for 
this amendment. 
 Mr. Speaker, I stand here this evening and I say to the 
architect of this amendment, because you have failed to use  
blue or black ink in drafting your amendment, because you have 
failed to present a photo ID before presenting your amendment, 
and because I do not know whether you are a convicted felon or 
not, Mr. Speaker, I rise to declare you ineligible to serve. 
 Vote “no” on this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, a key problem with this amendment is that the 
word “knowingly” is placed in the wrong place in the sentence, 
but the gentleman does not—  We all knowingly assist 
everybody in voting – you know, “we” meaning elected 
officials, “we” meaning party officials. We all knowingly assist. 
The question is not knowingly assist. The question is assisting 
people we know to be ineligible. “Knowingly” ought to modify 
the ineligible. It should not modify the assisting. There is 
nothing wrong with the assisting. It is the ineligibility that you 
are trying to deal with. 
 In an ideal world, the judiciary and the prosecutors will read 
the amendment to mean what the gentleman, Mr. Barrar, wants 
it to mean, but it does not really mean what he wants it to mean 
now, and Mr. Surra is absolutely right on that. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is one more effort to discourage people 
from voting. What this amendment seeks to do, assuming the 
courts read it the way Mr. Barrar wants them to read it – 
although that is not the way the English language works – 

assuming the courts read this amendment the way Mr. Barrar 
wants them to read it, all it does is set up another obstacle for 
voting. Instead of aiming the obstacle directly at the individual 
people – this is not a ban on using red ink or green ink, although 
I am somewhat puzzled why it is okay to use red ink or  
green ink on an absentee ballot but it is not okay to sign in a 
polling place with red ink or green ink – but this does not deal 
with the color ink and it does not deal with felons, although it 
includes felons; it basically deals with the vast majority of 
people in Pennsylvania who use absentee ballots. 
 Who is eligible in Pennsylvania for an absentee ballot? 
Everybody over 65 is eligible for an absentee ballot. Everybody 
who is going to be out of his or her town on election day is 
eligible for an absentee ballot. 
 Have these regulations gotten more liberal? Yes, they have 
over the years. Why have they gotten more liberal? Because 
Lynn Herman convinced the House of Representatives to make 
them more liberal, and the entire Republican Caucus, as I recall, 
voted just a few years ago to make these regulations more 
liberal so a huge percentage of Pennsylvania who did not used 
to be able to cast absentee ballots can now cast absentee ballots, 
and each of us and each of our party people around the State 
knowingly assist people in casting absentee ballots. 
 This is a bad amendment. It discourages active participation 
in politics, and it shows a real lack of understanding of how the 
English language works. I would urge a “no” vote on this 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. McNaughton. 
 Mr. McNAUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Barrar amendment. 
 Some of the arguments made here today I believe are 
confusing this amendment, which is a very simple amendment. 
The idea of “knowingly” is used throughout our Crimes Code, 
and it is a standard that we have used in almost every aspect of 
every crime in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. To assert 
that “knowingly” is not going to be able to be proven by the 
prosecution and therefore we should get rid of this amendment 
by the gentleman who argued earlier from the Democratic side 
of the aisle, based on that logic, we should get rid of our entire 
Crimes Code, and I do not think that he would want to do that in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. If someone knowingly 
assists, it is up to the prosecution to prove the individual 
knowingly assisted. It is a very simple standard that is applied 
oftentimes in our criminal court system. 
 I also believe the gentleman who spoke from the other side 
of the aisle concerning the unqualified, I believe the phrase is, 
the phrase is “…who is not a qualified absentee elector…,” that 
would apply, Mr. Speaker, to convicted felons; that would apply 
to illegal immigrants; that would apply to unregistered 
individuals. Anyone who is not a qualified elector would fall 
under that grand description. So I think the gentleman from Elk 
who spoke so eloquently and so passionately might not be 
reading the amendment correctly, and I would suggest that he 
would look at “…not a qualified absentee elector…,” and that is 
an all-encompassing phrase, and I would suggest the Barrar 
amendment is a good one, and we need to adopt it and move on. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Mr. Sturla. 
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Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the maker of the amendment rise for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
indicates he is willing to stand for interrogation. You may 
begin. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As I read this amendment, on line 15 it talks about a person 
who is not a qualified absentee elector. Is it your understanding 
that someone who is 30 years old, healthy, at home the day of 
the election, walks down to the polling place, and says, I just do 
not feel like voting here today; I am sending in my absentee 
ballot, are they a qualified absentee elector or are they not? 
 Mr. BARRAR. They would not be a qualified absentee 
elector. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. So they are, by your definition, not a 
qualified absentee elector. Correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Yes. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. So if my political party or your 
political party or the political party that in my county sends out 
absentee ballots to every voter knowing that many of those 
voters are not qualified absentee electors – that they will 
actually show up at the polls on election day, that they are 
physically able to get there, and that they will be in the district 
that day – they knowingly send them out, are they committing a 
misdemeanor by that act? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I would say no, but if they knowingly assist 
them in filling it out knowing that they are an illegal voter,  
I would say yes. 
 Mr. STURLA. So sending somebody an absentee ballot, 
providing them the absentee ballot is not assisting them? 
 Mr. BARRAR. In filling it out, you would be then in 
violation if you know that person is ineligible or an illegal voter. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. So the person that goes into the local 
prison and just says, I am just dropping off enough absentee 
ballots for the entire prison, knowing that some of the people in 
there are actually qualified absentee electors, they would not be 
committing a misdemeanor— 
 Mr. BARRAR. I would think dropping off more applications 
than needed probably would not be a crime, but putting them in 
the hands and assisting them in filling them out would be. 
 Mr. STURLA. Okay. So if somebody just goes to the prison 
and says, I have got absentee ballots for anybody who wants to 
fill them out; do not tell me whether you are a convicted 
criminal or not because I do not want to know. Do not ask,  
do not tell. 
 Mr. BARRAR. That is exactly what happened in the prisons 
last year. That is what I am trying to prevent. The warden took 
no steps, the warden took no steps; there were no steps in place 
to safeguard the process. This is about the integrity of the 
election. Okay? If there had been safeguards in place in the 
prison systems last year, I probably would not offer this 
amendment, but there were not any. When I asked the warden in 
the Philadelphia prison how they distinguished between 
convicted felons and people convicted of misdemeanors, he 
said, we took their word for it. If their word was worth 
anything, they would not be in prison. 
 Mr. STURLA. And is that not the same way the person that 
takes ballots out and just distributes them in the neighborhood 
and says, hey, by the way, here is an absentee ballot

Mr. BARRAR. No, it is different. 

 Mr. STURLA.  I will take your word as to whether or not 
you can make it today. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Unless you live in a prison, I would think it 
is a lot different. 
 Mr. STURLA. So what you are saying is that there is a 
presumption that if you do it in a prison, that you would be 
committing a crime, but if you do it in a neighborhood, there is 
not that presumption. Is that correct? 
 Mr. BARRAR. I am sorry. Would you repeat that? 
 Mr. STURLA. What you are saying is that if I distribute 
absentee ballots in a prison, there is the presumption that  
I would be committing the crime, but if I distribute them in a 
neighborhood, there is not that presumption? 
 Mr. BARRAR. Right. I am talking about a case where the 
people did not take the time to figure out whether they are 
qualified and basically gave them to everyone. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I could make a comment on this? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. STURLA. As was just pointed out by the gentleman 
himself, no one took the time to find out whether or not the 
person was actually a qualified absentee elector, and when the 
Republican Party in my county sends an absentee ballot to every 
voter, they have not taken the time to find out whether they are 
a qualified absentee elector or not, and under this amendment,  
I would assume that they are then in violation of the law and 
committed a misdemeanor. And so I am torn as to whether  
I want to vote for this thing so that I can get them to stop that 
practice, but in reality, I do not really see that there is anything 
wrong with that. 
 So I am probably still going to vote against this amendment 
even though I think what it does is make everyone guilty of a 
misdemeanor that ever distributed an absentee ballot. This 
amendment makes absolutely no sense. We should vote it down 
today because it will only end up in court if it ever gets past the 
Governor’s desk. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the lady from Philadelphia County, 
Ms. Josephs. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was not going to rise and talk on this, but I was provoked.  
I am sorry. 
 I would like to let us have a little sanity here or maybe a little 
knowledge about who is allowed to vote and who is not allowed 
to vote in prison. What a novel idea. If you are in prison and 
you have been convicted but you have been convicted of 
something less than a felony, you are allowed to vote and you 
may vote by absentee ballot. If you are in prison and you have 
not been convicted at all – you are a detainee of some type; you 
are awaiting trial; you cannot make bail – you have a right to 
vote and you may vote by absentee ballot. 
 And yes, those people who went to Iraq and who are still 
there in Iraq are fighting for the rule of law. They are fighting 
for a democracy in which people do not make the rules just 
because it benefits their private interests or their political party. 
They make the rules because they are good public policy and 
they apply to everybody. 
 It is law in this State that people who are confined in our 
correctional institutions who are not felons, convicted felons, 
are allowed to vote, and I think it is a fine exercise that our 
Department of State made the effort to inform these people of 
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their rights, it is their right to vote, and made it available to 
them to vote by absentee ballot. 
 I would also like to say that to my knowledge and to the 
knowledge of the people that I consulted in the last half-hour or 
so in the State Department, every effort was made to collect and 
tabulate the military absentee ballots that came here in the 
Presidential election. There was a problem that was beyond the 
control of all of us because there was a lawsuit that sought and 
eventually did decertify a Presidential candidate. Some counties 
sent out two kinds of absentee ballots to their military electors. 
Some counties waited until the lawsuit was over. Some counties 
sent out what turned out to be an illegal ballot and never 
corrected it because they felt it was too late. This was no 
deliberate scheme to deprive anybody fighting for us in Iraq, 
fighting for some reason I do not quite understand, but fighting 
for us in Iraq from voting. 
 So I really kind of resent aspersions being cast on folks who 
are, A, trying to make sure that people who have the right to 
vote got to vote if they wanted to and, B, people who were 
caught in a lawsuit that had nothing to do with them or really in 
a way to do with us, it just happened the way it happened, and 
worked very hard to make sure that nobody’s vote was 
discounted, that something was wrong with their conduct, 
because nothing was wrong with their conduct. 
 This amendment, I am not sure it is as pernicious as other 
people are saying, but it certainly does not make any sense. It is 
yet again another solution looking for a problem. All of us know 
that the real fraud that happens with absentee ballots is when 
you go, say, to a place where a lot of people who cannot get to 
the polls – a nursing home, a facility for disabled folks – and 
you tell people who have an absentee ballot in their hand that 
you will fill it out; you watch them fill it out; you make sure 
they fill it out right; you get it in the envelopes and fill it out the 
way you want it, the way you think is right, and you get it 
mailed. That is the problem, one problem with absentee ballots. 
The other problem is people taking them home overnight and 
God knows how they alter them, and that has happened in this 
State, too, and this amendment does nothing to address that 
problem. 
 I would suggest that again there is no point voting for 
something that is going to maybe get our assistants in the 
district offices in trouble. There is no point in looking for a 
solution where there is no problem. This is definitely a  
“no” vote, and I encourage all of us to vote “no.” 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Samuelson, are you 
seeking recognition? You are recognized. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, said he proposed this to address 
a specific situation that happened in last year’s elections, and  
I think he was very specific to correctional facilities. 
 My concern with the way this amendment is drafted is it 
casts a very wide net. I can see situations how this would affect 
people who assist college students with absentee ballots, 
business people with absentee ballots, and a real-life situation in 
my district where a senior citizen couple asked a question about 
absentee ballots just last year. 
 The key phrase here is somebody who assists someone “who 
is not a qualified absentee elector.” Now, my understanding of 
who is a qualified absentee elector, you either have to have, A,  
a medical condition that would prohibit you from going to the 

polls or, B, you are going to be out of town on the day of the 
election. 
 So what about this situation? A college student says they are 
going to be out of town on the day of the election. You help 
them get an absentee ballot. It turns out they are home on the 
day of the election. Would they be a qualified absentee elector? 
What about the businessperson? You ask them, well, are you 
going to be out of town on election day? They say, well, 
sometimes I am on the road, sometimes I am not; I am not sure. 
Well, somebody would say, well, take an absentee ballot just to 
be safe. Well, if that person turns out to be in the municipality 
on the day of the election, they are not a qualified absentee 
elector. 
 And what about that senior citizen couple I alluded to, 
husband and wife? The husband had a medical condition which 
required him to be homebound. He could not leave his house. 
He clearly had a medical condition. He is eligible to sign up for 
his absentee ballot. His wife does not have a medical condition 
but is a 24-hour caregiver for the husband. She does not have a 
medical condition. Technically, she could not get a doctor’s 
excuse to go to the absentee ballot. She would have to go to the 
polls, but if she is required to be with her husband and wants to 
be with her husband 24 hours to care for him, she would not 
qualify as an absentee elector. But what if someone helped 
them? What if somebody gave the husband and wife both an 
absentee ballot? Under this definition, would that qualify as 
assisting someone who is not a qualified absentee elector? 
 And also, what is that definition of “assist”? You have seen 
the absentee ballots. They have a spot for your name on top, 
then they ask for your municipality, then they ask for your 
polling precinct. Sometimes a citizen might ask, well, what is 
my polling precinct? If you provide that information, are you 
assisting in the filling out of the absentee ballot; if somebody 
calls your office and says, I will give you my address; you tell 
me the polling precinct? 
 So I understand the gentleman is trying to attack a very 
specific problem, but it seems like the way he has worded this 
amendment casts a very wide net that could impact absentee 
ballots for college students, absentee ballots for business people, 
absentee ballots for senior citizens, and situations that we are 
not even thinking about today. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 Before I recognize the sponsor of the amendment, are there 
any other members wishing to speak? 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,  
Mr. James. 
 Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am not sure whether this is a question to you 
or to the maker of the amendment. I would like to address it to 
the maker of the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. James, are you seeking 
interrogation? 
 Mr. JAMES. Yes. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Barrar, 
agrees to interrogation. You may begin. 
 Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, have you considered where the— 
You know, police officers have a lot of work to do. Have you 
considered whether the enforcement, our law enforcement,  
are they going to be vote police or get-out-the-vote police or 
stop-the-vote police? 
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Mr. BARRAR. I am just wondering if you have a serious 
question to ask. 
 Mr. JAMES. Yes. That is a serious question, because are we 
going to ask them when a complaint is made, how are they 
going to enforce this? 
 Mr. BARRAR. There is already a system in place to 
prosecute voter fraud. It would be up to the same system that is 
in place currently that investigates, the district attorney or 
State’s Attorney General. 
 Mr. JAMES. So you are not going to ask for any increase in 
law enforcement in order to deal with these new laws that you 
are putting in effect? 
 Mr. BARRAR. No, we are not. If you read the amendment, 
there is nothing in there. I am sure if you had read the 
amendment, there is nothing in there pertaining to that. 
 Mr. JAMES. Okay. Thanks. 
 May I address the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 
may proceed. 
 Mr. JAMES. Okay. 
 Again, Mr. Speaker, I would just say that there is going to be 
an increase in law enforcement policies and procedures when all 
these new measures take effect, and I do not know what kind of 
police we are going to have to try to do this, but again, I would 
suggest that this is further intimidation and voter suppression, 
because I remember in some parts of the country there were 
State Police or some police were used to suppress the vote, and 
I hope that this does not happen here, and I would ask that we 
vote “no” on this amendment again. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and for closing remarks recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Barrar. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment will do nothing to discourage 
one person from voting even if they are illegal voters. It does 
not take their ability to vote away. This amendment only 
punishes the person who takes advantage of an illegal voter. 
 I fully support the concept and idea of every vote should 
count and doing as much as we can to increase voter 
participation, but the system should encourage integrity and do 
everything possible to prevent illegal votes from occurring.  
That was my only goal in offering this amendment. I would ask 
for a positive vote. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. KIRKLAND is on leave 
for the day and will not be recorded on this vote. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 

 The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–120 
 
Adolph Forcier Markosek Sainato 
Allen Gabig Marsico Saylor 
Argall Gannon McGill Scavello 
Armstrong Geist McIlhattan Schroder 
Baker Gillespie McIlhinney Semmel 
Baldwin Gingrich McNaughton Shaner 
Barrar Godshall Metcalfe Shapiro 
Bastian Good Micozzie Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Grell Millard Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Habay Miller, R. Sonney 
Boyd Haluska Miller, S. Stairs 
Bunt Harhart Mustio Steil 
Cappelli Harper Nailor Stern 
Casorio Harris Nickol Stevenson, R. 
Civera Hasay O’Brien Stevenson, T. 
Clymer Hennessey O’Neill Tangretti 
Cornell Herman Payne Taylor, E. Z. 
Corrigan Hershey Petrarca Taylor, J. 
Crahalla Hess Petri True 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Turzai 
Dally Hutchinson Pickett Vitali 
Denlinger Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DiGirolamo Keller, M. Quigley Wilt 
Diven Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Ellis Killion Raymond Wright 
Evans, J. Leh Reed Yewcic 
Fairchild Lescovitz Reichley Zug 
Feese Mackereth Rohrer 
Fichter Maher Ross 
Fleagle Maitland Rubley Perzel, 
Flick Major      Speaker 
 

NAYS–74 
 
Bebko-Jones Eachus Lederer Ruffing 
Belardi Evans, D. Levdansky Samuelson 
Belfanti Fabrizio Manderino Santoni 
Biancucci Frankel Mann Siptroth 
Bishop Freeman McCall Solobay 
Blackwell George McGeehan Staback 
Blaum Gerber Melio Stetler 
Butkovitz Gergely Mundy Sturla 
Buxton Goodman Myers Surra 
Caltagirone Grucela Oliver Thomas 
Cawley Gruitza Petrone Tigue 
Cohen Hanna Pistella Veon 
Costa Harhai Preston Wansacz 
Curry James Ramaley Waters 
Daley Josephs Readshaw Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, W. Roberts Williams 
Dermody Kotik Roebuck Youngblood 
DeWeese LaGrotta Rooney Yudichak 
Donatucci Leach 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Kirkland Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
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THE SPEAKER (JOHN M. PERZEL) 
PRESIDING 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. GRUCELA offered the following amendment No. 
A02173: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by removing the period after 
“candidates” and inserting  
 and for qualifications of electors at primaries. 
 Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 14 through 17, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 630.1 of the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, 
No.320), known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, amended  
February 13, 1998 (P.L.72, No.18), is amended to read: 
 Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
 Section 2.  Section 702 of the act is amended to read: 
 Section 702.  Qualifications of Electors at Primaries.–(a) The 
qualifications of electors entitled to vote at primaries shall be the same 
as the qualifications of electors entitled to vote at elections within the 
election district where the primary is held, provided that no elector who 
is not registered and enrolled as a member of a political party, in 
accordance with the provisions of this act, shall be permitted to vote 
the ballot of such party or any other party ballot at any primary. 
 (b)  An individual who otherwise meets the requirements of 
25 Pa.C.S. § 1301 (relating to qualifications to register) who will be at 
least eighteen years of age on the day of the next general or municipal 
election may register and vote for the corresponding primary.

Section 3.  Sections 910 and 981.1 of the act, amended  
February 13, 1998 (P.L.72, No.18), are amended to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 5, line 4, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 4

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Grucela. 
 Mr. GRUCELA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, in summary, amendment A02173 essentially 
would expand the electorate. It would allow individuals who 
would be 17 years old to qualify to vote in the primary election. 
Essentially it says, if you would be 18 years old anytime on or 
prior to the November election, you would be able to register 
and vote. So essentially it would allow a 17-year-old to vote in 
the primary election. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–178 
 
Adolph Fairchild Mackereth Samuelson 
Allen Feese Maitland Santoni 
Argall Fichter Major Saylor 
Armstrong Fleagle Manderino Scavello 
Baker Flick Mann Schroder 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Semmel 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Shaner 

Bastian Gabig McCall Shapiro 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Siptroth 
Belardi George McGill Smith, B. 
Belfanti Gerber McIlhattan Smith, S. H. 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Solobay 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Sonney 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Staback 
Blackwell Godshall Micozzie Stairs 
Blaum Good Millard Steil 
Boyd Goodman Miller, R. Stern 
Bunt Grell Mundy Stetler 
Butkovitz Grucela Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Buxton Gruitza Myers Stevenson, T. 
Caltagirone Haluska Nailor Sturla 
Cappelli Hanna Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhai O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris Payne Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Petrarca Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Petri Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrone True 
Costa Hershey Phillips Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Pickett Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Pistella Vitali 
Daley James Preston Wansacz 
Dally Josephs Pyle Waters 
DeLuca Kauffman Quigley Watson 
Denlinger Keller, M. Ramaley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Raymond Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Readshaw Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Reed Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Roberts Yewcic 
Donatucci LaGrotta Roebuck Youngblood 
Eachus Leach Rohrer Yudichak 
Ellis Lederer Rooney Zug 
Evans, D. Leh Ross 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rubley Perzel, 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ruffing     Speaker 
 

NAYS–16 
 
Benninghoff Geist Maher Rapp 
Casorio Habay Metcalfe Reichley 
Curry Harhart Miller, S. Sainato 
Forcier Hutchinson O’Neill Wright 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Kirkland Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. NICKOL offered the following amendment No. 
A02175: 
 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1210), page 4, lines 2 through 5 (A01983), 
by striking out “fails to present to the” in line 2 and all of lines 3 
through 5 and inserting 
is challenged under clause (4) and fails to present to the county 
board of elections, at the challenge hearing or prior thereto, a form of 
photo identification described in subsection (a).
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On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Nickol. 
 Mr. NICKOL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to withdraw that 
amendment, and I would prefer to offer A02176. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. NICKOL offered the following amendment No. 
A02176: 
 

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1210), page 4, lines 43 through 46 (A01984), 
by striking out “fails to present to the” in line 43, all of lines 44 through 
46 and inserting 
is challenged under clause (4) and fails to present to the county 
board of elections, at the challenge hearing or prior thereto, a form of 
photo identification described in subsection (a).

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Nickol. 
 Mr. NICKOL. Thank you. 
 The Metcalfe amendment that we approved yesterday at the 
end of session requires all voters to present photo identification 
at the time they vote. If a voter does not have photo ID with 
them, they can still vote by casting a provisional ballot, but then 
within 6 days after the election, the voter would have to present 
themselves to the county board of elections and show a valid 
photo ID for their provisional ballot to be counted. 
 My amendment would eliminate the requirement that a voter 
casting a provisional ballot has to later show up at the 
courthouse to produce a valid photo ID; that is, unless his or her 
provisional ballot is challenged by a candidate or political party. 
 I would appreciate the members’ support of the amendment, 
which changes one of the provisions in the Metcalfe 
amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–190 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 

Biancucci Gergely Melio Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gillespie Metcalfe Solobay 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Sonney 
Blackwell Godshall Millard Staback 
Blaum Good Miller, R. Stairs 
Boyd Goodman Miller, S. Steil 
Bunt Grell Mundy Stern 
Butkovitz Grucela Mustio Stetler 
Buxton Gruitza Myers Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Habay Nailor Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Haluska Nickol Sturla 
Cawley Hanna O’Brien Surra 
Civera Harhai Oliver Tangretti 
Clymer Harhart O’Neill Taylor, E. Z. 
Cohen Harper Payne Taylor, J. 
Cornell Harris Petrarca Thomas 
Corrigan Hennessey Petri Tigue 
Costa Herman Petrone True 
Crahalla Hershey Phillips Turzai 
Creighton Hess Pickett Veon 
Curry Hickernell Pistella Vitali 
Daley Hutchinson Preston Wansacz 
Dally James Pyle Waters 
DeLuca Josephs Quigley Watson 
Denlinger Kauffman Ramaley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Rapp Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Raymond Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Reed Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Reichley Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Roberts Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Roebuck Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rooney 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–4 
 
Casorio Hasay Maher McNaughton 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Causer Kirkland Rieger Walko 
Cruz Pallone Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. VITALI offered the following amendment No. A01191: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by removing the period after 
“candidates” and inserting 
; providing for public financing for candidates for the offices of 
Governor and Lieutenant Governor; establishing the Pennsylvania  
Fair Campaign Fund; and providing qualifications for funding, for 
payments, for use of funds, for authorized expenditures, for limitation 
on contributions, for return of funds and for penalties. 
 Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 3 and 4 
 Section 2.  The act is amended by adding an article to read: 
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ARTICLE XVI-A
Pennsylvania Gubernatorial Public Financing

Section 1601-A.  Short Title.–This article shall be known and 
may be cited as the Pennsylvania Gubernatorial Public Financing Act.

Section 1602-A.  Definitions.–As used in this article:
(a)  The word “candidate” means any of the following:
(1)  an individual seeking nomination or election to the offices of 

Governor or Lieutenant Governor who has filed a nomination petition 
or nomination paper;

(2)  an individual who receives contributions or makes 
expenditures in connection with seeking nomination or election to the 
offices of Governor or Lieutenant Governor; or

(3)  an individual on behalf of whom a registration statement 
must be filed in accordance with section 1624.

(b)  The word “commission” shall mean the State Ethics 
Commission.

(c)  The word “contribution” shall mean a contribution as defined 
by section 1621.

(d)  The word “expenditure” shall mean an expenditure as 
defined by section 1621.

(e)  The word “fund” shall mean the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign 
Fund established in section 1605-A.

(f)  The words “independent expenditure” shall mean an 
expenditure by a person made for the purpose of influencing an 
election without cooperation or consultation with any candidate or any 
political committee authorized by that candidate and which is not made 
in concert with or at the request or suggestion of any candidate or 
political committee or agent thereof.

(g)  The words “major political party” shall mean a political party 
whose candidate for Governor received either the highest or second 
highest number of votes in the preceding gubernatorial election.

Section 1603-A.  Application and Administration of Article.–
(a)  The provisions of this article shall be applicable to candidates 

for the offices of Governor and Lieutenant Governor.
(b)  For the purposes of this article insofar as it relates to funding 

of nominated candidates in the general election, a political party’s or 
political body’s nominated candidates for Governor and Lieutenant 
Governor shall be considered as one candidacy, and the provisions 
specifically applicable to the Governor shall be applicable to the 
combined candidacy.

(c)  The provisions of this article shall be administered by the 
State Ethics Commission. The commission may adopt rules and 
regulations as may be required to implement the provisions of this 
article and to carry out its purpose.

Section 1604-A.  Campaign Committee Required.–Each 
candidate for Governor or Lieutenant Governor shall form a campaign 
committee through which all campaign contributions shall be received 
and all campaign expenditures shall be disbursed.

Section 1605-A.  Pennsylvania Fair Campaign Fund 
Established.–There is hereby established a special restricted receipts 
fund in the State Treasury to be known as the Pennsylvania 
Fair Campaign Fund. Payments shall be made into this fund pursuant to 
section 1606-A, and disbursements shall be made from the fund only 
upon the warrant of the commission and a warrant of the State 
Treasurer. As much of the moneys in the fund as are necessary to make 
payments to candidates as provided in this article are appropriated from 
the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign Fund on a continuing basis for the 
purpose of such payments.

Section 1606-A.  Funding the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign.–
(a)  Beginning with tax years commencing January 1, 2004, and 

thereafter, each individual subject to the tax imposed by Article III of 
the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known as the “Tax Reform 
Code of 1971,” whose tax liability for the year is five dollars ($5) or 
more may designate five dollars ($5) of his personal income taxes to be 
paid into the fund. In the case of married taxpayers filing a joint return, 
each spouse may designate five dollars ($5) to be paid into the fund if 
their tax liability is ten dollars ($10) or more. All of these designated 
tax revenues shall be paid into the fund. The check-off and instructions 

shall be prominently displayed on the first page of the return form. The 
instructions shall readily indicate that these designations neither 
increase nor decrease an individual’s tax liability.

(b)  The General Assembly shall appropriate money to the 
Fair Campaign Fund sufficient to fully fund all requirements of this 
article including the administrative, investigative and enforcement 
responsibilities of the State Ethics Commission. Upon notice by the 
commission, the General Assembly shall appropriate to the 
commission out of the General Fund such additional sums as may be 
required to carry out the purposes of this article if the sums first 
appropriated become inadequate.

Section 1607-A.  Certification of Moneys in Fund.–By June 30 
of each year, the State Treasurer shall certify to the commission the 
current balance available in the fund.

Section 1608-A.  Qualification for Funding.–
(a)  Any candidate for the offices of Governor and Lieutenant 

Governor may apply for funding under this article if the candidate 
meets the contributory thresholds established in subsection (b) and 
otherwise conforms to the requirements of this article. No candidate 
shall be obligated to apply for funding under this article and if any 
candidate elects not to apply, the provisions of this article pertaining to 
limits on expenditures or the use of his personal funds shall be 
inapplicable to the person and his candidacy. Any candidate electing to 
receive funding under this article shall declare his intention to do so 
and specify the office for which he is a candidate. No candidate for the 
office of Governor, nominated at a primary election, may elect to 
receive funding under this article for a general election unless the 
candidate elected to receive funding under this article for the primary 
election. Any candidate who for any reason has his name withdrawn 
from the ballot, after receipt of funds under this article, shall return to 
the fund all unspent money received from the fund.

(b)  (1)  In order to qualify for funding in a general election, a 
candidate for Governor must receive subsequent to the date of that 
candidate’s primary election but prior to the date of the candidate’s 
general election four hundred fifty thousand dollars ($450,000) in 
qualifying contributions.

(2)  In order to qualify for funding in a primary election, a 
candidate must receive, prior to the date of the primary election but 
after becoming a candidate, the following amounts:

Office Qualifying Contributions Required
(i)  Governor $225,000
(ii)  Lieutenant Governor 100,000
(3)  Definition:
(i)  The term “qualifying contribution” includes any contribution 

which has all of the following characteristics:
(A)  Made by an individual resident of Pennsylvania.
(B)  Made by a written instrument which indicates the 

contributor’s full name and mailing address and is not intended to be 
returned to the contributor or transferred to another political committee 
or candidate.

(ii)  If a contributor receives goods or services of value in return 
for his contribution, the qualifying contribution shall be calculated as 
the original contribution, minus the fair market value of the goods or 
services received.

(c)  Each candidate who elects to apply for funding under this 
article shall provide evidence that the candidate has raised the 
qualifying contributions required by this section which evidence shall 
be verified and certified as correct by the auditors of the State Ethics 
Commission.

(d)  The commission shall conduct a complete audit of all 
candidates receiving funds under this article. Such audits shall be 
conducted the year following the election for which funds were 
distributed. The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall provide the 
commission at no cost all reports of contributions and expenditures 
filed pursuant to Article XVI by candidates for Governor and 
Lieutenant Governor, their political committees and all other political 
committees who have contributed to such candidates.
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(e)  The auditors shall conduct their audit in accord with sound 
accounting principles and shall make findings of any possible 
violations of this article. All audited candidates and their committees 
shall furnish any records to the accountants which the accountants 
deem necessary for the completion of their work.

(f)  The commission shall make public the report of the auditors
and shall provide a copy to the Attorney General for the institution of 
such criminal proceedings as he or she shall deem necessary.

Section 1609-A.  Funding Formula.–
(a)  Every candidate who qualifies for funding for an election 

pursuant to section 1608-A shall receive matching payments from the 
fund in the amount of two dollars ($2) for each dollar of qualifying 
contribution.

(b)  The two dollars ($2) for each dollar of qualifying 
contributions provided by this section shall be provided both for 
qualifying contributions raised which exceed the threshold amounts 
specified in section 1608-A and for those qualifying contributions 
which are attributable to meeting the threshold amounts necessary to 
qualify for funding under this article.

(c)  (1)  Only those qualifying contributions made during the 
period between the date of becoming a candidate and the date of the 
primary election shall be eligible for matching payments from the fund 
for the primary election.

(2)  Only those qualifying contributions made during the period 
between the primary election and the general election of the year in 
which that candidate runs for office shall be eligible for matching 
payments from the fund for the general election.

(d)  Matching funds shall not be provided for any qualifying 
contributions unless the reporting requirements required by the 
commission are satisfied.

Section 1610-A.  Limitations on Funding.–
(a)  Every candidate who qualifies for and receives funding 

pursuant to the formula established by this article shall be entitled to 
receive no more than the maximum amount specified in subsection (b) 
for the office the candidate is seeking.

(b)  (1)  The maximum amount of funding available for each 
candidate for Governor at a general election under this article shall be 
eight million five hundred thousand dollars ($8,500,000).

(2)  The maximum amount of funding available for the primary 
election for each candidate under this article shall be as follows:

Office Maximum Pennsylvania Fair
Campaign Funding

(i)  Governor $5,500,000
(ii)  Lieutenant Governor 2,000,000
Section 1611-A.  Time of Payments.–A candidate for Governor 

and Lieutenant Governor in the case of a primary election may begin to 
receive public funding payments after he or she has received the 
qualifying contribution amounts required by section 1608-A(b)(2) in 
the case of a primary election and section 1608-A(b)(1) in the case of a 
general election. The commission shall make payments authorized by 
this article at least every two (2) weeks. However, except for the final 
payment, no payment shall be due or paid if the payment does not 
equal at least five thousand dollars ($5,000).

Section 1612-A.  Use of Funds by Candidates.–
(a)  Funds distributed to candidates pursuant to this article may 

be used only for the election for which they are distributed and only for 
the purposes set forth in this article except that no fund moneys may be 
used:

(1)  To transfer to other candidates or to committees of other 
candidates or to political committees.

(2)  To pay for expenditures incurred as follows:
(i)  after the date of the primary election in the case of an 

unsuccessful primary candidate; or
(ii)  after the date of the general election in the case of all other 

candidates.
(b)  Funds distributed to a candidate pursuant to this article shall 

be placed in a single bank account. Expenditures from this account 
shall be made only for campaign expenses listed in subsection (a).

Section 1613-A.  Expenditures.–
(a)  Expenditures made by a candidate for Governor, for all 

purposes and from all sources, including but not limited to amounts of 
funds distributed under this article, proceeds of loans, gifts, 
contributions from any source or personal funds, subsequent to the date 
of the primary election but prior to the date of the general election, may 
not exceed thirteen million dollars ($13,000,000).

(b)  Expenditures made by a candidate prior to the date of the 
primary election may not exceed the following unless otherwise 
provided:

Office Total Expenditure Limits
(1)  Governor $9,000,000
(2)  Lieutenant Governor 3,000,000
(c)  The expenditure limits of this section apply only to 

candidates who receive public funding pursuant to this article, except 
that a candidate who accepts public funding but whose political party 
opponent in a general election elects not to apply for the public funding 
shall not be bound by the expenditure limits of this section.

(d)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this article, a 
candidate who accepts public funding pursuant to the formula 
established, but whose major political party opponents in a primary 
election elect to not apply for the public funding, shall not be bound by 
the expenditure limits specified in this section.

Section 1614-A.  Annual Report.–The commission shall report 
annually to the Governor and the General Assembly on the operations 
of funding as provided by this article. This report shall include, but not 
be limited to, the revenues and expenditures in the fund, the amounts 
distributed to candidates, the results of any audits performed on 
candidates in compliance with this article and any prosecutions brought 
for violations of this article.

Section 1615-A.  Return of Excess Funds.–
(a)  All unexpended campaign funds in a candidate’s and his 

authorized committees’ possession sixty (60) days after a primary 
election shall be returned to the State board for deposit in the fund, up 
to the amount of the funds which were distributed to the candidate 
under this article for the primary election.

(b)  All unexpended campaign funds in a candidate’s and his 
authorized committees’ possession sixty (60) days after a general 
election shall be returned to the State board for deposit in the fund, up 
to the amount of the funds which were distributed to the candidate 
under this article for the general election.

Section 1616-A.  Limitations on Certain Contributions.–
(a)  The provisions of this section apply to any contribution made 

for the purpose of influencing any election to the offices of Governor 
or Lieutenant Governor regardless of whether the candidate for that 
office has applied for or received funding under this article.

(b)  Aggregate contributions, including in-kind contributions, 
from any person or political committee to any candidate for Governor 
or Lieutenant Governor, his authorized committee or agent shall not 
exceed two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for the candidate’s 
primary election and two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for 
the candidate’s general election. Furthermore, for each election, 
no candidate, his authorized committee or agent shall accept or receive 
more than two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for the 
candidate’s primary election and two thousand five hundred dollars 
($2,500) for the candidate’s general election in aggregate contributions, 
including in-kind contributions, from any person.

(c)  A gift, subscription, loan, advance or deposit of money or 
anything of value to a candidate shall be considered a contribution both 
by the original source of the contribution and by any intermediary or 
conduit if the intermediary or conduit:

(1)  exercises any direction over the making of the contribution; 
or

(2)  solicits the contribution or arranges for the contribution made 
and directly or indirectly makes the candidate aware of such 
intermediary or conduit’s role in soliciting or arranging the 
contribution for the candidate.



2005 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 1461 

(d)  For purposes of subsection (c), a contribution shall not be 
considered to be a contribution by an intermediary or conduit to the 
candidate if:

(1)  the intermediary or conduit has been retained by the 
candidate’s committee for the purpose of fundraising and is reimbursed 
for expenses incurred in soliciting contributions;

(2)  in the case of an individual, the candidate has expressly 
authorized the intermediary or conduit to engage in fundraising, or the 
individual occupies a significant position within the candidate’s 
campaign organization; or

(3)  in the case of a political committee, the intermediary or 
conduit is the authorized committee of the candidate.

(e)  No candidate for Governor or Lieutenant Governor who 
accepts public funding in accordance with this article may contribute 
from personal funds more than an aggregate of twenty-five thousand 
dollars ($25,000) in connection with his or her primary and general 
election campaigns.

Section 1617-A.  Interactive Gubernatorial Primary and General 
Election Debates; Participation by Candidates.–

(a)  In any year in which a primary election is to be held to 
nominate candidates for the offices of Governor and Lieutenant 
Governor, there shall be held among the several candidates for each 
nomination a series of interactive primary debates. All candidates who 
have filed nomination petitions in accordance with this act for these 
offices and have applied or intend to apply to receive money for 
election campaign expenses from the fund shall participate in the 
debates. Any other candidate, who would have otherwise qualified for 
public funding under section 1608-A(b)(2) twenty (20) days before the 
date of the debate, may participate, provided that the other candidate 
notifies the commission of the candidate’s intent to participate no later 
than twenty (20) days before the date of the debate. In any year in 
which no candidate or only one candidate for a nomination is required 
or elects to participate, no primary debate shall be required to be held 
under this subsection.

(b)  In any year in which a general election is to be held for the 
offices of Governor and Lieutenant Governor, there shall be held a 
series of interactive debates in which all candidates who have received 
nominations for these offices at the primary or through the filing of 
nomination papers in accordance with this act and have applied or 
intend to apply to receive money for election campaign expenses from 
the fund shall participate. Any other candidate, who would have 
otherwise qualified for public funding under section 1608-A(b)(1) 
twenty (20) days before the date of the debate, may participate, 
provided that the other candidate notifies the commission of the 
candidate’s intent to participate no later than twenty (20) days before 
the date of the debate.

Section 1618-A.  Time and Contents; Sponsors.–
(a)  There shall be two gubernatorial and two lieutenant 

gubernatorial primary debates. Each of the debates shall be at least 
one hour in duration. The first debate shall occur not earlier than the 
date on which the names of candidates to appear on the primary ballot 
are certified by the Secretary of the Commonwealth in accordance with 
section 916 and the second debate shall occur not later than the 
Tuesday preceding the primary election.

(b)  There shall be three gubernatorial and three lieutenant 
gubernatorial debates. Each of the debates shall be at least one (1) hour. 
The first debate shall occur not earlier than fifty (50) days before the 
date of the general election, and the second debate shall occur not later 
than the Tuesday preceding the election.

(c)  Private organizations which are not affiliated with any 
political party or with any holder of or candidate for public office and 
which have not endorsed any candidate in the pending primary or 
general election for the office of Governor shall be eligible to sponsor 
one or more interactive gubernatorial primary debates or interactive 
gubernatorial election debates under subsection (a) or (b), respectively.

(d)  The commission shall accept applications from eligible 
private organizations to sponsor one or more of the interactive debates. 
Applications to sponsor debates under subsection (a) shall be submitted 

to the commission no later than March 15 of any year in which a 
primary election is to be held to nominate candidates for the offices of 
Governor and Lieutenant Governor, and applications to sponsor 
debates under subsection (b) shall be submitted to the commission no 
later than July 1 of any year in which a general election is to be held to 
fill the office of Governor.

(e)  Where the number of eligible applicants to sponsor primary 
debates or election debates exceed the number prescribed under 
subsections (a) and (b), respectively, the commission shall select the 
private organizations from among the applicants within thirty (30) days 
of the last day for submitting those applications, as provided under this 
subsection. To the maximum extent practicable and feasible, the 
commission shall select a different private organization to sponsor each 
of the interactive gubernatorial debates, but shall not be precluded 
from selecting the same private organization to sponsor more than 
one debate.

(f)  The private organizations selected by the commission shall 
be responsible for selecting the date, time and location of the debates, 
subject to the limitations set forth in this section. The rules for 
conducting each debate shall be solely the responsibility of the private 
organizations so selected, but shall not be made final without 
consultation with both the chairman of the State committee of each 
political party in the case of primary debates, and with a representative 
designated by each of the participating candidates in the case of general 
election debates.

Section 1619-A.  Failure of Candidate to Participate in Debates; 
Complaint; Hearing; Determination; Penalties.

(a)  The commission shall have the power and duty, upon receipt 
of a complaint against a candidate for nomination for election or for 
election for the offices of Governor or Lieutenant Governor who is 
required to participate in primary debates or election debates, 
respectively, to hold a hearing to determine whether that candidate has 
failed to participate in debates. If, at the conclusion of a hearing under 
this section, the commission determines by majority vote that a 
candidate required to participate under this act has failed to do so, the 
chairman shall immediately inform the candidate in writing of that 
determination, identifying in that writing the date and circumstances of 
the failure. If, after having found that a candidate required to 
participate in a primary or election debate has failed to do so, the 
commission further finds that the failure occurred under circumstances 
which were beyond the control of the candidate and were of such a 
nature that a reasonable person, taking into account the purposes of this 
act and the relevant facts of the case, would find the failure justifiable 
or excusable, then the candidate shall not be subject to any penalty or 
liability for failing to participate. The candidate charged with failure to 
participate shall have the burden of showing justification or excuse.

(b)  The campaign of any candidate or former candidate who 
shall have been required to participate in a primary debate or election 
debate under this article, but who has been found to have failed to do 
so without reasonable justification or excuse, shall be liable for return 
of moneys previously received for use by the candidate to pay primary 
election campaign expenses or general election campaign expenses, 
respectively. The commission shall determine the total amount of 
moneys for election campaign expenses in that year by the commission 
to the candidate under this article, as appropriate, and shall notify the 
campaign treasurer of the candidate of the liability as of the date of the 
notice, for the repayment of those moneys plus interest on the unpaid 
amount of that liability from that date at the rate of one (1) per cent for 
each month or fractional a part of a month during which that amount 
remains unpaid.

Section 1620-A.  Penalties.–
(a)  A person who violates the provisions of this article and who, 

as a result, obtains funds under this article to which he is not entitled 
commits a misdemeanor of the first degree and shall, upon conviction, 
be subject to a fine not to exceed the greater of ten thousand dollars 
($10,000), or three (3) times the amount of funds wrongfully obtained 
or to imprisonment for up to five (5) years, or both.
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(b)  A person who violates section 1612-A or 1613-A commits a 
misdemeanor of the first degree and shall, upon conviction, be subject 
to a fine not to exceed the greater of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), or 
three (3) times the amount of funds that were wrongfully used or 
expended or to imprisonment for up to five (5) years, or both.

(c)  Except as provided in subsections (a) and (b), a person who 
violates any provision of this article commits a misdemeanor of the 
third degree and shall, upon conviction, be subject to a fine of not more 
than one thousand dollars ($1,000), or to imprisonment for up to 
one (1) year, or both.

(d)  All fines and penalties assessed pursuant to this article shall 
be deposited in the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign Fund.

Section 1621-A.  Severability.–The provisions of this article are 
severable. If any provision of this article or its application to any 
person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect 
other provisions or applications of this article which can be given effect 
without the invalid provision or application.

Section 1622-A.  Applicability.–Funding from the Pennsylvania 
Fair Campaign Fund shall be provided to candidates for Statewide 
office beginning with the primary election of 2006 and in each 
gubernatorial primary and election thereafter.

Section 3.  The dollar figures contained in Article XVI-A of the 
Pennsylvania Election Code shall be adjusted annually at a rate equal 
to the average percentage change in the All-Urban Consumer  
Price Index for the Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and Scranton standard 
metropolitan statistical areas as published by the Bureau of  
Labor Statistics of the United States Department of Labor, or any 
successor agency, occurring in the prior calendar year. The base year 
shall be 2005. The average shall be calculated and certified annually  
by the commission by adding the percentage increase in each of the 
three areas and dividing by three. The calculation and resulting new 
dollar figures shall be published in March in the Pennsylvania Bulletin. 
The checkoff referred to in section 1606-A of the Pennsylvania 
Election Code shall be rounded to the nearest dollar. 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 5, line 4, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 4

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, indicates that the 
amendment has been withdrawn. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Gabig, who moves that the rules of the House be suspended 
for immediate consideration of amendment No. 2299. 
 It is the information of the Chair that the Gabig amendment 
has been withdrawn. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended for immediate consideration of amendment 
2342. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The SPEAKER. On suspension, it is the leaders. 
 The Chair recognizes the majority leader, the gentleman,  
Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this bill has been debated mightily. There have 
been some tremendous debates on the amendments before us, 
and I would suggest that it is probably time that we try to wrap 
it up, and I am going to ask the members to vote against this 
motion to suspend. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. DeWeese, who defers to the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. Is that 
correct? 
 The gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, in light of the position of the 
majority leader, I will withdraw this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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 Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I started out as a cosponsor of HB 1318 
because HB 1318 was well-intended, had some good provisions 
in it, but, Mr. Speaker, the last 24 hours has caused HB 1318  
to go from a well-intentioned bill to a bill that would 
disenfranchise many voters across the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, a bill that puts additional responsibilities on our 
election boards and sets up a situation where they can be 
punished after having volunteered 18 hours a day in making 
sure that the electoral process runs smoothly. 
 HB 1318 has gone from a well-intended bill to a bill that is 
violative of the Pennsylvania Constitution and the United States 
Constitution, because what some people think are reasonable 
restrictions are actually an intrusion on fundamental rights. It is 
actually infringement on one’s access to the electoral process. 
So while one might think that they are reasonable restrictions, 
let me assure you that those restrictions, those restrictions, by 
the time the court is finished, will not be reasonable restrictions 
and they will not be viewed in that light. 
 And so, Mr. Speaker, to that end, I have no other choice but 
to vote “no” on HB 1318 because this is one of those situations 
where my mama used to say, if you want to see whether 
something is good or bad, put it in a bag, shake it up. If more 
good comes out than bad, go for the good. If more bad than 
good comes out, shut it down. In this particular case, if you 
shake HB 1318 up, there is more bad than good that is going to 
come out of it, and as a result, it should be rejected. 
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with Curtis Thomas. This 
is a good bill that has gone bad. It has taken rights away from 
large numbers of Pennsylvania, and it has taken all our rights to 
have a real election that is decided by voters and not by lawyers 
and judges. 
 When we disqualify felons, we are forcing them to make a 
list. Just like the list that the Bunt amendment sought to avoid 
last week when it came time to do payday loans, we are forcing 
them to come up with a list of felons who have committed 
crimes and been convicted in Pennsylvania and all 50 States and 
all around the world, and we are going to find out, like they 
found out in Florida, that when you have a list of people who 
are accused of committing crimes, you exclude a lot of other 
people with similar names. We looked down the list of 
members. There are a lot of people in this House and a lot of 
people in society as a whole who have names that are widely 
shared with many, many other people. We are going to be 
excluding large numbers of people. We are going to be 
enmeshed in legal challenges. 
 After the Florida election in the year 2000, the cry went up 
around the land that we do not want to be another Florida in 
Pennsylvania; we do not want to be another Florida anywhere in 
the country. Well, this is sort of guaranteeing that of course we 
are going to be another Florida every year. We are going to 
have lawyers and volunteers active in challenging the list of 
names of who is a felon and who is not a felon, who voted and 
who should not have voted, who knowingly assisted people and 
who did not knowingly assist. We have created a whole series 
of booby traps designed to discourage people from voting, 
designed to discourage people from actively participating in the 
process. 
 This is a bad amendment. I strongly believe it is an 
unconstitutional amendment. If the courts somehow approve it 
and the Governor somehow approves it and the Senate 
somehow approves it, we are all going to be in for a lot of very 
rough times ahead. I strongly urge a “no” vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence. The 
Chair requests a leave of absence for the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. ROEBUCK. Without objection, that leave 
will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes at this time the 
gentleman, Mr. James. 
 Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, there was a key word last year in the elections 
called battleground, battleground States. I think that we were 
one last year and we are definitely going to be one next year.  
In 2000 it was Florida; 2004 it was Ohio; 2006 it is going to be 
Pennsylvania. 
 And I will go along with my colleague, Representative  
Curtis Thomas, who says that in his infinite wisdom his mother 
said that if you shake the bag up and it comes out bad, it is bad, 

and this is bad. I think it is discriminatory. I think that it is going 
to be used to intimidate voters. It is going to have an adverse 
impact against African-Americans, minorities, and poor people. 
And therefore, I would encourage a “no” vote on the final 
passage. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence on the floor of 
the hall of the House of the gentleman, Mr. Causer. Without 
objection, his name will be added to the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1318 CONTINUED 

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–135 
 
Adolph Gabig Maher Rohrer 
Allen Gannon Maitland Ross 
Argall Geist Major Rubley 
Armstrong Gergely Markosek Ruffing 
Baker Gillespie Marsico Sainato 
Baldwin Gingrich McCall Samuelson 
Barrar Godshall McGill Saylor 
Bastian Good McIlhattan Scavello 
Belfanti Goodman McIlhinney Schroder 
Benninghoff Grell McNaughton Semmel 
Birmelin Grucela Metcalfe Shapiro 
Boyd Habay Micozzie Siptroth 
Bunt Haluska Millard Smith, B. 
Cappelli Hanna Miller, R. Smith, S. H. 
Causer Harhai Miller, S. Sonney 
Civera Harhart Mustio Stairs 
Clymer Harper Nailor Stern 
Cornell Harris Nickol Stevenson, R. 
Costa Hennessey O’Brien Stevenson, T. 
Crahalla Herman O’Neill Tangretti 
Creighton Hershey Payne Taylor, E. Z. 
Dally Hess Petrarca Taylor, J. 
DeLuca Hickernell Petri True 
Denlinger Hutchinson Petrone Turzai 
DiGirolamo Kauffman Phillips Wansacz 
Diven Keller, M. Pickett Watson 
Eachus Kenney Pistella Wilt 
Ellis Killion Pyle Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Kotik Quigley Wright 
Fairchild LaGrotta Ramaley Yewcic 
Feese Leh Rapp Zug 
Fichter Lescovitz Raymond 
Fleagle Levdansky Reed Perzel, 
Flick Mackereth Reichley     Speaker 
Forcier 
 

NAYS–59 
 
Bebko-Jones Dermody Lederer Staback 
Belardi DeWeese Manderino Steil 
Biancucci Donatucci Mann Stetler 
Bishop Evans, D. McGeehan Sturla 
Blackwell Fabrizio Melio Surra 
Blaum Frankel Mundy Thomas 
Butkovitz Freeman Myers Tigue 
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Buxton George Oliver Veon 
Caltagirone Gerber Preston Vitali 
Casorio Gruitza Readshaw Waters 
Cawley Hasay Roberts Wheatley 
Cohen James Rooney Williams 
Corrigan Josephs Santoni Youngblood 
Curry Keller, W. Shaner Yudichak 
Daley Leach Solobay 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Pallone Roebuck Walko 
Kirkland Rieger Sather 
 

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 121,  
PN 126, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for passing and overtaking streetcars.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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 Chair returns to leaves of absence  
and recognizes the majority leader, who moves for a leave of 
absence for the remainder of the day for the gentleman,  
Mr. DENLINGER. Without objection, that leave will be 
granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 121 CONTINUED 

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–193 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maher Sainato 

Argall Fleagle Maitland Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Major Santoni 
Baker Forcier Manderino Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Schroder 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shapiro 
Belfanti George McGill Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Solobay 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Sonney 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Staback 
Blaum Good Micozzie Stairs 
Boyd Goodman Millard Steil 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Stern 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stetler 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Sturla 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Surra 
Causer Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, J. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Thomas 
Cohen Hasay Payne Tigue 
Cornell Hennessey Petrarca True 
Corrigan Herman Petri Turzai 
Costa Hershey Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hess Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hickernell Pickett Wansacz 
Curry Hutchinson Pistella Waters 
Daley James Preston Watson 
Dally Josephs Pyle Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Quigley Williams 
Dermody Keller, M. Ramaley Wilt 
DeWeese Keller, W. Rapp Wojnaroski 
DiGirolamo Kenney Raymond Wright 
Diven Killion Readshaw Yewcic 
Donatucci Kotik Reed Youngblood 
Eachus LaGrotta Reichley Yudichak 
Ellis Leach Roberts Zug 
Evans, D. Lederer Rohrer 
Evans, J. Leh Rooney 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–8 
 
Cruz Kirkland Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Pallone Roebuck Walko 
 

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. 

HARRISBURG LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Two quick points, Mr. Speaker. 
 One is that the gentleman, Mr. TANGRETTI, will be placed 
on Capitol leave for a short time. 
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We are in the process of filing a reconsideration motion to 
the measure that was just passed. 
 The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman please come to the 
podium. The bill is still here. We did not run it out of the 
chamber. The Governor did not ask for this one. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Certainly. 
 

(Conference held at Speaker’s podium.) 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1435,  
PN 2109, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the offense of 
computer-assisted remote harvesting of animals.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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 Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Delaware, Mr. Vitali. The gentleman indicates that he is 
waiving off. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to this 
bill, and, Mr. Speaker, I have spoken with the prime sponsor. 
The prime sponsor is interested in sending a clean bill to the 
Senate. The prime sponsor has been a very stellar 
Representative in this body, and since this amendment has also 
been filed to 97 other bills, because it speaks to my interests in 
this issue of gun violence, Mr. Speaker, I am going to willingly 
withdraw the amendment from HB 1435 so that we can send a 
clean bill to the Senate. 
 I urge my colleagues to support this bill, and we will deal 
with this amendment at another time. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence on the floor of 
the House of the gentleman, Mr. Pallone. His name will be 
added to the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1435 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to interrogate the sponsor of the bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. I would like to know whether we have any 
evidence of Internet hunting in Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. GERGELY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Currently we do not have evidence of Internet hunting but 
the ability for it to happen does exist, mostly on the game farms 

that are established in Pennsylvania, over 500 of them. Title 34 
already addresses public hunting lands with electronic devices 
in the code, so you could not do it on public lands unless  
it was for a species that did not have oversight of the  
Game Commission, like wild boar. You could do that.  
But mostly this is directed like where it occurs in Texas at  
Live-Shot.com, on game farms. So we want to make sure that 
our over 500 cannot have that opportunity to do. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. Next question: Those that advocate  
Internet hunting indicate that it is for those who are disabled. 
What provisions have you for that? 
 Mr. GERGELY. As we introduced the bill, and we worked 
on it for over 4 months, we made provisions in the final version 
of the bill that, first of all, the State of Pennsylvania has many 
provisions for disabled hunters on State game lands, national 
forest lands, and we changed the language of the bill to make it 
even more directed. We are not impeding disabled hunters from 
the ability to hunt with anything that they might need to use 
remotely to control a rifle on a wheelchair or for a paraplegic. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, that concludes my 
interrogation. I would like to make a few remarks. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. I would like to urge all members to vote for 
this bill. I think it addresses something that we want to prevent 
in Pennsylvania, and I urge all members to vote “yes.” 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. Staback. 
 Mr. STABACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise in support of HB 1435. Internet 
hunting indeed is not hunting. The action of someone at a 
computer with a remote-controlled weapon set up at another 
location designed simply to slaughter an animal is not consistent 
at all with the outdoor traditions of Pennsylvania. In my view, 
Internet hunting is nothing more than a cruel video game and 
certainly does not warrant a single vote in this chamber. 
 Mr. Speaker, with that being said, I, too, would ask for an 
affirmative vote on the measure. Thank you. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
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Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to welcome  
Gary Dobias. He is the district attorney in Carbon County, the 
guest today of Representative Keith McCall. He is located to the 
left of the Speaker. Would that guest please rise and be 
recognized. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 
 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1338, PN 2275, entitled: 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Department of 
Military and Veterans’ Affairs, to grant and convey to the Borough of 

Columbia, Lancaster County, certain lands situate in Columbia 
Borough, Lancaster County.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 

The SPEAKER. It is moved by the gentleman,  
Mr. Hickernell, that the House do concur in the amendments 
inserted by the Senate. 
 On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the gentleman, Mr. Hickernell, explain the amendments 
made in the Senate? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will.  
Mr. Hickernell. 
 Mr. HICKERNELL. Mr. Speaker, the Senate added an 
amendment to provide that this property, once it is conveyed, 
cannot be used for gaming or any gambling purposes. If it 
would be, it would revert back to the Commonwealth. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Kenney, wish to 
be recognized? 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
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DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to welcome  
Mark Parsells, who is the brother of Paul Parsells, the 
Democratic Transportation Committee executive director, who 
is here as the guest of Representative Keith McCall. He is to the 
left of the Speaker. Would that guest please rise and be 
recognized. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. PETRI called up HR 4, PN 443, entitled: 
 

A Resolution directing the Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee to study existing State aid funding formulas.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 

Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 

Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair turns to page 7 of today’s House 
calendar and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Baker. 
 Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the immediate consideration of  
HB 564, PN 2336. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
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Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 564,  
PN 2336, entitled: 
 

An Act providing for college and university faculty and staff 
criminal history background investigations and self-disclosure 
requirements.  

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
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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 603,  
PN 676, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 71 (State Government) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further defining “enforcement officer” to 
include certain Pennsylvania Game Commission employees.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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 Chair would like to note for the 
gentleman, Mr. Reed, that no actuarial note has been received 
by the Chair for the Reed amendment No. 1780. 

HARRISBURG LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. DeWeese. 
 The gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, requests a leave of absence 
for the gentleman, Mr. GERGELY. Without objection—
Capitol leave. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Gergely, 
needs to be put on Capitol leave, please. 
 The SPEAKER. That leave will be granted. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 603 CONTINUED 

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–186 
 
Adolph Feese Levdansky Sainato 
Allen Fichter Mackereth Samuelson 
Argall Fleagle Major Santoni 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Saylor 
Baker Frankel Mann Scavello 
Baldwin Freeman Markosek Schroder 
Barrar Gabig Marsico Semmel 
Bastian Gannon McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Geist McGeehan Shapiro 
Belardi George McGill Siptroth 
Belfanti Gerber McIlhattan Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Gergely McIlhinney Smith, S. H. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Solobay 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Sonney 
Bishop Godshall Micozzie Staback 

Blackwell Good Millard Stairs 
Blaum Goodman Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grell Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Grucela Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Gruitza Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Habay Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Haluska Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Hanna O’Brien Surra 
Causer Harhai Oliver Tangretti 
Cawley Harhart Pallone Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harper Payne Taylor, J. 
Clymer Harris Petrarca Thomas 
Cohen Hasay Petri Tigue 
Cornell Hennessey Petrone True 
Corrigan Herman Phillips Turzai 
Costa Hershey Pickett Veon 
Crahalla Hess Pistella Vitali 
Curry Hickernell Preston Wansacz 
Daley Hutchinson Pyle Waters 
Dally James Quigley Watson 
DeLuca Josephs Ramaley Wheatley 
Dermody Kauffman Rapp Williams 
DeWeese Keller, M. Raymond Wilt 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Diven Kenney Reed Wright 
Donatucci Killion Reichley Yewcic 
Eachus Kotik Roberts Youngblood 
Ellis LaGrotta Rohrer Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leach Rooney Zug 
Evans, J. Lederer Ross 
Fabrizio Leh Rubley Perzel, 
Fairchild Lescovitz Ruffing     Speaker 
 

NAYS–8 
 
Boyd Forcier Maitland Nickol 
Creighton Maher Metcalfe O’Neill 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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 546,  
PN 594, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for creditable nonschool 
service and for contributions for purchase of credit for creditable 
nonschool service.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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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The Chair notes three amendments that were offered to this 
bill by the gentlemen, Messrs. Nickol, Melio, and Markosek, we 
have no actuarial notes on any of those three amendments. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Nickol. 
 Mr. NICKOL. Mr. Speaker, I have a letter from the  
Public Employee Retirement Commission saying that my 
amendment has no cost impact. 
 The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman please forward that to 
the desk. 
 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 
 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair rescinds the 
announcement that the bill has been agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. NICKOL offered the following amendment No. 
A01651: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 3, by striking out “and” and inserting a 
comma 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
“service” and inserting 
 and for administrative duties of the Public School 

Employees’ Retirement Board. 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 21, by striking out “Section 8324(e) 
of Title 24 is” and inserting 
 Sections 8324(e) and 8502(e) of Title 24 are 
 Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
§ 8502.  Administrative duties of board. 
 * * * 
 (e)  Records.– 
 (1) The board shall keep a record of all its proceedings 

which shall be open to inspection by the public[.], except as 
otherwise provided in this part or by other law.

(2)  Any record, material or data received, prepared, used 
or retained by the board or its employees, investment 
professionals or agents relating to investments shall not be 
required to be open to inspection by the public and shall not 
constitute a public record under the act of June 21, 1957 
(P.L.390, No.212), referred to as the Right-to-Know Law, if, in 
the reasonable judgment of the board, the disclosure would have 
an adverse effect on the value of an investment to be acquired, 
held or disposed of by the fund or otherwise cause a breach of the 
standard of care or fiduciary duty set forth in this part, subject, 
however, to the condition that such information shall be subject 
to public inspection once its release would no longer have a 
detrimental effect on the value of an investment of the fund or 
cause a breach of the standard of care or fiduciary duty set forth 
in this part.

(3)  Nothing in this subsection shall be construed or 
deemed to imply that, but for the exclusion provided in this 
subsection, any type of record, material or data described in this 
subsection is required to be open to inspection by the public or 
constitute a public record under the Right-to-Know Law.

(4)  Nothing in this subsection shall be construed or 
deemed to imply that the release or making public of a record, 
material or data described in it as not being a public record is a 
violation of the board’s fiduciary duties.

(5)  This subsection shall apply to all records, material or 
data described in it, without regard to whether the record, 
material or data was created, generated or stored before the 
effective date of this paragraph, without regard to whether the 
record, material or data has previously been released or made 

public and without regard to whether a request for the record, 
material or data has been made or is pending final response under 
the Right-to-Know Law.

(6)  In the event that the system has collected a fee or 
other monetary charge for the preparation, duplication, 
production, or redaction or other expenses associated with the 
inspection or provision of records, material or data that, as a 
result of this subsection, will not be made available for inspection 
by, and will not be provided to, the requester who made the 
payment, the system shall return the fee or money to the 
requester.

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Nickol. 
 Does the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, seek an explanation of the 
amendment? The gentleman indicates that he is okay with that. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
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Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 

DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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 1198,  
PN 1404, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for serious drug 
trafficking and violent repeat offenders not to possess, use, 
manufacture, control, sell or transfer firearms.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. O’BRIEN offered the following amendment No. 
A00883: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after “Statutes,” 
 further providing for persons not to possess, use, 

manufacture, control, sell or transfer firearms; 
and 

 Amend Bill, page 1, lines 7 and 8, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 6105(c)(8) of Title 18 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended to read: 
§ 6105.  Persons not to possess, use, manufacture, control, sell or 

transfer firearms. 
 * * * 
 (c)  Other persons.–In addition to any person who has been 
convicted of any offense listed under subsection (b), the following 
persons shall be subject to the prohibition of subsection (a): 
 * * *

(8)  A person who was adjudicated delinquent by a court 
pursuant to 42 Pa.C.S. § 6341 or under any equivalent Federal 
statute or statute of any other state as a result of conduct which if 
committed by an adult would constitute an offense under 
paragraph (2) or an offense enumerated in subsection (b) with the 
exception of those crimes set forth in paragraph (7). This 
prohibition shall terminate 15 years after the last applicable  
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delinquent adjudication or upon the person reaching the age  
of 30, whichever is earlier. 

 * * * 
 Section 2.  Title 18 is amended by adding a section to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 23, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 3

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. I am just looking for a brief explanation, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gabig, indicates he will 
give an explanation. Mr. Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Under current law, adults convicted of drug offenses graded 
as felonies or misdemeanors of the first degree are prohibited 
from possessing firearms. This amendment provides that 
juveniles adjudicated delinquent for similar drug offenses would 
be prohibited from possessing firearms for a term of 15 years 
after the last applicable delinquent adjudication or upon 
reaching the age of 30, whichever is earlier. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 

Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. THOMAS offered the following amendment No. 
A02080: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after “Statutes,” 
 further providing for the offense of possessing 

instruments of crime; and 
 Amend Bill, page 1, lines 7 and 8, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 907(b) of Title 18 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended to read: 
§ 907.  Possessing instruments of crime. 
 * * * 
 (b)  Possession of weapon.–A person commits a [misdemeanor of 
the first] felony of the third degree if he possesses a firearm or other 
weapon concealed upon his person with intent to employ it criminally. 
 * * * 
 Section 2.  Title 18 is amended by adding a section to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 23, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 3

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, amendment 2080 upgrades illegal possession of 
a firearm from a third-degree misdemeanor to a third-degree 
felony. It is time for some changes to be made so that we can 
get a handle on the growing problem of gun violence not only in 
Philadelphia County but across the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. And it does not deal with those who legally 
possess a firearm; it deals only with those who should not be in 
possession of a firearm. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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–193 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Wansacz 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Waters 
Daley James Pistella Watson 
Dally Josephs Preston Wheatley 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Williams 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Wilt 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wojnaroski 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wright 
Diven Killion Raymond Yewcic 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Youngblood 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Yudichak 
Ellis Leach Reichley Zug 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–1 
 
Vitali 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
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EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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 1704,  
PN 2166, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for drug delivery 
resulting in death.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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 gentleman, Mr. Vitali? The gentleman 
waives off. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 

Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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. 

STATEMENT BY MR. PYLE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman,  
Mr. Pyle, rise? 
 Mr. PYLE. Point of privilege, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. We will give you unanimous consent,  
Mr. Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. You are in order. 
 Mr. PYLE. With us today in the gallery, if she is  
still here because she has been sitting for a very long time, is 
Mrs. Susan Johns, the mother of Zach Zion. The mother has 
been waiting 3 years for the district attorneys to have a vehicle 
such as we have just provided, and if she is not here, I thank you 
on her behalf and the members. It is much appreciated.  
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1468,  
PN 1786, entitled: 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Pennsylvania 
Historical and Museum Commission, to accept by donation a tract of 
land and any improvements thereon situate in the Borough of 
Ambridge, Beaver County.  
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On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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 1504,  
PN 1838, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, providing for free license fees for former prisoners of war.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Ms. PICKETT offered the following amendment No. 
A01103: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by striking out “free” and inserting 
 reduced 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2707), page 2, line 10, by striking out  
“shall be issued a free” and inserting 
 who meets the qualifications of section 2701 

shall be entitled to purchase a
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2707), page 2, line 10, by inserting after 

“license”
at the cost of $1

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2707), page 2, line 11, by inserting after 
“commission”

or a county treasurer
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2707), page 2, lines 12 through 14, by 

striking out “contain the same information as” in line 12, all of line 13 
and “license applications” in line 14 and inserting 
 , in addition to any information required under 

section 2701, contain a statement that the 
applicant is a former prisoner of war

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2707), page 2, lines 25 through 27, by 
striking out all of said lines and inserting 
 (2)  A former prisoner of war who meets the 

qualifications of section 2701(b) shall be entitled to purchase a 
senior resident lifetime fishing license at the cost of $1 upon 
application to the commission or a county treasurer.
Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 5, by striking out “in 60 days” and 

inserting 
 January 1, 2006  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady, Ms. Pickett, for a brief explanation of the 
amendment. Ms. Pickett. 
 Ms. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is part of the 
initiative to support our troops from the Republican Caucus. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 

 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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
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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 1508,  
PN 1842, 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 the powers of the Department of Labor and Industry relating to 
State-owned buildings; and establishing the Uniform Construction 
Fund.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. GEORGE offered the following amendment No. 
A02193: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 7, by striking out “and” 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 8, by removing the period after “Fund” 
and inserting 
 ; and further providing for penalties. 
 Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 27 and 28 
 Section 4.  Section 903 of the act is amended to read: 
Section 903.  Penalties. 
 (a)  Violation of act.–Except as otherwise provided under 
subsection (c):

(1)  Any individual, firm or corporation that violates any 
provision of this act commits a summary offense and shall, upon 
conviction, be sentenced to pay a fine of not more than $1,000 
and costs. 

 (2)  Each day that a violation of this act continues shall 
be considered a separate violation. 

 (b)  Disposition of penalties.–The amount of the penalty shall be 
forwarded to the entity with enforcement jurisdiction. 
 (c)  First time offense involving residential property.–If any 
individual, firm or corporation violates any provision of this act as a 
first violation and the violation involves a repair or improvement to 
residential property that does not exceed $5,000 and does not threaten 
public health or safety, the individual, firm or corporation shall, upon 
conviction, receive a warning notice indicating the amount of fines that 
may be imposed for any subsequent violation of this act.

Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 28, by striking out “4” and inserting 
 5

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. George? 
 Mr. GEORGE. We have withdrawn that amendment, sir. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 

 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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
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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 1579,  
PN 1980, entitled: 
 

An Act providing for certain responsibilities of county and private 
agencies regarding resource parents.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. HICKERNELL offered the following amendment No. 
A01812: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by striking out “parents.” and 
inserting 
 families. 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 1, by inserting after “Law” 
 or its successor 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 9, by striking out “parent.”  A parent” 
and inserting 
 family.”  A family 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 12, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
 an adoptive family. 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 15, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 families 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 20, by striking out “case-planning and 
decision-making” and inserting 
 service and permanency planning 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 25, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 family, regarding the role of the resource family 

and the care of the child 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 29, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 family 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 4, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 family 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 6, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 family 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 16, by striking out “parent” and 
inserting 
 family 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 18, by striking out “parent” and 
inserting 
 family 
 Amend Sec. 3, page 3, line 28, by striking out “parent” and 
inserting 
 family 
 Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 2, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 families 
 Amend Sec. 4, page 4, line 4, by striking out “parents” and 
inserting 
 families 
 

Amend Sec. 5, page 4, lines 5 through 9, by striking out all of 
said lines 
 Amend Sec. 6, page 4, line 10, by striking out “6” and inserting 
 5

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, would the gentleman,  
Mr. Hickernell, give a brief explanation of the amendment. 
 Mr. HICKERNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment that was drafted by the 
Department of Public Welfare. We worked very closely with 
them on the drafting of this legislation. It is largely technical, 
inserting the word “family” in place of “parents” in a number of 
places and also deleting section 5 of the bill, that language 
which is currently contained in the Public Welfare Code 
already. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
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Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 

DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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 1602,  
PN 2306, entitled: 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to 
Basalt Trap Rock Company, a Maryland for-profit corporation, or their 
assigns, certain lands, situate in Morgan and Franklin Townships, 
Greene County, Pennsylvania.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Mackereth Rubley 
Allen Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Argall Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Armstrong Flick Major Samuelson 
Baker Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baldwin Frankel Mann Saylor 
Barrar Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Bastian Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McCall Semmel 
Belardi Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belfanti George McGill Shapiro 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Biancucci Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Birmelin Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Bishop Gingrich Melio Solobay 
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Blackwell Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blaum Good Micozzie Staback 
Boyd Goodman Millard Stairs 
Bunt Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Butkovitz Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Buxton Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Caltagirone Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Casorio Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Causer Harhai Nickol Surra 
Cawley Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Civera Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Cohen Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Herman Petrarca True 
Costa Hershey Petri Turzai 
Crahalla Hess Petrone Veon 
Creighton Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Curry Hutchinson Pickett Wansacz 
Daley James Pistella Waters 
Dally Josephs Preston Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Pyle Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Quigley Williams 
DeWeese Keller, W. Ramaley Wilt 
DiGirolamo Kenney Rapp Wojnaroski 
Diven Killion Raymond Wright 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw Yewcic 
Eachus LaGrotta Reed Youngblood 
Ellis Leach Reichley Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lederer Roberts Zug 
Evans, J. Leh Rohrer 
Fabrizio Lescovitz Rooney Perzel, 
Fairchild Levdansky Ross     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Walko 
Denlinger Rieger Sather 
 

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. 
 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 
 

HARRISBURG LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman,  
Mr. DeWeese, rise? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. The gentleman, Mr. WALKO, has been on 
leave today. He is back in the capital area and will be, I hope, 
on Capitol leave for the next few minutes and then maybe return 
to the floor. Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. That leave will be granted. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1731,  
PN 2284, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for impoundment of certain 
vehicles and combinations for nonpayment of fines, for 
immobilization, towing and storage of vehicle for driving without 
operating privilege or registration and for disposition of impounded 
vehicles, combinations and loads.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Geist, offers the 
following amendment, which the clerk will read. There are two, 
Mr. Geist: 2103 and, I believe, 2233. And 2385. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Mr. Speaker, I move to immediately suspend the 
rules for consideration of amendment 2385. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Argall Flick Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baker Frankel Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gannon McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi George McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 



2005 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 1481 

DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
Feese 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–6 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Sather 
Denlinger Rieger 
 

A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. GEIST offered the following amendment No. A02385: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after “Statutes,” 
 providing for motor vehicle liability insurance 

for motorcycle marshals; and 
 Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 9 and 10 
 Section 1.  Title 75 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes is 
amended by adding a section to read: 
§ 1791.2.  Motorcycle marshals.

A motorcycle driver when operating a motorcycle to guide, usher 
or otherwise ensure the safety of participants in a bicycle race is neither 
competing nor participating in the bicycle race for purposes of this 
chapter.

Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 2, by striking out “1” and inserting 
 2

Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 4, by striking out “OF THE 
PENNSYLVANIA CONSOLIDATED STATUTES” 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 9, line 5, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
 Section 3.  This act shall take effect as follows: 
 (1)  The following provisions shall take effect 

immediately: 
 (i)  The addition of 75 Pa.C.S. § 1791.2. 
 (ii)  This section. 
 (2)  The remainder of this act shall take effect in 60 days. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Argall Flick Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Forcier Manderino Santoni 

Baker Frankel Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gannon McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi George McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
Feese 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–6 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Sather 
Denlinger Rieger 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. GEORGE offered the following amendment No. 
A02213: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 7, by removing the period after “loads” 
and inserting 
 ; and further providing for shared-ride program 

for persons with disabilities. 
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Amend Bill, page 9, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 
 Section 2.  Title 75 is amended by adding sections to read: 
§ 8002.  Program review.

(a)  Legislative Budget and Finance Committee.–The Legislative 
Budget and Finance Committee shall conduct a performance audit to 
assess whether the shared-ride pilot program enhances the mobility of 
persons with disabilities. The findings of the performance audit shall be 
presented to the General Assembly no later than two years after the 
effective date of this section.

(b)  Department report.–The department shall submit an annual 
report to the Transportation Committee of the Senate, the 
Transportation Committee of the House of Representatives, the 
Appropriations Committee of the Senate and the Appropriations 
Committee of the House of Representatives, which at a minimum shall 
include:

(1)  Total number of riders.
(2)  Total number of rides provided per month.
(3)  Number of providers.
(4)  Percentage of population served.
(5)  Geographical coverage of shared-ride usage.
(6)  Customer satisfaction.
(7)  Total monthly expenditures.
(8)  Total cost per ride.
(9)  Required subsidy per passenger.
(10)  Required subsidy per mile.
(11)  Breakdown of what type of shared-ride services are 

being provided.
§ 8003.  Construction.

Nothing in this subchapter shall be construed as creating or 
providing any individual with an entitlement to services. Services 
under this subchapter shall be made available only to the extent of 
availability and level of appropriations made by the General Assembly.

Amend Sec. 2, page 9, line 5, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 3

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am sure we are all in complete agreement that 
people with disabilities often fall through the cracks of our 
system and are especially hard hit by the lack of affordable 
transportation. Dependable transportation services are especially 
important to those that are in need of routine medical treatment. 
 This amendment simply asks that we direct the Legislative 
Budget and Finance Committee to study and to report within  
2 years the effectiveness of the shared-ride program to ensure 
that it is enhancing the mobility of our disabled Pennsylvanians, 
and, Mr. Speaker, I am hopeful that this is an agreed-to 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 For once we agree with Representative George and would 
urge a “yes” vote. 
 The SPEAKER. You did win one, Bud. 
 On that question, those in favor of the amendment will vote 
“aye”; those opposed, “no.”  Mr. George? 
 The Chair rescinds. Does the gentleman, Mr. George, seek 
recognition? 
 Mr. GEORGE. I just want to respond to the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker. 

 My daddy told me that even a blind hog can find an acorn if 
he just roots enough. So, Mr. Geist, congratulations; you are 
learning. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Your dad’s words of wisdom are welcome 
here, Mr. George. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Fichter Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fleagle Maitland Sainato 
Argall Flick Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Forcier Manderino Santoni 
Baker Frankel Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Freeman Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Gabig Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gannon McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Geist McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi George McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti Gerber McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gergely McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
Feese 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
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EXCUSED–6 
 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Sather 
Denlinger Rieger 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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? 

HARRISBURG LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 
CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence in the hall of 
the House of the gentleman, Mr. Tangretti. He will be taken off 
Capitol leave. 

HARRISBURG LEGISLATIVE LEAVE 
CANCELED 

 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman, Mr. GERGELY, 
requests a leave of absence for the remainder of the day. 
Without objection, that leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1731 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, seek 
recognition? The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman, Mr. Geist, consent to 
interrogation? 
 Mr. GEIST. On final passage? 
 Mr. COHEN. Yes. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman agrees. The gentleman is in 
order. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, the amendment that you submitted a short time 
ago, I believe that provided that anybody who gets six unpaid 
traffic tickets in Philadelphia loses— 
 Mr. GEIST. We did not offer that. 
 Mr. COHEN. You did not offer that. 
 Mr. GEIST. We will be doing that, we hope. We have to 
suspend the rules to do it. 
 Mr. COHEN. Okay. So it will be on this bill, Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman— 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much. 
 Mr. Speaker, you went over the amendment. Can we go back 
and do the amendment? 
 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 
 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair rescinds the 
announcement that the bill is on final passage. 
 It was a misunderstanding of the Chair. I thought that  
Mr. Geist had offered the one and was withdrawing the others. 
Mr. Geist does, and it is in order, amendment 2233. On that 
question, the clerk will read the amendment. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. GEIST offered the following amendment No. A02233: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after “Statutes,” 
 further defining “emergency vehicle”; 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after “providing” 
for suspension of registration of unapproved carriers and for surrender 
of registration plates and cards upon suspension or revocation; 
providing for suspension of registration plates upon sixth unpaid 
parking violation in cities of the first class; and further providing for 
reinstatement of operating privileges or vehicle registration, for 
automated red light enforcement systems in first class cities, 
 Amend Bill, page 2, lines 2 through 5, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  The definition of “emergency vehicle” in section 102 
of Title 75 of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes is amended to 
read: 
§ 102.  Definitions. 
 Subject to additional definitions contained in subsequent 
provisions of this title which are applicable to specific provisions of 
this title, the following words and phrases when used in this title shall 
have, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, the meanings 
given to them in this section: 
 * * * 
 “Emergency vehicle.”  A fire department vehicle, police vehicle, 
sheriff vehicle, ambulance, blood delivery vehicle, human organ 
delivery vehicle, hazardous material response vehicle, armed forces 
emergency vehicle, one vehicle operated by a coroner or chief county 
medical examiner and one vehicle operated by a chief deputy coroner 
or deputy chief county medical examiner used for answering 
emergency calls, any vehicle owned and operated by the Philadelphia 
Parking Authority, established in accordance with 53 Pa.C.S. Ch. 55 
(relating to parking authorities) and used in the enforcement of 
53 Pa.C.S. Ch. 57 (relating to taxicabs and limousines in first class 
cities), or any other vehicle designated by the State Police under 
section 6106 (relating to designation of emergency vehicles by 
Pennsylvania State Police), or a privately owned vehicle used in 
answering an emergency call when used by any of the following: 
 (1)  A police chief and assistant chief. 
 (2)  A fire chief, assistant chief and, when a fire company 

has three or more fire vehicles, a second or third assistant chief. 
 (3)  A fire police captain and fire police lieutenant. 
 (4)  An ambulance corps commander and assistant 

commander. 
 (5)  A river rescue commander and assistant commander. 
 (6)  A county emergency management coordinator. 
 (7)  A fire marshal. 
 (8)  A rescue service chief and assistant chief. 
 * * * 
 Section 2.  Sections 1375(a) and 1376(b.1) of Title 75 are 
amended to read: 
§ 1375.  Suspension of registration of unapproved carriers. 
 (a)  General rule.–The department shall suspend the registration 
of any vehicle upon the presentation to the department of a certificate 
of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission or notice of the 
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Philadelphia Parking Authority setting forth, after hearing and 
investigation, that the commission or the Philadelphia Parking 
Authority has found and determined that the vehicle has been operated 
as a common carrier or contract carrier by motor vehicle within this 
Commonwealth without the approval of the commission or the 
Philadelphia Parking Authority and either that no appeal was filed from 
such determination in the manner and within the time provided by law 
or that the determination was affirmed on appeal. 
 * * * 
§ 1376.  Surrender of registration plates and cards upon suspension or 

revocation. 
 * * * 
 (b.1)  Immediate seizure of registration plates and cards.–The 
department may delegate authority to the persons described in this 
section to immediately seize registration plates and cards upon 
imposition of the following: 
 (1)  a suspension imposed pursuant to section 1374(d)(3) 

or (4) (relating to suspension or revocation of vehicle business 
registration plates) until all fees, taxes and penalties have been 
paid; 

 (2)  a suspension or revocation imposed pursuant to 
section 1373(b)(3) (relating to suspension of registration) or 
1374(g); [or] 

 (3)  a suspension or revocation is reinstated after 
determination of a matter as provided in section 1377 (relating to 
judicial review)[.]; or

(4)  a suspension imposed pursuant to section 1379 
(relating to suspension of registration upon sixth unpaid parking 
violation in cities of the first class) until all fines, penalties and 
costs have been paid.
* * *
Section 3.  Title 75 is amended by adding a section to read: 

§ 1379.  Suspension of registration upon sixth unpaid parking violation 
in cities of the first class.

(a)  Suspension of registration.–The department shall suspend the 
registration of a vehicle upon the notification from the parking 
authority that the owner or registrant of the vehicle has failed to 
respond, failed to pay or defaulted in the payment of six or more tickets 
or citations issued for parking violations in cities of the first class.

(b)  Notice to the department.–The parking authority shall notify 
the department electronically in a format prescribed by the department 
whenever an owner or registrant fails to respond, fails to pay or 
defaults in payment of six or more tickets or citations issued for 
parking violations. When a notice has been provided under this 
subsection and all of the tickets and citations are subsequently paid, 
dismissed, reversed on appeal or canceled, the parking authority shall 
notify the department electronically in a format prescribed by the 
department of the disposition of the tickets and shall provide the owner 
or registrant with a release from the suspension.

(c)  Period of suspension.–A suspension under subsection (a) 
shall continue until the department receives notice from the parking 
authority that all of the tickets and citations are paid, dismissed, 
reversed on appeal or canceled or the defendant enters into an 
agreement to make installment payments for the fines and penalties 
imposed provided that the suspension may be reimposed by the 
department if the defendant fails to make regular installment payments 
and pays the fee prescribed in section 1960 (relating to reinstatement of 
operating privilege or vehicle registration).

(d)  Additional suspension.–The department shall impose an 
additional period of registration suspension if, subsequent to the 
issuance of a suspension under subsection (a) but prior to the 
restoration of the registration, the department is notified by the parking 
authority that the owner or registrant has failed to respond, failed to 
pay or defaulted in the payment of an additional ticket or citation 
issued for a parking violation.

(e)  Three-year limitation.–No suspension may be imposed based 
upon a parking violation more than three years after the commission of 
the violation.

(f)  Definition.–As used in this section, the term “parking 
authority” means a parking authority in a city of the first class known 
as the Philadelphia Parking Authority.

Section 4.  Sections 1960, 3116(d) and (j), 6309(a), (c), (e)(2) 
and (f), 6309.1(d) and (f)(2), 6309.2(a), (c)(2) and (d) and 6310(e) of 
Title 75 are amended to read: 
§ 1960.  Reinstatement of operating privilege or vehicle registration. 
 The department shall charge a fee of $25 or, if section 1379 
(relating to suspension of registration upon sixth unpaid parking 
violation in cities of the first class) or 1786(d) (relating to required 
financial responsibility) applies, a fee of $50 to restore a person’s 
operating privilege or the registration of a vehicle following a 
suspension or revocation. 
§ 3116.  Automated red light enforcement systems in first class cities. 
 * * * 
 (d)  Penalty.– 
 (1)  The penalty for a violation under subsection (a) shall 

be a fine of $100 unless a lesser amount is set by ordinance. 
 (2)  A fine is not authorized for a violation of this section 

if any of the following apply: 
 (i)  The intersection is being manually controlled. 
 (ii)  The signal is in the mode described in 

section 3114 (relating to flashing signals). 
 (3)  A fine is not authorized during [the]:

(i)  The first 120 days of operation of the 
automated system[. During the time period under this 
paragraph, a] at the initial intersection.

(ii)  The first 60 days for each additional 
intersection selected for the automated system.
(3.1)  A warning may be sent to the violator under 

paragraph (3).
(4)  A penalty imposed under this section shall not be 

deemed a criminal conviction and shall not be made part of the 
operating record under section 1535 (relating to schedule of 
convictions and points) of the individual upon whom the penalty 
is imposed, nor may the imposition of the penalty be subject to 
merit rating for insurance purposes. 

 (5)  No surcharge points may be imposed in the provision 
of motor vehicle insurance coverage. Fines collected under this 
section shall not be subject to 42 Pa.C.S. § 3571 (relating to 
Commonwealth portion of fines, etc.) or 3573 (relating to 
municipal corporation portion of fines, etc.). 

 * * * 
 (j)  Notice to owner.–In the case of a violation involving a motor 
vehicle registered under the laws of this Commonwealth, the notice of 
violation must be mailed within [14 days of the violation, exclusive of 
Sundays and holidays,] 30 days after the commission of the violation or 
within 30 days after the discovery of the identity of the registered 
owner, whichever is later, and not thereafter, to the address of the 
registered owner as listed in the records of the department. In the case 
of motor vehicles registered in jurisdictions other than this 
Commonwealth, the notice of violation must be mailed within [21 days 
of the violation, exclusive of Sundays and holidays,] 30 days after the 
commission of the violation or within 30 days after the discovery of the 
identity of the registered owner, whichever is later, and not thereafter,
to the address of the registered owner as listed in the records of the 
official in the jurisdiction having charge of the registration of the 
vehicle. No proceedings shall be held or action taken pursuant to a 
violation under this section subsequent to 90 days after the commission 
of the offense.

* * *
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309), page 3, line 15, by striking out  

“the registrant,”
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309), page 3, lines 15 and 16, by striking 

out “of record”
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309), page 3, line 16, by striking out  

“of record”
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Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.1), page 4, lines 27 and 28, by striking 
out “the registrant,”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.1), page 4, line 28, by striking out  
“of record” where it appears the first time 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.1), page 4, line 28, by striking out  
“of record” where it appears the second time 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 5, line 29, by inserting 
brackets before and after “for failing to maintain financial 
responsibility” 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 6, line 22, by striking out 
“registrant, the”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 6, line 22, by striking out  
“of record”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 6, lines 22 and 23, by striking 
out “of record”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 6, line 29, by striking out 
“registrant,”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 6, line 29, by striking out  
“of record”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 6, lines 29 and 30, by striking 
out “of record”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 7, line 12, by striking out 
“registrant or the owner of record” and inserting 
 owner

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 7, lines 15 and 16, by striking 
out “registrant or the owner of record” and inserting 
 owner

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 7, line 24, by striking out 
“registrant or the owner of record” and inserting 
 owner

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6309.2), page 7, line 30, by striking out 
“registrant or the owner of record” and inserting 
 owner

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6310), page 8, line 29, by striking out 
“registrant, owner of record” and inserting 
 owner

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6310), page 8, lines 29 and 30, by striking 
out “of record”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6310), page 8, line 30, by striking out “in the 
record”

Amend Bill, page 9, line 5, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
 Section 5.  The Department of Transportation and the 
Philadelphia Parking Authority shall enter into an agreement to enforce 
the following provisions of this act: 
 (1)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. §1375(a). 
 (2)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. § 1376(b.1). 
 (3)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. 1379. 
 (4)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. 1960. 
 Section 6.  The Department of Transportation shall publish in the 
Pennsylvania Bulletin notice of the execution of the agreement 
required under section 5 of this act within 14 days of its execution. 
 Section 7.  This act shall take effect as follows: 
 (1)  Sections 5 and 6 of this act shall take effect 

immediately. 
 (2)  This section shall take effect immediately. 
 (3)  The following provisions shall take effect in 60 days: 
 (i)  The amendment of the definition of 

“emergency vehicle” in 75 Pa.C.S. § 102. 
 (ii)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. § 6309(a), (c), 

(e)(2) and (f). 
 (iii)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. § 6309.1(d) 

and (f)(2). 
 (iv)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S § 6309.2(a), 

(c)(2) and (d). 
 (v)  The amendment of 75 Pa.C.S. § 6310(e). 
 

(4)  The remainder of this act shall take effect in  
nine months or 60 days after publication of notice in the 
Pennsylvania Bulletin required under section 6 of this act, 
whichever is earlier.  

 
On the question, 

 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Geist. Mr. Geist? 
 Mr. GEIST. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I was—

The SPEAKER. On the amendment. 
 Mr. GEIST. On the amendment. 
 The amendment will allow for the suspension of registration 
for the nonpayment of six tickets in the city of Philadelphia. 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen? The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, are we on suspension of the rules 
or are we on the amendment itself? 
 The SPEAKER. We are on the amendment. On the board is 
the Geist amendment 2233. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Blair consent to 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. GEIST. Yes; I will. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, why is Philadelphia being singled out here? 
 Mr. GEIST. Because they requested this. There are over  
$10 million of outstanding tickets in the city of Philadelphia that 
are unpaid, and we felt that this was a very fair compromise to 
help them in the collection of these tickets. 
 Many times people in rural Pennsylvania inadvertently get 
notice of a ticket in Philadelphia when they really were not 
there. This is for the habitual offender who gets six tickets, at 
least six tickets, before they can be adjudicated. So we thought 
it was a very fair compromise, and hopefully the city of 
Philadelphia will be able to collect that revenue. 
 Mr. COHEN. Is there any number of tickets that anybody 
outside of Philadelphia has their license suspended? 
 Mr. GEIST. I am sorry. Could you restate that? 
 Mr. COHEN. If somebody has 25 tickets in Pittsburgh or 
Blair County, do they get their license suspended? 
 Mr. GEIST. No. This is just for the city of the first class. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. GEIST. At their request. But if you got 25 tickets, 
believe me, you made the varsity. 
 Mr. COHEN. Yeah, well, you make the varsity, but—  
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That is all the questions I have for  
Mr. Geist. I would like to speak on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have long greatly admired the entrepreneurial 
skill shown by the Parking Authority under its current 
leadership, but I think that this is overreaching once again. 
People need those driver’s licenses to go to work, and to single 
out one county in the State with people who do not pay their 
parking tickets in 66 counties, they do not lose their license, but 
in one county they do lose their license? That hardly seems fair 
to me. People ought to pay their tickets— 
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The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman,  
Mr. Geist, rise? 
 Would the gentleman suspend. 
 Mr. COHEN. Yes. 
 Mr. GEIST. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think you really misquoted me. It is not their driver’s 
license that is suspended; it is the registration on the vehicle. 
They are still free to drive. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair rescinds. The gentleman,  
Mr. Geist, that is not a proper interruption of a speaker on the 
floor. The Chair returns back to the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, and 
at that time, after he is finished, we will return to Mr. Geist. 
 Mr. COHEN. Okay. Well, thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. I apologize. I thought it was a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not take offense because it is 
good information. 
 Will the gentleman continue to consent to interrogation? 
Thank you. 
 Will the gentleman reiterate the correction as to what is 
being done here? 
 Mr. GEIST. This amendment is being offered with the idea 
of the city being able to collect the revenue of those habitual 
offenders who collect many, many tickets. I believe that before 
this action takes place, they get as many as 30 notices. So if 
people are going to continue to do that, you need a mechanism 
to really be able to make the collections. This allows the 
Parking Authority then to suspend the registration until 
restitution is made. 
 We believe it is a fair compromise. It should work well in the 
city of the first class, and it was not meant to keep anybody 
from doing anything but only to have a fair and equitable 
playing field for everybody who parks. 
 Mr. COHEN. Well, Mr. Speaker, though, if somebody’s  
car registration is suspended, then they cannot drive that car. 
Am I correct, Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. GEIST. That would be correct, unless you wanted to 
break the law and drive it under suspension, and I guess if you 
are going to be a habitual ticket guy and get a bunch of tickets 
anyhow, you will probably do that. I do not know. But this was 
just a remedy that was put forth to try to solve a big problem. 
 Mr. COHEN. Suppose somebody has two cars, Mr. Speaker. 
What happens then? Is only one car stopped? 
 Mr. GEIST. Well, I think they could probably get suspended 
there and then go to work to get the other one suspended, if they 
are a habitual ticket-getter and nonpayer. 
 Mr. COHEN. Suppose the cars are listed in two names. 
 Mr. GEIST. Well, I think if you keep getting tickets and you 
keep getting letters and you do not pay, then you will get 
suspended. I mean, I do not think we want to condone people 
that constantly, habitually break the law, and this is just a 
methodology of collection. 
 Mr. COHEN. No, I do not want to condone, Mr. Speaker, but 
I am somewhat disturbed that one county is being singled out 
here. 
 Mr. GEIST. The reason that they are being singled out is that 
they had requested this. This is done at the request of the 
Parking Authority, which has a mission; it is charged to do this. 
So they need this law from us in order to do that, and we looked 
at it. We wanted to make it fair and equitable. Especially, we 
did not want people that live in Representative Hess’s district 
that got one notice to have them gone after. We wanted to make 

sure we protected that, the inadvertent ticket, and make sure that 
they went after the habitual person who cheats on parking 
constantly and just gets tickets and does not pay them. 
 Mr. COHEN. Though this does not stop the Parking 
Authority from going after the constituent in Mr. Hess’s district. 
 Mr. GEIST. Absolutely not. They can still do the notices and 
everything else. 
 Mr. COHEN. Okay. I have no further questions, 
Mr. Speaker. I would like to continue speaking. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would urge that we vote “no” on this.  
I believe that if we are going to set up a penalty system, it ought 
to be statewide for everybody in the State. You know, as I have 
stated before – this is very obvious to anybody who is familiar 
with Philadelphia – the demographic composition of 
Philadelphia is radically different from the demographic 
composition of any county. It is the only majority minority 
county in the State. We are getting close to 60 percent racial 
minorities in the city of Philadelphia. I really do not think we 
ought to have one set of penalties for Philadelphia and one set 
of penalties elsewhere. There are all sorts of both practical 
problems and constitutional problems with doing that. 
 I would urge that this amendment be defeated. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Taylor. 
 Mr. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would ask our members, urge them to vote in the 
affirmative for the Geist amendment. What I think that the last 
speaker is a little confused about is that certainly the city of 
Philadelphia has asked for this in an effort to really collect that 
in excess of $10 million that is out there so they can solve their 
own problems with the city and the Philadelphia School 
District. I just think it is a matter of the Philadelphia Parking 
Authority being aggressive, asking for this legislative change.  
It is not an undoable thing. We have had numerous meetings 
with PENNDOT. They agreed to this. It can be done. It can be 
done in any county that wants it if they so move legislatively. 
 So I would ask for the support of the Geist amendment and, 
again, an affirmative vote on both the amendment and the bill. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Philadelphia, Ms. Manderino. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the maker of the amendment stand for brief 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Geist, indicates he will. 
The gentlelady is in order. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 A few points of clarification. When you said the city 
requested this, did I later hear you correct yourself and say the 
Parking Authority requested this? You did not mean to imply 
that the city of Philadelphia requested this. 
 Mr. GEIST. The Parking Authority of the city of 
Philadelphia. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. But it is my understanding, I am 
not trying to be argumentative, but it is my understanding the 
Parking Authority is now a State entity and is not a city entity, 
so it is not the city of Philadelphia requesting this but the State’s 
Parking Authority requesting this? 
 Mr. GEIST. They are a State agency, and they requested it. 
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Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. So I am just clarifying, it was not 
the city of Philadelphia’s government asking for this. 
 Mr. GEIST. No. That is why we are doing it here on the floor 
of the House in the General Assembly. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. Thank you. 
 The registration that would be suspended, am I correct that 
we only have the authority to suspend the registration of 
Pennsylvania license plates? 
 Mr. GEIST. One moment, please. I am not sure. 
 Only in States that recognize reciprocity. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. So if somebody lives in the 
county of Philadelphia and has a Pennsylvania registration, they 
would clearly fall under this. If somebody lives in Montgomery 
County or Chester or Bucks or York or Lancaster and they get 
six parking tickets in Philadelphia, they would clearly fall under 
this. 
 Mr. GEIST. That is correct. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. If somebody lives in New Jersey, would 
they fall under this? 
 Mr. GEIST. If the State of New Jersey is a State that has 
reciprocity, yes, they would. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Do you know if the State of New Jersey 
has reciprocity? 
 Mr. GEIST. No; I do not. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. Do you know if the State of 
Delaware has reciprocity? 
 Mr. GEIST. No; I do not. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Okay. And then my final question, if 
you know, there is an ability of the Parking Authority to put a 
boot on your car, I do not know if it is so many tickets or so 
much of an unpaid fine, but do you know what the current 
nature of the law is with regard to the Parking Authority’s 
current legal ability to put a boot on a car and immobilize it so 
that it cannot be driven until they come to the Parking Authority 
and make arrangements with regard to tickets? 
 Mr. GEIST. I believe that, if I remember this correctly, they 
can do that only if it is in the spot where the ticket would take 
place. They cannot go out into your neighborhood and hunt the 
vehicle out and boot it there. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you. I finished my interrogation 
and would like to speak on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentlelady is in order. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Ms. MANDERINO. But before I speak on the substance of 
the amendment, I would like to ask the Chair if a fiscal note has 
been filed on this legislation. I did not see one on the system. 
 The SPEAKER. To our knowledge, one was requested on 
time. We will have to take a look to see if one was actually 
prepared. The House will be at ease. 
 

You can continue to debate, Ms. Manderino. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the House members to vote 
“no” on this amendment, and I would like to make a couple of 
points in that regard. 
 Number one, I just appreciate the gentleman clarifying 
during interrogation that this was not a request of the 
government of the city of Philadelphia, that the Parking 
Authority is a State authority and can make this request on their 

own. But this is not something that the city of Philadelphia is 
requesting. 
 Secondly, I believe that we have an effective deterrent and 
an effective enforcement mechanism available under law right 
now, and that is called the boot, and I do not believe that the 
gentleman meant to— 
 The SPEAKER. Would the gentlelady suspend. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Sure. 
 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 

The SPEAKER. The House will go over this amendment and 
bill temporarily. 
 

* * *

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 313,  
PN 334, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for deterrent fences for deer, 
bear and elk and the payment of claims for damages by certain elk; 
imposing duties on the Department of Agriculture; providing for the 
establishment of the Elk Damage Fund; and making an appropriation.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. HANNA offered the following amendment No. A02058: 

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 548), page 5, line 23, by striking out  
“fences and” and inserting 
 fences;

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 548), page 5, line 24, by removing the period 
after “(a)” and inserting 
 ; and for the costs of implementation and staffing 

incurred by the Department of Agriculture for 
implementation of this section.

Amend Bill, page 7, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
 Section 7.  The Executive Director of the Pennsylvania  
Game Commission and the Secretary of Agriculture are hereby 
authorized and may enter into such cooperative agreements as may be 
necessary to implement and administer the provisions of 34 Pa.C.S.  
§ 548. 
 Amend Sec. 7, page 7, line 2, by striking out “7” and inserting 
 8

Amend Sec. 7, page 7, line 2, by striking out “$250,000” and 
inserting 
 $300,000 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 7, line 6, by striking out “8” and inserting 
 9

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. It is the understanding of the Chair the 
gentleman, Mr. Hanna, wishes to withdraw this amendment and 
exchange that with amendment 2325, which needs a suspension 
of the rules. 
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RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules to 
offer amendment 2325. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–193 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Sainato 
Allen Fichter Maitland Samuelson 
Argall Fleagle Major Santoni 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Saylor 
Baker Forcier Mann Scavello 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Schroder 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Semmel 
Bastian Gabig McCall Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shapiro 
Belardi Geist McGill Siptroth 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, S. H. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Solobay 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Sonney 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Staback 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Stairs 
Blaum Goodman Millard Steil 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Stern 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stetler 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stevenson, R. 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, T. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Sturla 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Surra 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Tangretti 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Harper O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Civera Harris Pallone Thomas 
Clymer Hasay Payne Tigue 
Cohen Hennessey Petrarca True 
Cornell Herman Petri Turzai 
Corrigan Hershey Petrone Veon 
Costa Hess Phillips Vitali 
Crahalla Hickernell Pickett Walko 
Creighton Hutchinson Pistella Wansacz 
Curry James Preston Waters 
Daley Josephs Pyle Watson 
Dally Kauffman Quigley Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, M. Ramaley Williams 
Dermody Keller, W. Rapp Wilt 
DeWeese Kenney Raymond Wojnaroski 
DiGirolamo Killion Readshaw Wright 
Diven Kotik Reed Yewcic 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reichley Youngblood 
Eachus Leach Roberts Yudichak 
Ellis Lederer Rohrer Zug 
Evans, D. Leh Rooney 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Ross 
Fabrizio Levdansky Rubley Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Ruffing     Speaker 
 

NAYS–1 
 
Oliver 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. HANNA offered the following amendment No. A02325: 
 

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 548), page 5, line 23, by striking out  
“fences and” and inserting 
 fences;

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 548), page 5, line 24, by removing the period 
after “(a)” and inserting 
 ; and for the costs of implementation and staffing 

incurred by the Department of Agriculture for 
implementation of this section.

Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 548), page 5, lines 28 through 30; page 6, 
line 1, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 
 Amend Bill, page 7, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
 Section 7.  The Executive Director of the Pennsylvania  
Game Commission and the Secretary of Agriculture are hereby 
authorized and may enter into such cooperative agreements as may be 
necessary to implement and administer the provisions of 34 Pa.C.S.  
§ 548. 
 Amend Sec. 7, page 7, line 2, by striking out “7” and inserting 
 8

Amend Sec. 7, page 7, line 2, by striking out “$250,000” and 
inserting 
 $300,000 
 Amend Sec. 7, page 7, line 3, by inserting after “appropriated” 
 from the General Fund 
 Amend Sec. 8, page 7, line 6, by striking out “8” and inserting 
 9

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, Mr. Hanna. The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The amendment is just designed to correct some problems 
that were noted by the Department of Agriculture and the 
administration. What it does is provide that costs incurred by 
the Department of Agriculture in helping us comply with the 
bill and paying for elk damage are paid for from the Elk 
Damage Fund, and it also makes it clear that this is a fund, an 
appropriation from the General Fund. In the original bill it was a 
nonlapsing fund, and now with this amendment, it will be a 
lapsing fund. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. B. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is an agreed-to amendment. It makes the bill even 
better. I urge the members to vote “yes.” 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
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EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

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. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1731 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to page 12 of today’s 
House calendar, HB 1731, PN 2284. 
 

AMENDMENT A02233 WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. There is no fiscal note for the Geist 
amendment. The gentleman has withdrawn the amendment. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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 Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, what amendment did Mr. Geist withdraw? 
 The SPEAKER. The one that was asked for a fiscal note, 
2233. 
 Mr. COHEN. Okay. That is the amendment dealing with 
Philadelphia and the parking tickets. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 

Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

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. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended for immediate consideration of SB 462,  
PN 1014. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
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Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 462,  
PN 1014, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 
known as the Liquor Code, further providing for sales by Pennsylvania 
liquor stores, for authority to issue liquor licenses to hotels, restaurants 
and clubs, for sales by liquor licensees regarding Sunday sales, for sale 
of malt or brewed beverages by liquor licensees, for retail dispensers’ 
restrictions on purchases and sales, for revocation and suspension of 
licenses, for renewal of amusement permits, for the point system for 

certain licensees and for the assessment of points for noncompliance; 
providing for renewal of permit for sales for off-premises consumption 
in cities of the first class; further providing for unlawful acts relative to 
malt or brewed beverages and licensees; and providing for hours of 
operation relative to manufacturers, importing distributors and 
distributors and for unlawful acts relative to liquor, malt and brewed 
beverages and licensees.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. RAYMOND offered the following amendment No. 
A02334: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 22, by inserting after “LICENSEES,” 
 for malt and brewed beverages retail licenses, 
 Amend Sec. 4, page 7, lines 14 and 15, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 
 Section 4.  Section 407 of the act is amended to read: 
 Amend Bill, page 8, by inserting after line 30 
 Section 5.  Section 432(f) of the act, amended December 20, 
2000 (P.L.992, No.141), is amended and the section is amended by 
adding a subsection to read: 
 Section 432.  Malt and Brewed Beverages Retail Licenses.–* * * 
 (f)  Hotel, eating places, or municipal golf course retail dispenser 
licensees [whose sales of food and nonalcoholic beverages are equal to 
thirty per centum (30%) or more of the combined gross sales of both 
food and malt or brewed beverages] may sell malt or brewed beverages 
between the hours of eleven o’clock antemeridian on Sunday and  
two o’clock antemeridian on Monday upon purchase of a special 
permit from the board at an annual fee as prescribed in section 614-A 
of the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), known as “The 
Administrative Code of 1929,” which shall be in addition to any other 
license fees. This subsection shall not apply to cities of the first class.

(g)  Hotel, eating places or municipal golf course retail dispenser 
licensees in cities of the first class whose sales of food and 
nonalcoholic beverages are equal to thirty per centum (30%) or more of 
the combined gross sales of both food and malt or brewed beverages 
may sell malt or brewed beverages between the hours of eleven o’clock 
antemeridian on Sunday and two o’clock antemeridian on Monday 
upon purchase of a special permit from the board at an annual fee as 
prescribed in section 614-A of the “The Administrative Code of 1929,” 
which shall be in addition to any other license fees.

Section 6.  Section 442(a) of the act is amended to read: 
 Amend Sec. 5, page 10, line 16, by striking out “5” and inserting 
 7

Amend Sec. 6, page 14, line 2, by striking out “6” and inserting 
 8

Amend Sec. 7, page 15, line 14, by striking out “7” and inserting 
 9

Amend Sec. 8, page 20, line 11, by striking out “8” and inserting 
 10 
 Amend Sec. 9, page 21, line 23, by striking out “9” and inserting 
 11 
 Amend Sec. 10, page 22, line 18, by striking out “10” and 
inserting 
 12 
 Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 493), page 23, line 26, by striking out 
“article. HOWEVER” and inserting 
 article[.] except

Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 493), page 23, line 28, by striking out 
“BEVERAGE” and inserting 
 beverages

Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 493), page 23, line 29, by inserting after 
“BOARD”

from anyone possessing a license under this 
article
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Amend Sec. 11, page 24, line 30, by striking out “11” and 
inserting 
 13 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the gentleman,  
Mr. Raymond. A brief explanation of the amendment. 
 Mr. RAYMOND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is a technical amendment to correct a 
drafting error. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 

 NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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 Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I will 
try to be brief in my comments. 
 The National Science Health Magazine in an article dated 
April 6, 1999, wrote as follows: More than one-third of  
high school seniors see no risk in consuming four to five drinks 
a day. Yet 16 percent of teenagers have had blackouts where 
heavy drinking erased their memories of what happened the 
previous evening. And alcohol is the single biggest factor 
behind the leading cause of death among teenagers – traffic 
fatalities. Teenagers who start drinking before the age of 15 are 
four times as likely to become alcohol dependent as those who 
begin drinking at age 21. 
 Mr. Speaker, indeed, alcohol is our number one drug of 
addiction, of abuse. Far too many innocent lives have been 
needlessly wasted due to those driving while under the 
influence. In fact, the senseless loss of innocent life has 
spawned Mothers Against Drunk Drivers. 
 One of the serious problems confronting our colleges and 
universities is binge drinking. I believe the most recent studies 
indicate that yearly 1,500 young people lose their lives due to 
alcohol abuse and addiction. 
 So how do we solve this problem, this ever-growing,  
serious social problem? Do we do it by proposing legislation 
that has been put on the floor, allowing for Sunday sales for 
beer distributors from 12 to 5, opening on Sundays, or allowing 
wine and spirits shops to open from 12 to 5 on Sundays, which 
indeed many university and college students would take 
advantage of that opportunity to purchase additional alcohol? 
 Recently a rally was held here in Harrisburg to make certain 
funds were available in the 2006 budget for drug and alcohol 
treatment. So we know this is a real problem. Each of us here 
could relay stories of families ruined because of an alcoholic 
parent and how that destructive behavior had a lasting influence 
on their child, on their children. 
 Make no mistake, beer ads target our youth. What we should 
be doing is tightening the laws dealing with alcohol distribution 
and consumption. While increased penalties for those convicted 
of DUI and crimes connected with alcohol abuse have merit, 
this is after the fact. To be effective in dealing with this issue of 
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alcohol abuse, we need to strengthen the regulations dealing 
with distribution. 
 Representative Bebko-Jones has introduced legislation 
dealing with keg tagging. This is an important piece of 
legislation that would allow law enforcement agencies to 
identify the purchaser of the keg when underage drinking is 
involved, thereby allowing for prosecution of those involved in 
purchasing this alcohol. 
 Mr. Speaker, no one is advocating a return to prohibition, but 
sensible policies on alcohol purchases that would protect our 
citizens from this alcohol abuse and would reduce underage 
drinking is what we need to do. This bill does none of that.  
I ask for a negative vote on SB 462. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

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–139 
 
Adolph Gannon McGill Scavello 
Allen Gerber McIlhinney Schroder 
Barrar Godshall McNaughton Shaner 
Bebko-Jones Goodman Melio Shapiro 
Belardi Grell Micozzie Siptroth 
Belfanti Grucela Millard Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gruitza Miller, R. Solobay 
Bishop Haluska Mundy Staback 
Blackwell Harhai Mustio Steil 
Blaum Harper Myers Stetler 
Bunt Harris Nailor Stevenson, R. 
Butkovitz Hasay Nickol Stevenson, T. 
Buxton Herman O’Brien Sturla 
Caltagirone James Oliver Tangretti 
Cawley Josephs O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Civera Keller, W. Pallone Thomas 
Cornell Kenney Payne Tigue 
Corrigan Killion Petrarca Turzai 
Costa Kotik Petri Veon 
Crahalla LaGrotta Petrone Vitali 
Daley Leach Pistella Walko 
DeLuca Lederer Preston Wansacz 
Dermody Leh Pyle Waters 
DeWeese Lescovitz Quigley Watson 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Diven Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Donatucci Maher Readshaw Wilt 
Eachus Maitland Roberts Wojnaroski 
Evans, D. Major Rooney Wright 
Evans, J. Manderino Ross Yewcic 
Fabrizio Mann Rubley Youngblood 
Fichter Markosek Ruffing Yudichak 
Flick Marsico Sainato 
Frankel McCall Santoni Perzel, 
Freeman McGeehan Saylor     Speaker 
Gabig 
 

NAYS–55 
 
Argall Curry Harhart Reed 
Armstrong Dally Hennessey Reichley 
Baker Ellis Hershey Rohrer 
Baldwin Fairchild Hess Samuelson 
Bastian Feese Hickernell Semmel 
Benninghoff Fleagle Hutchinson Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Forcier Kauffman Sonney 

Boyd Geist Keller, M. Stairs 
Cappelli George McIlhattan Stern 
Casorio Gillespie Metcalfe Surra 
Causer Gingrich Miller, S. Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Good Phillips True 
Cohen Habay Pickett Zug 
Creighton Hanna Rapp 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

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 return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same with 
amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 
 

* * *

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 469,  
PN 2137, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), 
known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, defining “unincorporated 
association”; and further providing for date of application for absentee 
ballot, for voting by absentee electors and for canvassing of official 
absentee ballots.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

The SPEAKER. It is the information of the Chair that all of 
the amendments have been withdrawn with the exception of the 
possible two Vitali amendments. 
 Mr. Vitali, which amendment would you like to offer? 
 It is an indication that the gentleman, Mr. Steil— The Chair 
apologizes. 
 Mr. Steil, Mr. Fabrizio, Mr. Grucela, Mr. DeWeese, on the 
suspension. 
 Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, amendment 1663. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the clerk read the amendment. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. VITALI offered the following amendment No. A01663: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by striking out “AND” 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by removing the period after 
“ballots” and inserting 
 ; and providing for additional powers and duties 

of the Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
 Amend Bill, page 12, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 
 Section 4.  Section 1640 of the act, added October 4, 1978 
(P.L.893, No.171), is amended to read: 
 Section 1640.  Additional Powers and Duties of the Secretary of 
the Commonwealth.–(a) The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall 
have the following additional powers and duties: 
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(1)  To serve as the State clearing house for information 
concerning the administration of this act. 
 (2)  To prescribe suitable rules and regulations to carry out the 
provisions of this act. 
 (3)  To develop the prescribed forms required by the provisions 
of this article for the making of the reports and statements required to 
be filed with the supervisor. 
 (4)  To prepare a manual setting forth recommended uniform 
methods of bookkeeping and reporting which shall be furnished by the 
supervisor to the person required to file such reports and statements as 
required by this article. 
 (5)  To examine the contributions to State legislative and 
Statewide candidates and publish a list of all those political committees 
who have contributed to candidates and who have failed to file reports 
as required by this act within six (6) days of their failure to comply. 
 (b)  The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall develop, 
implement and administer a fully searchable computer database of all 
reports filed under this article to enable the public to search by any 
field of information filed under this article or by any combination of 
fields across all candidates, nominees, election districts or elective 
offices.

Amend Sec. 4, page 12, line 16, by striking out “4” and inserting 
 5

Amend Sec. 5, page 12, line 19, by striking out “5” and inserting 
 6

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is a relatively benign amendment. This would simply 
require the Department of State, with regard to its existing 
database of campaign finance records, to make that database 
fully searchable. Right now on that database all of the campaign 
finance reports we and other candidates file are in an electronic 
format, but the search capabilities are lacking. This would allow 
a more extensive search among the various fields of 
information. It would just be an enhancement of the search 
features. 
 It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that the department, it is 
its intention to do this eventually. The problem is, they have 
been saying that for a long time. I would like to make this 
become law so we can finally get this done. 
 Thank you. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, there 
are informal discussions going on in both caucus rooms at this 
time. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 469 CONTINUED 
 

MOTION TO TABLE AMENDMENT A01663 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On this amendment, Mr. Speaker, I think it is a little more 
complex than perhaps what the sponsor has alluded to. It is an 
amendment that goes much beyond just a simple procedure. 

 It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman has a 
bill similar to this amendment that has been referred to the State 
Government Committee, and the chairman has indicated to me 
that he has made several overtures to the gentleman from 
Delaware County to hold hearings on the bill, to actively work 
the bill through the committee process, yet the fact that we are 
looking at it as an amendment when there has been a 
willingness to consider it through the normal committee process 
causes me a little bit of concern, and because of that and 
because of the offer of the chairman to have hearings on the bill 
and work on the bill in committee, I would ask the members to 
table amendment 1663. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Smith, moves to table the Vitali 
amendment 1663. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, does the gentleman,  
Mr. Vitali, seek recognition? The gentleman is in order. Wait. 
Does the minority leader yield his time to the gentleman,  
Mr. Vitali? The gentleman indicates he will. Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think the gentleman, Mr. Smith, is confusing the second 
amendment I intend to offer with this amendment. I believe that 
Mr. Smith is incorrect when he is saying that this is an 
amendment under active discussion in the State Government 
Committee. He is referring to the Gubernatorial Public 
Financing Act, the next amendment I intend to offer. 
 This is a very basic amendment, and I am going to just for 
the— It goes all of six lines, and you can simply read it. It 
basically directs the Secretary of the Commonwealth to develop 
a fully searchable computer database, searchable by any field of 
information across any candidates, nominees, election districts, 
and elective offices. It is very straightforward on its face. There 
is very little complication about this. This is not something that 
really requires committee hearings. 
 This is I think campaign finance reform at its most basic 
level. I do not think anyone is against full disclosure. This is 
something simple; this is something we can do now. I do not 
think any of us should be on the record as opposing making 
campaign records a little more searchable, a little more 
transparent, making government a little more open. 
 I think this is just a very basic amendment, fully within the 
computer capabilities of the department, something we do in 
other parts of State government. All it really is doing is 
requesting that search capabilities of a database be enhanced, 
period, and so therefore, it is inappropriate to table. So I would 
ask for a “no” vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 It is moved by the gentleman, Mr. Smith, that the Vitali 
amendment 1663 be tabled. 
 The Chair recognizes the majority leader, the gentleman,  
Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, would you just suspend kindly 
for one minute. The chairman of the committee wanted to 
discuss the future of this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
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AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 After discussions with my State Government Committee 
chair and his assurances that the substance of this amendment 
would be considered by the State Government Committee and 
his recommendation that it be moved by the committee, I will 
be withdrawing this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. VITALI offered the following amendment No. A01668: 
 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by striking out “AND” 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by removing the period after 
“ballots” and inserting 
; and providing qualifications for funding, for payments, for use of 
funds, for authorized expenditures, for limitation on contributions, for 
return of funds and for penalties. 
 Amend Bill, page 12, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 
 Section 4.  The act is amended by adding an article to read: 

ARTICLE XVI-A
Pennsylvania Gubernatorial Public Financing

Section 1601-A.  Short Title.–This article shall be known and 
may be cited as the Pennsylvania Gubernatorial Public Financing Act.

Section 1602-A.  Definitions.–As used in this article:
(a)  The word “candidate” means any of the following:
(1)  an individual seeking nomination or election to the office of 

Governor or Lieutenant Governor who has filed a nomination petition 
or nomination paper;

(2)  an individual who receives contributions or makes 
expenditures in connection with seeking nomination or election to the 
office of Governor or Lieutenant Governor; or

(3)  an individual on behalf of whom a registration statement 
must be filed in accordance with section 1624.

(b)  The word “commission” shall mean the State Ethics 
Commission.

(c)  The word “contribution” shall mean a contribution as defined 
by section 1621.

(d)  The word “expenditure” shall mean an expenditure as 
defined by section 1621.

(e)  The word “fund” shall mean the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign 
Fund established in section 1605-A.

(f)  The words “independent expenditure” shall mean an 
expenditure by a person made for the purpose of influencing an 
election without cooperation or consultation with any candidate or any 
political committee authorized by that candidate and which is not made 
in concert with or at the request or suggestion of any candidate or 
political committee or agent thereof.

(g)  The words “major political party” shall mean a political party 
whose candidate for Governor received either the highest or second 
highest number of votes in the preceding gubernatorial election.

Section 1603-A.  Application and Administration of Article.–
(a)  The provisions of this article shall be applicable to candidates 

for the offices of Governor and Lieutenant Governor.
(b)  For the purposes of this article insofar as it relates to funding 

of nominated candidates in the general election, a political party’s or 
political body’s nominated candidates for Governor and Lieutenant 
Governor shall be considered as one candidacy, and the provisions 
specifically applicable to the Governor shall be applicable to the 
combined candidacy.

(c)  The provisions of this article shall be administered by the 
State Ethics Commission. The commission may adopt rules and 

regulations as may be required to implement the provisions of this 
article and to carry out its purpose.

Section 1604-A.  Campaign Committee Required.–Each 
candidate for Governor or Lieutenant Governor shall form a campaign 
committee through which all campaign contributions shall be received 
and all campaign expenditures shall be disbursed.

Section 1605-A.  Pennsylvania Fair Campaign Fund 
Established.–There is hereby established a special restricted receipts 
fund in the State Treasury to be known as the Pennsylvania 
Fair Campaign Fund. Payments shall be made into this fund pursuant to 
section 1606-A, and disbursements shall be made from the fund only 
upon the warrant of the commission and a warrant of the State 
Treasurer. As much of the moneys in the fund as are necessary to make 
payments to candidates as provided in this article are appropriated from 
the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign Fund on a continuing basis for the 
purpose of such payments.

Section 1606-A.  Funding the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign.–
(a)  Beginning with tax years commencing January 1, 2005, and 

thereafter, each individual subject to the tax imposed by Article III of 
the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known as the “Tax Reform 
Code of 1971,” whose tax liability for the year is five dollars ($5) or 
more may designate five dollars ($5) of his personal income taxes to be 
paid into the fund. In the case of married taxpayers filing a joint return, 
each spouse may designate five dollars ($5) to be paid into the fund if 
their tax liability is ten dollars ($10) or more. All of these designated 
tax revenues shall be paid into the fund. The check-off and instructions 
shall be prominently displayed on the first page of the return form. The 
instructions shall readily indicate that these designations neither 
increase nor decrease an individual’s tax liability.

(b)  The General Assembly shall appropriate money to the 
Fair Campaign Fund sufficient to fully fund all requirements of this 
article including the administrative, investigative and enforcement 
responsibilities of the State Ethics Commission. Upon notice by the 
commission, the General Assembly shall appropriate to the 
commission out of the General Fund such additional sums as may be 
required to carry out the purposes of this article if the sums first 
appropriated become inadequate.

Section 1607-A.  Certification of Moneys in Fund.–By June 30 
of each year, the State Treasurer shall certify to the commission the 
current balance available in the fund.

Section 1608-A.  Qualification for Funding.–
(a)  Any candidate for the offices of Governor and Lieutenant 

Governor may apply for funding under this article if the candidate 
meets the contributory thresholds established in subsection (b) and 
otherwise conforms to the requirements of this article. No candidate 
shall be obligated to apply for funding under this article and if any 
candidate elects not to apply, the provisions of this article pertaining to 
limits on expenditures or the use of his personal funds shall be 
inapplicable to the person and his candidacy. Any candidate electing to 
receive funding under this article shall declare his intention to do so 
and specify the office for which he is a candidate. No candidate for the 
office of Governor, nominated at a primary election, may elect to 
receive funding under this article for a general election unless the 
candidate elected to receive funding under this article for the primary 
election. Any candidate who for any reason has his name withdrawn 
from the ballot, after receipt of funds under this article, shall return to 
the fund all unspent money received from the fund.

(b)  (1)  In order to qualify for funding in a general election, a 
candidate for Governor must receive subsequent to the date of that 
candidate’s primary election but prior to the date of the candidate’s 
general election four hundred fifty thousand dollars ($450,000) in 
qualifying contributions.

(2)  In order to qualify for funding in a primary election, a 
candidate must receive, prior to the date of the primary election but 
after becoming a candidate, the following amounts:

Office Qualifying Contributions Required
(i)  Governor $225,000
(ii)  Lieutenant Governor 100,000
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(3)  Definition:
(i)  The term “qualifying contribution” includes any contribution 

which has all of the following characteristics:
(A)  Made by an individual resident of Pennsylvania.
(B)  Made by a written instrument which indicates the 

contributor’s full name and mailing address and is not intended to be 
returned to the contributor or transferred to another political committee 
or candidate.

(ii)  If a contributor receives goods or services of value in return 
for his contribution, the qualifying contribution shall be calculated as 
the original contribution, minus the fair market value of the goods or 
services received.

(c)  Each candidate who elects to apply for funding under this 
article shall provide evidence that the candidate has raised the 
qualifying contributions required by this section which evidence shall 
be verified and certified as correct by the auditors of the State Ethics 
Commission.

(d)  The commission shall conduct a complete audit of all 
candidates receiving funds under this article. Such audits shall be 
conducted the year following the election for which funds were 
distributed. The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall provide the 
commission at no cost all reports of contributions and expenditures 
filed pursuant to Article XVI by candidates for Governor and 
Lieutenant Governor, their political committees and all other political 
committees who have contributed to such candidates.

(e)  The auditors shall conduct their audit in accord with sound 
accounting principles and shall make findings of any possible 
violations of this article. All audited candidates and their committees 
shall furnish any records to the accountants which the accountants 
deem necessary for the completion of their work.

(f)  The commission shall make public the report of the auditors 
and shall provide a copy to the Attorney General for the institution of 
such criminal proceedings as he or she shall deem necessary.

Section 1609-A.  Funding Formula.–
(a)  Every candidate who qualifies for funding for an election 

pursuant to section 1608-A shall receive matching payments from the 
fund in the amount of two dollars ($2) for each dollar of qualifying 
contribution.

(b)  The two dollars ($2) for each dollar of qualifying 
contributions provided by this section shall be provided both for 
qualifying contributions raised which exceed the threshold amounts 
specified in section 1608-A and for those qualifying contributions 
which are attributable to meeting the threshold amounts necessary to 
qualify for funding under this article.

(c)  (1)  Only those qualifying contributions made during the 
period between the date of becoming a candidate and the date of the 
primary election shall be eligible for matching payments from the fund 
for the primary election.

(2)  Only those qualifying contributions made during the period 
between the primary election and the general election of the year in 
which that candidate runs for office shall be eligible for matching 
payments from the fund for the general election.

(d)  Matching funds shall not be provided for any qualifying 
contributions unless the reporting requirements required by the 
commission are satisfied.

Section 1610-A.  Limitations on Funding.–
(a)  Every candidate who qualifies for and receives funding 

pursuant to the formula established by this article shall be entitled to 
receive no more than the maximum amount specified in subsection (b) 
for the office the candidate is seeking.

(b)  (1)  The maximum amount of funding available for each 
candidate for Governor at a general election under this article shall be 
eight million five hundred thousand dollars ($8,500,000).

(2)  The maximum amount of funding available for the primary 
election for each candidate under this article shall be as follows:

Office Maximum Pennsylvania Fair
Campaign Funding

(i)  Governor $5,500,000

(ii)  Lieutenant Governor 2,000,000
Section 1611-A.  Time of Payments.–A candidate for Governor 

and Lieutenant Governor in the case of a primary election may begin to 
receive public funding payments after he or she has received the 
qualifying contribution amounts required by section 1608-A(b)(2) in 
the case of a primary election and section 1608-A(b)(1) in the case of a 
general election. The commission shall make payments authorized by 
this article at least every two (2) weeks. However, except for the final 
payment, no payment shall be due or paid if the payment does not 
equal at least five thousand dollars ($5,000).

Section 1612-A.  Use of Funds by Candidates.–
(a)  Funds distributed to candidates pursuant to this article may 

be used only for the election for which they are distributed and only for 
the purposes set forth in this article except that no fund moneys may be 
used:

(1)  To transfer to other candidates or to committees of other 
candidates or to political committees.

(2)  To pay for expenditures incurred as follows:
(i)  after the date of the primary election in the case of an 

unsuccessful primary candidate; or
(ii)  after the date of the general election in the case of all other 

candidates.
(b)  Funds distributed to a candidate pursuant to this article shall 

be placed in a single bank account. Expenditures from this account 
shall be made only for campaign expenses listed in subsection (a).

Section 1613-A.  Expenditures.–
(a)  Expenditures made by a candidate for Governor, for all 

purposes and from all sources, including but not limited to amounts of 
funds distributed under this article, proceeds of loans, gifts, 
contributions from any source or personal funds, subsequent to the date 
of the primary election but prior to the date of the general election, may 
not exceed thirteen million dollars ($13,000,000).

(b)  Expenditures made by a candidate prior to the date of the 
primary election may not exceed the following unless otherwise 
provided:

Office Total Expenditure Limits
(1)  Governor $9,000,000
(2)  Lieutenant Governor 3,000,000
(c)  The expenditure limits of this section apply only to 

candidates who receive public funding pursuant to this article, except 
that a candidate who accepts public funding but whose political party 
opponent in a general election elects not to apply for the public funding 
shall not be bound by the expenditure limits of this section.

(d)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this article, a 
candidate who accepts public funding pursuant to the formula 
established, but whose major political party opponents in a primary 
election elect to not apply for the public funding, shall not be bound by 
the expenditure limits specified in this section.

Section 1614-A.  Annual Report.–The commission shall report 
annually to the Governor and the General Assembly on the operations 
of funding as provided by this article. This report shall include, but not 
be limited to, the revenues and expenditures in the fund, the amounts 
distributed to candidates, the results of any audits performed on 
candidates in compliance with this article and any prosecutions brought 
for violations of this article.

Section 1615-A.  Return of Excess Funds.–
(a)  All unexpended campaign funds in a candidate’s and his 

authorized committees’ possession sixty (60) days after a primary 
election shall be returned to the State board for deposit in the fund, up 
to the amount of the funds which were distributed to the candidate
under this article for the primary election.

(b)  All unexpended campaign funds in a candidate’s and his 
authorized committees’ possession sixty (60) days after a general 
election shall be returned to the State board for deposit in the fund, up 
to the amount of the funds which were distributed to the candidate 
under this article for the general election.

Section 1616-A.  Limitations on Certain Contributions.–
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(a)  The provisions of this section apply to any contribution made 
for the purpose of influencing any election to the office of Governor or 
Lieutenant Governor regardless of whether the candidate for that office 
has applied for or received funding under this article.

(b)  Aggregate contributions, including in-kind contributions, 
from any person or political committee to any candidate for Governor 
or Lieutenant Governor, his authorized committee or agent shall not 
exceed two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for the candidate’s 
primary election and two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for
the candidate’s general election. Furthermore, for each election, no 
candidate, his authorized committee or agent shall accept or receive 
more than two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for the 
candidate’s primary election and two thousand five hundred dollars 
($2,500) for the candidate’s general election in aggregate contributions, 
including in-kind contributions, from any person.

(c)  A gift, subscription, loan, advance or deposit of money or 
anything of value to a candidate shall be considered a contribution both 
by the original source of the contribution and by any intermediary or 
conduit if the intermediary or conduit:

(1)  exercises any direction over the making of the contribution; 
or

(2)  solicits the contribution or arranges for the contribution made 
and directly or indirectly makes the candidate aware of such 
intermediary or conduit’s role in soliciting or arranging the 
contribution for the candidate.

(d)  For purposes of subsection (c), a contribution shall not be 
considered to be a contribution by an intermediary or conduit to the 
candidate if:

(1)  the intermediary or conduit has been retained by the 
candidate’s committee for the purpose of fundraising and is reimbursed 
for expenses incurred in soliciting contributions;

(2)  in the case of an individual, the candidate has expressly 
authorized the intermediary or conduit to engage in fundraising, or the 
individual occupies a significant position within the candidate’s 
campaign organization; or

(3)  in the case of a political committee, the intermediary or 
conduit is the authorized committee of the candidate.

(e)  No candidate for Governor or Lieutenant Governor who 
accepts public funding in accordance with this article may contribute 
from personal funds more than an aggregate of twenty-five thousand 
dollars ($25,000) in connection with his or her primary and general 
election campaigns.

Section 1617-A.  Interactive Gubernatorial Primary and General 
Election Debates; Participation by Candidates.–

(a)  In any year in which a primary election is to be held to 
nominate candidates for the offices of Governor and Lieutenant 
Governor, there shall be held among the several candidates for each 
nomination a series of interactive primary debates. All candidates who 
have filed nomination petitions in accordance with this act for these 
offices and have applied or intend to apply to receive money for 
election campaign expenses from the fund shall participate in the 
debates. Any other candidate, who would have otherwise qualified for 
public funding under section 1608-A(b)(2) twenty (20) days before the 
date of the debate, may participate, provided that the other candidate 
notifies the commission of the candidate’s intent to participate no later 
than twenty (20) days before the date of the debate. In any year in 
which no candidate or only one candidate for a nomination is required 
or elects to participate, no primary debate shall be required to be held 
under this subsection.

(b)  In any year in which a general election is to be held for the 
offices of Governor and Lieutenant Governor, there shall be held a 
series of interactive debates in which all candidates who have received 
nominations for these offices at the primary or through the filing of 
nomination papers in accordance with this act and have applied or 
intend to apply to receive money for election campaign expenses from 
the fund shall participate. Any other candidate, who would have 
otherwise qualified for public funding under section 1608-A(b)(1) 
twenty (20) days before the date of the debate, may participate, 

provided that the other candidate notifies the commission of the 
candidate’s intent to participate no later than twenty (20) days before 
the date of the debate.

Section 1618-A.  Time and Contents; Sponsors.–
(a)  There shall be two gubernatorial and two lieutenant 

gubernatorial primary debates. Each of the debates shall be at least 
one hour in duration. The first debate shall occur not earlier than the 
date on which the names of candidates to appear on the primary ballot 
are certified by the Secretary of the Commonwealth in accordance with 
section 916 and the second debate shall occur not later than the 
Tuesday preceding the primary election.

(b)  There shall be three gubernatorial and three lieutenant 
gubernatorial debates. Each of the debates shall be at least one (1) hour. 
The first debate shall occur not earlier than fifty (50) days before the 
date of the general election, and the second debate shall occur not later 
than the Tuesday preceding the election.

(c)  Private organizations which are not affiliated with any 
political party or with any holder of or candidate for public office and 
which have not endorsed any candidate in the pending primary or 
general election for the office of Governor shall be eligible to sponsor 
one or more interactive gubernatorial primary debates or interactive 
gubernatorial election debates under subsection (a) or (b), respectively.

(d)  The commission shall accept applications from eligible 
private organizations to sponsor one or more of the interactive debates. 
Applications to sponsor debates under subsection (a) shall be submitted 
to the commission no later than March 15 of any year in which a 
primary election is to be held to nominate candidates for the office of 
Governor and Lieutenant Governor, and applications to sponsor 
debates under subsection (b) shall be submitted to the commission no 
later than July 1 of any year in which a general election is to be held to 
fill the office of Governor.

(e)  Where the number of eligible applicants to sponsor primary
debates or election debates exceed the number prescribed under 
subsections (a) and (b), respectively, the commission shall select the 
private organizations from among the applicants within thirty (30) days 
of the last day for submitting those applications, as provided under this 
subsection. To the maximum extent practicable and feasible, the 
commission shall select a different private organization to sponsor each 
of the interactive gubernatorial debates, but shall not be precluded from 
selecting the same private organization to sponsor more than one 
debate.

(f)  The private organizations selected by the commission shall 
be responsible for selecting the date, time and location of the debates, 
subject to the limitations set forth in this section. The rules for 
conducting each debate shall be solely the responsibility of the private 
organizations so selected, but shall not be made final without 
consultation with both the chairman of the State committee of each 
political party in the case of primary debates, and with a representative 
designated by each of the participating candidates in the case of general 
election debates.

Section 1619-A.  Failure of Candidate to Participate in Debates; 
Complaint; Hearing; Determination; Penalties.

(a)  The commission shall have the power and duty, upon receipt 
of a complaint against a candidate for nomination for election or for 
election for the office of Governor or Lieutenant Governor who is 
required to participate in primary debates or election debates, 
respectively, to hold a hearing to determine whether that candidate has 
failed to participate in debates. If, at the conclusion of a hearing under 
this section, the commission determines by majority vote that a 
candidate required to participate under this act has failed to do so, the 
chairman shall immediately inform the candidate in writing of that 
determination, identifying in that writing the date and circumstances of 
the failure. If, after having found that a candidate required to 
participate in a primary or election debate has failed to do so, the 
commission further finds that the failure occurred under circumstances 
which were beyond the control of the candidate and were of such a 
nature that a reasonable person, taking into account the purposes of this 
act and the relevant facts of the case, would find the failure justifiable 
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or excusable, then the candidate shall not be subject to any penalty or 
liability for failing to participate. The candidate charged with failure to 
participate shall have the burden of showing justification or excuse.

(b)  The campaign of any candidate or former candidate who 
shall have been required to participate in a primary debate or election 
debate under this article, but who has been found to have failed to do 
so without reasonable justification or excuse, shall be liable for return 
of moneys previously received for use by the candidate to pay primary 
election campaign expenses or general election campaign expenses, 
respectively. The commission shall determine the total amount of 
moneys for election campaign expenses in that year by the commission 
to the candidate under this article, as appropriate, and shall notify the 
campaign treasurer of the candidate of the liability as of the date of the 
notice, for the repayment of those moneys plus interest on the unpaid 
amount of that liability from that date at the rate of one (1) per cent for 
each month or fractional a part of a month during which that amount 
remains unpaid.

Section 1620-A.  Penalties.–
(a)  A person who violates the provisions of this article and who, 

as a result, obtains funds under this article to which he is not entitled 
commits a misdemeanor of the first degree and shall, upon conviction, 
be subject to a fine not to exceed the greater of ten thousand dollars 
($10,000), or three (3) times the amount of funds wrongfully obtained 
or to imprisonment for up to five (5) years, or both.

(b)  A person who violates section 1612-A or 1613-A commits a 
misdemeanor of the first degree and shall, upon conviction, be subject 
to a fine not to exceed the greater of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), or 
three (3) times the amount of funds that were wrongfully used or 
expended or to imprisonment for up to five (5) years, or both.

(c)  Except as provided in subsections (a) and (b), a person who 
violates any provision of this article commits a misdemeanor of the 
third degree and shall, upon conviction, be subject to a fine of not more 
than one thousand dollars ($1,000), or to imprisonment for up to 
one (1) year, or both.

(d)  All fines and penalties assessed pursuant to this article shall 
be deposited in the Pennsylvania Fair Campaign Fund.

Section 1621-A.  Severability.–The provisions of this article are 
severable. If any provision of this article or its application to any 
person or circumstance is held invalid, the invalidity shall not affect 
other provisions or applications of this article which can be given effect 
without the invalid provision or application.

Section 1622-A.  Applicability.–Funding from the Pennsylvania 
Fair Campaign Fund shall be provided to candidates for Statewide 
office beginning with the primary election of 2006 and in each 
gubernatorial primary and election thereafter.

Section 1623-A.  Consumer Price Index annual adjustments.–The 
dollar figures contained in this article shall be adjusted annually at a 
rate equal to the average percentage change in the All-Urban Consumer 
Price Index for the Pittsburgh, Philadelphia and Scranton standard 
metropolitan statistical areas as published by the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics of the United States Department of Labor, or any successor 
agency, occurring in the prior calendar year. The base year shall be 
2005. The average shall be calculated and certified annually by the 
commission by adding the percentage increase in each of the 
three areas and dividing by three. The calculation and resulting new 
dollar figures shall be published in March in the Pennsylvania Bulletin. 
The checkoff referred to in section 1606-A in this act shall be rounded 
to the nearest dollar.

Amend Sec. 4, page 12, line 16, by striking out “4” and inserting 
 5

Amend Sec. 5, page 12, line 19, by striking out all of said line 
and inserting 
 Section 6.  This act shall take effect as follows: 
 (1)  The amendment of sections 1302.1, 1306 and 1308 

shall take effect in 60 days. 
 (2)  The addition of Article XVI-A of the act shall take 

effect immediately. 
 (3)  This section shall take effect immediately. 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment is something the House has considered in 
previous sessions. It is the Gubernatorial Public Financing Act. 
I believe it is an important piece of campaign finance reform 
legislation. It basically provides for three basic things. It applies 
to the candidates for Governor and Lieutenant Governor, and 
the three things it provides for is, one, mandatory contribution 
limits; in other words, a contribution limit of $2,500 in both the 
primary and the general elections for both individuals and PACs 
(political action committees). So the first thing it would do, in 
the race for Governor and Lieutenant Governor, mandatory 
contribution limits. 
 The second thing it does is provide public financing. It gives 
candidates for Governor and Lieutenant Governor who raise on 
their own a threshold amount a match of State dollars, a 2-to-1 
match, until a certain limit is met, and I would be glad to go 
through those limits if we can survive a motion to table. 
 The third thing it does is for those candidates who accept 
public financing, it provides overall expenditure limits. In other 
words, if a candidate accepts the public money, he must agree 
not to put a lid on his overall spending. 
 That is basically what the legislation does. It is modeled after 
the New Jersey legislation that has been in effect since the late 
seventies. 
 And I believe in light of the almost obscene amounts that 
were spent in the last Pennsylvania gubernatorial election and 
the amounts which would be even greater than that projected in 
the 2006 election, we need to put in place some sort of 
campaign finance reform for that race, because the problem is, 
those who arrive at the office of Governor have received 
hundreds of thousands of dollars from special interest groups, 
and it really becomes almost impossible to be truly objective in 
governmental policy. Something needs to be done to clean up 
this system which is dominated by money, and I think the 
Gubernatorial Public Financing Act would be a good first step. 
 We have a fiscal note for this, and the fiscal note  
indicates that the cost of this is indeterminate, but my own  
back-of-the-envelope projections, I estimate it is going to cost 
about $12 million a year or so or about $1 for every 
Pennsylvanian per year. 
 So I would ask that we get this rolling. It is not a perfect bill; 
things need to be worked out. We can kick it over to the Senate 
and get this thing started, but this very well may be your first 
and only chance to vote for meaningful campaign finance 
reform. So let us just get this process started, and I would be 
pleased to answer any other questions the House may have, but 
I would ask for an affirmative vote to this amendment. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Keller. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the same question you asked 
me the other day when I was interrogated. Have you spoken to 
the administration about this amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. In the course of the initial gubernatorial 
campaign, we had discussed this with the then candidate, and  
I think he was generally supportive of campaign finance reform, 
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although he had some questions about some of the specifics, but 
with regard to this particular amendment, they by no means, by 
no means, have given their approval of it, by no means. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. And you have not spoken to them? Have 
you tried to speak to them? 
 Mr. VITALI. I have met over the past several years with 
various people in the administration on this issue, the policy 
people and so forth, but I have really no solid commitment on 
this particular bill. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the maker of the amendment rise for interrogation? 
 Mr. Speaker, I just want to make sure I understand this 
correctly. Your amendment would require Pennsylvania 
taxpayers to pay for political campaigns. Is that correct? 
 Mr. VITALI. The bill itself would be funded in two ways: 
One, a voluntary checkoff, a $5 voluntary checkoff on tax 
returns, and any shortfalls necessary to fund that would be made 
up by an appropriation from the General Assembly. So in the 
same sense that any other program that we in the General 
Assembly pass requires taxpayers to pay for it, yes, but that is 
true of any other program. It basically would be funded from 
General Fund’s revenues. 
 Mr. MAHER. So just for clarification, yes, your amendment 
would require Pennsylvania taxpayers to pay for political 
campaigns. Yes? 
 Mr. VITALI. There would be a partial match. The hope is, or 
rather, the policy reason is that it is better—  Rather than special 
interest groups pay for elections, it is better it comes from tax 
dollars, because the thinking is— 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, my inquiry is not about the— 
 Mr. VITALI. Well, my answer is not quite done yet. Let me 
finish that answer, if I could. 
 Mr. MAHER. I wish you would. 
 Mr. VITALI. I am not quite done with that answer. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali, suspend. 
 Was the gentleman, Mr. Maher, finished? 
 Mr. MAHER. No, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I was hoping 
to encourage that instead of a speech about the perceived merits 
of his amendment, that the gentleman would simply answer the 
question, which is a yes-or-no question. I just want to be clear 
that this amendment would require that the taxpayers of 
Pennsylvania pay for political campaigns. 
 Mr. VITALI. Okay. Let me give a full answer to that. 
 The SPEAKER. There should be no interruptions by either 
side when we are in the middle of an interrogation. Each 
gentleman should first finish and then the other gentleman can 
speak. 
 Mr. Vitali, you are recognized. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you. 
 The purpose of the bill is to take away the payment of 
campaigns in large measure by special interest groups, such as 
the trial lawyers and the Medical Society and the insurance 
industry and so forth, so that elected officials will not be 
beholden to them, and clean it up so that the money is public 
money in large measure but not exclusively, so elected officials 
are beholden to the people they represent, not the moneyed 
special interest, where the money is coming from. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That concludes my interrogation. 
 On the amendment, may I be recognized? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I had planned a considerably lengthier interrogation, but I am 
somewhat dismayed that with all those words, the simple 
acknowledgment that this amendment would require 
Pennsylvanians of all persuasions to be paying for political 
campaigns. There were many other points I was hoping to elicit, 
but I can see that that would not be a fruitful exercise this 
evening. And in the interest of time, Mr. Speaker, recognizing 
there are so many issues intertwined with this, I would like to 
move that we table this amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. It is moved by the gentleman, Mr. Maher, 
that the Vitali amendment— 
 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 
 

Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, if I may, I am going to withdraw 
my motion to table— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman has withdrawn— 
 Mr. MAHER.  —for the moment, and I will just be succinct 
and say this is foolishness, and we should not be wasting this 
chamber’s time with a half-baked proposal to pick the pocket of 
the taxpayer to pay for political campaigns. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Northampton,  
Mr. Rooney. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 May I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation, and the gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also have some questions about the practical 
application of how your amendment would be applied. 
 You had referenced the fact that this amendment addresses 
the special interests’ ability to contribute to campaigns. Can you 
explain how that would occur? 
 Mr. VITALI. Well, I think if you look at the campaign 
expense reports of the major candidates in the 2002 election, 
you see disturbingly high figures coming from special interest 
groups. In other words, you look at, for example, you know, 
money from gambling interests; you look at money – and 
clearly we have gambling legislation coming through – you 
look at the money from the Medical Society and trial lawyers 
and you see the tort reform issue coming through. 
 What you see if you look at these reports are contributions 
well in excess of, you know, six figures for major interest 
groups, and it is really—  The reality is, to be competitive in 
Pennsylvania, you have to take money from these groups, and 
the problem is, when you are in fact elected— 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali

Mr. VITALI. Yes. 
 The SPEAKER. the gentleman should answer the question 
that was asked and not give argument. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, let me be more succinct. 
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Mr. VITALI. Okay. 
 Mr. ROONEY. What restrictions are imposed on outside 
groups in this amendment? How much can one of the entities 
that you have just described contribute to a gubernatorial 
campaign? 
 Mr. VITALI. The limits on contributions are set at $2,500 
for the primary election and $2,500 for the general election, and 
that applies to both individuals and PACs. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, how much individual money 
would a gubernatorial candidate be permitted to raise? 
 Mr. VITALI. Under this, under this bill, the maximum 
amount, if they participate in this, the maximum amount they 
would be permitted to spend would be $13 million in the 
general election – that is a candidate for Governor – and  
$9 million in the primary for a total of $22 million. So the total 
amount spent if they participate would be $22 million. 
 Now, the public financing component of that, the maximum 
they could get, a candidate for Governor could get $8,500,000 
in public moneys in the general and $5,500,000 in public 
moneys in the primary. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, you indicated that that is all contingent upon 
the candidates participating— 
 Mr. VITALI. Right. 
 Mr. ROONEY.  —and opting in for public financing. 
 Mr. VITALI. Right. 
 Mr. ROONEY. What if a candidate were to forgo the public 
financing component of that and just continue on raising money 
as they would today? 
 Mr. VITALI. It is an entirely optional program just as  
New Jersey’s is, but what they tried to do in New Jersey is to  
set it up to induce candidates to participate, and virtually every 
gubernatorial candidate in New Jersey, save one or two, since 
the late seventies has opted to participate. 
 In this particular case, the bill makes an adjustment so that if 
one candidate for Governor participates and the other chooses 
not to, then the participating gubernatorial candidate would not 
be bound by the overall expenditure limits. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, let me ask, what about a 
candidate’s cash on hand presently? If you had your way, this 
would apply to the ’06 election. Correct? 
 Mr. VITALI. Correct. 
 Mr. ROONEY. How would a candidate’s or potential 
candidate’s cash on hand apply under this amendment? 
 Mr. VITALI. That is a good question. I might have to give 
that a little thought. But on first blush, I believe that the reading 
of the bill, cash on hand, I would suspect, would apply towards 
the qualifying contributions that a candidate must raise to get 
that match. I would have to, frankly, before I wanted to be 
committed to an answer, I would have to give it a little more 
thought, but I think that would go towards qualifying 
contributions and eventually would be entitled to the match. 
 I think there may be an issue with regard to contribution 
limits, which we would have to think through, too, but I mean, 
you make a good point with regard to that first transitional 
election going from no rules to these rules. There might be some 
questions that have to be dealt with, and maybe we could tweak 
this a little bit as we move it along, but you raise some good 
points there. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Thank you. 
 I have concluded my interrogation. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Has there been a fiscal note asked and 
provided for this amendment? 
 The SPEAKER. One was requested. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Thank you. 

AMENDMENT TABLED 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has offered 
this amendment has done so for honorable and decent reasons. 
However, his response to my last question is one that is 
troubling to me. 
 I think that before we embark on a plan such as this, that it 
ought to be given fair consideration in the committee of 
jurisdiction, in this case I believe the State Government 
Committee, and I believe, to use the gentleman’s words, good 
questions should be asked and answered before the members of 
this House of Representatives are asked to vote on such 
amendment. 
 That being the case, Mr. Speaker, I move to table this 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair does have the fiscal note. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to table, that is debatable by 
the leaders. 
 It is the assumption of the Chair that Mr. DeWeese will yield 
his time to the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. Is that a correct 
assumption? 
 We do not know that, Mr. DeWeese. What would you like to 
do with your time, the State chairman or Mr. Vitali? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, we can all appreciate tactics.  
I do not recollect whether the gentleman, Mr. Smith, precedes 
me or not. I was hoping that he would precede me, and then  
I would decide my options. But I can tell by— 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. Smith, on the motion to table, the 
majority leader correctly states that he did not seek recognition 
at all. It was only you, Mr. DeWeese. So the moment of 
decision is here. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rooney. 
 Mr. ROONEY. Again, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, the 
maker of this amendment, has put forward a very compelling 
idea, one that should seriously be considered, and I give him 
that. However, there are questions that remain that have not 
been thoroughly explored, and I believe in the interest of all 
candidates seeking the office of Governor in the year 2006, that 
this amendment is not in the best interest. Perhaps there will be 
a time, perhaps there will be a day, perhaps there will be a place 
for an amendment such as this, but it is not today. 
 Until those substantive, serious questions are asked and 
answered, I believe this amendment is deficient. Therefore,  
I reiterate my motion to table. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the motion to table, after seeing the 
discernment on the minority leader’s I was halfway tempted 
to yield my time to Mr. Vitali. However, I am not quite that 
generous tonight. 
 I would rise to support the motion to table and make note 
that this amendment, while it has been introduced in bill form in 
the past, I am informed that in this current session it has not 
been introduced in a bill form, and obviously that is not a 
prerequisite or an absolute, but certainly it does help the 
committee and the staff to understand the details and know how 
to give us the answers, some that the previous speaker was 
making reference to, and therefore, I would support the motion 
to table, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–163 
 
Adolph Fichter Maitland Rooney 
Allen Fleagle Major Ross 
Argall Flick Mann Rubley 
Armstrong Forcier Markosek Ruffing 
Baker Frankel Marsico Sainato 
Baldwin Gabig McCall Saylor 
Barrar Gannon McGeehan Scavello 
Bastian Geist McGill Schroder 
Belardi George McIlhattan Semmel 
Belfanti Gillespie McIlhinney Shaner 
Benninghoff Gingrich McNaughton Siptroth 
Biancucci Godshall Metcalfe Smith, B. 
Birmelin Good Micozzie Smith, S. H. 
Blackwell Goodman Millard Sonney 
Blaum Grell Miller, R. Staback 
Boyd Gruitza Miller, S. Stairs 
Bunt Habay Mundy Steil 
Butkovitz Haluska Mustio Stern 
Buxton Hanna Nailor Stevenson, R. 
Cappelli Harhai Nickol Stevenson, T. 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Sturla 
Civera Harper Oliver Tangretti 
Clymer Harris O’Neill Taylor, E. Z. 
Cornell Hasay Payne Taylor, J. 
Corrigan Hennessey Petrarca Thomas 
Costa Herman Petri True 
Crahalla Hershey Petrone Turzai 
Creighton Hess Phillips Veon 
Daley Hickernell Pickett Wansacz 
Dally Hutchinson Pistella Watson 
DeLuca Kauffman Preston Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, M. Pyle Williams 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Quigley Wilt 
Diven Kenney Ramaley Wojnaroski 
Donatucci Killion Rapp Wright 
Eachus LaGrotta Raymond Yewcic 
Ellis Lederer Readshaw Youngblood 
Evans, D. Leh Reed Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Reichley 
Fabrizio Mackereth Roberts Perzel, 
Fairchild Maher Rohrer     Speaker 
Feese 
 

NAYS–31 
 
Bebko-Jones Freeman Manderino Stetler 
Bishop Gerber Melio Surra 

Caltagirone Grucela Myers Tigue 
Casorio James Pallone Vitali 
Cawley Josephs Samuelson Walko 
Cohen Kotik Santoni Waters 
Curry Leach Shapiro Yudichak 
DeWeese Levdansky Solobay 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. FABRIZIO offered the following amendment No. 
A01912: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1302.1), page 4, line 19, by inserting after 
“DISTRICT.”
No absentee ballot under this subsection shall be counted which is 
received in the office of the county board of elections later than 
eight o’clock P.M. on the day of the primary or election.

Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1308), page 8, line 26, by striking out the 
bracket before “five” 
 Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 1308), page 8, lines 27 and 28, by striking 
out “] eight o’clock P.M. on the day of the primary or election.”

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Fabrizio. 
 Mr. FABRIZIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Amendment 1912 clarifies a deadline for absentee ballots by 
providing for an extension to 8 p.m. on the day of the primary 
or election for absentee ballots referenced in section 1302.1, 
section (c), only. The deadline for other absentee ballots would 
remain unchanged. 
 I believe that this amendment reflects and reinforces the 
legislative intent of the bill sponsored by the gentlelady from 
Chester County. I would like to thank Representative Taylor, 
who has graciously agreed to the amendment. I respectfully ask 
for an affirmative vote. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentlelady, Mrs. Taylor. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. This is an agreed-to amendment, and I thank 
the Representative for bringing it to my attention. This makes a 
good bill better. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 

 Mr. STEIL offered the following amendment No. A01971: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1302.1), page 4, line 19, by inserting after 
“DISTRICT.”
If a deputy sheriff is unavailable to deliver an absentee ballot under this 
section, the judge shall direct a constable or an employe or official of 
the county board of elections to make such delivery, in accordance with 
the provisions of this section.

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Steil. 
 Mr. STEIL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment just expands those who are authorized to 
deliver absentee ballots to include constables and officials of the 
election board. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
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Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. GEORGE offered the following amendment No. 
A01974: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by striking out “AND” 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 14, by removing the period after 
“ballots” and inserting 
 ; and providing for contribution or expenditure in 

connection with election or any political purpose. 
 Amend Bill, page 12, by inserting between lines 15 and 16 
 Section 4.  The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
 Section 1633.1.  Prohibition of Contribution or Expenditure in 
Connection with Election or any Political Purpose.–

(a)  It is unlawful:
(1)  For any partnership, limited liability partnership or limited 

liability company, which requires a permit for the disposal, storage, 
transportation or processing of solid waste from the Department of 
Environmental Protection in order to conduct business, to make a 
contribution or expenditure in connection with the election of any 
candidate or for any political purpose whatever except in connection 
with any question to be voted on by the electors of this 
Commonwealth.

(2)  For any candidate, political committee or person to 
knowingly accept or receive any contribution prohibited by this 
section, or for any officer or any director of any partnership, limited 
liability partnership or limited liability company, which requires a solid 
waste permit from the Department of Environmental Protection, to 
consent to any contribution or expenditure by the partnership, limited 
liability partnership or limited liability company, as the case may be, 
prohibited by this section.

(b)  Nothing in this section shall prevent an individual partner, in 
its private capacity, from making a contribution in connection with the 
election of any candidate or for any political purpose except in 
connection with any question to be voted on by the electors of this 
Commonwealth.

Amend Sec. 4, page 12, line 16, by striking out “4” and inserting 
 5

Amend Sec. 5, page 12, line 19, by striking out “5” and inserting 
 6

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was told that possibly the bill should have 
gone over unamended and uncluttered, but I see several 
amendments have gone in, and I do not think any are any more 
important than this one. 
 As you all know, the law as it stands today limits and 
prohibits contributions from limited liability partnership or 
limited liability companies, and this amendment simply says 
that we want to do that, restore the integrity of the law as it is to 
prevent those individuals who have such power from doing 
things especially that are not environmentally sound, and so this 
prohibits these limited partnerships not to be able to contribute 
if they require a solid waste permit from the DEP (Department 
of Environmental Protection). 
 Now, there are some that maybe will argue, but the truth is, 
too many did not argue a couple of months ago when we said 
casinos are no longer allowed to contribute or those that have 
partnerships or ownership in casinos. Well, I do not know if 
there is any difference in what we are doing, but I would believe 
that if we continue to let these people in limited partnerships, 
and I do not know why we would change a law that prevents 
that at this time. 
 So I am simply saying this amendment serves to protect the 
integrity of the campaign and election process, and I would ask 
you to accept this amendment. 

AMENDMENT TABLED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady,  
Mrs. Taylor. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to table this 
amendment. That is amendment 1974. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The SPEAKER. The majority and minority leaders are the 
only ones allowed to speak on that question. 
 Does the gentleman, Mr. DeWeese, wish to yield his time to 
the gentleman, Mr. George? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. I will relinquish the microphone to the 
gentleman from Clearfield. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. Thanks. 
 The gentleman, Mr. George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I have been here almost as long 
as most in my 32 years, and I have seen something in this 
session that I think is somewhat troublesome in that we use a 
significant matter or procedure such as tabling. I admire the 
dear lady who stands before the microphone. In fact, just today  
I was responding to an inquiry and was very, very, very liberal 
in what I said in that it was very, very complimentary. 
 But again, if they want to defeat the amendment, why do not 
they just put a vote up “no” rather than use tabling? There is no 
reason to table this amendment. Simply put up your vote “no” 
and stand tall in that you care not whether people who do illicit 
things at various times are going to be able to contribute and get 
the influence that we should let them have. So if you want to 
table, that is fine. That way you will not go on record as voting 
“no,” but you are going to go on record in the future as voting 
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“no” because these amendments, because under the Constitution 
I am allowed to do this and I intend to continue to do it. So from 
now on if someone comes and says help me get an amendment 
off, well, let us not bother wasting our time; let us act as a 
responsible group; let us do the right thing. 
 If you do not like this amendment, if you want those that are 
corrupt, if you want those that are illegal to ruin this 
environment, then why did we pass Grower Greener II? Why 
are we trying to do the right thing? Do as you please. That, you 
have a right to. Sixty-six thousand people sent you down here to 
table bills rather than act accordingly. God bless you. 
 The SPEAKER. It is moved by the gentlelady, Mrs. Taylor, 
that amendment 1974 be tabled. 
 On that question, the majority leader yields to the gentlelady, 
Mrs. Taylor. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, this amendment that my good friend,  
Mr. George, has offered prohibits one type of business 
operating in the Commonwealth from making political 
contributions and not others. There may be merit in the 
Representative’s attempt to have this passed that why not,  
you know, why not have it discussed at committee? 
 I do not think this is the bill. This is the bill before the House 
which is trying to see that everyone, regardless of status or age 
or sickness or business, has an opportunity to vote, and I just do 
not think that this amendment is appropriate at this time,  
so I suggest that we lay it on the table. 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I will not belabor this thing. 
 I would believe that there is a lot of courage. I said the other 
day—  And I have no reason, no rationale, and I am not the 
most intelligent person on the floor of this House. In fact,  
I marvel—  And the other day I said that there is— 
 The SPEAKER. Mr. George, the Chair allowed you an awful 
lot of latitude last time. Would you please— 
 Mr. GEORGE. I will rein it in at your request. 
 The SPEAKER. You are a good man, Mr. George. 
 Thank you, sir. Thank you. 
 Mr. GEORGE. And I appreciate your kindness, and  
I appreciate what you have allowed. 
 So I will simply say, why do not we just put the vote up? 
There is not a time and place as you say. I think this is always 
the time and place. That is the reason that we use the 
amendment procedure. That is the reason we do it. 
 You know, in all fairness, vote it up and go back home and 
say, look, I had the courage to vote against a bill that would 
protect us and protect those that want to protect the 
environment. Do that, and you will not hear a word from me, 
but this tabling deal, unless there is merit This does not touch 
the second part of the bill. All this does is put the bill back 
where it was, where it protected us from illicit contributions 
from illicit people. So I would ask you to vote “no” on the table. 
Put it up where it belongs. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–107 
 
Adolph Flick Maher Reichley 
Allen Forcier Maitland Rohrer 
Argall Gabig Major Ross 
Armstrong Gannon Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McGill Saylor 
Baldwin Gillespie McIlhattan Scavello 
Barrar Gingrich McIlhinney Schroder 
Bastian Godshall McNaughton Semmel 
Benninghoff Good Metcalfe Smith, B. 
Birmelin Grell Micozzie Smith, S. H. 
Boyd Habay Millard Sonney 
Bunt Harhart Miller, R. Stairs 
Cappelli Harper Miller, S. Steil 
Causer Harris Mustio Stern 
Civera Hasay Nailor Stevenson, R. 
Clymer Hennessey Nickol Stevenson, T. 
Cornell Herman O’Brien Taylor, E. Z. 
Crahalla Hershey O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Payne True 
Dally Hickernell Petri Turzai 
DiGirolamo Hutchinson Phillips Watson 
Diven Kauffman Pickett Wilt 
Ellis Keller, M. Pyle Wright 
Evans, J. Kenney Quigley Zug 
Fairchild Killion Rapp 
Feese Leh Raymond Perzel, 
Fichter Mackereth Reed     Speaker 
Fleagle 
 

NAYS–87 
 
Bebko-Jones Evans, D. Mann Shapiro 
Belardi Fabrizio Markosek Siptroth 
Belfanti Frankel McCall Solobay 
Biancucci Freeman McGeehan Staback 
Bishop George Melio Stetler 
Blackwell Gerber Mundy Sturla 
Blaum Goodman Myers Surra 
Butkovitz Grucela Oliver Tangretti 
Buxton Gruitza Pallone Thomas 
Caltagirone Haluska Petrarca Tigue 
Casorio Hanna Petrone Veon 
Cawley Harhai Pistella Vitali 
Cohen James Preston Walko 
Corrigan Josephs Ramaley Wansacz 
Costa Keller, W. Readshaw Waters 
Curry Kotik Roberts Wheatley 
Daley LaGrotta Rooney Williams 
DeLuca Leach Ruffing Wojnaroski 
Dermody Lederer Sainato Yewcic 
DeWeese Lescovitz Samuelson Youngblood 
Donatucci Levdansky Santoni Yudichak 
Eachus Manderino Shaner 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
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Mr. GRUCELA offered the following amendment No. 
A02169: 
 

Amend Title page 1, line 12, by inserting after “providing” 
 for qualifications of electors at primaries, 
 Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
 Section 2.  Section 702 of the act is amended to read: 
 Section 702.  Qualifications of Electors at Primaries.–(a) The 
qualifications of electors entitled to vote at primaries shall be the same 
as the qualifications of electors entitled to vote at elections within the 
election district where the primary is held, provided that no elector who 
is not registered and enrolled as a member of a political party, in 
accordance with the provisions of this act, shall be permitted to vote 
the ballot of such party or any other party ballot at any primary. 
 (b)  An individual who otherwise meets the requirements of 
25 Pa.C.S. § 1301 (relating to qualifications to register) who will be at 
least eighteen years of age on the day of the next general or municipal 
election may register and vote for the corresponding primary.

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 12, by striking out “2” and inserting 
 3

Amend Sec. 3, page 8, line 6, by striking out “3” and inserting 
 4

Amend Sec. 4, page 12, line 16, by striking out “4” and inserting 
 5

Amend Sec. 5, page 12, line 19, by striking out “5” and inserting 
 6

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–176 
 
Adolph Fairchild Mackereth Samuelson 
Allen Feese Maitland Santoni 
Argall Fichter Major Saylor 
Armstrong Fleagle Manderino Scavello 
Baker Flick Mann Schroder 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Semmel 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Shapiro 
Bastian Gabig McCall Siptroth 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Smith, B. 
Belardi Geist McIlhattan Smith, S. H. 
Belfanti George McIlhinney Solobay 
Biancucci Gerber McNaughton Sonney 
Birmelin Gillespie Melio Staback 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Stairs 
Blackwell Godshall Millard Steil 
Blaum Good Miller, R. Stern 
Boyd Goodman Mundy Stetler 
Bunt Grell Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Butkovitz Grucela Myers Stevenson, T. 
Buxton Gruitza Nailor Sturla 
Caltagirone Haluska Nickol Surra 
Cappelli Hanna O’Brien Tangretti 
Casorio Harhai Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Causer Harper Pallone Taylor, J. 
Cawley Harris Payne Thomas 
Civera Hasay Petrarca True 
Clymer Hennessey Petri Turzai 
Cohen Herman Petrone Veon 
Cornell Hershey Phillips Vitali 
Corrigan Hess Pickett Walko 
Costa Hickernell Pistella Wansacz 
Curry James Preston Waters 
Daley Josephs Pyle Watson 
Dally Kauffman Quigley Wheatley 
DeLuca Keller, M. Ramaley Williams 
Dermody Keller, W. Raymond Wilt 
DeWeese Kenney Readshaw Wojnaroski 
DiGirolamo Killion Reed Yewcic 

Diven Kotik Roberts Youngblood 
Donatucci LaGrotta Rohrer Yudichak 
Eachus Leach Rooney Zug 
Ellis Lederer Ross 
Evans, D. Leh Rubley 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Ruffing Perzel, 
Fabrizio Levdansky      Speaker 
 

NAYS–18 
 
Benninghoff Harhart Miller, S. Sainato 
Crahalla Hutchinson O’Neill Shaner 
Creighton Maher Rapp Tigue 
Forcier McGill Reichley Wright 
Habay Metcalfe 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended for immediate consideration of amendment 
2314. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
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Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 

Mr. DeWEESE offered the following amendment No. 
A02314: 

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 1302.1), page 3, line 26, by inserting after 
“elector.”
The elector shall designate someone to receive the absentee ballot in 
the application, letter or other signed document that the elector submits 
requesting the emergency absentee ballot and the judge shall give the 
elector’s absentee ballot to that designated person if the elector is 
unable to appear to receive the ballot. The elector likewise shall 
identify any person who will assist the elector in marking the elector’s 
ballot. To qualify, the person rendering assistance shall be identified 
either by court order or in records of the county as a person authorized 
to provide voting assistance. The person, or a deputy sheriff, shall 
declare in writing that assistance was rendered. If no declaration is filed 
and another person witnesses a person rendering voting assistance, the 
person rendering assistance has committed a violation of this act.

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
 

YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
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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 gentlelady, Mrs. Taylor. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the members of 
both caucuses for considering this bill. We had long debates for 
2 days on disenfranchising people from the right to vote. This 
bill of mine will be an inclusive bill. This bill will see that those 
who are taken ill after the time to put in an absentee ballot, 
which is 5 o’clock Friday before the election on Tuesday, this 
bill will allow those who are taken ill who cannot get to their 
polling place to cast a ballot. 
 I do not need to tell you how many times – and I know you 
have all had it in your offices and dealt with it one way or 
another – when someone has been called away on a business 
trip, when someone has been taken to the hospital but is 
physically and mentally able to vote but unable to get to their 
voting precinct. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank all of you who have 
supported this bill, who know how important it is for  
every person to have the ability to vote. We talked about the 
black-and-blue bill. This is a red, white, and blue bill, and so 
you know, I suggest that we all proudly cast a vote in favor of 
HB 469. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to be voting against this bill for  
two reasons. First, this bill kind of draws a very big hole in the 
absentee voting law, and we just passed a bill where we were so 
worried about a half-hour or an hour ago about people voting by 
absentee ballot illegally. Remember? It was only a short time 
ago we had to increase criminal penalties for any illegal 
absentee voter. We were so worried about massive absentee 
ballot voting fraud, and this pretty much removes whatever 
restrictions there are on people voting by absentee ballot. We 
really, if we want to do this right, we really ought to just pass a 
bill flatly stating that anybody can vote by absentee ballot for 
any reason, because we have so many exceptions to the ban on 
absentee ballot voting that the exceptions have swallowed up 
the ban. There are really very, very few people now who are 
banned from voting by absentee ballot in this State, and we have 
this criminal penalty out there for anybody helping anybody 
who might somehow not fit into one of the numerous exceptions 
that we have. So I think this is the wrong way to go about it. 
 Secondly, Mr. Speaker, this bill blasts a big hole in our ban 
on corporate campaign contributions. Pennsylvania has 
consistently banned corporate campaign contributions for many, 
many decades, going back about 70 years. This bill for the first 
time puts a loophole in it. Now any corporate entity which is 
taxed as a partnership under Federal law can now make 
campaign contributions. 
 The advantage to us as candidates is that under current law it 
is very easy for us to know whether a corporation is making a 
contribution to our campaign. If any organization says it is a 
corporation, there is a very bright-line rule. The rule is they 
cannot make a contribution. So from time to time, I and I am 
sure you, I am sure every member of this House returns 
campaign contributions. We solicit individuals and they try to 
give us a corporate campaign contribution check, and we return 

it because it is very easy to follow the law. Now we are going to 
have a situation where some corporations can make 
contributions and some cannot, and it depends on what their 
Federal financial situation is, and we of course do not have 
access to the corporation’s Federal financial tax filings. We 
have to take their word for it, and the person we know might not 
know the answer to how they file under Federal law. 
 So I believe that eventually, sooner or later, somebody is 
going to be criminally prosecuted for taking an illegal corporate 
campaign contribution, and I think this is a bad way to do it. We 
are not only creating a loophole in a very good provision, but 
we are creating a loophole where we have no independent way 
of checking whether or not the information we are given that 
under their own Federal tax filing, they are a limited liability 
corporation. We have no way of knowing what their Federal 
income tax forms are. So I am voting “no” on this bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I share in the comments of my colleague. 
However, I must acknowledge the fact that this gentlelady from 
Chester County attempted to practice inclusion. Her walk goes 
along with her talk, and I respect her for that, because she 
knows it was not that long ago that she was not permitted to 
vote because of her gender, that there were laws and practices 
that precluded her from being able to participate in the electoral 
process. In fact, it was not that long ago that she would never 
have been considered secretary of her caucus, but she represents 
change, and that is gleaned in the legislative prescription that 
she advances. 
 I thank you, Madam Secretary, for attempting to bring about 
inclusion where some members of your party have wanted to 
practice exclusion. So I thank you publicly. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The majority leader, the gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, real quickly. Just for the record I kind of 
wanted to respond to a couple of comments made by one of the 
previous speakers. 
 The provision in this amendment, in this bill that deals with 
the limited liability companies, it needs to be understood that 
these limited liability companies actually form in that manner 
similar to a partnership. They then choose how they are going to 
be taxed in terms of, you know, your income tax laws. So in a 
case where a limited liability company chooses to be treated like 
a partnership for tax purposes, what this portion of the bill 
would do is allow them to be treated like partnerships relative to 
campaign contribution limits or allowable contributions. 
 So I think it is important to say, to make clear that we are not 
opening up some gargantuan loophole where corporations, 
especially corporations in the traditional sense that we think of 
them like a Hershey Foods or a PPL or somebody like that, but 
limited liability companies that actually function in a very 
similar manner and choose to be taxed as partnerships, they 
would be allowed to contribute to the political process just as 
partnerships are allowed to do so currently. 
 So I just kind of wanted to express that there is a little 
different picture on this and in addition mention that this is 
consistent with how Federal law treats limited liability 
companies when it comes to campaign expenses, who is 
allowed to give to campaigns and such. So just a slightly 
different version of that as to what is allowed and what is not 
allowed. 
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, again, the problem is that some limited liability 
corporations choose to count as a partnership when they file 
their Federal income taxes; others do not. We do not have any 
real independent way of verifying whether an LLC files as a 
partnership or as a corporation under Federal law. We have to 
rely on whomever we talk to. That person may or may not 
know. I assume in any corporation everybody does not have 
access to the Federal income tax filing. Some LLCs have a lot 
of partners; some might have only one or two partners. If it has 
got one or two partners, yes, then you talk to one of the  
two partners and they will probably know the answer. If it has 
got 75 or 100 or 200 partners, then whomever you talk to may 
not know the answer. 
 So I think we are just getting enmeshed in potential scandals 
here, and it is not worth doing that. We have a very simple 
bright-line rule. Far fewer people get in trouble for violating 
State campaign rules than they get in trouble violating Federal 
campaign rules. There are huge numbers of criminal 
prosecutions every year under the Federal system. There are 
really very few prosecutions under the State system. Part of the 
reason for that is we have got simple rules, and the more 
complex the rules are, the more violations there are going to be, 
the more criminal prosecutions there are going to be, and the 
more trouble we are going to get into. 
 So my personal opinion is vote “no.” If the majority prevails, 
we will see what happens. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The gentlelady, Mrs. Taylor. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have been on the floor  
long enough to know that this is not the time for a long speech. 
So I am just going to ask the members on both sides of the aisle 
to vote “yes” on HB 469. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 
 

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–184 
 
Adolph Fichter Major Ruffing 
Allen Fleagle Manderino Sainato 
Argall Flick Mann Samuelson 
Armstrong Forcier Markosek Santoni 
Baker Frankel Marsico Saylor 
Baldwin Freeman McGeehan Scavello 
Barrar Gabig McGill Schroder 
Bastian Gannon McIlhattan Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Geist McIlhinney Shaner 
Belardi Gillespie McNaughton Siptroth 
Belfanti Gingrich Melio Smith, B. 
Benninghoff Godshall Metcalfe Smith, S. H. 
Biancucci Good Micozzie Solobay 
Birmelin Goodman Millard Sonney 
Bishop Grell Miller, R. Stairs 
Blackwell Grucela Miller, S. Steil 
Boyd Gruitza Mundy Stern 
Bunt Habay Mustio Stetler 
Butkovitz Haluska Myers Stevenson, R. 

Buxton Hanna Nailor Stevenson, T. 
Caltagirone Harhai Nickol Sturla 
Cappelli Harhart O’Brien Surra 
Casorio Harper Oliver Tangretti 
Causer Harris O’Neill Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Pallone Taylor, J. 
Civera Hennessey Payne Thomas 
Clymer Herman Petrarca Tigue 
Cornell Hershey Petri True 
Corrigan Hess Petrone Turzai 
Costa Hickernell Phillips Veon 
Crahalla Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Creighton James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Mackereth Ross 
Fairchild Maher Rubley Perzel, 
Feese Maitland      Speaker 
 

NAYS–10 
 
Blaum George McCall Staback 
Cohen Gerber Shapiro Vitali 
Curry Levdansky 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

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. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone, submits 
the following remarks for the record. 
 

Mr. CALTAGIRONE submitted the following remarks for 
the Legislative Journal: 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I know that this matter was discussed yesterday, but I would like to 
take this opportunity to provide the members with a little more detail as 
to exactly what is occurring here and what we are being asked to do. 
 In 1997 the legislature passed Act 66. Act 66 required the 
Department of General Services to auction a portion of the property 
known as the Laurelton Center, which was closed in 1998. In 2004 an 
auction was conducted, and the winning bidder was a Pennsylvania 
company known as Firetree, Ltd. Firetree submitted a certified check to 
the Commonwealth for the deposit and signed the agreement of sale. 
 The Department of General Services indicated to Firetree that all 
the necessary approvals had been obtained from the Attorney General, 
the General Counsel, and General Services. General Services even 
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cashed the deposit check from Firetree. But then something unusual 
happened. General Services would not schedule the closing. 
 Firetree contacted General Services repeatedly. Secretary 
Cunningham personally assured Firetree that the sale would be 
consummated. But General Services would not follow through. 
Throughout this time, Representative Fairchild was actively opposing 
the sale of the property to Firetree. 
 Finally, on March 2 of this year, General Services notified Firetree 
that it was going to rescind the contract for the sale. Firetree filed a 
lawsuit against the Commonwealth to enforce the contract in 
Commonwealth Court, and that suit is pending at this time. The lawsuit 
also named Representative Fairchild as a defendant, alleging that he 
improperly interfered in a valid legal contract. Representative Fairchild 
remains a defendant in that lawsuit as we stand here today. 
 And then something even more unusual happened. On June 13 of 
this year, a corporation was formed in the State of Maryland.  
That corporation is named Mountain Valley, Inc. The following day, 
June 14, Representative Fairchild introduced HB 1745, which would 
direct General Services to sell the Laurelton property to Mountain 
Valley, Inc. Among the specific reasons that Mountain Valley, Inc., 
was formed was to engage in gaming activities. But HB 1745 contains 
a provision which would prohibit gaming activities on the property. 
 What is going on here? I do not really know, but I know this. The 
property was put up for auction. The high bidder was a well-established 
Pennsylvania company. They signed the agreement and their check was 
cashed. Then General Services tried to cancel the deal. Representative 
Fairchild, who is a defendant in a lawsuit, is trying to force the State to 
sell the property to a company which is 2 weeks old, has no business 
history, has no capital, and was specifically formed for gaming 
purposes. 
 This whole thing really stinks, and we should stay out of it. Let the 
lawsuit proceed. If Firetree wins the lawsuit, they get the property. If 
Firetree loses the lawsuit, the property can be rebid, and Mountain 
Valley can bid on the property like every other bidder. But we should 
not be in the middle of this. I ask for a “no” vote. 
 

* * *

(For additional remarks, see Appendix.) 

STATEMENT BY MRS. TAYLOR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady,  
Mrs. Taylor. 
 Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I just want to particularly 
thank all of you who have helped me in final passage of this 
bill, and I particularly want to point out the chairmen on both 
sides of the aisle, Paul Clymer and Babette, for their support in 
getting everyone the opportunity to vote, and I thank the 
members very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman,  
Mr. Shaner, rise? 
 Mr. SHANER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On HB 469, amendment 2169, I was voted in the negative.  
I wish to be voted in the positive. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The gentleman’s remarks will be spread across the record. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1114,  
PN 1946, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of December 19, 1996 (P.L.1478, 
No.190), entitled “An act relating to the recycling and reuse of waste 
tires; providing for the proper disposal of waste tires and the cleanup of 
stockpiled tires; authorizing investment tax credits for utilizing waste 
tires; providing remediation grants for the cleanup of tire piles and for 
pollution prevention programs for small business and households; 
establishing the Small Business and Household Pollution Prevention 
Program and management standards for small business hazardous 
waste; providing for a household hazardous waste program and for 
grant programs; making appropriations; and making repeals,” further 
providing for the definition of “waste tire”; defining “recycled tire 
product” and “waste tire recycling facility”; and further providing for 
the disposal of whole waste tires, for Environmental Quality Board 
regulations, for waste tire registry and for remediation liens.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

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, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Vitali. The 
gentleman waives off. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Yudichak. 
 Mr. YUDICHAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to thank Representative Bill Keller and 
Representative Argall for their assistance in moving this 
legislation to the floor today. I would also like to recognize 
Representatives Daley and Hutchinson for their leadership in 
the creation of the Waste Tire Recycling Act back in 1996. 
 What HB 1114 does is seeks to improve on their success. 
The Waste Tire Recycling Act has been very effective at 
removing millions of waste tires from our communities.  
HB 1114 in two simple ways seeks to improve on their success. 
One, we are going to improve the permit process for the 
disposal of waste tires so that we can keep waste tires from 
polluting our communities. Secondly, we are going to 
streamline the lien process so that the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania can recover the funds that it expends on the 
cleanup of waste tire sites. 
 For the further information of the members, this legislation 
has been drafted with the assistance and the support of the 
Department of Environmental Protection and the waste tire 
recycling industry. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. Argall. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
 Mr. ARGALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also encourage a positive vote. 
 Since this House began the effort in 1996 to attack the waste 
tire piles that unfortunately have littered our landscape, we have 
made significant progress. We began with piles of over  
36 million waste tires. Now, because of the work of all of us, we 
have seen the piles decrease to 12.5 million, and in addition, 
each year every scrap tire that is produced is automatically 
recycled, and so not only are we working away at the old piles 
but we are no longer adding to them. 
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So I would congratulate Representative Yudichak on a 
significant effort and thank all of you for your help in the past. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Representative Millard. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
 Mr. MILLARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I, too, would like to ask for an affirmative vote on this. 
 The previous speaker mentioned that there is now a total of 
about 12 1/2 million tires, scrap tires, in Pennsylvania, and  
I would like to point out that probably over half of those are in 
my district. 
 What this legislation does, the maker of the legislation 
mentioned that it creates new ways to use waste tires, in various 
beneficial ways, and some of those ways are to shred them and 
grind them up, use them in playgrounds, things that are positive. 
We can take something that all of us certainly have on our 
vehicles and create waste with and use it in a recyclable, 
beneficial way, and I think that that is one of the nice benefits of 
this legislation. It provides for proper disposal, and it also 
authorizes the State Environmental Quality Board to encourage 
new ways, new technology, new ideas in dealing with waste 
tires. 
 So once again I ask for an affirmative vote on this.  
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 

Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

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 SB 584,  
PN 807, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, defining the offense of disarming 
a law enforcement officer; and providing a penalty.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. O’Brien, offers 
amendment 2345, which was a corrective amendment to 
amendment A2256. Amendment 2256 was filed correctly and 
on time, and the corrected amendment is 2345. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

Mr. O’BRIEN offered the following amendment No. 
A02345: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 5104.1), page 1, line 11, by inserting before 
“removes”

without lawful authorization,

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
 

NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 

 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I filed an amendment to this bill, but 
recognizing, you know, the importance of this bill getting to the 
Governor’s desk, I stand to withdraw my amendment to SB 584. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 

On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 

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–194 
 
Adolph Feese Maher Ruffing 
Allen Fichter Maitland Sainato 
Argall Fleagle Major Samuelson 
Armstrong Flick Manderino Santoni 
Baker Forcier Mann Saylor 
Baldwin Frankel Markosek Scavello 
Barrar Freeman Marsico Schroder 
Bastian Gabig McCall Semmel 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Shaner 
Belardi Geist McGill Shapiro 
Belfanti George McIlhattan Siptroth 
Benninghoff Gerber McIlhinney Smith, B. 
Biancucci Gillespie McNaughton Smith, S. H. 
Birmelin Gingrich Melio Solobay 
Bishop Godshall Metcalfe Sonney 
Blackwell Good Micozzie Staback 
Blaum Goodman Millard Stairs 
Boyd Grell Miller, R. Steil 
Bunt Grucela Miller, S. Stern 
Butkovitz Gruitza Mundy Stetler 
Buxton Habay Mustio Stevenson, R. 
Caltagirone Haluska Myers Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Hanna Nailor Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Nickol Surra 
Causer Harhart O’Brien Tangretti 
Cawley Harper Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Harris O’Neill Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hasay Pallone Thomas 
Cohen Hennessey Payne Tigue 
Cornell Herman Petrarca True 
Corrigan Hershey Petri Turzai 
Costa Hess Petrone Veon 
Crahalla Hickernell Phillips Vitali 
Creighton Hutchinson Pickett Walko 
Curry James Pistella Wansacz 
Daley Josephs Preston Waters 
Dally Kauffman Pyle Watson 
DeLuca Keller, M. Quigley Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Ramaley Williams 
DeWeese Kenney Rapp Wilt 
DiGirolamo Killion Raymond Wojnaroski 
Diven Kotik Readshaw Wright 
Donatucci LaGrotta Reed Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Reichley Youngblood 
Ellis Lederer Roberts Yudichak 
Evans, D. Leh Rohrer Zug 
Evans, J. Lescovitz Rooney 
Fabrizio Levdansky Ross Perzel, 
Fairchild Mackereth Rubley     Speaker 
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NAYS–0 
 

NOT VOTING–0 
 

EXCUSED–7 
 
Cruz Gergely Rieger Sather 
Denlinger Kirkland Roebuck 
 

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 return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same with 
amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 
 

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman, Mr. Hershey, please 
come to the rostrum. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gabig. For what 
purpose does the gentleman rise? 
 Mr. GABIG. To correct the record. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. GABIG. On SB 462, final passage, I was recorded in the 
positive, and I wish to be recorded in the negative. 
 

The SPEAKER. There will be no further votes this evening 
on the floor of the House. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 8,  
PN 1171, entitled: 
 

An Act providing for establishment and financing of community 
colleges; establishing the Board of Community Colleges and Council 
of Presidents; providing for the members, structure, powers and duties 
and chief executive officer of the Board of Community Colleges and 
Council of Presidents; further providing for the powers and duties of 
State Board of Education; providing for appropriations and the 
allocation of funds for community colleges, for audits, for powers and 
duties of board of trustees, for tuition and for financial plan, for 
reimbursement of payments and for capital expenses of community 
colleges; and making related repeals.  
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 8, PN 1171, be 
recommitted to the Committee on Rules. 
 

On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to.  

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 1338, PN 2275 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor and the Department of 
Military and Veterans’ Affairs, to grant and convey to the Borough of 
Columbia, Lancaster County, certain lands situate in Columbia 
Borough, Lancaster County.  
 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, 
signed the same. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Casorio. 
 Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, to correct the record, please. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On HB 469, amendment 2169, I was voted in the affirmative. 
I would like to be cast in the negative, please. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The 
gentleman’s remarks will be spread across the record. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The vote on SB 462 I was cast in the positive. I had a 
malfunction button. I should have been cast in the negative. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks will be spread 
across the record. 
 Are there any other corrections of the record? 

SENATE RESOLUTION FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following resolution for concurrence: 
 

SR 131, PN 938 
 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 28, 2005. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 126, PN 109 By Rep. GEIST 
 

An Act designating a certain bridge carrying State Route 322 over 
Conestoga River in Earl Township, Lancaster County as the 
Representative Leroy M. Zimmerman Memorial Bridge.  
 

TRANSPORTATION. 
 

SB 141, PN 128 By Rep. GEIST 
 

An Act designating a bridge in Westtown Township, Chester 
County, the L. Charles Scipione Bridge.  
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TRANSPORTATION. 
 

SB 406, PN 1018 (Amended)   By Rep. GEIST 
 

An Act designating SR 65 in the vicinity of Leetsdale, Allegheny 
County, as the James E. Russo Highway.  
 

TRANSPORTATION. 
 

SB 511, PN 1027 (Amended)   By Rep. STAIRS 
 

An Act amending the act of June 29, 1996 (P.L.434, No.67), 
known as the Job Enhancement Act, further providing, in  
Family Savings Account Program, for definitions and for 
administration; and further providing, in technology work experience, 
for definitions, for approved courses, for emerging technology 
companies, for responsibility of approved educational institutions and 
for eligible interns.  
 

EDUCATION. 
 

SB 677, PN 815 By Rep. GEIST 
 

An Act designating a portion of State Route 322 in Delaware 
County as the Senator Clarence D. Bell Memorial Highway.  
 

TRANSPORTATION. 
 

SB 724, PN 868 By Rep. GEIST 
 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, implementing the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Improvement Act of 1999.  
 

TRANSPORTATION. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The House stands at recess until the call of 
the Chair. 

AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1539, PN 1896 By Rep. LEH 
 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176), 
known as The Fiscal Code, further providing for reports to the 
Secretary of Revenue.  
 

FINANCE. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman,  
Mr. Ramaley, from Beaver County. 
 Mr. RAMALEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 
now recess until Wednesday, June 29, 2005, 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 10:59 a.m., e.d.t., Wednesday, 
June 29, 2005, the House recessed. 
 


