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SESSION OF 2007 191ST OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 88 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 1 p.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (DENNIS M. O'BRIEN) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 REV. JULIANN V. WHIPPLE, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Let us pray: 
 Eternal source of guidance and direction, what You require 
You also reveal, and what You ask of us You also enable. There 
is nothing good that we do apart from Your making it possible. 
You are the source. 
 Give us grateful hearts, O Lord, for this new week and all its 
possibilities, for work yet to be done and for the strength with 
which to do it. Make us thankful for the nation and State we 
serve and for all those people who serve here with us. Enable us 
to discharge our duties in such a manner as to bring credit to 
You and this nation. Make each of us appreciative of the dignity 
of our positions and their many responsibilities. Never permit us 
to disgrace them by giving way to indifference, unkindness, or 
impatience. Reward our labor with the inner joy of doing our 
best as we allow ourselves to be guided by You. 
 O God, grant us, in all our doubts and uncertainties, calm 
emotions and clear minds so that we can see the effect of our 
actions on our lives and the lives of others. Give us all the 
courage to do what You would want us to do and the 
willingness to shoulder the responsibility. Inspire us to be the 
people that You long for us to be, not just the people we have 
settled upon being. We lift our hearts to You thankful for this 
time and thankful that You make time for us even when we do 
not deserve it. Hear our prayers. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the Journal 
of Thursday, October 4, 2007, will be postponed until printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the majority whip, who requests that Representative 
SAMUELSON and Representative YOUNGBLOOD be placed 
on leave for the day and that Representative PALLONE 
be placed on leave for the week. The Chair sees no objection. 
The leaves will be granted. 
 The Chair turns to the minority whip, who requests that 
Representative REICHLEY from Lehigh County and 
Representative CIVERA from Delaware County be placed 
on leave for the day. The Chair sees no objection. The leaves 
will be granted. 
 
 Members will report to the floor. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll. 
Members will proceed to vote. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Mantz Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Markosek Ross 
Barrar Geist Marshall Rubley 
Bastian George Marsico Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McCall Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McGeehan Santoni 
Benninghoff Gibbons McI. Smith Saylor 
Bennington Gillespie McIlhattan Scavello 
Beyer Gingrich Melio Schroder 
Biancucci Godshall Mensch Seip 
Bishop Goodman Metcalfe Shapiro 
Blackwell Grell Micozzie Shimkus 
Boback Grucela Millard Siptroth 
Boyd Haluska Miller Smith, K. 
Brennan Hanna Milne Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhai Moul Smith, S. 
Buxton Harhart Moyer Solobay 
Caltagirone Harkins Mundy Sonney 
Cappelli Harper Murt Staback 
Carroll Harris Mustio Stairs 
Casorio Helm Myers Steil 
Causer Hennessey Nailor Stern 
Clymer Hershey Nickol Stevenson 
Cohen Hess O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Conklin Hickernell O'Neill Surra 
Costa Hornaman Oliver Swanger 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton Thomas 
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Cutler Keller, M. Peifer True 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Turzai 
Dally Kenney Perzel Vereb 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Vitali 
Denlinger Killion Petri Vulakovich 
DePasquale King Petrone Wagner 
Dermody Kirkland Phillips Walko 
DeWeese Kortz Pickett Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kotik Preston Waters 
Donatucci Kula Pyle Watson 
Eachus Leach Quigley Wheatley 
Ellis Lentz Quinn White 
Evans, D. Levdansky Ramaley Williams 
Evans, J. Longietti Rapp Wojnaroski 
Everett Mackereth Raymond Yewcic 
Fabrizio Maher Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Mahoney Reed  
Fleck Major Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Manderino Rock    Speaker 
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson Youngblood 
Pallone    
 
 LEAVES CANCELED–3 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson 
 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 
 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

VOTE CORRECTION 

 
 Ms. QUINN submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
On Wednesday, October 3, 2007, I voted "yes" to Representative 
Grucela's motion to postpone HB 288 and I want my vote recorded as a 
"no." 
 
Marguerite C. Quinn 
 

RESOLUTION REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 263, PN 2630 (Amended) By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
A Resolution amending House Rule 47, further providing for 

Ethics Committee. 
 

RULES. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The resolution will be placed on the 
calendar. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

 

HB 1407, PN 2629 (Amended) By Rep. ROEBUCK 
 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for cyber 
charter school requirements and prohibitions, for cyber charter school 
enrollment and notification and for applicability. 

 
EDUCATION. 

 
HB 1838, PN 2444 By Rep. ROEBUCK 
 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for home 
education program. 

 
EDUCATION. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. Please welcome Ian Anthony and Nathan 
Demarest, eighth graders from St. Michael's School in 
Greenville, Pennsylvania. They are the guest pages of 
Representative Michele Brooks, District 17. Please, will you 
stand to be recognized. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 447 By Representatives DePASQUALE, SEIP, 
DeWEESE, McCALL, BELFANTI, BENNINGTON, BISHOP, 
BRENNAN, CALTAGIRONE, CRUZ, FRANKEL, GEORGE, 
GOODMAN, GRUCELA, HORNAMAN, JAMES, KORTZ, 
LEACH, MARKOSEK, McGEEHAN, McILVAINE SMITH, 
MUNDY, NICKOL, M. O'BRIEN, PALLONE, RAMALEY, 
SAMUELSON, SANTONI, SIPTROTH, M. SMITH, 
SOLOBAY, STURLA, SURRA, THOMAS, WALKO, 
YUDICHAK, HARKINS, BIANCUCCI, CONKLIN, MYERS, 
R. TAYLOR, SHAPIRO, CURRY, LENTZ, J. WHITE, 
DALEY, MAHONEY, KULA, GALLOWAY, KING, 
LONGIETTI, WOJNAROSKI, PETRONE and DERMODY 

 
A Resolution condemning the veto by the President of the United 

States of the Children's Health Insurance Program Reauthorization Act 
of 2007 and urging the Congress of the United States to override the 
veto. 

 
Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, October 15, 2007. 
 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 150 By Representatives METCALFE, CREIGHTON, 
RAPP, ROHRER, BASTIAN, BEAR, BENNINGHOFF, 
BOYD, CLYMER, COX, CUTLER, DENLINGER, 
EVERETT, FAIRCHILD, GINGRICH, GRELL, HARPER, 
HELM, HERSHEY, HICKERNELL, KAUFFMAN,  
M. KELLER, MAJOR, MANTZ, R. MILLER, MOUL, 
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PERRY, PHILLIPS, REICHLEY, ROAE, ROCK, ROSS, 
SCHRODER, STEIL, SWANGER and TRUE 

 
An Act providing that employment shall not be conditional upon 

membership or nonmembership in, nor upon the payment or 
nonpayment of money to, a labor organization; and providing for 
bargaining, penalties and remedies. 

 
Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1804 By Representatives YUDICHAK, SOLOBAY, 
K. SMITH, SIPTROTH, PYLE, BARRAR, GEORGE, 
GRUCELA, HARKINS, HENNESSEY, JOSEPHS, 
LONGIETTI, McILVAINE SMITH, PETRONE, THOMAS, 
WOJNAROSKI, YOUNGBLOOD, MURT and KILLION 

 
An Act amending the act of December 20, 1985 (P.L.457, 

No.112), known as the Medical Practice Act of 1985, further providing 
for respiratory care practitioners. 

 
Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1869 By Representatives SONNEY, BRENNAN, 
J. EVANS, EVERETT, GINGRICH, GRUCELA, HARKINS, 
HENNESSEY, JAMES, M. KELLER, KENNEY, KILLION, 
KORTZ, KULA, MARSHALL, PETRARCA, PYLE, RAPP, 
REICHLEY, ROAE, SAINATO, SEIP, SIPTROTH, 
SOLOBAY, J. WHITE and WOJNAROSKI 

 
An Act amending the act of December 19, 1988 (P.L.1262, 

No.156), known as the Local Option Small Games of Chance Act, 
further providing for licensing of eligible organizations to conduct 
games of chance. 

 
Referred to Committee on GAMING OVERSIGHT, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
 No. 1892 By Representatives HALUSKA, DeWEESE, 
BELFANTI, BRENNAN, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, 
DALEY, FREEMAN, GRUCELA, HARHART, HARKINS, 
HENNESSEY, JAMES, JOSEPHS, KOTIK, KULA, 
MAHONEY, M. O'BRIEN, PETRARCA, READSHAW, 
SAINATO, SIPTROTH, STABACK, STERN, SURRA, 
THOMAS, J. WHITE, WOJNAROSKI, YOUNGBLOOD, 
PETRONE and COHEN 

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

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for creditable nonstate service 
and for contributions for the purchase of credit. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, October 15, 2007. 

 
  No. 1893 By Representatives KENNEY, McGEEHAN, 
WHEATLEY, SABATINA, THOMAS, ROSS, 
YOUNGBLOOD, HENNESSEY, O'NEILL, RUBLEY, 
BRENNAN, LEVDANSKY, JOSEPHS, JAMES, K. SMITH 
and FREEMAN 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in firearms and other dangerous 
articles, further providing for licenses for firearms. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, October 15, 2007. 

 

  No. 1894 By Representatives LENTZ, BAKER, BELFANTI, 
BRENNAN, CASORIO, FABRIZIO, FRANKEL, FREEMAN, 
GEIST, GRUCELA, HORNAMAN, KORTZ, MICOZZIE, 
MUNDY, MURT, QUINN, RAYMOND, SIPTROTH, 
K. SMITH, WAGNER and WATSON 

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

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for sentences 
for offenses against elderly persons. 

 
Referred to Committee on AGING AND OLDER ADULT 

SERVICES, October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1895 By Representatives LENTZ, BRENNAN, 
CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CARROLL, DALLY, ELLIS, 
FREEMAN, GEORGE, GIBBONS, GRUCELA, HALUSKA, 
HARKINS, HARPER, HARRIS, JOSEPHS, KENNEY, 
KORTZ, KOTIK, KULA, LONGIETTI, MAJOR, MANN, 
MANTZ, MARKOSEK, McCALL, McGEEHAN, MELIO, 
MICOZZIE, MOYER, MUNDY, MURT, MUSTIO, 
M. O'BRIEN, PETRARCA, PETRONE, RAYMOND, 
READSHAW, REICHLEY, RUBLEY, SABATINA, 
SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, K. SMITH, SONNEY, SURRA, 
SWANGER, J. TAYLOR, VULAKOVICH, WAGNER, 
WATSON and YUDICHAK 

 
An Act amending the act of June 27, 2006 (1st Sp.Sess., P.L.1873, 

No.1), known as the Taxpayer Relief Act, further defining "income." 
 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1896 By Representatives ROAE, BEAR, BOYD, 
BROOKS, CLYMER, COX, DENLINGER, GRELL, 
HARHART, HERSHEY, HUTCHINSON, MARSHALL, 
MUSTIO, PERRY, REED, ROCK, ROSS, SCHRODER, 
SIPTROTH and SWANGER 

 
An Act amending the act of July 17, 2007 (P.L.   , No.8A), known 

as the General Appropriation Act of 2007, providing for a transfer to 
the Hazardous Sites Cleanup Fund and reducing certain State 
appropriations to the Senate and the House of Representatives. 

 
Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1897 By Representatives M. SMITH, BARRAR, 
BELFANTI, BENNINGTON, BIANCUCCI, BOYD, 
BRENNAN, CASORIO, COSTA, FRANKEL, FREEMAN, 
HARHAI, HORNAMAN, KULA, MUSTIO, PETRONE, 
SIPTROTH, WALKO, YOUNGBLOOD, HARPER, KOTIK, 
MAHONEY, PASHINSKI, SHIMKUS, SONNEY, J. WHITE, 
K. SMITH and MURT 

 
An Act amending the act of October 30, 1996 (P.L.732, No.131), 

known as the Pennsylvania Innkeepers' Rights Act, providing for 
prospective employee background checks; and requiring deadbolt locks 
in hotels. 

 
Referred to Committee on TOURISM AND 

RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, October 15, 2007. 
 
 
  No. 1898 By Representatives LEACH, BELFANTI, 
BENNINGTON, BOBACK, CLYMER, DePASQUALE, 
JAMES, JOSEPHS, MANN, McGEEHAN, McILVAINE 
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SMITH, PARKER, SHIMKUS, SIPTROTH, K. SMITH 
and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.216, No.76), known 

as The Dental Law, providing for a patient education brochure 
concerning mercury amalgam. 

 
Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1902 By Representatives FLECK, BEAR, 
BENNINGHOFF, BEYER, BIANCUCCI, BOBACK, 
BRENNAN, CALTAGIRONE, CAUSER, CONKLIN, 
CREIGHTON, DALEY, EVERETT, GALLOWAY, GEORGE, 
GINGRICH, HARHART, HARRIS, HELM, HERSHEY, 
HESS, KORTZ, KOTIK, KULA, MAJOR, MANTZ, 
McILHATTAN, MILLARD, MOYER, MURT, MUSTIO, 
NAILOR, O'NEILL, PAYNE, PEIFER, PETRONE, PHILLIPS, 
PICKETT, PYLE, QUINN, RAMALEY, RAPP, REED, 
ROHRER, ROSS, SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, STERN, 
R. STEVENSON, TURZAI, VULAKOVICH, WALKO, 
WOJNAROSKI and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act designating the bridge carrying U.S. Route 522 over the 

Aughwick Creek in Shirley Township, Huntingdon County, as the 
Queen Aliquippa Bridge. 

 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1903 By Representatives MOYER, VULAKOVICH, 
NICKOL, LEVDANSKY, GEORGE, BAKER, BARRAR, 
CIVERA, CREIGHTON, DALLY, J. EVANS, EVERETT, 
FAIRCHILD, FLECK, GILLESPIE, GINGRICH, 
GODSHALL, GRUCELA, HARHART, HARPER, HARRIS, 
HENNESSEY, HERSHEY, KENNEY, KESSLER, KOTIK, 
MARSHALL, MARSICO, McILVAINE SMITH, MENSCH, 
MURT, PEIFER, PERZEL, PETRARCA, PETRONE, 
QUIGLEY, REED, ROSS, SCAVELLO, SCHRODER, 
SIPTROTH, STAIRS, J. TAYLOR, TURZAI, VEREB, 
WATERS and YOUNGBLOOD 

 
An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for definitions, 
for authority, for income eligibility, for application procedure and for 
attachment and satisfaction of liens; and providing for reimbursement 
to school districts. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, October 15, 2007. 

 
  No. 1904 By Representatives MOUL, ARGALL, 
BELFANTI, BRENNAN, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, 
CAUSER, CREIGHTON, EVERETT, GEIST, GEORGE, 
GINGRICH, GODSHALL, GRUCELA, HORNAMAN, 
KILLION, KOTIK, KULA, MACKERETH, MAHONEY, 
MAJOR, MANN, MARSHALL, MICOZZIE, PEIFER, 
PICKETT, READSHAW, SIPTROTH, SONNEY, STERN, 
SWANGER, J. TAYLOR and YOUNGBLOOD 

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

known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for 
firefighter and emergency service training. 

 
Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, October 15, 2007. 
 

  No. 1905 By Representatives RAMALEY, LONGIETTI, 
FABRIZIO, HARRIS, McILVAINE SMITH, BELFANTI, 
BENNINGTON, BRENNAN, CALTAGIRONE, FLECK, 
FREEMAN, GIBBONS, HERSHEY, JOSEPHS, KOTIK, 
KULA, MAHONEY, MURT, O'NEILL, PETRONE, 
READSHAW, SIPTROTH, SONNEY, SURRA and J. WHITE 

 
An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for advance payment of rates 
and interest on deposits. 

 
Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1907 By Representatives SWANGER, BELFANTI, 
BEYER, BOYD, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CAUSER, 
CREIGHTON, DALLY, EVERETT, FLECK, FREEMAN, 
GIBBONS, GILLESPIE, GRUCELA, HORNAMAN, 
HUTCHINSON, KILLION, KOTIK, KULA, MAJOR, 
MANDERINO, MARSHALL, McILVAINE SMITH, MELIO, 
MILLARD, MOUL, MOYER, MURT, NAILOR, D. O'BRIEN, 
M. O'BRIEN, PETRARCA, PICKETT, QUINN, RAPP, ROAE, 
RUBLEY, SAYLOR, SCAVELLO, SOLOBAY, SONNEY, 
STERN, VULAKOVICH, WALKO, WANSACZ, WATSON 
and BROOKS 

 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for exemption of persons, 
entities and vehicles from fees. 

 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 

October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1908 By Representatives ROHRER, BENNINGHOFF, 
BARRAR, CAPPELLI, CAUSER, CLYMER, CREIGHTON, 
CUTLER, DENLINGER, EVERETT, FAIRCHILD, 
GODSHALL, GOODMAN, HERSHEY, HESS, HORNAMAN, 
HUTCHINSON, MAHONEY, MANTZ, MENSCH, PEIFER, 
PICKETT, RAPP, REED, REICHLEY, ROAE, SAYLOR, 
SCHRODER, SIPTROTH, SONNEY, STERN, SURRA 
and SWANGER 

 
An Act amending the act of February 2, 1965 (P.L.1860, No.586), 

entitled "An act encouraging landowners to make land and water areas 
available to the public for recreational purposes by limiting liability in 
connection therewith, and repealing certain acts," further providing for 
liability for landowners to recreational users; and providing for 
attorney fees and court costs. 

 
Referred to Committee on TOURISM AND 

RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, October 15, 2007. 
 
  No. 1909 By Representatives SCAVELLO, HARHART, 
ARGALL, BELFANTI, BIANCUCCI, BOYD, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, CAUSER, DALLY, FLECK, 
FREEMAN, GEIST, GEORGE, GIBBONS, GILLESPIE, 
GOODMAN, GRUCELA, HALUSKA, HELM, HORNAMAN, 
KILLION, MAJOR, MILLARD, R. MILLER, MOYER, 
MURT, PEIFER, RAPP, ROAE, SAYLOR, SIPTROTH 
and YUDICHAK 

 
An Act amending the act of April 28, 1961 (P.L.111, No.50), 

known as the Tourist Promotion Law, requiring grants to be awarded 
on competitive basis; and making editorial changes. 
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Referred to Committee on TOURISM AND 
RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, October 15, 2007. 
 
 No. 1910 By Representatives CIVERA, BELFANTI, 
BEYER, CALTAGIRONE, CLYMER, DALLY, EVERETT, 
GEIST, GOODMAN, GRUCELA, HELM, HERSHEY, HESS, 
HORNAMAN, M. KELLER, MAJOR, MANTZ, 
MARKOSEK, McILHATTAN, MELIO, MICOZZIE, MOUL, 
MOYER, MURT, PICKETT, READSHAW, REICHLEY, 
ROSS, RUBLEY, SAYLOR, SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, 
J. TAYLOR, WANSACZ, WATSON and YUDICHAK 

 
An Act authorizing certain tax credits for qualified alternative fuel 

distributors; and imposing powers and duties on the Department of 
Revenue. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, October 15, 2007. 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bill for concurrence: 
 
 SB 1016, PN 1304 
 
 Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
October 15, 2007. 

CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mrs. WATSON called up HR 379, PN 2403, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing the week of October 15 through 20, 
2007, as "National Teen Driving Safety Week" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Members will please take their seats. 
Conferences will break up. The House will come to order. 
 
 On the resolution, the Chair recognizes Representative 
Watson. 
 Mrs. WATSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Today I rise on behalf of all the parents and loved ones of 
teenagers who have been tragically killed on our State's and our 
nation’s highways. Mr. Speaker, I also stand here today on 
behalf of all the present and future generations of teenagers in 
asking for your support for HR 379, which recognizes the week 
of October 15, beginning today through the 20th, 2007, as 
“National Teen Driving Safety Week” in Pennsylvania. 
 Statistics have proven that motor vehicle crashes are the 
leading cause of death for adolescents and young adults 
throughout the United States, and the sad part is that many of 
these deaths are preventable. 
 In my very own area in Bucks County, dozens of teens have 
lost their lives in the last couple of years in senseless 
automobile crashes. The teens involved in serious accidents or 
those who even paid with their lives are what we always call the 
good kids, but sometimes good kids do foolish things behind the 

wheel, and that is why it is so important to raise awareness 
about teen driving and the safety issues. 
 With this designation in Pennsylvania, there is an added 
emphasis to be placed this week and hopefully in the other 
51 weeks in teaching teens about safe driving. That not only 
includes buckling up all the time but encourages teens to drive 
defensively and with as few distractions as possible, which, by 
the way, is also very good for those of us who are a lot older 
who are driving. 
 The majority of teen driver crashes in the United States are 
due to driver error and speeding; 15 percent of the crashes are 
due to drunk driving. In addition, roughly two-thirds 
of teenagers killed in motor vehicle accidents in the United 
States each year did not use seat belts, something so small but 
so important. In many of these crashes, I can reasonably be sure, 
having read a lot of crash statistics and reports, that the proper 
use of seat belts would have saved some of those lives and 
definitely lessened the injuries suffered by others. 
 This week also signifies the need to explore effective ways to 
reduce the crash risk for young drivers by focusing research and 
outreach efforts on areas of teen driving that show the most 
promise for improving safety. The National Teen Driver Survey 
that was developed from input by teenagers and administered by 
our own Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia demonstrates 
a nationwide need to increase overall awareness about the safe 
use of electronic hand-held devices – and we had a hearing on 
that today – the risks of nighttime and fatigued driving, the 
importance of consistent seat belt use, and the practice 
of gradually increasing driver privileges – and that is the point, 
driving is a privilege in the Commonwealth – over time as 
a young driver gains more experience under supervised 
conditions. 
 Mr. Speaker, we also need to be mindful that as parents and 
as community members, teens must always be cognizant of safe 
driving, not just for this week but throughout the year. I am 
hopeful that teens and their parents take lessons presented 
during "National Teen Driving Safety Week" and apply them 
universally. 
 I would like to thank all of the members, and there were a lot 
of them, who cosponsored this resolution, and at this time, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask for unanimous support for the 
resolution's adoption. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, 
for recognizing me on this very important resolution. 
 I want to commend the gentlelady for her hard work on this 
resolution and encourage my colleagues to support this. I know 
this House has made and the General Assembly in general in the 
last several years has made several attempts to cut down on teen 
driving, and I know we are trying to encourage, for example, 
more driving in the schools, driving, going back to that, those 
classes that were so effective. 
 I recently in my town, literally right in front of my house, 
we had a very, very tragic incident where a teen lost his life 
at an intersection. My wife had to go out to try to render first 
aid, and one of the teenagers involved with that crash lost his 
life. So this is very timely in my hometown. My condolences 
go out to the Doody family and all the children that were 
involved with that crash. 
 And again, I want to commend the lady from Bucks County, 
Mrs. Watson, for her hard work in this area. 
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 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Mantz Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Markosek Ross 
Barrar Geist Marshall Rubley 
Bastian George Marsico Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McCall Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McGeehan Santoni 
Benninghoff Gibbons McI. Smith Saylor 
Bennington Gillespie McIlhattan Scavello 
Beyer Gingrich Melio Schroder 
Biancucci Godshall Mensch Seip 
Bishop Goodman Metcalfe Shapiro 
Blackwell Grell Micozzie Shimkus 
Boback Grucela Millard Siptroth 
Boyd Haluska Miller Smith, K. 
Brennan Hanna Milne Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhai Moul Smith, S. 
Buxton Harhart Moyer Solobay 
Caltagirone Harkins Mundy Sonney 
Cappelli Harper Murt Staback 
Carroll Harris Mustio Stairs 
Casorio Helm Myers Steil 
Causer Hennessey Nailor Stern 
Clymer Hershey Nickol Stevenson 
Cohen Hess O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Conklin Hickernell O'Neill Surra 
Costa Hornaman Oliver Swanger 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton Thomas 
Cutler Keller, M. Peifer True 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Turzai 
Dally Kenney Perzel Vereb 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Vitali 
Denlinger Killion Petri Vulakovich 
DePasquale King Petrone Wagner 
Dermody Kirkland Phillips Walko 
DeWeese Kortz Pickett Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kotik Preston Waters 
Donatucci Kula Pyle Watson 
Eachus Leach Quigley Wheatley 
Ellis Lentz Quinn White 
Evans, D. Levdansky Ramaley Williams 
Evans, J. Longietti Rapp Wojnaroski 
Everett Mackereth Raymond Yewcic 
Fabrizio Maher Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Mahoney Reed  
Fleck Major Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Manderino Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson Youngblood 
Pallone    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

* * * 
 
 Mr. BUXTON called up HR 402, PN 2472, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing October 16, 2007, as "National Feral 
Cat Day." 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Freeman Manderino Rohrer 
Argall Gabig Mann Ross 
Baker Galloway Mantz Rubley 
Barrar Geist Markosek Sabatina 
Bastian George Marsico Sainato 
Bear Gerber McCall Santoni 
Belfanti Gergely McGeehan Saylor 
Benninghoff Gibbons McI. Smith Scavello 
Bennington Gillespie McIlhattan Schroder 
Beyer Gingrich Melio Seip 
Biancucci Godshall Mensch Shapiro 
Bishop Goodman Metcalfe Shimkus 
Blackwell Grell Micozzie Siptroth 
Boback Grucela Millard Smith, K. 
Boyd Haluska Miller Smith, M. 
Brennan Hanna Milne Smith, S. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Solobay 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Sonney 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Staback 
Cappelli Harper Mustio Stairs 
Carroll Harris Myers Steil 
Casorio Helm Nailor Stern 
Causer Hennessey Nickol Stevenson 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Cohen Hess O'Neill Surra 
Conklin Hickernell Oliver Swanger 
Costa Hornaman Parker Tangretti 
Cox Hutchinson Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Creighton James Payne Taylor, R. 
Cruz Josephs Payton Thomas 
Curry Kauffman Peifer True 
Cutler Keller, M. Perry Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perzel Vereb 
Dally Kenney Petrarca Vitali 
DeLuca Kessler Petri Vulakovich 
Denlinger Killion Petrone Wagner 
DePasquale King Phillips Walko 
Dermody Kirkland Pickett Wansacz 
DeWeese Kortz Preston Waters 
DiGirolamo Kotik Pyle Watson 
Donatucci Kula Quigley Wheatley 
Eachus Leach Quinn White 
Ellis Lentz Ramaley Williams 
Evans, D. Levdansky Rapp Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Longietti Raymond Yewcic 
Everett Mackereth Readshaw Yudichak 
Fabrizio Maher Reed  
Fairchild Mahoney Rock O'Brien, D., 
Fleck Major Roebuck    Speaker 
Frankel    
 
 NAYS–3 
 
Marshall Moul Roae  
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–5 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson Youngblood 
Pallone    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. DALLY called up HR 406, PN 2481, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating October 16, 2007, as "Independent 
College and University Day" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Mantz Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Markosek Ross 
Barrar Geist Marshall Rubley 
Bastian George Marsico Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McCall Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McGeehan Santoni 
Benninghoff Gibbons McI. Smith Saylor 
Bennington Gillespie McIlhattan Scavello 
Beyer Gingrich Melio Schroder 
Biancucci Godshall Mensch Seip 
Bishop Goodman Metcalfe Shapiro 
Blackwell Grell Micozzie Shimkus 
Boback Grucela Millard Siptroth 
Boyd Haluska Miller Smith, K. 
Brennan Hanna Milne Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhai Moul Smith, S. 
Buxton Harhart Moyer Solobay 
Caltagirone Harkins Mundy Sonney 
Cappelli Harper Murt Staback 
Carroll Harris Mustio Stairs 
Casorio Helm Myers Steil 
Causer Hennessey Nailor Stern 
Clymer Hershey Nickol Stevenson 
Cohen Hess O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Conklin Hickernell O'Neill Surra 
Costa Hornaman Oliver Swanger 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton Thomas 
Cutler Keller, M. Peifer True 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Turzai 
Dally Kenney Perzel Vereb 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Vitali 
Denlinger Killion Petri Vulakovich 
DePasquale King Petrone Wagner 
Dermody Kirkland Phillips Walko 
DeWeese Kortz Pickett Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kotik Preston Waters 
Donatucci Kula Pyle Watson 
Eachus Leach Quigley Wheatley 
Ellis Lentz Quinn White 
Evans, D. Levdansky Ramaley Williams 
Evans, J. Longietti Rapp Wojnaroski 
Everett Mackereth Raymond Yewcic 
Fabrizio Maher Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Mahoney Reed  

Fleck Major Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Manderino Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson Youngblood 
Pallone    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. ADOLPH called up HR 424, PN 2542, entitled: 
 

A Resolution designating October 23, 2007, as 
"Robert O. Henderson, Sr., Epilepsy Awareness Day" 
in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Mantz Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Markosek Ross 
Barrar Geist Marshall Rubley 
Bastian George Marsico Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McCall Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McGeehan Santoni 
Benninghoff Gibbons McI. Smith Saylor 
Bennington Gillespie McIlhattan Scavello 
Beyer Gingrich Melio Schroder 
Biancucci Godshall Mensch Seip 
Bishop Goodman Metcalfe Shapiro 
Blackwell Grell Micozzie Shimkus 
Boback Grucela Millard Siptroth 
Boyd Haluska Miller Smith, K. 
Brennan Hanna Milne Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhai Moul Smith, S. 
Buxton Harhart Moyer Solobay 
Caltagirone Harkins Mundy Sonney 
Cappelli Harper Murt Staback 
Carroll Harris Mustio Stairs 
Casorio Helm Myers Steil 
Causer Hennessey Nailor Stern 
Clymer Hershey Nickol Stevenson 
Cohen Hess O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Conklin Hickernell O'Neill Surra 
Costa Hornaman Oliver Swanger 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton Thomas 
Cutler Keller, M. Peifer True 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Turzai 
Dally Kenney Perzel Vereb 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Vitali 
Denlinger Killion Petri Vulakovich 
DePasquale King Petrone Wagner 
Dermody Kirkland Phillips Walko 
DeWeese Kortz Pickett Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kotik Preston Waters 
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Donatucci Kula Pyle Watson 
Eachus Leach Quigley Wheatley 
Ellis Lentz Quinn White 
Evans, D. Levdansky Ramaley Williams 
Evans, J. Longietti Rapp Wojnaroski 
Everett Mackereth Raymond Yewcic 
Fabrizio Maher Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Mahoney Reed  
Fleck Major Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Manderino Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson Youngblood 
Pallone    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. PAYNE called up HR 429, PN 2565, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing the week of October 14 through 
20, 2007, as "Credit Union Week" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Mantz Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Markosek Ross 
Barrar Geist Marshall Rubley 
Bastian George Marsico Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McCall Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McGeehan Santoni 
Benninghoff Gibbons McI. Smith Saylor 
Bennington Gillespie McIlhattan Scavello 
Beyer Gingrich Melio Schroder 
Biancucci Godshall Mensch Seip 
Bishop Goodman Metcalfe Shapiro 
Blackwell Grell Micozzie Shimkus 
Boback Grucela Millard Siptroth 
Boyd Haluska Miller Smith, K. 
Brennan Hanna Milne Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhai Moul Smith, S. 
Buxton Harhart Moyer Solobay 
Caltagirone Harkins Mundy Sonney 
Cappelli Harper Murt Staback 
Carroll Harris Mustio Stairs 
Casorio Helm Myers Steil 
Causer Hennessey Nailor Stern 
Clymer Hershey Nickol Stevenson 
Cohen Hess O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Conklin Hickernell O'Neill Surra 
Costa Hornaman Oliver Swanger 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton Thomas 
Cutler Keller, M. Peifer True 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Turzai 

Dally Kenney Perzel Vereb 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Vitali 
Denlinger Killion Petri Vulakovich 
DePasquale King Petrone Wagner 
Dermody Kirkland Phillips Walko 
DeWeese Kortz Pickett Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kotik Preston Waters 
Donatucci Kula Pyle Watson 
Eachus Leach Quigley Wheatley 
Ellis Lentz Quinn White 
Evans, D. Levdansky Ramaley Williams 
Evans, J. Longietti Rapp Wojnaroski 
Everett Mackereth Raymond Yewcic 
Fabrizio Maher Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Mahoney Reed  
Fleck Major Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Manderino Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Civera Reichley Samuelson Youngblood 
Pallone    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 The SPEAKER. Members will take their seats. We are about 
to take up a condolence resolution. 
 
 Ms. QUINN called up HR 438, PN 2592, entitled: 
 

A Resolution honoring the life and service of First Lieutenant 
Colby J. Umbrell, U.S. Army, 25th Infantry Division, 1st Battalion, 
501st Parachute Infantry Regiment, 4th Brigade Combat Team, 
who died on May 3, 2007, in Musayyib, Iraq, and who courageously 
paid the supreme sacrifice in the service of his country. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the resolution, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Marguerite Quinn. 
 Ms. QUINN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On May 3 of 2007, Pennsylvania lost an outstanding young 
man when 1st Lt. Colby Umbrell, age 26, died serving our 
nation in Iraq. He was mortally wounded by an improvised 
explosive device while on patrol in Musayyib, about 40 miles 
south of Baghdad. 
 A resident of Doylestown Township, Lieutenant Umbrell 
graduated from Central Bucks East High School in 1999. 
He was an accomplished and passionate athlete, who served as 
cocaptain of his high school football team, and he threw shot-
put for track. 
 Lieutenant Umbrell excelled in football at Johns Hopkins 
University, from which he graduated with a degree in political 
science. He enlisted in the Army in 2004 and volunteered for 
Officer Candidate School. Colby then went on to become an 
Airborne Ranger, one of the Army’s elite combat soldiers. 
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 Lieutenant Umbrell made the ultimate sacrifice doing what 
he firmly believed in – bringing freedom and democracy to the 
Iraqi people and ultimately to the entire region. This young man 
was a hero because he understood and generously chose to serve 
those yearning for the freedom he had always enjoyed. 
 Colby was a natural leader whose idealism and work ethic 
inspired others. He made it his personal mission to help the Iraqi 
children by partnering with Lenape Middle School and the 
National Junior Honor Society to collect school supplies for 
Iraqi children. Sfc. Chris Merren, Colby’s platoon sergeant, 
wrote: "...Colby worked harder and tried harder than anyone 
I have ever worked with. I will carry his work ethic with me the 
rest of my life....” 
 The mother of one of Colby’s soldiers wrote to the Umbrells 
thanking them for their son’s influence on her son. She said her 
son’s letters changed as he worked with Colby. In his letters her 
son wrote about life and other deep, mature issues he had never 
before expressed. She believed that her son made the passage 
from boy to man thanks to his platoon leader, 1st Lt. Colby 
Umbrell. 
 Lieutenant Umbrell planned to extend his military service, 
attend Temple University, study law, and then assignment with 
the Judge Advocate General Corps. He even considered politics 
as a future profession. 
 Colby was laid to rest in a place that he loved, Arlington 
National Cemetery, where he was honored by Secretary of the 
Army, Pete Geren, and was posthumously awarded the Bronze 
Star and the Purple Heart. Lieutenant Umbrell’s legacy of 
kindness, service, leadership, and the desire to protect and 
defend those less fortunate than himself will live on as an 
inspiration to those who survive him. 
 Colby’s memorial card is inscribed with the following: 
 

Only two defining forces 
Have ever offered to die for you: 
 
Jesus Christ and the American G.I. 
 
One died for your soul 
The other died for your freedom. 

 
 Joining us today are some of Colby's loved ones: his parents, 
Mark and Nancy Umbrell; his aunt and uncle, Jeff and Carol 
Umbrell; and Lisa, Michael, and Karen Reiber. If the family 
would please stand to be acknowledged. We offer our sincere 
thanks for your sacrifice. 
 Members of the House, I ask you to join me in honoring 
1st Lt. Colby Umbrell, a true American patriot, by adopting 
HR 438. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Members and guests will please rise and 
observe a moment of silence honoring the life and service of 
1st Lt. Colby J. Umbrell, U.S. Army, 25th Infantry Division, 
1st Battalion, 501st Parachute Infantry Regiment, 4th Brigade 
Combat Team. 
 
 (Whereupon, the members of the House and all visitors stood 
in a moment of silence in solemn respect to the memory of 
1st Lt. Colby J. Umbrell.) 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 

 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the presence of 
Representative Reichley on the floor. His name will be added to 
the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HR 438 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Gabig Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Galloway Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Geist Marshall Ross 
Barrar George Marsico Rubley 
Bastian Gerber McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gergely McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gibbons McI. Smith Santoni 
Benninghoff Gillespie McIlhattan Saylor 
Bennington Gingrich Melio Scavello 
Beyer Godshall Mensch Schroder 
Biancucci Goodman Metcalfe Seip 
Bishop Grell Micozzie Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Millard Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Miller Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Milne Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Moul Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Moyer Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mundy Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Murt Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Mustio Staback 
Carroll Helm Myers Stairs 
Casorio Hennessey Nailor Steil 
Causer Hershey Nickol Stern 
Clymer Hess O'Brien, M. Stevenson 
Cohen Hickernell O'Neill Sturla 
Conklin Hornaman Oliver Surra 
Costa Hutchinson Parker Swanger 
Cox James Pashinski Tangretti 
Creighton Josephs Payne Taylor, J. 
Cruz Kauffman Payton Taylor, R. 
Curry Keller, M. Peifer Thomas 
Cutler Keller, W. Perry True 
Daley Kenney Perzel Turzai 
Dally Kessler Petrarca Vereb 
DeLuca Killion Petri Vitali 
Denlinger King Petrone Vulakovich 
DePasquale Kirkland Phillips Wagner 
Dermody Kortz Pickett Walko 
DeWeese Kotik Preston Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kula Pyle Waters 
Donatucci Leach Quigley Watson 
Eachus Lentz Quinn Wheatley 
Ellis Levdansky Ramaley White 
Evans, D. Longietti Rapp Williams 
Evans, J. Mackereth Raymond Wojnaroski 
Everett Maher Readshaw Yewcic 
Fabrizio Mahoney Reed Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–4 
 
Civera Pallone Samuelson Youngblood 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

RESOLUTION 

 Mr. THOMAS called up HR 332, PN 1922, entitled: 
 

A Resolution directing the Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee to examine the feasibility of limiting polling places 
to schools and government buildings that are accessible to persons with 
disabilities. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Gabig Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Galloway Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Geist Marshall Ross 
Barrar George Marsico Rubley 
Bastian Gerber McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gergely McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gibbons McI. Smith Santoni 
Benninghoff Gillespie McIlhattan Saylor 
Bennington Gingrich Melio Scavello 
Beyer Godshall Mensch Schroder 
Biancucci Goodman Metcalfe Seip 
Bishop Grell Micozzie Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Millard Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Miller Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Milne Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Moul Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Moyer Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mundy Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Murt Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Mustio Staback 
Carroll Helm Myers Stairs 
Casorio Hennessey Nailor Steil 
Causer Hershey Nickol Stern 
Clymer Hess O'Brien, M. Stevenson 
Cohen Hickernell O'Neill Sturla 
Conklin Hornaman Oliver Surra 
Costa Hutchinson Parker Swanger 
Cox James Pashinski Tangretti 
Creighton Josephs Payne Taylor, J. 
Cruz Kauffman Payton Taylor, R. 
Curry Keller, M. Peifer Thomas 
Cutler Keller, W. Perry True 
Daley Kenney Perzel Turzai 
Dally Kessler Petrarca Vereb 
DeLuca Killion Petri Vitali 
Denlinger King Petrone Vulakovich 
DePasquale Kirkland Phillips Wagner 
Dermody Kortz Pickett Walko 
DeWeese Kotik Preston Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kula Pyle Waters 
Donatucci Leach Quigley Watson 
Eachus Lentz Quinn Wheatley 
Ellis Levdansky Ramaley White 
Evans, D. Longietti Rapp Williams 
Evans, J. Mackereth Raymond Wojnaroski 
Everett Maher Readshaw Yewcic 
Fabrizio Mahoney Reed Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  

Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Civera Pallone Samuelson Youngblood 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Bruce, Alexa, and 
Brandon Bowman. They are the guests of Representative David 
Millard, and they are seated in the balcony. Would you please 
rise and be recognized. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. The House will recess regular session and 
convene special session at 1:35. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the presence of 
Representative Samuelson in regular session. His name will be 
added to the master roll. 
 
 The House is now back in regular session. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 
 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Surra 
for the purpose of an announcement. 
 Mr. SURRA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As far as our agenda, there will be an immediate meeting of 
the House Democratic Caucus in the majority caucus room 
following the break, and at approximately 2:45 the 
Appropriations Committee will meet in the majority caucus 
room for a meeting, and we plan on being back on the floor at 
3 p.m. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Appropriations Committee will be 
meeting at 2:45 in the majority caucus room. 
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REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Major. 
 Miss MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to call an immediate caucus, Republican caucus, 
at the call of the recess; that is, Republicans will caucus 
immediately at the call of the recess. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Any further announcements? 
 

TOURISM AND RECREATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Tangretti. 
 Mr. TANGRETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to call a meeting of the Tourism 
and Recreational Development Committee at the declaration 
of the recess in room G-50. It will be a voting session, and 
I would ask all members to attend. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. At the declaration of the recess, the Tourism 
and Recreational Development Committee will meet in room 
G-50. 
 
 Further announcements? 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes, as the guests of 
Representative Tim Seip, Mary Miller, Jim Stokes, and Frank 
Tenenholz. They are seated to the left of the Speaker. Would 
you please rise and be recognized. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until 3 p.m. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

 The time of recess was extended until 3:30 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1877, PN 2574 By Rep. TANGRETTI 
 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 

known as The County Code, further providing for authorization of 
hotel tax. 

 
TOURISM AND RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1131, PN 1382 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.103, No.69), known 

as The Second Class Township Code, providing for the establishment 
of fire and emergency medical services. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 1133, PN 1384 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 

No.581), known as The Borough Code, providing for specific powers 
of boroughs relating to emergency services. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 1134, PN 1385 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P.L.1206, No.331), 

known as The First Class Township Code, providing for specific 
powers relating to emergency services. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
 The SPEAKER. These bills will be placed on the 
supplemental calendar. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1281, PN 1834 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of April 28, 1978 (P.L.87, No.41), 

known as the Pennsylvania Appalachian Trail Act, further providing 
for actions by municipalities and their powers and duties; and making 
editorial changes. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
 The SPEAKER. This bill will be placed on the active 
calendar. 

COMMUNICATIONS 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker acknowledges receipt of two 
communications, which the clerk will read. 
 
 The following communications were read: 
 
 A communication from the Public Employee Retirement 
Commission regarding amendments 03375, 03450, 03451, 03452, 
03453, 03454, and 03455 to HB 1087, PN 1259, advising that the 
amendments will have no direct actuarial cost impact and that the 
amendments will not require actuarial notes. 
 
 A communication from the Public Employee Retirement 
Commission regarding amendments 03399, 03443, 03444, 03445, 
03446, 03447, and 03448 to HB 1085, PN 1257, advising that the 
amendments will have no direct actuarial cost impact and that the 
amendments will not require actuarial notes. 
 
 (Copies of communications are on file with the Journal 
clerk.) 
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 The SPEAKER. Members will report to the floor. The Chair 
is about to take up the active calendar. 
 Members will please report to the floor. 
 The House will be temporarily at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1131, 
PN 1382, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.103, No.69), known 
as The Second Class Township Code, providing for the establishment 
of fire and emergency medical services. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1133, 
PN 1384, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P.L.1656, 
No.581), known as The Borough Code, providing for specific powers 
of boroughs relating to emergency services. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1134, 
PN 1385, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P.L.1206, No.331), 
known as The First Class Township Code, providing for specific 
powers relating to emergency services. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1179, 
PN 1848, entitled: 
 

An Act establishing a temporary State commission to study the 
Constitution of Pennsylvania to recommend possible amendment 
or revision; prescribing the powers and duties of the commission; and 
making an appropriation. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 
 
 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair rescinds its 
announcement this bill is agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative Schroder, rise? 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, is this bill on third consideration for final 
passage vote today? 
 The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. I would like to speak on the bill then. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman wants to speak on final 
passage? The gentleman will be recognized when he concludes 
his announcements. 
 
 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. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 The Chair recognizes the prime sponsor of the bill, 
Representative Dwight Evans. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, it is time. The General 
Assembly has taken no action with respect to the State 
Constitution in 50 years, 50 years. Pennsylvania has not 
reviewed the Constitution since 1967-68 when there was 
a Constitutional Convention. Let us put this in perspective. 
Lyndon Johnson was President, man had not yet landed on the 
moon, we were at the height of the cold war, the Internet was 
not invented, there were only three TV networks, and I had hair. 
Some members of this House were not even born yet. 
Everybody who was born from 1968 on, will they please stand; 
1968. Anybody in 1968; 1968? By comparison, 30 other States 
have studied the Constitution in the last 40 years. Our 
neighboring States – Ohio, Maryland, New Jersey – have all 
allowed the voters to decide every 20 years if a constitutional 
convention is necessary. 
 It is what the Framers of the Constitution wanted. The 
Framers of the Constitution, men no less than Ben Franklin, 
knew that the State Constitution would need to be revised. 
In fact, in 1776 the Pennsylvania Constitution Framers wrote, 
and this is a quote: "We do ordain, declare, and establish the 
following Declaration of Rights and Frame of Government, 
to be the Constitution of the commonwealth, and to remain 
in force therein for ever, unaltered, except in such articles 
as shall hereafter on experience be found to require 
improvement." That is a quote from Ben Franklin. 
 This is, in my view, a reasonable and thoughtful and 
deliberative approach. Mr. Speaker, there has been a lot of 
discussion going on for many years about how we can make 
changes in our Commonwealth and where we need to go in the 
future. What I hope to do here, Mr. Speaker, is something that 
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was established by Gov. George Leader, which you call the 
Woodside Commission. George Leader had 15 members on the 
commission – 5 selected by the House, 5 by the State Senate, 
and 5 by the Governor – to make recommendations for 
amendments to the Constitution and an analysis of information 
that basically could make some kind of recommendation. 
 The language is broad, Mr. Speaker, and basically this 
discussion is for the purpose to talk about exactly what we want 
to do as we look toward the future. The purpose, Mr. Speaker, 
of this commission is to study the Constitution in light 
of contemporary conditions, anticipating problems, the needs 
of the people. If it is advisable, the commission shall make 
recommendations for amendments to the Constitution. If 
amendments are thought to be inadequate, an analysis of the 
information may be useful in terms of what we should do. The 
limitations, Mr. Speaker, done in the State Government 
Committee, are the commission may not study or make 
recommendations concerning the Declaration of Rights. Let me 
repeat that. The commission may not study or make 
recommendations concerning the Declaration of Rights. That 
was an amendment added by the committee. 
 The final report, Mr. Speaker, is due no later than 1 week 
after the General Assembly reconvenes in 2007. The 
commission is authorized to hire and remove personnel as it 
deems necessary; to study and to analyze through its own 
personnel in cooperation with universities, colleges, 
foundations, research organizations; to hold meetings and public 
hearings; to enter agreement for research and other actions 
deemed necessary; to require cooperation by State agencies, 
authorities, and other aspects of it. 
 The budget is $475,000; the budget is $475,000. The 
effective date, Mr. Speaker, is immediate. 
 Now, I say this to you because I think it is time to have this 
kind of discussion. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend. 
 The noise level is entirely too loud. The Sergeants at Arms 
will clear the aisles. Caucuses in the rear of the House and in the 
side aisles and center aisles will break up immediately. 
The gentleman is entitled to be heard. 
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to give you some other historical 
perspective. Since the first Constitutional Convention of 1776, 
there have been five: 1776, 1789-90, 1837, 1872-73, and 
1967-68. Those are the Conventions. 
 Mr. Speaker, amendments to the Constitution: 1874, voters 
approved 62 new changes during 25 elections; the voters 
rejected 30 amendments. In 1968 voters approved 35 changes 
during 19 elections and voters rejected 6 amendments. 
 Major studies prior to 1968: There was a study in 1918-21; 
there was a study in 1935; there was the Woodside study that 
I told you about in 1957-59; and then there was Governor 
Scranton in 1963-64. In addition to those five studies I just 
described to you, there was an independent study by the 
Bar Association, 1961-63. In addition to the Bar Association, 
there was the Committee for State Constitutional Reform in 
1962 and there was the Modern Constitution for Pennsylvania 
in 1964. Now, there were almost six or seven studies that took 
place between 1872 and 1968, but since 1968, there have been 
zero studies or discussions. There have been things in 
newspapers or editorials and people have commented on it, but 

there has not been any kind of analytical analysis about where 
we are today. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not do this lightly. In my entire 
career – and I have been here for 27 years – this is the first time 
that I have introduced an initiative of this nature. In 27 years 
being in the legislature, this is the first time that I have 
introduced this type of initiative, and, Mr. Speaker, the reason 
I introduced it is because I believe that we should have this type 
of discussion, but it should be something comprehensive. 
It should be something that is open and it should be something 
that is transparent. I believe from all the things that I see taking 
place on both sides of the aisle that this will give all 
members – Democrat, Republican, rural, urban, suburban – this 
will let us have this discussion by the appointments we make 
and they will go out and have hearings and make some 
recommendations. The commission may conclude and, 
ultimately, the people may conclude that this is not what they 
want to do by having a convention, and that is a very legitimate 
issue. 
 But I think, Mr. Speaker, we are at a time in the history of 
this State, 40 years since we did a convention back in 1967, to 
have this kind of conversation. I have said that I do not believe 
any longer we can avoid having this discussion, and I believe 
this discussion should be something that is handled in the way 
that is well thought out. Too often, Mr. Speaker, we shoot from 
the hip. I think that this is a chance for all of us to participate 
in this process.  
 On this bill I thanked the chairperson of the State 
Government Committee, Representative Babette Josephs, and 
Representative Matt Baker when I went before the State 
Government Committee and we had a hearing around this and 
we had a discussion in the State Government Committee. I went 
through the process. This bill came from the State Government 
Committee, the State Government Committee over to the 
Appropriations Committee, and we voted it out of committee, 
and now we are bringing it to the floor. That is the way, in my 
view, Mr. Speaker, the process should work. Members had 
a chance to offer their debate, their discussion, and now we are 
bringing it to the floor for more debate and more discussion. 
 So I hope, Mr. Speaker, that you will support the idea of this 
study so we can have this discussion and we can begin to move 
Pennsylvania forward. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the presence of 
Representative Civera on the floor. His name will be added 
to the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1179 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I find myself in agreement with much of the 
sentiment that was spoken by the previous speaker here with 
regards to the Constitution and perhaps the need for 
a constitutional convention, and indeed, there are many who 
believe that a constitutional convention is needed to further the 
cause of reform here in Pennsylvania and to do some things 
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that, you know, perhaps we cannot do ourselves here in the 
legislature because of the Constitution. However, Mr. Speaker, 
I fear that this bill is actually masquerading as reform, and make 
no doubt about it, in my mind, this really is not about 
a constitutional convention. This is about constitutional 
convention prevention. 
 Mr. Speaker, the way this bill is set up, it will have the 
Governor, the President pro tem of the Senate, the Speaker, the 
Senate minority leader, and the House minority leader making 
all of the appointments to this constitutional study commission. 
So what we have, Mr. Speaker, is government insiders 
appointing other friends and insiders, potentially, to form this 
commission to study whether we need to have either 
constitutional amendments or a constitutional convention. 
 Mr. Speaker, I submit that we do not need to spend a half 
a million dollars almost on a study commission. We have 
proposals that are in the State Government Committee as well 
as some other committees, one by Representative Craig Dally, 
for instance, that I think would be much more on the mark and 
take us to where we really need to go to start the process 
of possibly amending the State Constitution. 
 So while I think the sentiments behind this, you know, might 
be noble, I am afraid that all we will really achieve by passing 
this is saying, hey, we did something about the Constitution; 
throw a bone out there to those who are agitating for 
a constitutional convention or constitutional amendments 
or various constitutional changes, and at the end of the day, we 
very possibly could be no further down the road to amending 
the Constitution or to doing some of the things that many would 
like to see done in their State government. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I would much rather see the House take up 
some of the other which I believe more worthy measures, take 
up some measures that allow for some outside participation and 
selection in the process of actually naming constitutional 
convention delegates, and really open up the process so that the 
people of Pennsylvania are involved in this and not just a few 
15 or so preferred people who will be appointed according 
to this process. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, for those reasons I intend to vote against 
this bill, and I would urge the body to do the same. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Boyd. 
 Mr. BOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was wondering if the maker would stand for brief 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Representative Evans, 
stand for interrogation? The gentleman indicates that he will. 
The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. BOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 A couple quick questions. One is I noticed in the summary 
of the bill that your legislation proposes for an appropriation for 
this fiscal year and next fiscal year. Is that correct, Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. BOYD. A question for you, Mr. Speaker. Are there other 
times when we have committed future legislatures to expending 
funds in a subsequent fiscal year? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Yes, we have, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. BOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was under the impression that that was a commitment that 
we could not do. I have often talked and advocated for 
multiple-year budgeting processes for strategic planning, and 
I was told that one legislature cannot commit a future legislature 
to expending funds. Am I missing something in this case? 

 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, you have laws on the books 
which expend a certain amount of dollars, and usually we have 
to fulfill those commitments of laws that we pass that may be 
mandates and that it drives the cost in terms of the budget. 
So we have done that, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. BOYD. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was under the impression—  Go ahead. 
 One other question I had, Mr. Speaker, was in terms of 
the—  Actually, Mr. Speaker, if I could just speak on the bill 
then? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. BOYD. I want to echo the comments of my colleague 
from Chester County. It seems to me that having 15 members 
to this committee that are appointed by the legislature and 
the Governor's Office is really having the fox guard the 
henhouse. There have been a number of initiatives for 
constitutional conventions, and there have also been a number 
of constitutional amendments, legislation that has been 
proposed. My fear is that if we pass this bill in its current form, 
it basically is going to put all that on hold until this report 
is done, and I believe that the people of Pennsylvania would like 
to see some changes made in State government. I think there are 
some worthy changes that need made, whether it is the Dally 
bill or some other legislation that might be proposed that calls 
for a look at the Constitution. My fear is that ultimately this will 
put all those efforts on hold, and I do not believe that that is 
what the folks at least in my district are hoping for. 
 So I would advocate for a "no" vote on this. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of the Evans bill because I think that having 
citizens take a look at our Constitution with fresh eyes may 
offer some good direction and advice for the legislature. 
 I want to say, though, that I do not really think the problems 
this legislature has had and which have been the result of so 
much controversy in the past several years have really had 
anything to do with the wording of the Constitution, and 
I personally do not feel any dramatic drafting of the 
Constitution is needed. I think the problems we have had in this 
legislature are the result of us and the courts not following the 
words of the Constitution; for example, considering bills on 
3 separate days, having bills go through the committee process, 
having bills contain more than one subject. We have over time 
routinely ignored those bills. Ignoring those provisions of the 
Constitution resulted in the pay raise fiasco. It has resulted in 
jamming other bills through. 
 So my point with regard to the problems we are having as far 
as governmental process, in my view, it is not the result of bad 
wording in the Constitution; it is the result of us not following 
the current words of the Constitution. So I might suggest, 
generally, that we as a legislature, if we adhered and the courts 
forced us to adhere to the current Constitution, we could have in 
the past avoided a lot of the problems we have had as far as 
putting ourselves into public disrepute. 
 The third point I want to make, which is related to the second 
point, is that it is my personal opinion—  I personally am not 
calling for a constitutional convention. I think that we can make 
adjustments, and I think the advice of the Evans bill might be 
helpful for us making those adjustments. I am not in favor of 
some of the more populist yet I think ill-considered proposals 
that constitutional convention people think of when they think 
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of a constitutional convention, like term limits and like 
shrinking the size of the legislature. I think they are a bad idea. 
 But I think in general, in summary, I am in support of the 
Evans bill because I think it is a healthy citizen's view of our 
current Constitution that might give us advice on how we might 
improve our process. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to this House bill and would leave it at 
this. This is an insider's approach to reforming State government 
through amending the Constitution versus an outsider's 
approach with significant precedent such as what took place 
in the '67-'68 Convention. HB 649, sponsored by Representative 
Craig Dally, is the vehicle that we should be addressing, 
in contrast to the vehicle that is in front of us, that was built 
upon significant precedent from the last time that we amended 
the State Constitution. And with all due respect, the notion that 
there would be 10 appointees from one party of insiders versus 
5 appointees from another party of insiders does not seem to me 
an honest approach to real reform, and I would urge an 
enthusiastic "no" vote against this bill. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Manderino. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of HB 1179, and I found myself listening to 
other members' remarks and agreeing very much with the facts 
of the gentleman from Chester County but coming to a different 
conclusion, and here is why. I am a supporter of a constitutional 
convention, and I have taken a lot of grief for that from some of 
my closest friends, who I think fear the movement of the day or 
fear the hysteria of the day. But I have done enough reading 
about the history of our past Constitutional Conventions that 
I know that the citizens of Pennsylvania will take very seriously 
the charge that they will be given for a constitutional convention 
and that it will be a very thoughtful and deliberative process by 
people with great diversity, as our Commonwealth is of great 
diversity, and the bottom line is, I trust the citizens of 
Pennsylvania, and I think that is what the gentleman from 
Chester County said. 
 But in my reading of the past histories of the Constitutional 
Convention – the maker of this bill alluded to it – we had a 
number of Constitutional Conventions in the 1700s and 1800s, 
and then from 1873 to 1968, more than 95 years, we had no 
constitutional convention. Now, some may say, well, maybe for 
95 years folks did not think we needed one. Not true. There 
were five other attempts from 1873 to 1967 to have 
constitutional conventions, and they never made it all the way 
through the process. Every time the reason was a little bit 
different; sometimes some of the reasons were the same. There 
was never any one reason or one impetus that citizens thought 
they wanted a constitutional convention, but the culmination 
of the mood of the moment just never brought it to fruition until 
1967, and preceded by that a commission or really almost kind 
of a marketing tour was put together by the then Governor, who 
tapped two former Governors, one from each party, to go out 
and sell this to the citizenry. 
 Now, why do I tell that story and why do I think it is relevant 
to this bill before us? Because I really think that if we are 
pragmatic, if we are practical about it, we are not going to get 
one big bite at the apple in one fell swoop, and this is a step to 
move us forward. I do not believe this step—  And there is 

absolutely nothing written in this bill that I could find when 
I read it, there is nothing in this bill that will preclude any other 
action from this General Assembly, from the citizenry at large 
to keep pushing for a full-blown constitutional convention. 
I expect that will happen. And as a matter of fact, a notice has 
gone out to folks who are part of the last session's bipartisan 
reform group, who are going to be forming again, after the 
Speaker's Reform Commission is now done, work groups on 
issues that were not tackled by the Speaker's Reform 
Commission. One of those is on the constitutional convention. 
I happen to be cochairing that one with Representative Dally. 
Some of you are on that committee. There is nothing that is not 
on our agenda. There is nothing that is not on the agenda that 
cannot be put on our agenda. There is nothing that cannot be put 
on the agenda of the House by any member in our committee 
process. Nothing is going to stymie moving forward if you want 
to move forward to a full constitutional convention. 
 But let me just remind you what our history of Pennsylvania 
tells us. It took 95 years and five attempts, from 1872 to 1968, 
to get folks where they want to go. Now, do you want to take 
one step forward to eventually get two or three or four steps 
forward, or do you want to stay standing still? I do not want to 
stand still. I will take the one step forward today that I have in 
front of me. I will vote "yes" on HB 1179. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Scavello. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just heard why we should vote for HB 1179, and frankly, 
I have compared HB 1179 to HB 649, and HB 649 has 
a tremendous amount of bipartisan support, so it is not just one 
side or the other, but the significance between the two pieces of 
legislation, it has the public involved in the process. There is an 
election process, and we involve the public. Our citizens can be 
part of the process. Here we are talking about appointed boards, 
15 appointed members, and of course it is 10-5. It is not the fair 
way of doing this. 
 If we are going to do this, then let us do it right. Let us bring 
the bill to the floor that really addresses the issue, and HB 649 
does that, and it has got bipartisan support. I am looking at the 
bill here. It is almost 50-50. 
 I urge the members to vote "no" on this piece of legislation 
and bring HB 649 to the table. If we truly want to do change, if 
we want to do a constitutional convention, that is the piece of 
legislation we need to vote for. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I urge a "no" vote. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Galloway. 
 Mr. GALLOWAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in favor of HB 1179 to create a study to hold a 
constitutional convention. Thirty States have studied their 
Constitution since Pennsylvania has last held its last 
Constitutional Convention. Forty-two States have provisions in 
their Constitution on constitutional conventions. Fourteen States 
require periodic submission of a ballot question allowing voters 
to determine if a constitutional convention is necessary. 
Seventeen States have held 26 Constitutional Conventions since 
1961. 
 Mr. Speaker, instead of looking at reform in a piecemeal 
approach, let us take a holistic approach and convene a study for 
the purpose of recommending a constitutional convention. 
 The Pennsylvania Constitution, Article I, section 2, states, 
"All power is inherent in the people, and all free governments 
are founded on their authority and instituted for their peace, 
safety and happiness. For the advancement of these ends they 
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have at all times an inalienable and indefeasible right to alter, 
reform or abolish their government in such manner as they may 
think proper." It goes on to state, the Pennsylvania Constitution 
of 1776, with emphasis added, "...except in such articles as 
shall hereafter on experience be found to require improvement." 
Benjamin Franklin on September 17, 1787, in his final 
statement during the Federal Constitutional Convention states, 
"For having lived long, I have experienced many instances of 
being obliged by better information, or fuller consideration, to 
change opinions even on important subjects, which I once 
thought right, but found to be otherwise." 
 Mr. Speaker, I intend to vote "yes" on this important 
legislation. I urge the members to do the same. Do not be afraid 
of change; embrace it. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Josephs. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of HB 1179, and I want to say several things 
about it and the process in the State Government Committee. It 
came out of committee with bipartisan votes. This was not 
a party-line vote at all. We had a hearing, really more like an 
informational meeting. People asked a lot of questions. It is not 
as if they were not informed and did not cast their vote with as 
much knowledge as they were able to garner from the sponsor 
of the bill, from the chair of the committee, and from all of the 
staff people involved. Let me also say that that was back in 
June. This is October – July, August, September. There was 
time, and we have new rules now. 
 All the people who are objecting about the way the 
appointments are being made and who the appointments are, 
where are the amendments on the floor that reflect their 
objections if they have so many objections? Where are they? 
I do not believe that people who have—  I do not impugn their 
motivation. I would never do that to another member of the 
House. We are all honorable here. But I wonder, I really wonder 
how serious anybody could be with the objections that are being 
made now when there is no amendment. I just think that people 
do not want to deal with a constitutional convention, and I think 
that that is not the right public policy. 
 I suggest that we continue in the bipartisan way that this bill 
moved through my committee, my very active committee, and 
vote "yes," all of us, for this bill so that we can look at our 
Constitution at long last. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Cohen. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am old enough to remember the 
Constitutional Convention. I am old enough to remember my 
mother's proud visit to the Constitutional Convention where she 
met James Michener, who was Secretary of the Constitutional 
Convention. After the Constitutional Convention, at least three 
of the members of the Constitutional Convention – Mercer Tate, 
Charlie Murray, Joe Goldstein – became good friends of mine, 
and I had the opportunity to talk about how the Constitutional 
Convention actually proceeded. 
 The Constitutional Convention considered many very 
difficult, very complex matters in a 90-day period of time. The 
advantage of the Constitutional Convention was that the 
members entered the Constitutional Convention without any 
fixed positions. The disadvantage of the Constitutional 
Convention was that because the vast majority of the members 
entered without any fixed positions, they acted without a heck 

of a lot of knowledge about what they were doing. They made 
changes which the voters ratified. The voters did not ratify all 
the changes that they recommended. The voters, for instance, 
rejected the idea that somebody other than the voters ought to 
select the judges in Pennsylvania. That was defeated by the 
voters after the Constitutional Convention. But all the other 
changes were approved. 
 One of the changes that was approved – changing the manner 
in which the legislature redistricts itself – is now a subject of 
further demands for reform. And another section that was 
changed – changing the time in which people could serve as 
judge so that everybody had to retire at age 70 – has basically 
created the situation where judges now who are in good health 
and think they are going to live well beyond age 70 start looking 
at the judicial career as a precursor to a postjudicial career, and 
more and more judges are retiring long before age 70 because 
they reason, well, they are going to have to retire anyway at age 
70 so they may as well get on with their second career, their 
postjudicial career, as quickly as possible. And these two 
changes stand in my mind as very, very significant changes. 
Only four areas of change were made, and these were two of 
them. 
 I do not think, from my knowledge of the people who were 
there, that the people who were delegates to the Constitutional 
Convention had any greater wisdom than the members of the 
General Assembly. Indeed, the members of the Constitutional 
Convention had a lot less factual knowledge than the members 
of the General Assembly. They were people, active citizens; 
they were active citizens. They went to a lot of community 
meetings, but I do not think at the community meetings they 
really discussed what the members of the Constitutional 
Convention voted on. And therefore, I am not terribly thrilled 
about the idea that we have to have another constitutional 
convention, that there is something we are missing here. The 
problem is that we have the legislators that may know an awful 
lot about a lot of these subjects and we need people who do not 
know anything about these subjects for them to make the right 
decision. 
 I basically disbelieve that having people without knowledge 
making decisions is better than having people with knowledge 
making decisions. I believe that generally the more knowledge 
you have, the better the decisions are made. And therefore, I do 
not believe it is a good idea to have another constitutional 
convention, and I do not think it is a good idea to move the 
process forward of having another constitutional convention. 
 Now, I think that we need change and that the change ought 
to be advocated on its merits by the advocates of the change. 
The bills ought to be introduced, speeches ought to be given, 
campaigns ought to be run, but we, ultimately, ought to make 
the decision because we are accountable. 
 Of my three friends who served at the Constitutional 
Convention, one never ran for office again, another ran once 
and was defeated, and a third had a mixed record – winning 
twice and losing three or four times. I do not believe that they 
had a better sense of what the public wants than we do. I think 
we are the ones with a better sense of what the public wants. 
We are the ones who clearly overwhelmingly will be running 
for reelection in the future. We are the ones who can be thrown 
out of office if we violate the public trust, and I think we are the 
ones who ought to be making the decisions. And therefore, 
reluctantly, because of my very warm feelings and great 
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admiration for the main advocate of this proposal, I would urge 
a "no" vote on it. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I want to echo the comments of my learned colleague from 
Philadelphia with that history lesson of his and those very 
knowledgeable comments that he just made, and I also want to 
thank the gentleman from Chester County, Mr. Schroder, for 
beginning this very good debate and bringing up some excellent 
points. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have a question, however, before I make some 
comments. Mr. Speaker, I have a question of the Speaker, 
I guess, who might be able to answer this, if it is appropriate 
under our parliamentary procedure. 
 I know there is a Speaker's Reform Commission, and I know 
we have done some work early on on some rules, and I thought 
that I heard during this legislative year that there were going to 
be different phases – phase 2, phase 3. I am not sure if the 
Speaker said this or I read this outside of the halls that one of 
the issues we were going to be dealing with, that the Speaker's 
Commission was going to be dealing with, was this idea of 
amending the Constitution or having a constitutional 
convention. I did not know if the Speaker could point me 
perhaps to someone that I might interrogate that might be aware 
of the agenda of the Speaker's Reform Commission to get an 
answer to that question. Who might be a good person to ask that 
question? 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair would inform the gentleman, 
Representative Gabig, it is not proper to interrogate the Speaker. 
Perhaps a member of the Speaker's Reform Commission would 
consent to stand for interrogation, and Representative Shapiro 
so states that he will stand for interrogation. 
 The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. Mr. Speaker, I will repeat my inquiry. 
I appreciate the gentleman who I think is one of the cochairs 
of the Speaker's Reform Commission. I thought that I had 
heard earlier this year – and I could be mistaken; I just want to 
get it clear before I make some comments – that one of the 
future things that the Speaker's Reform Commission was going 
to look at was this issue of a constitutional convention or a 
limited constitutional convention we have heard about or 
perhaps something that the gentleman from Philadelphia is 
recommending, a study of whether or not to have a 
constitutional convention. Is that on the agenda or has it already 
been on the agenda of the Speaker's Reform Commission? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. SHAPIRO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Speaker did not charge the Reform Commission with the 
duty of looking at the issue of a proposed constitutional 
convention. The Speaker has not charged us in the past to do 
that, nor has the Speaker charged us to look at that in the future. 
The gentleman may be reacting to a comment that the 
gentlelady from Philadelphia made just a few moments ago, 
resurrecting the idea of a bipartisan reform discussion on a 
constitutional convention. She was indeed referencing the task 
force that she and I believe Representative Dally cochair. That 
is outside of any work that the Speaker's commission on 
legislative reform is doing. 
 Mr. GABIG. I thank the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, for his 
clarification of that issue, and if I might speak on the bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 

 Mr. GABIG. I have mixed feelings about this. I want to 
compliment the gentleman from Philadelphia, the maker of this 
bill, Mr. Evans, for his concern about the Constitution and 
reforming the Constitution. 
 I do share some of the concerns, actually, that both sides 
have stated here. Actually, Mr. Vitali from Delaware County 
had a very good comment about some of the issues. Some of the 
problems we get into up here really did not have to do with 
there being any problems with the Constitution. The language, 
for many of us, was fairly clear, but in the press of the political 
arena up here, sometimes it becomes difficult to make sure we 
are strictly abiding by all the constitutional provisions. 
 But my thought here, given some of the comments that 
I have heard from both sides, from some of those on the 
leadership of the Democratic side to some of the senior 
members over here, it seems like this is an issue that the 
Speaker's Reform Commission could very well handle. There 
are a lot of very talented individuals on that. We just heard one 
of the excellent attorneys, lawyers here in Pennsylvania, who is 
a cochair, and I think that Chris Ross is a cochair on our side. 
And I know Jerry Nailor and Glen Grell from my county are on 
that Speaker's Commission. I think it would be an excellent 
issue for that commission to air out some of these questions and 
concerns before we take it up here on the House floor. Again, 
we heard Craig Dally has a bill that would take it straight to the 
people versus having this study on whether to take it to the 
people. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

 Mr. GABIG. So my recommendation – and I am going 
to make it in the form of a motion – is that we table 
consideration of this important piece of legislation at this time, 
not to kill it or kick it down the road in any way or even really 
to prejudice it in any way, because I am not sure how I am 
going to vote on final passage, but in order to have those very 
wise and knowledgeable minds that have been handling this 
issue of reform to take a look and see what is the best way 
that we can bring this to the people here in Pennsylvania. And 
so my recommendation is that we table this – and it is in a 
motion – table this for the purpose of the Speaker's Reform 
Commission taking up as one of their agenda items. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Gabig, 
moves that HB 1179, PN 1848, be tabled. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the motion, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Evans. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I have listened very carefully 
to both sides give comment on this, and, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
this body can do more than one thing at one time. Yes, the 
Speaker has formed the reform committee, and that is moving 
along one track, but, Mr. Speaker, this is only a study. This is 
only a study, Mr. Speaker. 
 We can put ourselves in the position where we could have 
this broad-based discussion. We do not have to have a situation 
where you say, you know, here is just the Speaker's Reform 
Commission and that is it, but we could also simultaneously be 
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discussing some of the issues that would deal with the long-term 
effect relating to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 So I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, a vote for tabling will send 
the right message. I went through the committee process. We 
had a hearing. Members had a chance to amend this bill on 
second consideration, and only one gentleman had offered an 
amendment and then he withdrew that amendment. No one else 
offered any amendment to this particular bill. But for those, 
Mr. Speaker, who believe that this is just an inside initiative, it 
is the exact same way it was structured in 1957, the exact same 
way – Governor, President pro tem, Speaker of the House, 
Senate minority leader, House minority leader. All of those 
people are elected by you. You elect those leaders, the Governor 
is elected by the people, so the accountability mechanism comes 
in in terms of holding the leadership accountable. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I do believe this body is capable of having 
this study take place as well as have the Speaker's Reform 
Commission take place. I do not think we have to be just limited 
to one particular issue, because no matter what the gentleman 
has said, the perception will be, the perception will be that this 
House will not at least want to consider this by saying, you put 
it on the table. So, Mr. Speaker, I would rather, from my 
perspective, that members either vote it up or down about doing 
this study rather than tabling it and not having this full-blown 
discussion. 
 So I think we should have it open, Mr. Speaker, and I am 
against the idea of tabling it because it has gone through 
a committee, it was conducted in the committee in terms of 
a hearing, it is now out on the House floor, and it should be 
voted "yes" or "no," Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the motion, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Josephs. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I echo the remarks of the gentleman from Philadelphia who 
spoke just previously. This bill went through my committee. 
People had an opportunity to learn about it. They had an 
opportunity to vote "yea" or "nay." The committee process is 
something that was abused very much in previous sessions. 
Now that we have one in place that works, that is bipartisan and 
cooperative, this is not the time to vote to table bills that have 
come through our process in the correct and reform matter. 
 Is this a perfect bill? No, it is not a perfect bill. Do we ever 
pass a perfect bill? I have been here since 1985, and I could 
say without fear of contradiction, no, we have never passed 
a perfect bill. Have we ever elected a perfect person? No, we 
have never elected a perfect person. 
 The SPEAKER. The lady will suspend. 
 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does Representative 
Gabig rise? 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In light of those very vigorous and strong arguments against 
the motion to table that I heard from the gentleman and 
gentlelady from Philadelphia, I would like to withdraw the 
motion. 
 I would like to correct a factual error that I made in my 
comments. I was looking directly at my good friend, David 
Steil, who is our cochair of that committee, and I think 
I mentioned another member's name, and I did not mean to 

insult either one of them. So it was David Steil, our cochair, and 
I apologize for that. 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to continue his 
comments on the bill? 
 Mr. GABIG. No. I would just like to withdraw the motion. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 The Chair recognizes Representative George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I will not be long. 
 I am amazed at how old I must be, because I was around 
during the last Constitutional Convention. In fact, I played a 
part in it. I do not know what took place that was so harmful in 
that we organized and put forth the district magisterial system 
and things of that nature, and I just want to remind all of you 
that if we could do something for the people of Pennsylvania 
that they would love, it would be for us to get along better with 
each other and not to be—  Mr. Speaker, if they do not shut the 
heck up, I am going to ask you to shut them up. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will refrain from using 
language on the floor. 
 The gentleman is correct. Members will please take their 
seats. The gentleman is entitled to be heard. 
 Mr. GEORGE. And I take deference with what you said, 
Mr. Speaker, and I resign right now. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Petri. 
 Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Members will take their seats. The House 
will come to order. Sergeants at Arms will clear the aisles. 
Conversations in the aisles, if they are important, will be taken 
off the floor. 
 Representative Petri is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We have heard a number of comments today about we are 
raising concerns about the constitutional convention and the 
language in the bill. I would like to draw the members' 
attention—  Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Members 
will take their seats. The House will come to order. The 
gentleman, Representative Petri, is entitled to be heard. 
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to draw the members' attention to some 
language in the proposed legislation. On page 2 at lines 22 and 
23, the commission is specifically barred from proceeding to 
look at Article I of the Constitution. The language says— 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend. Can the Chair 
suggest that the gentleman move closer to the microphone? 
Members are having difficulty hearing. Much better. 
 Mr. PETRI. How about that? We need taller mikes, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Page 2, line 22 to 23, reads, "THE COMMISSION SHALL 
NOT MAKE ANY RECOMMENDATIONS RELATING TO 
ARTICLE I OF THE CONSTITUTION OF 
PENNSYLVANIA...." Mr. Speaker, this is one provision that is 
long overdue in reviewing. 
 Section 1 of Article I actually starts with the language, "All 
men are born equally free and independent,..." and continues. 
Section 2 says, "All power is inherent in the people, and all 
free governments are founded on their authority...," et cetera. So 
you can see, just within article 1 to article 2 there is a difference 
in the language between the use of "men" and "people." Article 
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3, which deals with religious freedom, says, "All men have 
a natural and indefeasible right to worship Almighty God 
according to the dictates of their own consciences; no man can 
of right be compelled to attend, erect or support any place 
of worship...," et cetera. And then under section 4, "No person 
who acknowledges the being of a God and a future state of 
rewards and punishments shall, on account of his religious 
sentiments, be disqualified to hold any office or place of 
trust...." Mr. Speaker, I think Pennsylvania can do a lot better in 
its language, and 51 percent of our population probably agrees 
that this language should be addressed; it should not be 
excluded, which is what this legislation does. I think the matter 
should be readdressed and reconsidered, and if we are not 
prepared to amend language that was first adopted in the 1870s, 
shame on us, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative DePasquale. 
 Mr. DePASQUALE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am going to support HB 1179, and the reason for that is that 
I do believe the people of Pennsylvania want us to look at 
reforming our entire government and to study that in a 
comprehensive fashion, and this bill, I believe, is the best 
opportunity that we will have to look at all aspects of our 
government. 
 I want to make sure that I do not get into trouble when I say 
this, although that may be impossible, but my parents had yet to 
have met the last time Pennsylvania had a Constitutional 
Convention. The world has changed dramatically in that time, 
not to mention I am at least a couple years older, and so 
I believe that that is a long enough time that we have had 
without a convention. How we operate as a government, both 
this legislature and local governments and beyond, needs to be 
addressed, and I believe HB 1179 gives us the best opportunity 
for comprehensive reform that is well thought out and addresses 
all the issues of our day. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Baker. 
 Mr. BAKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I respectfully rise to oppose this legislation. 
I know the gentleman, Mr. Evans, is truly a gentleman and is 
well intentioned in introducing this bill. However, as a previous 
speaker just mentioned, I do not think reform for reform's sake 
means necessarily reforming the Constitution. I have yet to hear 
from one of my constituents that wants to see the Constitution 
necessarily changed. What compelling issue out there is pushing 
for reform necessarily of our Pennsylvania Constitution? We 
have a great democracy. Our U.S. Constitution is very old and 
very workable, very fair and viable. We have a great 
Pennsylvania Constitution that we can reference, and what 
reform we need I think we can reform right here internally on 
the floor of the House and in the Senate. It does not necessarily 
require that we change the Pennsylvania Constitution or make 
recommendations to change the Constitution of Pennsylvania. 
There is no compelling reason to do that at this point. What 
reform we need we can reform within this chamber and in the 
Senate. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, a half a million dollars in a study here, 
a half a million dollars studying here, it all adds up to millions. 
We have got to be careful about spending the taxpayer dollars, 
and if we are going to reform, let us stop spending more money 
here in Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do have to make a good-faith effort here in 
correcting the record of one or two of the previous speakers, and 

that is, there was a fair amount of opposition to this bill in the 
State Government Committee. There were 10 "no" votes, and 
there were many, many issues that were articulated and 
enunciated that were of great concern, and many of those the 
members have done a great job already in mentioning – the 
cost; the time frame in which to study the Constitution. You 
know, it is quite a magnitude, it is quite an undertaking to study 
the entire Constitution within the time frame that is enumerated 
within this legislation, and so that may be inadequate in and of 
itself. 
 But we are not necessarily opposed to the concept. As one 
other member mentioned, there are alternative pieces of 
legislation that have been proffered that may be a bit more 
palatable. So we are not necessarily opposed for trying to be an 
obstructionist or just trying to defeat the loyal opposition's 
legislation. That is not it at all. We really believe that there are 
other viable alternatives to consider, and this is not the bill. 
 Again, I want to applaud the gentleman. I think he is well 
intentioned. I think he is probably representing perhaps his 
constituents. Maybe he has heard from them that they want to 
see this happen. I know I have not heard from anybody that is 
supporting this or pushing for this legislation. In fact, all of my 
mail and my e-mails, all of it has been in opposition to this bill, 
and so, Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this legislation. Thank you 
very much. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. Please join the Chair in welcoming Megan 
Blessing. She is a district aide in Representative Scavello's 
Mount Pocono office. She is seated to the left of the Speaker. 
Please rise and be recognized. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1179 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Manderino for the second time. 
 Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I, too, wondered about why the amendment was added in 
the State Government Committee to prohibit looking at 
Article I of the Pennsylvania Constitution, because I was not on 
that committee. But after a very quick read of Article I, it is 
clear to me that it was not offered so that we cannot change 
gender-specific language to gender-neutral language – and I just 
want the 51 or 52 percent of the women in Pennsylvania to 
know that – but rather obviously folks had serious concerns 
about whether or not a constitutional convention would touch 
section 21 of Article I, which deals with the right to bear arms. 
And so in order to allay the fears of those who were concerned 
about whether or not there would be proposals to the 
Pennsylvania Constitution with regard to section 21, I very 
strongly suspect that that is the reason for the prohibition. So 
women of Pennsylvania, do not be concerned; we hear your 
voice; we know your needs. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to recognize 
Representative Preston. 
 Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, I heard a gentleman say that no one has called 
him, and perhaps we forget about the mail that we have 
received, but let us look at the issue about a constitutional 
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convention. I am not going to say I am for or against it, but I am 
in support of HB 1179. 
 We have all heard about the issues, for the 24 years that 
I have been here, about merit-based selection of appellate court 
judges statewide. Every member here has received some form 
of correspondence about that issue. Well, that could be handled 
under the constitutional convention. So for someone to be able 
to say that none of their constituents or no one has written them 
one way or another, contacting them about it, is not completely 
accurate, because we have all received the same e-mails. 
 Education and educational funding is not equitable across 
this State, whether it is in rural or urban areas, and some of the 
different suburban areas, in the coursework. That could be 
handled under constitutional conventions. Issues relative to 
transportation and governmental subunits, industrial 
development authorities, municipal authorities, all of these 
issues that over the last 23 years that I have heard here that we 
have not addressed, and yes, under Governor Ridge, under 
Governor Casey, and under this Governor Rendell, we have 
been trying to tackle the issue of property tax, and this body for 
a change, with our getting in the majority, we are finally trying 
to handle it, but for the last 12 years we did not do anything 
about it, but under a constitutional convention, each and every 
one of your constituents would have that right to be able to deal 
with it if it is handled appropriately. 
 So I do not see how we can sit down and say that a 
constitutional convention is not needed. Do you not care about 
the handicapped? Do you not care about the people in mental 
health/mental retardation, some of the State hospitals that we 
closed with a lack of funding and being able to work with this? 
That is what our Constitution is about, about fair and equal 
treatment, and under a constitutional convention, a lot of those 
issues could be handled, that a lot of us sitting here have been 
shying around the bush. 
 And during the last 12 years, and even including last year, 
we could have handled the issue about the size of the 
legislature, and I never saw a discharge resolution from the 
majority party at that particular time. The size of the legislature, 
even with—  I will give you an example. I do not know why, 
other than travel times in the late 1800s, why do our terms end 
November 30? Well, under a constitutional convention, that 
could be handled and put together where our terms would end at 
the end of the year so that people would eliminate the issue 
about the lame-duck session. 
 So for someone to be able to say that no one has called them 
or written them, if you have been here for more than 40 days, 
you have heard something, whether it is judges, transportation, 
education, or health care, that could be handled in the 
constitutional convention. Let us vote for HB 1179 and give 
people a right. This is something that needs to go on. This is 
about Ben Franklin, George Washington, and all of the people 
of Pennsylvania. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to recognize the prime 
sponsor of the bill. Are there any other members seeking 
recognition? 
 The Chair recognizes Representative Evans. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. "Each generation is as independent of the 
one preceding, as that was of all which had gone before. It has 
then, like them, a right to choose for itself the form of 
government it believes most promotive of its own happiness; 
consequently, to accommodate to the circumstances in which it 
finds itself, that received from its predecessors; and it is for the 

peace and good of mankind, that a solemn opportunity of doing 
this every nineteen or twenty years, should be provided by the 
constitution; so that it may be handed on, with periodical 
repairs, from generation to generation, to the end of time, if 
anything human can so long endure." Thomas Jefferson, 
July 12, 1816. Every 19 or 20 years – Thomas Jefferson. 
 Now, it is fascinating to think that when he wrote that letter 
and he said "every nineteen or twenty years," well, we would 
qualify here in Pennsylvania because it has been 40 years. We 
are asking just for a study. We are not calling for a convention; 
we are asking for a study. We are asking for a review. We are 
asking to look exactly where we are today and what it is we 
need for tomorrow. 
 I have heard all the various discussions that were expressed, 
but let me just say this to you: Depending upon your vote and 
depending on how people evaluate it, the fact of the matter is, 
when Representative Manderino said it took 95 years and six 
studies before we got to 1968, so at least maybe at this point, at 
40 years, we have got 55 more years to go, and if we do not 
pass this study, six more studies before we will even think about 
having some kind of assessment of where we are relating to our 
Constitution. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have to admit to you, I am really confused, 
I am very much confused, because we study a lot of things 
around here. We study about black fly; we study about 
education; we study about economic development. You name it, 
we study it. We study an awful lot of items around here, and the 
only thing I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is I have taken the exact 
language that was used in 1957 – no variation, the exact amount 
of money that was paid in 1957, no change – and the only thing 
I am saying, the only thing I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is let us 
have a study. That is all that I am saying. It has to go to the 
Senate; the Senate has to vote on it. If people want to offer an 
amendment, they can offer amendments to it. If people want to 
change the appointment process, they can change the 
appointment process. The only thing I am saying is, let us have 
an open discussion. 
 Mr. Speaker, may I get a little order, please? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The Sergeants at 
Arms will clear the aisles. Members will take their seats. 
Conferences will break up. 
 The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. So, Mr. Speaker, as I read this quote to you 
from Thomas Jefferson which says "Each generation is as 
independent of the one preceding…" – independent, each 
generation – here we are, 40 years since 1967. It did not say that 
you have to have a convention, it did not mandate that you have 
to have a convention; it only said, if you go back to read what 
I said, it said it would study and offer some recommendations, 
and it says 15 people. If the Speaker of the House and the 
minority leader and the majority leader do not make 
appointments that you think they are accountable, they are 
accountable to you. We elect the Speaker of the House. We 
elect our various leaders of the House. I have never seen such 
a thing where a body, in my view, is fearful, fearful, 
Mr. Speaker, of having this open discussion, because that is all 
it is. It is an open discussion. It is not mandated; you do not 
have to have it. The fact of the matter is, a group of citizens is 
going to go through a process to have this discussion. 
 So I ask you, Mr. Speaker, and I heard the concerns that have 
been expressed; I heard immediately going to a convention. I do 
not agree with that, Mr. Speaker. I think that there should be 
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some framework, I think that there should be some homework 
done, I think there should be some discussions, and I think that 
after you have those discussions and everything, and I think if 
members are not satisfied, you can go to your leaders and lobby 
them for appointments on the commission, but I think, 
Mr. Speaker, it is time, it is time to have this discussion. This 
discussion is long overdue from judges to reapportionment to 
any of these other things that you mentioned. It is time to have 
this discussion. 
 So I would hope, Mr. Speaker, you will allow this 
commission or this bill to pass this House and go to the Senate 
and we can continue this discussion. I hope that you will 
support HB 1179. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–83 
 
Belfanti Freeman Mann Shimkus 
Bennington Galloway Markosek Siptroth 
Bishop George McCall Smith, K. 
Blackwell Gerber McGeehan Smith, M. 
Brennan Grucela McI. Smith Solobay 
Buxton Hanna Melio Staback 
Caltagirone Harkins Mundy Sturla 
Carroll James Myers Tangretti 
Conklin Josephs O'Brien, M. Taylor, R. 
Costa Keller, W. Oliver Thomas 
Cruz Kenney Parker Vitali 
Curry Kessler Pashinski Wagner 
Daley King Payton Walko 
DeLuca Kirkland Petrone Wansacz 
DePasquale Kortz Preston Waters 
DeWeese Kula Readshaw Wheatley 
Donatucci Leach Roebuck White 
Eachus Lentz Sabatina Williams 
Evans, D. Levdansky Samuelson Wojnaroski 
Fabrizio Mahoney Santoni Yudichak 
Frankel Manderino Shapiro  
 
 NAYS–118 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Reed 
Argall Geist Marsico Reichley 
Baker Gergely McIlhattan Roae 
Barrar Gibbons Mensch Rock 
Bastian Gillespie Metcalfe Rohrer 
Bear Gingrich Micozzie Ross 
Benninghoff Godshall Millard Rubley 
Beyer Goodman Miller Sainato 
Biancucci Grell Milne Saylor 
Boback Haluska Moul Scavello 
Boyd Harhai Moyer Schroder 
Brooks Harhart Murt Seip 
Cappelli Harper Mustio Smith, S. 
Casorio Harris Nailor Sonney 
Causer Helm Nickol Stairs 
Civera Hennessey O'Neill Steil 
Clymer Hershey Payne Stern 
Cohen Hess Peifer Stevenson 
Cox Hickernell Perry Surra 
Creighton Hornaman Perzel Swanger 
Cutler Hutchinson Petrarca Taylor, J. 
Dally Kauffman Petri True 
Denlinger Keller, M. Phillips Turzai 

Dermody Killion Pickett Vereb 
DiGirolamo Kotik Pyle Vulakovich 
Ellis Longietti Quigley Watson 
Evans, J. Mackereth Quinn Yewcic 
Everett Maher Ramaley  
Fairchild Major Rapp O'Brien, D., 
Fleck Mantz Raymond    Speaker 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–2 
 
Pallone Youngblood   
 
 
 Less than the majority required by the Constitution having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the bill fell. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1519, 
PN 2476, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting posting signs on State 
property in cities of the first class; and establishing the Tree Vitalize 
Fund. 
 
 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. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. 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–142 
 
Adolph George Markosek Sainato 
Argall Gerber Marshall Samuelson 
Belfanti Gergely Marsico Santoni 
Bennington Gibbons McCall Saylor 
Beyer Gillespie McGeehan Scavello 
Biancucci Goodman McI. Smith Schroder 
Bishop Grucela McIlhattan Seip 
Blackwell Haluska Melio Shapiro 
Brennan Hanna Moul Shimkus 
Buxton Harhai Mundy Siptroth 
Caltagirone Harhart Murt Smith, K. 
Carroll Harkins Mustio Smith, M. 
Casorio Harris Myers Solobay 
Civera Helm Nailor Staback 
Cohen Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Conklin Hornaman O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Costa Hutchinson O'Neill Surra 
Cruz James Oliver Tangretti 
Curry Josephs Parker Taylor, J. 
Daley Keller, W. Pashinski Taylor, R. 
Dally Kenney Payton Thomas 
DeLuca Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DePasquale Killion Petrarca Wagner 
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Dermody King Petri Walko 
DeWeese Kirkland Petrone Wansacz 
DiGirolamo Kortz Phillips Waters 
Donatucci Kotik Preston Watson 
Eachus Kula Quinn Wheatley 
Evans, D. Leach Ramaley White 
Evans, J. Lentz Rapp Williams 
Fabrizio Levdansky Raymond Wojnaroski 
Fairchild Longietti Readshaw Yewcic 
Frankel Maher Reichley Yudichak 
Freeman Mahoney Roebuck  
Gabig Manderino Rubley O'Brien, D., 
Galloway Mann Sabatina    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–59 
 
Baker Ellis Mantz Roae 
Barrar Everett Mensch Rock 
Bastian Fleck Metcalfe Rohrer 
Bear Geist Micozzie Ross 
Benninghoff Gingrich Millard Smith, S. 
Boback Godshall Miller Sonney 
Boyd Grell Milne Stairs 
Brooks Harper Moyer Stern 
Cappelli Hershey Payne Stevenson 
Causer Hess Peifer Swanger 
Clymer Hickernell Perry True 
Cox Kauffman Pickett Turzai 
Creighton Keller, M. Pyle Vereb 
Cutler Mackereth Quigley Vulakovich 
Denlinger Major Reed  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–2 
 
Pallone Youngblood   
 
 
 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. 

DISCHARGE RESOLUTION 

 Mr. MUSTIO called up Discharge Resolution No. 1, 
entitled: 
 
 In the House, June 21, 2007 

Discharging Committee on State Government from further 
consideration of House Bill No. 55, Printer's No. 80, Resolved, That 
House Bill No. 55, Printer's No. 80, entitled "A Joint Resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, reducing the size of the General Assembly," having been 
referred to the Committee on State Government on January 30, 2007, 
and the committee not having reported the same to the House of Reps. 
for a period of over 15 legislative days, the committee is discharged 
from further consideration thereof. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt Discharge Resolution No. 1? 
 
 The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, 
Representative Mustio has called up Discharge Resolution 
No. 1. The question before the House is whether the State 
Government Committee should be discharged from 
consideration of HB 55, PN 80. 

 House rule 53 requires that 102 members, a majority of those 
members elected to the House, must agree to the resolution to 
discharge the State Government Committee. House rule 53 also 
provides that if 102 members do not agree, the resolution is 
defeated, and it will not be in order for the House to consider 
any other resolution seeking to discharge any bill or resolution 
related to or dealing with the same subject matter from the State 
Government Committee or any other committee of this House. 
 Before we proceed to debate on Discharge Resolution 1, the 
Chair reminds members that debate on the motion to discharge 
HB 55, PN 80, from the State Government Committee is limited 
solely to the reasons for or against discharging the bill from 
committee. Debate on the substance of the bill or on the issue of 
reducing the size of the General Assembly is not permitted. 
Therefore, because the debate is very narrow in scope, we will 
be monitoring the remarks of the members very carefully to 
ensure that they stay within these parameters. 
 The Chair recognizes Representative Mustio on the 
resolution. 
 Mr. MUSTIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and it is certainly 
out of respect for the rules, and I appreciate your monitoring my 
comments. And I also want to thank the Speaker's Office for 
their cooperation, and particularly the Parliamentarian for the 
number of inquiries that I had as far as how this procedure will 
work. 
 When I was first elected in 2003, there were a couple of bills 
that were proposed to reduce the size of the legislature, and 
again the following term there were a couple of bills that were 
introduced to reduce the size of the legislature. Last term 
I cosponsored a piece of legislation to do that, and there were 
hearings held in the Senate on a similar bill, the same language, 
and subsequently, the legislation that I drafted this term was 
modified to reflect the information from those hearings. Over 
the course of those couple of years, there have been various bills 
introduced to modify the size of the legislature, including a 
resolution, including a resolution that was introduced to reduce 
the size as well as far as discussing it. The total number of 
people that signed on in various capacities totaled 96, but again, 
the bills were never moved out of committees since I have been 
here. 
 So I have proffered up the discharge resolution to discharge 
the bill from the committee. A vote in the affirmative today, as 
my understanding, Mr. Speaker, does not pass the legislation; it 
does not say that you are for reducing the size, but what it does 
say is we are willing to debate that issue at some point, 
hopefully on the floor. My understanding is that a discharge 
resolution will discharge the bill from committee and then it 
will follow into the normal process, and I would like to 
encourage members to vote in favor of the discharge resolution 
to open this hall up for debate on the issue. 
 Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 On the discharge resolution, I would like to have the Chair's 
acquiescence to interrogate the gentlelady from Philadelphia, 
Representative Babette Josephs, the committee chair of the 
State Government Committee, the committee that would 
normally have jurisdiction over this debate, the debate on the 
reduction of the size of the legislature. If I could debate or 
interrogate the gentlelady? 
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 The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, has the – and I do not know 
the answer to this question; I am going to speculate – but has 
the honorable gentleman from Allegheny, my worthy colleague, 
the prime motivator of this effort, corresponded with you or 
your staff relative to having a committee hearing on a reduction 
in the size of the legislature? 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. No, he has not. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Have you had any formal or informal chats 
with our good friend from Allegheny County, our honorable 
colleague from Allegheny County, the nice guy that is 
generating this debate? 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. I have had no formal chats, and I do not 
remember any informal chats, to the best of my memory. I have 
not discussed this with the gentleman at all. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Would the gentlelady, would the gentlelady 
take that State Government Committee, Democrats and 
Republicans alike, and move around the State in all four corners 
and have public hearings, and then, after the conclusion of those 
hearings, have a formal vote in the committee of State 
Government on this issue? 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Yes, I would. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. No further questions to the gentlelady, 
Mr. Speaker, but just a couple more words on the discharge 
resolution. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thanks to Mr. Steil, Mr. Shapiro, and their 
colleagues, the men and women in the Reform Commission, we 
have made significant alterations in the status quo. The way we 
do business in this House is not the way we did business in the 
last session or in the many previous sessions when I have 
served. 
 One of the areas of focus during the last 10 months has been 
to reinvigorate the committee system. The gentlelady from 
Philadelphia is the chair of the State Government Committee. 
Legislation dealing with the reduction in the size of the 
legislature naturally flows to that committee, and then with a 
favorable vote, it would come to the floor. If it had an 
unfavorable vote, it would not come to the floor. But for my 
young colleagues on both sides of the aisle, if this were the 
22d or 23d month of a 24-month session, then a discharge 
resolution might ring more clearly relative to our parliamentary 
process. If we are going to respect this institution and this 
chamber, if we are going to respect Republican and Democratic 
leaders and Republican and Democratic committee 
chairpersons, we should at least allow for this very, very 
dynamic and complex issue, because it is not as simple as it 
may seem at first blush to have four committee hearings, then a 
committee meeting, and then a vote. 
 So with these commitments, I would respectfully ask the 
membership to deny a discharge resolution at this juncture, and 
if for some reason we needed it in the 22d or 23d or 24th month 
of a General Assembly session, that kind of debate would be 
altogether different. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, with all due respect, I would ask that this 
effort be negated. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader, 
Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also rise to oppose the discharge resolution. 

 Mr. Speaker, I am not saying that I would never support a 
discharge resolution, but I would say, Mr. Speaker, that I would 
do it under an extreme circumstance, and I suppose each 
member of this body is left to their own judgment as to at what 
point they go to that extraordinary measure of pushing a 
discharge resolution. For me, Mr. Speaker, it is after you have 
exhausted every other viable means of getting a piece of 
legislation considered by the standing committee to which it 
was committed. 
 Mr. Speaker, at this juncture in the process, in the normal 
legislative process that this body has held as a cornerstone of a 
democratic republic of the oldest standing body of elected 
representatives in the world, Mr. Speaker, I do not, in my 
judgment, believe that that has been the case here. I therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, would ask the members to vote against the 
discharge resolution and allow the committee pressures and 
process to proceed as they have, and I believe that is in the best 
interest of the legislative process in the long haul. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. First of all, Mr. Speaker, even though you 
have directed us to stay on the item, allow me to apologize to 
you. I think it takes a poor man who will not apologize, and 
I ask— 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. GEORGE. —and I ask that you would accept it. 
 And also to my colleagues who once in a while we forget 
who we are and what we are, and here we are with a resolution, 
and we ought to just search our own conscience and say, hey, 
look, even the rough-textured guys like Bud George, are we 
worthy? Are we useful? Are we beneficial to those that we 
serve? Do we care for the rich and the poor alike? Do we care 
for those that are less fortunate than us? Do we care for people 
in the opposite party the same as we do? And if you do and if 
you believe that this government belongs to those that you love 
and love you to send you back time and time again, I would say, 
look, this is not the time. The time before us is the time to do 
these good things we all promised the people we would do this 
term. 
 Again, Mr. Speaker, I apologize. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes Representative John Taylor. 
 Mr. J. TAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 While I am not in favor of the bill that we are trying to 
discharge, I think it is important for all of us to have the debate 
that this discharge resolution will have occur. I think we are, as 
members across this State, constantly trying to defend exactly 
what we do and when we do it. This debate about how 
important our districts are, how important the size is, what we 
do for constituents on a daily basis, both here and back in our 
districts, I think it is an important debate. 
 I would ask for a positive vote on this resolution, and in the 
alternative, I would welcome the chair of the State Government 
Committee to have those hearings as well. But I think this is a 
debate that should occur, and hopefully you will discharge this 
bill. Thanks. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Schroder. 
 Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, Mr. Speaker, this takes me back in time a little 
bit. I seem to remember a couple years back when the Speaker 
and I were on opposite sides of a discharge argument. Some 
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people might even remember. I do not know whether we will be 
on opposite sides of the vote today or not, but that is not really 
relevant. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think it is important to put some things into 
context. The discharge rule has been a part of our rules for, 
I believe, a very long time, at least as long as I have been here 
and I am sure much longer, so it is in our body of rules and our 
body of legislative procedure for a reason. Yet, Mr. Speaker, 
every time someone dares to raise the discharge issue or bring it 
to the floor, there are those who go to great lengths to castigate 
it, to denigrate the efforts of the maker of that resolution or that 
motion, and argue. You will hear arguments about the integrity 
of the committee system and the culture of the House and 
whatnot. But, Mr. Speaker, my point is this: If the Democratic 
leader and other leaders are so insistent that this form of 
legislative process never be used, then it should probably just be 
stripped from our House rules. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would point out that the Speaker's Reform 
Commission did a thorough and exhaustive review of the House 
rules at the beginning of this session, and never once did anyone 
suggest changing, that I recall, ever suggest changing the 
discharge rule or stripping it out. So, Mr. Speaker, there has to 
be some presumption, I believe, that the rule remains in our 
House rules and that therefore members are eligible to use it 
when their efforts on an issue like this have been frustrated. 
 Mr. Speaker, I know that the gentleman, Mr. Mustio, this is 
an issue that has been promoted by him for a number of years, 
and he has not had success in moving this proposal through the 
committee system. So I just want to say I think it is entirely 
appropriate that Representative Mustio brings this to the floor at 
this moment, and, Mr. Speaker, we are not on the merits of the 
issue at all today; that will be debated in the future. So I would 
just say, I do not think we have anything to fear by use of the 
discharge resolution, and I will be voting in favor of 
Representative Mustio's motion on the resolution. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask members again to take 
their seats. The Chair is about to recognize the sponsor of the 
discharge resolution. Are there any other members seeking 
recognition? 
 Representative Mustio. 
 Mr. MUSTIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I feel that I have to address some of the comments that were 
made and put them in context. 
 As I had indicated—  Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The Sergeants at 
Arms will clear the aisles. Members will take their seats. 
Conferences will break up. Members in the rear of the House 
will take their seats. Members on the side aisles will also take 
their seats. 
 Mr. MUSTIO. Mr. Speaker, the reason that I want to stand 
my ground on this and then have a vote, we have seen too many 
important issues come before us, and you fill in the blank, you 
know, whether it is the property taxes, the tort reform, the health 
insurance, all those issues that we have not been able to get 
solved for the residents of Pennsylvania, whether we have 
203 members or 161. My fear, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
parliamentary gymnastics that sometimes occur in this chamber, 
if I agree to the hearings, it will never be back here again and 
able to force this bill out of committee. 
 Similar legislation had hearings in the Senate, and that is 
why we changed from a 40-percent reduction to a 20-percent 
reduction, and with fiscal prudence being as it is nowadays, 

I did not see any reason to go through the expense, quite 
honestly, of conducting those hearings. We had a presentation 
in front of the Speaker's Commission on Reform by 
representatives from the NCSL (National Conference of State 
Legislatures) who addressed and provided us information on the 
size of legislatures throughout our country and the cost of those 
legislatures. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, we have 96 members who have 
signed on to various forms of legislation to reform the size of 
our body, and I think now is the time that we can put up that 
vote to say that we are serious about all those bills that we 
signed onto as cosponsors. I think, in addition, it gives us an 
opportunity, those 50 new members who ran on reform, to 
actually vote in the affirmative and have something passed that 
has not passed in over 40 years in this body. We have actually 
been part of history, so to speak. 
 So I would ask for your support and certainly will count on 
that as we move this bill forward. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt Discharge Resolution No. 1? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–65 
 
Barrar Gillespie Maher Raymond 
Bastian Gingrich Mantz Readshaw 
Bear Godshall Markosek Reed 
Benninghoff Grell Marshall Reichley 
Boyd Harhart McI. Smith Roae 
Civera Harris McIlhattan Rock 
Conklin Hickernell Moul Rohrer 
Cox Hornaman Moyer Schroder 
Creighton Hutchinson Murt Smith, M. 
Cutler Kauffman Mustio Stairs 
Dally Kenney Nailor Steil 
Denlinger Kessler Nickol Swanger 
DiGirolamo Killion O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Evans, J. King Perry True 
Everett Lentz Perzel Turzai 
Gabig Mackereth Petri Vulakovich 
Galloway    
 
 NAYS–136 
 
Adolph Frankel McGeehan Saylor 
Argall Freeman Melio Scavello 
Baker Geist Mensch Seip 
Belfanti George Metcalfe Shapiro 
Bennington Gerber Micozzie Shimkus 
Beyer Gergely Millard Siptroth 
Biancucci Gibbons Miller Smith, K. 
Bishop Goodman Milne Smith, S. 
Blackwell Grucela Mundy Solobay 
Boback Haluska Myers Sonney 
Brennan Hanna O'Brien, M. Staback 
Brooks Harhai Oliver Stern 
Buxton Harkins Parker Stevenson 
Caltagirone Harper Pashinski Sturla 
Cappelli Helm Payne Surra 
Carroll Hennessey Payton Tangretti 
Casorio Hershey Peifer Taylor, R. 
Causer Hess Petrarca Thomas 
Clymer James Petrone Vereb 
Cohen Josephs Phillips Vitali 
Costa Keller, M. Pickett Wagner 
Cruz Keller, W. Preston Walko 
Curry Kirkland Pyle Wansacz 
Daley Kortz Quigley Waters 
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DeLuca Kotik Quinn Watson 
DePasquale Kula Ramaley Wheatley 
Dermody Leach Rapp White 
DeWeese Levdansky Roebuck Williams 
Donatucci Longietti Ross Wojnaroski 
Eachus Mahoney Rubley Yewcic 
Ellis Major Sabatina Yudichak 
Evans, D. Manderino Sainato  
Fabrizio Mann Samuelson O'Brien, D., 
Fairchild Marsico Santoni    Speaker 
Fleck McCall   
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–2 
 
Pallone Youngblood   
 
 
 Less than the majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in 
the negative and Discharge Resolution No. 1 was not adopted. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Are there any announcements? 
Announcements? 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Josephs. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Mr. Speaker, I refrain from debating, but I 
would like to put something about the activity of the State 
Government Committee on the record, under unanimous 
consent. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair sees no objection. The lady is in 
order. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you. 
 I would like to report to the members that the House State 
Government Committee has reported out 27 House bills and 
5 Senate bills as well as 2 House resolutions. We moved 
Republican and Democratic bills. We moved campaign finance 
legislation. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the lady suspend? 
 The Chair was under the impression the lady was going to 
submit remarks for the record. Is that the lady's intention? 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. I will do that if that is what you would like. 
I will submit remarks for the record. That would be fine. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you. 
 
 Ms. JOSEPHS submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 As Chair of the State Government Committee, I am distressed that 
some members are attempting to bypass the committee process. I do 
not recall ever discussing this bill with the bill's sponsor. He never sent 
a memo or discussed the matter with me either formally or informally. 
Neither has he ever urged me to hold a public hearing on the issue or to 
have the committee consider the bill for a vote. 
 As many of you know, the State Government Committee has a 
strong record of accomplishment so far during this session. We have 
reported out 27 House bills and 5 Senate bills, as well as 2 House 
resolutions. We have reported legislation sponsored by Democratic and 
Republican members alike. We have reported important and complex 

bills such as campaign finance legislation, retirement code legislation, 
Project 70 land legislation, and land conveyance and transfers. 
 We have also passed out legislation to divest from Sudan over the 
genocide in Darfur, and we have moved legislation divesting from 
State sponsors of terror. We have reported legislation to move the 
Presidential primary, and we have also authorized a study of polling 
place locations. We reported legislation which would have established 
a commission to study the Constitution that was defeated on the floor 
today. 
 We have held public hearings and informational meetings on 
numerous and diverse issues such as changing the date of the 
Presidential primary, a Pennsylvania State Employees Credit Union 
land conveyance, riparian rights, open records, campaign finance 
reform, and amending the Human Relations Act to protect citizens 
from discrimination. 
 On Wednesday we will consider legislation that will improve the 
Commonwealth's open records law. This State has always operated 
under the assumption that information generated by State government 
belongs to State government. We hope to turn that assumption on its 
head. Documents and information belong to the people whom we 
serve. 
 This is not a committee resistant to reform. This committee is 
moving on reform in a thoughtful and bipartisan way. I urge my 
colleagues to respect the integrity of the committee process and vote 
"no" on the discharge resolution. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Are there any other announcements? The 
Chair informs the members there are no other formal votes to be 
taken today. The Chair has some housekeeping issues it will 
attend to. 

RESOLUTIONS 

 Mr. DeWEESE called up HR 352, PN 2084, entitled: 
 

A Resolution directing the Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee to study alternatives to the liquid fuels tax for purposes of 
funding the Commonwealth's transportation infrastructure and to report 
its findings to the General Assembly. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 

RESOLUTION TABLED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that HR 352 be removed from the active calendar 
and placed on the tabled bill calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTION REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that HR 352 be removed from the tabled bill 
calendar and placed on the active calendar. 
 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
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* * * 
 
 Mr. DeWEESE called up HR 353, PN 2085, entitled: 
 

A Resolution directing the Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee to study the feasibility and cost-effectiveness of placing 
transit agency employees under the Commonwealth's jurisdiction for 
the purposes of providing health benefits and pension benefits and to 
make a report. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 

RESOLUTION TABLED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that HR 353 be removed from the active calendar 
and placed on the tabled bill calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to.  

RESOLUTION REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that HR 353 be removed from the tabled bill 
calendar and placed on the active calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be removed from the tabled 
bill calendar: 
 
  HB   157; 
  HB   163; 
  HB   258; 
  HB   465; 
  HB   534; 
  HB   620; 
  HB   656; 
  HB   659; 
  HB   660; 
  HB   661; 
  HB   785; 
  HB   893; 
  HB   913; 
  HB   921; 
  HB   984; 
  HB 1011; 
  HB 1065; 
  HB 1070; 
  HB 1180; 
  HB 1186; 
  HB 1291; 
  HB 1374; 
  HB 1555; 

  HB 1830; and 
  SB   810. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 
 
  HB   157; 
  HB   163; 
  HB   258; 
  HB   465; 
  HB   534; 
  HB   620; 
  HB   656; 
  HB   659; 
  HB   660; 
  HB   661; 
  HB   785; 
  HB   893; 
  HB   913; 
  HB   921; 
  HB   984; 
  HB 1011; 
  HB 1065; 
  HB 1070; 
  HB 1180; 
  HB 1186; 
  HB 1291; 
  HB 1374; 
  HB 1555; 
  HB 1830; and 
  SB   810. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is there any further business? 
 The House will convene special session at 6:05. 

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. 

ADJOURNMENT 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative White 
from Washington County, who moves that this House do now 
adjourn until Tuesday, October 16, 2007, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 6:04 p.m., e.d.t., the House 
adjourned. 
 


