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SESSION OF 2007 191ST OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 104 

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

THE SPEAKER (DENNIS M. O'BRIEN) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 HON. MATTHEW E. BAKER, member of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Let us bow our heads in prayer and thanksgiving. 
 Almighty and loving God, as we approach Thanksgiving 
Day, we have so much to be thankful for in our nation and our 
State. Heighten our gratitude for the blessings You so 
graciously bestow upon us. Thank You for our families and our 
health. O God, thank You for our freedoms, when so many in 
our world live in fear. Thank You for our military, our troops, 
who preserve those freedoms and keep them safe from harm. 
 O God, when we have food, help us to remember the hungry; 
when we have work, help us to remember the jobless; when we 
have a warm home, help us to remember the homeless; when we 
are without pain, help us to remember those who suffer, and 
remembering, help us to destroy complacency and stir our 
compassion to help in word and deed. Thank You for all our 
blessings that You grant us daily, and may we all be good 
stewards and live our lives humbly in providing servant 
leadership to honor and glorify You. With hearts of 
thanksgiving, we pray, Lord. 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 Monday, November 19, 2007, will be postponed until 
printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair turns to requests for leaves of 
absence and recognizes the majority whip, who requests that 
Representative BISHOP from Philadelphia, Representative 
STABACK from Lackawanna, and Representative OLIVER 

from Philadelphia be placed on leave for the day. The Chair 
sees no objection. The leaves will be granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the minority whip, who requests that 
Representative GINGRICH from Lebanon and Representative 
HICKERNELL from Lancaster be placed on leave for the day. 
The Chair sees no objection. These 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. 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip, 
who requests that Representative MICOZZIE be placed on 
leave for the day. Without objection, this leave will be granted. 
The Chair sees no objection. 

MASTER ROLL CALL CONTINUED 

 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–196 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Helm Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hennessey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hershey O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hess Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hornaman Parker Surra 
Cohen Hutchinson Pashinski Swanger 
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Conklin James Payne Tangretti 
Costa Josephs Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Kauffman Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, M. Perry Thomas 
Curry Keller, W. Perzel True 
Cutler Kenney Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Kessler Petri Vereb 
Dally Killion Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca King Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kirkland Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kortz Preston Walko 
Dermody Kotik Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Kula Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Leach Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Lentz Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Levdansky Rapp White 
Ellis Longietti Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Mackereth Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Maher Reed Yewcic 
Everett Mahoney Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Major Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Manderino Rock  
Fleck Mann Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mantz Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman Markosek   
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Staback 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver  
 
 LEAVES ADDED–1 
 
Helm 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 
 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 Mr. PETRI submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to bring to the attention of the 
Speaker and the members of the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives the names of 12 students in the Council Rock  
School District who recently participated in an essay contest on  
"Fire Safety in the Home." 
 Mr. Speaker, the contest was sponsored by the Society of  
Chartered Property and Casualty Underwriters and was cosponsored by 
the school district. 
 Whereas, Fire Safety in the home is an important subject for the 
entire family to discuss and practice. The knowledge of understanding 
what to do in case of a fire can help save a life or prevent serious injury 
from occurring. 
 Now therefore, Mr. Speaker and members of the House of 
Representatives, it is my privilege to congratulate and place in the 
Legislative Journal the names of the outstanding students:  
Hannah Millstein, Anastasiya Koziychuk, Tyler Patricelli,  
Sophia Datsko, Nicole Zibelman, Samantha Gougher, Amanda Sgro, 
Carly Blair, Jeffrey Rizzo, Steven Miller, Nicholas Wu, and  
Dorothy Vosik. 
 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to bring to the attention of the 
Speaker and the members of the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives the name of Andrew Mark LePine, who has recently 
been awarded Scouting's highest honor – Eagle Scout. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to the members of the House of 
Representatives the following citation of Andrew Mark LePine. 
 Whereas, Andrew Mark LePine earned the Eagle Award in 
Scouting. This is the highest award that Boy Scouts can bestow and, as 
such, represents great sacrifice and tremendous effort on the part of this 
young man. He is a member of Troop 29. 
 Now therefore, Mr. Speaker and members of the House of 
Representatives, it is my privilege to congratulate and place in the 
Legislative Journal the name Andrew Mark LePine. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to introduce, as the 
guest of Representative Ron Miller, Matthias Wagman. 
Matthias is a student at Dallastown High School. He will be 
serving as a guest page of Representative Ron Miller today. 
Matthias, would you please stand and be recognized. 
 Also, in the gallery, we have two guests of Representative 
Art Hershey. They are J.D. Dunbar, director of the  
Pennsylvania Rural Leadership Program, and John Davie from 
the Dickinson Law School. Would you please stand to be 
recognized. 
 We would like to recognize, as the guests of Representative 
Marguerite Quinn, students visiting from the Community 
Conservatory of Music located in Doylestown. They are seated 
in the gallery, and they will be performing in the main rotunda 
at noon. Would you please stand to be recognized. 
 We would like to recognize, as the guests of Representative 
Stan Saylor, Eric Tome and Zachary Flaharty. They are guest 
pages. They both attend Eastern York High School. Would you 
please stand and be recognized. 
 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1323, PN 1772 By Rep. FREEMAN 
 
An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.343, No.176), 

known as The Fiscal Code, further providing, in Local Government 
Capital Project Loan Fund provisions, for assistance to municipalities. 

 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

 
 

HB 1525, PN 2872 (Amended) By Rep. FREEMAN 
 
An Act amending the act of July 31, 1968 (P.L.805, No.247), 

known as the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, further 
providing for definitions, for comprehensive plans and for compliance 
by counties; providing for proposed ordinances; and further providing 
for impact fees and for transportation capital improvement plans. 

 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 
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CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. ROHRER called up HR 510, PN 2867, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing November 20, 2007, as "Cyber Charter 
Education Day - Cyber 101 Day" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–193 
 
Adolph Freeman Mantz Rohrer 
Argall Gabig Markosek Ross 
Baker Galloway Marshall Rubley 
Barrar Geist Marsico Sabatina 
Bastian George McCall Sainato 
Bear Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Belfanti Gergely McI. Smith Santoni 
Benninghoff Gibbons McIlhattan Saylor 
Bennington Gillespie Melio Scavello 
Beyer Godshall Mensch Schroder 
Biancucci Goodman Metcalfe Seip 
Blackwell Grell Millard Shapiro 
Boback Grucela Miller Siptroth 
Boyd Haluska Milne Smith, K. 
Brennan Hanna Moul Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Smith, S. 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Solobay 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Sonney 
Cappelli Harper Mustio Stairs 
Carroll Harris Myers Steil 
Casorio Helm Nailor Stern 
Causer Hennessey Nickol Stevenson 
Civera Hershey O'Brien, M. Sturla 
Clymer Hess O'Neill Surra 
Cohen Hornaman Pallone Swanger 
Conklin Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Costa James Payne Taylor, J. 
Cox Josephs Payton Taylor, R. 
Creighton Kauffman Peifer Thomas 
Curry Keller, M. Perry True 
Cutler Keller, W. Perzel Turzai 
Daley Kenney Petrarca Vereb 
Dally Kessler Petri Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrone Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Phillips Wagner 
DePasquale Kirkland Pickett Walko 
Dermody Kortz Preston Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pyle Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Quigley Watson 
Donatucci Leach Quinn Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Ramaley Williams 
Ellis Levdansky Rapp Wojnaroski 
Evans, D. Longietti Raymond Yewcic 
Evans, J. Mackereth Readshaw Youngblood 
Everett Maher Reed Yudichak 
Fabrizio Mahoney Reichley  
Fairchild Major Roae O'Brien, D., 
Fleck Manderino Rock    Speaker 
Frankel Mann Roebuck  
 
 NAYS–3 
 
Pashinski Shimkus White  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 

 EXCUSED–7 
 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Staback 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Ms. RAPP called up HR 511, PN 2868, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing December 2, 2007, as "The Order of the 
Silver Rose Day" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Rapp. 
 The Chair will ask members and guests to please take their 
seats. Conferences will break up. Members will take their seats. 
Conversations will cease. 
 Representative Rapp. 
 Ms. RAPP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Agent orange, a chemical defoliant, is and was a weapon of 
war deployed by American forces against the enemy during the 
Vietnam war. Over 22 1/2 million gallons were sprayed to 
defoliate areas of the jungle and destroy crops. Thousands of 
Pennsylvania service men and women have been wounded and 
killed by agent orange dioxins since the end of the war. 
 The Veterans' Administration and the government recognize 
43 cancers and sicknesses, including diabetes II and memory 
loss, as agent-orange related and service connected but offer  
no honors or recognition to these heroes. 
 Soldiers who have risked their lives for our country are 
deserving of the Order of the Purple Heart for Military Merit, 
commonly called the Purple Heart, if they were wounded or 
killed in battle as a result of chemical, biological, or nuclear 
agents released by enemy forces. American soldiers exposed to 
agent orange in Vietnam were not recognized for this honor and 
received no medal or recognition for injuries sustained from 
exposure to the chemical. 
 The Order of the Silver Rose is an informal society that 
recognizes the courage, heroism, and contributions of American 
service members found to have been exposed to agent orange 
dioxins and strives to bring this matter of disregard to the 
attention of veterans and civilian communities in America with 
the presentation of the Prestigious Silver Rose Award to all who 
are eligible. 
 The Order of the Silver Rose exists for the sole purpose of 
recognizing the United States military personnel exposed to and 
suffering from the effects of agent orange, as they are deserving 
of the Purple Heart. 
 Personal sacrifices have gone neglected by the very nation 
for whom those sacrifices were made. Please join me in 
recognizing that every Vietnam veteran should be given honors 
and recognition for their sacrifices, regardless of whether they 
are living or deceased, due to these exposures. Until the U.S. 
appropriately honors these victims, the Order of the Silver Rose 
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will continue to offer the Prestigious Silver Rose Award gratis 
to all eligible Vietnam veterans or their families. 
 As members of the Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
and as proud Americans, we must encourage the President of 
the United States to grant the Order of the Purple Heart to 
American soldiers who were injured from their exposure to 
agent orange during the Vietnam war. 
 In doing so, please join me in recognizing December 2, 
2007, as the Order of the Silver Rose Day in Pennsylvania to 
celebrate, honor, and offer gratitude to all of the 
Commonwealth's veterans who have yet to be justly recognized 
and who gave the ultimate sacrifice for the rights and freedoms 
of Americans. 
 Thank you, and I ask you for an affirmative vote on this 
resolution. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to support this resolution and commend the lady on it, 
but I have to add an additional comment, because we talked 
about agent orange and its effect on American soldiers once 
before, and I had a thought in my head I never expressed, and  
I always regretted that, and I think I am going to do it now. 
 I was in Vietnam last year and I saw a number of 50- and  
60-year-old men and women who were affected by agent orange 
and the maladies they suffered, and I also learned that even 
babies these days – because that is in the bloodstreams and the 
genetics of adults – they are, in that country, still suffering the 
ill effects, innocent children, of agent orange. And I think the 
lesson for us is that when we wage a war, the effects of that war 
go on and on and on, and it is something just for us to think 
about. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Helm Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hennessey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hershey O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hess Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hornaman Parker Surra 
Cohen Hutchinson Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin James Payne Tangretti 
Costa Josephs Payton Taylor, J. 

Cox Kauffman Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, M. Perry Thomas 
Curry Keller, W. Perzel True 
Cutler Kenney Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Kessler Petri Vereb 
Dally Killion Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca King Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kirkland Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kortz Preston Walko 
Dermody Kotik Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Kula Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Leach Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Lentz Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Levdansky Rapp White 
Ellis Longietti Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Mackereth Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Maher Reed Yewcic 
Everett Mahoney Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Major Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Manderino Rock  
Fleck Mann Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mantz Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman Markosek   
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Staback 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. SCAVELLO called up HR 512, PN 2871, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing the life accomplishments and 
extraordinary contributions of David J. Williams to the vaccine 
industry in the United States. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
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Carroll Helm Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hennessey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hershey O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hess Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hornaman Parker Surra 
Cohen Hutchinson Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin James Payne Tangretti 
Costa Josephs Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Kauffman Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, M. Perry Thomas 
Curry Keller, W. Perzel True 
Cutler Kenney Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Kessler Petri Vereb 
Dally Killion Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca King Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kirkland Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kortz Preston Walko 
Dermody Kotik Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Kula Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Leach Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Lentz Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Levdansky Rapp White 
Ellis Longietti Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Mackereth Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Maher Reed Yewcic 
Everett Mahoney Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Major Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Manderino Rock  
Fleck Mann Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mantz Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman Markosek   
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Staback 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. PHILLIPS called up HR 452, PN 2642, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing our State song and observing the week 
of November 25 through 30, 2007, as "Sing Pennsylvania Week" in 
Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the resolution, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Phillips. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Next week marks a very special anniversary here in 
Pennsylvania, and I would like to take a moment today to 
recognize that. 
 Our Commonwealth of Pennsylvania became an official 
member of the United States of America on December 7, 1787, 
nearly 220 years ago. For most of that time our Commonwealth 
was without a State song. 
 As lawmakers, we recognize the valuable role that the arts 
have played in our history. In fact, we stand before this 

beautiful mural every day we are here in Harrisburg to be 
reminded of our great and lasting history. But for so many years 
we were one of the only States in our country not to celebrate 
our history through song. 
 Many of my colleagues here in the House will remember that 
we corrected that oversight in 1990. Seventeen years ago next 
week our late Governor, Robert Casey, signed into law our  
State song. It was written and scored by Eddie Khoury and 
Ronnie Bonner. 
 To celebrate that anniversary, Representative Fairchild and  
I have introduced HR 452 to mark November 25 through 30, 
2007, as "Sing Pennsylvania Week." Unfortunately, few 
Pennsylvanians have become aware that this Commonwealth 
has an official song and even fewer can recognize and sing it. 
Through this resolution, we are encouraging Pennsylvanians to 
learn more about our State song. 
 The commemoration of our State song would not be 
complete without a performance of that song, appropriately 
titled "Pennsylvania." 
 Today I would like to welcome to Harrisburg and our State 
Capitol members of the Winfield Baptist Church, who will 
present us with a special performance of our State song. Before 
we begin, I would also like to thank Pastor John Thornbury, 
minister of the Winfield Baptist Church, who made this 
possible. 
 And at this time I would like to introduce to the members of 
this House the members of the Winfield Baptist Church. 
 
 (Winfield Baptist Church Choir sang "Pennsylvania.") 
 
 The SPEAKER. Thank you so much. 
 The only thing that might top that performance is a solo 
performance by Merle Phillips. I do not know if he is willing to 
do that. 
 The Chair recognizes Representative Fairchild. 
 Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This group is from the town that I grew up and of course in 
surrounding areas, and I just want to reiterate what 
Representative Merle Phillips said, and that is, welcome to 
Harrisburg. It was a great job. And I might say that this group 
has done an awful lot in our region and is expanding, as you can 
see, to recognize what a great treasure we have in Pennsylvania 
and what a great treasure the Pennsylvania song is. 
 So with that said, Mr. Speaker, I would kind of like to make 
an unusual request in that as we vote to support HR 452,  
I would also like to request that we practice a little bit and 
simply sing our State song as we cast our votes. 
 The SPEAKER. That is like a vote of constitutionality; it is 
up to the individual members. Russ Fairchild, if you would lead 
us in that since you made the motion. I think it is appropriate 
that we follow. So, Russ Fairchild, and the other members will 
follow. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 (Winfield Baptist Church Choir and members sang 
"Pennsylvania.") 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
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 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Helm Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hennessey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hershey O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hess Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hornaman Parker Surra 
Cohen Hutchinson Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin James Payne Tangretti 
Costa Josephs Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Kauffman Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, M. Perry Thomas 
Curry Keller, W. Perzel True 
Cutler Kenney Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Kessler Petri Vereb 
Dally Killion Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca King Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kirkland Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kortz Preston Walko 
Dermody Kotik Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Kula Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Leach Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Lentz Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Levdansky Rapp White 
Ellis Longietti Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Mackereth Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Maher Reed Yewcic 
Everett Mahoney Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Major Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Manderino Rock  
Fleck Mann Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mantz Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman Markosek   
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Bishop Gingrich Micozzie Staback 
Cruz Hickernell Oliver  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

INSURANCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
DeLuca for an announcement. 
 

 Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Insurance Committee will meet 
immediately at the recess in room 39, East Wing. Now, let me 
state to the members of the committee, it is a very important 
meeting, and I urge every member on both sides of the aisle to 
attend this meeting. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Insurance Committee will meet at the 
recess in room 39, East Wing. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize, to the 
left of the Speaker, Joe and Mary Albanese, Marie Schwartz, 
and Madeline McMonagle. They are the guests of 
Representative Gerber. Would you please stand and be 
recognized. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Cohen 
for an announcement. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, there will be a meeting of the House 
Democratic Caucus at 1 p.m., and at 2 p.m., our goal is to be 
back on the House floor. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to welcome, as the 
guests of Representative Mundy, a group of very special young 
people who are active in the Independent Living Program in 
Luzerne County. With them are Janice Reindel, independent 
living coordinator; Donald Lott and Kristin Schick, 
caseworkers. Would you please stand and be recognized. They 
are in the balcony. 

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Major. 
 Miss MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would also like to announce a Republican caucus that will 
be held at 1 p.m. Again, Republicans will also caucus at 1, and 
we plan to be back on the floor at 2. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. PETRARCA 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Petrarca. 
 Mr. PETRARCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to announce a meeting of the Southwest 
Democratic Caucus at 12:30 in my office, 220, Irvis Office 
Building. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 Are there any other announcements? 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. The House will stand in recess until 2 p.m. 
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RECESS EXTENDED 

 The time of recess was extended until 2:30 p.m.; further 
extended until 3 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip, 
who requests that Representative HELM be placed on leave  
for the remainder of the day. The Chair sees no objection.  
Leave will be granted. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

RECESS RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following extract from the Journal of the Senate, which was 
read as follows: 
 
    In the Senate, 
    November 19, 2007 
 
 RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring),  
Pursuant to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania Constitution, that 
when Regular Session of the Senate recesses this week, it reconvene  
on Tuesday, November 27, 2007, unless sooner recalled by the 
President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and be it further 
 RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution, that when Regular Session of the Senate recesses the 
week of November 27th, it reconvene on Monday, December 3, 2007, 
unless sooner recalled by the President Pro Tempore of the Senate; and 
be it further 
 RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article II, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution, that when the Regular Session of the House of 
Representatives recesses this week, it reconvene on Monday, 
December 3, 2007, unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the  
House of Representatives. 
 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 
Representatives for its concurrence. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
 Resolution was concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1858, PN 2527 By Rep. DeLUCA 
 
An Act amending the act of September 2, 1961 (P.L.1232, 

No.540), known as the Model Act for the Regulation of Credit Life 
Insurance and Credit Accident and Health Insurance, further providing 
for premiums and refunds. 

 

INSURANCE. 
 

HB 1973, PN 2875 (Amended) By Rep. DeLUCA 
 
An Act amending the act of March 20, 2002 (P.L.154, No.13), 

known as the Medical Care Availability and Reduction of Error 
(Mcare) Act, in insurance, further providing for medical professional 
liability insurance and for the Medical Care Availability and Reduction 
of Error Fund; in Health Care Provider Retention Program, further 
providing for definitions, for abatement program, for eligibility, for 
expiration and for procedure. 

 
INSURANCE. 

 
HB 2005, PN 2837 By Rep. DeLUCA 
 
An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682, No.284), 

known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, further providing for 
conditions subject to which policies are to be issued; and providing for 
health insurance coverage for certain children of insured parents and 
for affordable small group health care coverage. 

 
INSURANCE. 

 
HB 2060, PN 2865 By Rep. CALTAGIRONE 
 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and  

42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, further providing for sentence for murder and murder of 
unborn child; providing for the offense of criminal homicide of law 
enforcement officer and for the offense of assault of law enforcement 
officer; imposing penalties; and prescribing sentences for offenses 
committed against law enforcement officer. 

 
JUDICIARY. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 306, 
PN 2831, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, repealing provisions relating to 
certain appeals from the Pennsylvania Labor Relations Board. 
 
 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 1250, 
PN 2801, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of September 27, 1961 (P.L.1700, 
No.699), known as the Pharmacy Act, further providing for definitions; 
providing for registration and permits for pharmacy technicians; further 
providing for multiple licensure, for refusal to grant revocation and 
suspension, for State Board of Pharmacy, for hearings and suspensions, 
for reinstatement, for drug therapy protocols and for penalties; and 
providing for collaborative drug therapy management. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
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 Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. 
A04242: 
 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 2, line 28, by striking out "of" and 
inserting 
   or
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 4, lines 25 through 29, by striking 
out all of said lines and inserting 
 (v)  Has: 
 (A)  received certification from a nationally recognized certifying 
agency approved by the board; or 
 (B)  successfully completed an examination approved by the 
board and administered in accordance
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 5, line 27, by striking out "or" 
where it appears the first time and inserting 
   of
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 6, line 11, by striking out "2,000" 
and inserting 
   two thousand
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 6, line 22, by striking out "shall" 
and inserting 
   may
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 7, line 12, by striking out 
""licensed" and inserting 
   "registered
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 7, line 16, by striking out 
""REGISTERED PHARMACY" and inserting 
   "pharmacy
 Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 3.2), page 8, line 1, by inserting a comma 
after "registration" 
 Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 5), page 10, line 30, by striking out "person" 
and inserting 
   personal
 Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 5), page 11, line 27, by striking out "that" 
and inserting 
   the
 Amend sec. 5 (Sec. 6), page 13, lines 21 and 22, by striking out 
"LICENSED PHARMACISTS" and inserting 
   one licensed pharmacist
 Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 6), page 13, line 27, by striking out "IS" and 
inserting 
   be
 Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 6), page 15, line 8, by removing the period 
after "technicians" and inserting a semicolon 
 Amend Bill, page 18, lines 1 through 10, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
 Section 8.  Section 9.1(e) is amended by adding a paragraph to 
read: 
 Section 9.1.  Drug Therapy Protocols.–* * * 
Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 9.1), page 18, line 19, by striking out "OR" and 
inserting 
   , or for
 Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 9.1), page 18, line 20, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 1, by striking out "OR" 
where it appears the first time and inserting 
   , or for
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 2, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 8, by striking out "THE 
DISEASE OR" and inserting 
   a disease, or for a
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 9, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 19, by striking out "OR" 
where it appears the first time and inserting 
   , or on a
 

 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 19, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 22, line 2, by striking out "and 9.1(a)" 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 22, line 4, by striking out ", 9.1(A)" 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Sturla 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is, believe it or not, a technical amendment 
that corrects about 18 to 20—  I am sorry. This is the wrong 
amendment. We need amendment A04242. I am sorry; no, that 
is what is up there. No, we need amendment A04346. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment No. 
A04346: 
 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 2, line 28, by striking out "of" and 
inserting 
   or
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 4, lines 25 through 29, by striking 
out all of said lines and inserting 
 (v)  Has: 
 (A)  received certification from a nationally recognized certifying 
agency approved by the board; or 
 (B)  successfully completed an examination approved by the 
board and administered in accordance
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 5, line 3, by striking out "(VIII)" 
and inserting 
   (vi)
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 5, line 27, by striking out "or" 
where it appears the first time and inserting 
   of
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 6, line 11, by striking out "2,000" 
and inserting 
   two thousand
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 6, line 22, by striking out "shall" 
and inserting 
   may
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 7, line 12, by striking out 
""licensed" and inserting 
   "registered
 Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 2.1), page 7, line 16, by striking out 
""REGISTERED PHARMACY" and inserting 
   "pharmacy
 Amend Sec. 3 (Sec. 3.2), page 8, line 1, by inserting a comma 
after "registration" 
 Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 5), page 10, line 30, by striking out "person" 
and inserting 
   personal
 Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 5), page 11, line 27, by striking out "that" 
and inserting 
   the
 Amend sec. 5 (Sec. 6), page 13, lines 21 and 22, by striking out 
"LICENSED PHARMACISTS" and inserting 
   one licensed pharmacist
 Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 6), page 13, line 27, by striking out "IS" and 
inserting 
   be
 Amend Sec. 5 (Sec. 6), page 15, line 8, by removing the period 
after "technicians" and inserting a semicolon 
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 Amend Bill, page 18, lines 1 through 10, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
 Section 8.  Section 9.1(e) is amended by adding a paragraph to 
read: 
 Section 9.1.  Drug Therapy Protocols.–* * * 
 Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 9.1), page 18, line 19, by striking out "OR" 
and inserting 
   , or for
 Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 9.1), page 18, line 20, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 1, by striking out "OR" 
where it appears the first time and inserting 
   , or for
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 2, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 8, by striking out "THE 
DISEASE OR" and inserting 
   a disease, or for a
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 9, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, lines 10 and 11, by striking out 
all of said lines and inserting 
   collaborative agreement. A licensed pharmacist 

practicing the management of drug
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 12, by striking out 
"ENACTMENT" and inserting 
   effective date
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 13, by striking out 
"SUBSECTION" and inserting 
   paragraph
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 19, by striking out "OR" 
where it appears the first time and inserting 
   , or on a
 Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9.3), page 19, line 19, by inserting a comma 
after "DISEASE" 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 22, line 2, by striking out "section 2.1 and 
9.1(a)" and inserting 
   sections 2.1 and 9.3 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 22, line 4, by striking out ", 9.1(A)" 
 Amend Sec. 12, page 22, line 5, by striking out ", EXCEPT 
9.3(B)(2) OF THE ACT," 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Sturla 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is actually an amendment that is technical 
in nature and corrects about 18 or 20 technical changes in this 
bill that is rather extensive. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
 

Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hornaman Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hutchinson Parker Surra 
Cohen James Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin Josephs Payne Tangretti 
Costa Kauffman Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Keller, M. Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, W. Perry Thomas 
Curry Kenney Perzel True 
Cutler Kessler Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Killion Petri Vereb 
Dally King Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Kirkland Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kortz Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kotik Preston Walko 
Dermody Kula Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Leach Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Lentz Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Longietti Rapp White 
Ellis Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Maher Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mahoney Reed Yewcic 
Everett Major Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Manderino Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Mann Rock  
Fleck Mantz Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Markosek Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 

AMENDMENT A04242 WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is it the intention of the gentleman to offer 
amendment A04242? 
 Mr. STURLA. 4242 is withdrawn, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1643, 
PN 2669, entitled: 
 

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 
residence and right to free school privileges. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. CIVERA offered the following amendment No. 
A04024: 
 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1302), page 1, lines 16 through 18; page 2, 
lines 1 through 7, by striking out "When a child's parents reside in 
different" in line 16, all of lines 17 and 18, page 1, and all of lines 1 
through 7, page 2, and inserting 
When a child's parents reside in different school districts due to 
separation, divorce or other reason, the child may attend school in the 
district of residence of the parent with whom the child lives a majority 
of the time, unless a court order or court-approved custody agreement 
provides otherwise. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Members will please take their seats. 
Conferences will break up. Sergeants at Arms will clear the 
aisles. Members will take their seats. 
 The Chair recognizes Representative Civera on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to have this amendment put before the 
House today for several reasons. One is, under the School Code 
right at the moment, there is language in a regulation that states 
that a child, wherever the custodial parent resides most of the 
time, will attend the school district that that parent is there. 
Under the present bill of HB 1643, the prime sponsor of that bill 
removes that language under the regulation and says that a child 
could go or choose and circumvent what the court, if it has to go 
to court, what the court says where that child shall live. 
 Now, in some circumstances, I believe that if there is not an 
agreement of where the child should go to school, if there is a 
separation or a divorce – or children, just not one, several 
children; two, three children, okay? – it is then under the 
regulation of the School Code that the court would make that 
decision. So this amendment would put back the language, only 
not as a regulation but as part of the School Code, and I believe 
that what that language is in the regulation is apropos, that it 
gives it up to the court, and why should we, why should we 
circumvent the court? When you are getting into situations of 
divorce, separation, sometimes the court, not the General 
Assembly, has to intervene to come to a conclusion of what 
should be done with the children or the child. 

 So this amendment clearly puts back the language, only not 
as a regulation but in the School Code, and I would hope that 
you would support this amendment for a lot of reasons. One is 
that there are other reasons that it is attempted to do this. 
Parents separate; they go live someplace else. The custodial 
parent has the right to raise those children in the school district 
of where that custodial parent would live. However, if you are 
not the custodial parent and you do not have a said residency or 
you are living with a brother or a sister because of the divorce 
or the separation, and you could not afford to rent an apartment 
or to rent another home so you move back with your brother or 
your sister – there are a lot of reasons – who picks up the cost? 
Who picks up the transportation cost? 
 Now, in the bill it excludes the transportation cost. However, 
under the law and under the School Code, that child could be 
bused if it is requested. So you are talking about additional, 
additional cost, not only to the school district but to the 
taxpayers of that community. But most of all, Mr. Speaker,  
I believe—  So let us not lose focus of what I am trying to do.  
I do not believe it is our job here to circumvent what the court 
order says. I believe that in circumstances when we deal with 
these types of situations, that it should be up to—  If the  
two parents cannot agree and that it has to go to court, who are 
we to circumvent that? And I would hope that we would support 
that amendment, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Bennington. 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker 
 Currently the Public School Code states that when parents 
are separated, their child may attend the school district of the 
parent with whom the child primarily resides. It also states if 
there is shared custody, the parents may choose a school district. 
However, the definition of "shared custody" in family law is 
typically defined as 7 overnights out of 14 overnights. What my 
bill does is to recognize the fact that many parents in 
Pennsylvania do not have a true shared physical custody 
arrangement. Maybe Father has six overnights and lives in the 
school district where the children have always attended school. 
If Mother has eight overnights, the children, under current law 
and with the Civera amendment, have to attend Mother's new 
school district, even though Father continues to reside in the 
prior school district and continues to pay taxes for the same. 
What happens often is if parents separate during a school year, 
the children get removed from the school they have only ever 
known because the primary physical custodial parent no longer 
lives in the district. My bill provides consistency to children 
whose parents are no longer together and whose parents, in fact, 
separate in the middle of the school year. 
 In addition, my bill without the Civera amendment requires 
that parents must choose in writing which of the two school 
districts will be considered the child's school district of 
residence for the calendar year to address the specific problem 
of children moving in between school districts. In the event that 
the parents cannot agree, my bill still permits the court to make 
a determination. My bill also specifically states that nothing will 
require the school district to transport the child from a residence 
outside of the school district. The Civera amendment, 4024, in 
essence, guts my bill. By keeping things status quo, this 
amendment continues to make life more difficult for children 
whose parents separate mid-school year by removing that child 
from their current school in the middle of an already in flux life. 
The amendment does not recognize the fact that many parents 
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are close to a true 50-50 shared custody arrangement but might 
not meet that standard under the current Public School Code. 
 Let us take, for example, the parents who are living in an 
affluent school district. Mom moves out of the marital residence 
where the party's children are in 7th and 11th grades. They 
cannot afford to stay in the affluent area, and they obtain an 
apartment in another school district with Mom. Mom has the 
children for eight overnights and Dad has the children for  
six overnights. This is not defined as "shared custody" under the 
current code. Under the current law and this Civera amendment, 
the children could no longer attend their senior year and  
eighth grade in the only school these children have ever known. 
They would have to transfer to the school district in Mother's 
new district. 

POINT OF ORDER 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the lady, 
Representative Beyer, rise? 
 Mrs. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The lady will state her point of order. 
 Mrs. BEYER. The gentlelady is not talking on the 
amendment but, in fact, delivering a speech on her bill. I would 
like her to address her comments to the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 The Chair will caution the lady, if she is making a point, to 
circle around to the issue at hand. 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Unfortunately, however, the Civera amendment guts my bill 
entirely, so I cannot address his amendment without addressing 
my bill. 
 
 The Department of Education supports my bill without the 
Civera amendment, 4024, and I would ask that you vote against 
the Civera amendment. 
 And finally, Mr. Speaker, to address Mr. Civera's point that 
we should not circumvent the court, in fact, one thing that this 
amendment fails to recognize is that the court is not a party to 
the action. So if parents in Pittsburgh decided to file a motion 
seeking that a school district in Philadelphia accept them, the 
court certainly would not follow that order because they are not 
a party to the action, and that is why it has become necessary to 
offer my bill, preferably without the Civera amendment. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Does Representative Beyer seek recognition 
on the amendment? 
 Mrs. BEYER. I do, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The lady is in order. 
 Mrs. BEYER. I rise in support of the Civera amendment. 
 The Civera amendment makes what is an extraordinarily 
weak bill, unclear bill, much, much better. There is not currently 
an existing problem with school districts related to what school 
district the child attends when in fact there is a primary custody 
or a primary residence relationship. The Civera bill corrects 
what is an extremely flawed bill, and I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Mundy. 
 Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Bennington bill is fundamentally very clear. It does 
seem to me that school exists for the benefit of the student, not 
for the benefit of the school district. There is nothing ambiguous 

in the Bennington bill. The Civera amendment does nothing to 
make it better. In fact, it stands in the way of keeping children 
where they need to be to get their best educational effort. 
 And as Representative Bennington alluded to in her remarks 
on the Civera amendment, what family would want their child 
to have to leave their school district in their senior year simply 
because the parents have divorced in the residence or the mother 
had to move to a new district or the father had to move to a new 
district? Education exists for the benefit of the student, not the 
school district, and there is nothing complicated or unclear 
about the Bennington bill. 
 I urge all of our Democrats and all of our Republican 
colleagues who care about the students to vote "no" on the 
Civera amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Is there any member seeking recognition 
before the Chair recognizes the prime sponsor of the 
amendment? 
 Representative Civera, for the second time. 
 Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, some of the arguments that were pointed out by 
the other side of the aisle are basically not true. This 
amendment, basically, is a regulation under the School Code 
that presently we follow. There have been court cases that have 
been decided by this regulation, and who are we, who are we to 
go around that? In HB 1643, in its present form, it does not 
designate what school district the child should go to; it does not 
say that. This amendment, what it basically does, it keeps us out 
of the process – which we should be – in a situation. In other 
situations where students that are seniors, there are school 
districts that work along with that type of a situation. This 
situation, what this amendment does, is that when two parents 
cannot agree – cannot agree – the court comes in and makes that 
decision of where that child is going to attend. I believe what 
we are doing here today with this amendment is basically 
leaving the language basically where it should belong, and that 
is all we are doing. 
 I would hope that you support the amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Bennington for the second time. 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Just briefly, Mr. Speaker. 
 The way the code is currently written, it absolutely does not 
protect parents who do not have a true shared custody 
arrangement. The gentleman is right: The way the law is 
currently written, if you have 7 overnights out of 14 overnights 
in a 2-week period, you do have true shared physical custody. 
The majority of custody cases do not have a true shared custody 
arrangement. My bill remedies this situation where parents 
might be close but not quite. 
 I would urge you to vote "no" on the Civera amendment and 
correct this problem. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–100 
 
Adolph Fleck Millard Rock 
Argall Gabig Miller Rohrer 
Baker Geist Milne Ross 
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Barrar Gillespie Moul Rubley 
Bastian Godshall Moyer Saylor 
Bear Grell Murt Scavello 
Benninghoff Harhart Mustio Schroder 
Beyer Harris Nailor Siptroth 
Boback Hennessey Nickol Smith, M. 
Boyd Hershey O'Neill Smith, S. 
Brooks Hess Payne Sonney 
Cappelli Hutchinson Peifer Stairs 
Causer Kauffman Perry Steil 
Civera Keller, M. Perzel Stern 
Clymer Kenney Petri Stevenson 
Costa Killion Phillips Swanger 
Cox Lentz Pickett Taylor, J. 
Creighton Mackereth Pyle True 
Cutler Maher Quigley Turzai 
Dally Major Quinn Vereb 
Denlinger Mantz Rapp Vulakovich 
DiGirolamo Marshall Raymond Watson 
Ellis Marsico Reed  
Evans, J. McGeehan Reichley O'Brien, D., 
Everett McIlhattan Roae    Speaker 
Fairchild Mensch   
 
 
 NAYS–95 
 
Belfanti George Mahoney Santoni 
Bennington Gerber Manderino Seip 
Biancucci Gergely Mann Shapiro 
Blackwell Gibbons Markosek Shimkus 
Brennan Goodman McCall Smith, K. 
Buxton Grucela McI. Smith Solobay 
Caltagirone Haluska Melio Sturla 
Carroll Hanna Metcalfe Surra 
Casorio Harhai Mundy Tangretti 
Cohen Harkins Myers Taylor, R. 
Conklin Harper O'Brien, M. Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pallone Vitali 
Daley James Parker Wagner 
DeLuca Josephs Pashinski Walko 
DePasquale Keller, W. Payton Wansacz 
Dermody Kessler Petrarca Waters 
DeWeese King Petrone Wheatley 
Donatucci Kirkland Preston White 
Eachus Kortz Ramaley Williams 
Evans, D. Kotik Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Fabrizio Kula Roebuck Yewcic 
Frankel Leach Sabatina Youngblood 
Freeman Levdansky Sainato Yudichak 
Galloway Longietti Samuelson  
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 
 

 Mr. BARRAR offered the following amendment No. 
A04329: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "for" 
   reports to Department of Education, for financial 

reports and for 
 Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 12, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 218 of the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, 
No.14), known as the Public School Code of 1949, added May 10, 
2000 (P.L.44, No.16), is amended to read: 
 Section 218.  Reports to Department of Education.–All financial 
accounting and reporting by school districts to the Department of 
Education shall be in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
and reporting standards[.], except for the annual financial report. The 
Department of Education shall establish a reporting standard for the 
annual financial report. The standard shall conform to fund level 
reporting criteria only, and will be an allowed other comprehensive 
basis of accounting. For purposes of this section, an "other 
comprehensive basis of accounting" shall mean a basis of accounting, 
other than generally accepted accounting principles, that an entity uses 
to report its assets, liabilities, equity, revenues and expenses.
 Section 2.  Section 921-A of the act, amended July 11, 2006 
(P.L.1092, No.114), is amended to read: 
 Section 921-A.  Financial Reports.–An annual financial report 
shall be submitted to the Secretary of Education by each intermediate 
unit not later than the 31st day of October, together with an auditor's 
report prepared by an independent auditor who shall be a certified 
public accountant or other competent public accountant. All financial 
accounting and reporting by intermediate units to the Department of 
Education shall be in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
and reporting standards[.], except for the annual financial report. The 
Department of Education shall establish a reporting standard for the 
annual financial report. The standard shall conform to fund level 
reporting criteria only, and will be an allowed other comprehensive 
basis of accounting. For purposes of this section, an "other 
comprehensive basis of accounting" shall mean a basis of accounting, 
other than generally accepted accounting principles, that an entity uses 
to report its assets, liabilities, equity, revenues and expenses.
 Section 3.  Section 1302(a) of the act, amended December 23, 
2003 (P.L.304, No.48), is amended and the section is amended by 
adding a subsection to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 10, by striking out "2" and inserting 
   4 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Barrar 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Could we go over this for about 2 minutes? 
 The SPEAKER. This amendment will be over temporarily. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. O'NEILL offered the following amendment No. 
A04349: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "for" 
   rules and regulations and safety patrols, for 
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 Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by removing the period after 
"privileges" and inserting 
   , for possession of weapons prohibited and for 

suspension and expulsion of pupils. 
 Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 12, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 510 of the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, 
No.14), known as the Public School Code of 1949, amended June 29, 
1976 (P.L.450, No.110), is amended to read: 
 Section 510.  Rules and Regulations; Safety Patrols.–(a)  The 
board of school directors in any school district may adopt and enforce 
such reasonable rules and regulations as it may deem necessary and 
proper, regarding the management of its school affairs and the conduct 
and deportment of all superintendents, teachers, and other appointees 
or employes during the time they are engaged in their duties to the 
district, as well as regarding the conduct and deportment of all [pupils] 
students attending the public schools in the district, during such time as 
they are attending school or school-related activities, are present on 
school property or in buses or other vehicles provided by the district, or 
otherwise are under the supervision of the board of school directors and 
teachers, including the time necessarily spent in coming to and 
returning from school[.], and pertaining to activities of students 
regardless of time or place likely to cause or causing substantial 
disruption of or material interference with school activities or the 
orderly and safe administration of the schools. 
 (b)  In the exercise of this authority the board of school directors 
is empowered to organize school safety patrols and, with the 
permission of the parents, to appoint [pupils] students as members 
thereof, for the purpose of influencing and encouraging the other 
[pupils] students to refrain from crossing public highways at points 
other than at regular crossings, and for the purpose of directing [pupils] 
students not to cross highways at times when the presence of traffic 
would render such crossing unsafe. Nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to authorize or permit the use of any safety patrol member 
for the purpose of directing vehicular traffic, nor shall any safety patrol 
member be stationed in that portion of the highway intended for the use 
of vehicular traffic. No liability shall attach either to the school district, 
or any individual director, student, superintendent, teacher, or other 
school employe, by virtue of the organization, maintenance, or 
operation of a school safety patrol organized, maintained, and operated 
under authority of this section. 
 (c)  All flags, belts, apparel and devices issued, supplied or 
furnished to persons acting in the capacity of special school police, or 
special police appointed to control and direct traffic at or near schools, 
in order to enhance the conspicuity of such persons, shall be made from 
retro-reflective and fluorescent materials visible both day and night at 
three hundred (300) feet to approaching motorists using lawful low 
beam headlights and shall conform to standards, specifications, or 
regulations issued by the State Board of Education. All belts supplied 
or furnished to [pupils] students active in the capacity of school safety 
patrol members shall be fluorescent. 
 Section 2.  Section 1302(a) of the act, amended December 23, 
2003 (P.L.304, No.48), is amended and the section is amended by 
adding a subsection to read: 
 Amend Bill, page 3, line 10, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
 Section 3.  Section 1317.2(e.1) of the act, amended June 25, 1997 
(P.L.297, No.30), is amended to read: 
 Section 1317.2.  Possession of Weapons Prohibited.–* * * 
 [(e.1)  A school district receiving a student who transfers from a 
public or private school during a period of expulsion for an act or 
offense involving a weapon may assign that student to an alternative 
assignment or provide alternative education services, provided that the 
assignment may not exceed the period of expulsion.] 
 * * * 
 Section 4.  Section 1318 of the act, amended February 8, 1980 
(P.L.3, No.2), is amended to read: 
 

 Section 1318.  Suspension and Expulsion of [Pupils.–] Students.–
(a)  Every principal or teacher in charge of a public school may 
temporarily suspend any [pupil] student on account of disobedience or 
misconduct, and any principal or teacher suspending any [pupil] 
student shall promptly notify the district superintendent or secretary of 
the board of school directors. The board may, after a proper hearing, 
suspend such [child] student for such time as it may determine, or may 
permanently expel [him] the student. Such hearings, suspension, or 
expulsion may be delegated to a duly authorized committee of the 
board, or to a duly qualified hearing examiner, who need not be a 
member of the board, but whose adjudication must be approved by the 
board. The board and designated committees or hearing examiners 
acting pursuant to this section shall have the power to administer oaths 
to witnesses and the power to issue subpoenas as provided in  
section 1128. 
 (b)  (1)  A public school entity may suspend, expel or deny 
admission to a student suspended or expelled from another public 
school entity or nonpublic school, until the period of suspension or 
expulsion has expired, if such suspension or expulsion was imposed 
due to misconduct of a nature that would subject students in the 
receiving entity to possible suspension or expulsion. 
 (2)  Denial of admission to a transferring student based on 
suspension or expulsion from or misconduct in a prior school entity 
shall be treated as suspension or expulsion for purposes of this section. 
A student returning to the program of the school district of residence 
after withdrawing from or being expelled or suspended from an area 
vocational-technical school is a transferring student for purposes of this 
section. 
 (3)  No hearing otherwise required under subsection (a) shall be 
necessary if suspension, expulsion or denial of admission under 
subsection (b)(1) is based upon an adjudication issued in accordance 
with this section by the board or joint operating committee of the prior 
entity of enrollment, as evidenced by a certified copy of such 
adjudication. 
 (4)  A school entity may, after hearing in accordance with 
subsection (a), suspend, expel or deny admission to a transferring 
student who has committed misconduct while enrolled in another 
public or nonpublic school of a nature that would subject students in 
the receiving entity to possible suspension or expulsion, but who 
withdrew from the prior school entity before disciplinary proceedings 
based on the misconduct were initiated or completed. 
 (5)  A receiving school entity may enroll a student transferring 
from another public or nonpublic school entity in its regular program 
on a provisional basis pending receipt of a certified copy of the 
student's disciplinary record and sworn statement as required under 
section 1304-A. If the disciplinary record or sworn statement reveals a 
history of misconduct while enrolled in the prior entity, in addition to 
other disposition authorized under this section and to the extent 
consistent with the disciplinary standards, policies and procedures of 
the receiving entity, the student may be reassigned to an alternative 
education program and may be deemed ineligible to participate in 
extracurricular activities. 
 (6)  A receiving school entity may, consistent with its 
disciplinary standards, policies and procedures, impose other forms of 
discipline or disciplinary assignment or impose conditions of admission 
or continued enrollment based on a transferring student's expulsion or 
suspension from or misconduct while enrolled in a prior school entity, 
in lieu of or in combination with denial of admission, suspension or 
expulsion. 
 (c)  The board of school directors may, in connection with any 
expulsion, suspension, denial of admission or disciplinary reassignment 
of a student, impose conditions for admission or readmission to or 
continuation in the school entity's regular or alternative education 
programs. Violation of or failure to meet such conditions may become 
the basis for denial of admission, readmission or subsequent 
disciplinary action, including exclusion from or reassignment within 
the school entity's regular or alternative education programs. The board 
may designate a person or persons to determine whether such 
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conditions have been met or violated. The hearing requirements of 
subsection (a) are not applicable to a determination that a student is not 
eligible for readmission or to remain in probationary continued 
enrollment because of violation of or failure to meet such conditions. 
 (d)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, a 
hearing otherwise required under subsection (a) may be waived in a 
written agreement providing for the student's disciplinary exclusion 
from school programs for a specified period of time, entered into by the 
board of school directors and the student and in the case of a student 
under eighteen (18) years of age, also by the parent or guardian having 
primary custody of the student. Any such agreement shall be filed 
permanently in the student's disciplinary records and shall be treated in 
the same way as an adjudication of expulsion for purposes of 
subsections (b) and (c), this subsection and Article XIII-A. 
Consideration by the board of a proposed agreement in lieu of hearing 
shall not constitute grounds for disqualifying the board or members 
thereof from participating in a hearing or taking other action pursuant 
to this section in the event the agreement is not approved by the board. 
The agreements shall set forth: 
 (1)  A summary of the reason for the exclusion. 
 (2)  The effective date and expiration date of the period of 
exclusion. 
 (3)  The date when the student may be considered for earlier 
readmission. 
 (4)  A summary of the procedural rights the student would have 
been afforded at a hearing. 
 (5)  Agreed conditions of readmission or of probationary 
continued enrollment, if any. 
 (6)  Any other terms and conditions of the agreed disciplinary 
disposition. 
 (e)  Nothing in this section shall be construed to alter the 
obligations of school entities pursuant to the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act (Public Law 91-230, 20 U.S.C. § 1400  
et seq.) and Federal regulations thereunder relating to the discipline of 
students with disabilities. 
 (f)  Nothing in this section shall be construed to exempt an 
expelled student or the student's parents or legal guardians from 
compulsory education requirements or the penalties contained in 
sections 1333, 1338 and 1338.1 if they fail to provide the student with 
a sufficient alternate placement program.
 Section 5.  This act shall take effect as follows: 
  (1)  The amendment of section 1302 of the act shall take 

effect in 60 days. 
  (2)  The remainder of this act shall take effect 

immediately. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
O'Neill on the amendment. 
 Mr. O'NEILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Basically what this amendment does, it has that a student 
who has been expelled from a school system, his records will 
follow to a new school district. Currently what is happening is a 
lot of students who may be expelled will move to a relative's 
home in another school district, and basically they enroll in that 
school district and the school district is required to take them. 
This amendment would allow that school district to review that 
person's records, and if they feel the expulsion is something that 
would meet the expulsion level in their school, such as a violent 
act with a weapon or something like that, it would give them the 
right to deny entrance into the school. It would also give them 
the right to let them enter the school under certain conditions, 
that they would maybe have to meet a certain kind of therapy, 
or they might have to go to some sort of program, or they might 

be on a very, what we might call a short leash, with a behavior 
record in the school or a behavior plan. So that is basically the 
gist of it, giving school districts more ability to keep their 
students they have in schools safe. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Longietti. 
 Mr. LONGIETTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the O'Neill amendment and 
urge my colleagues to vote for it. As a former school solicitor,  
I have seen this problem arise. There is some bad case law in 
the Commonwealth based on existing law in the School Code. 
For example, there is a case where a student was put through 
expulsion proceedings for bringing a weapon to school and 
drugs to school, and it was a private school, and so that student, 
before the expulsion occurred, withdrew and tried to enroll in 
their school district of residence. And the school district of 
residence did the right thing; they held a hearing to expel that 
student based on the evidence, and the court ruled no, you 
cannot expel. So here is a student that is a danger to the school 
population coming in, and the O'Neill amendment would revise 
the law and prevent that from happening, and so I support it. It 
is for safety in schools, and I urge my colleagues to support it as 
well. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was wondering if the maker of the amendment could stand 
for some interrogation so I can make sure I understand his 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. GABIG. I was in the D.A.'s office for a long time, and 
we had to deal with juvenile cases where kids would get in 
trouble for some of the scenarios that were just pointed out. So  
I guess what I am trying to find out, if a kid cannot go to school, 
if a juvenile is unable to go to school, what happens under that? 
I am thinking what happens is, do they have to go to a juvenile 
detention center, or where are they going to be able to go? 
Could you explain that to us. 
 Mr. O'NEILL. Basically under existing law, they can go to 
another school district if they establish residence with another 
family member or so forth, and that school district would have 
to take them. This amendment would give the school district the 
right to deny them entrance based on their case or allow them to 
come in under certain conditions. For example, someone who 
may have had a long history of selling drugs or had multiple 
assault charges on a teacher or pulled a knife on another student 
or something, it can allow them to prevent them. What it does is 
it reverts it back to the way the current law is written, and the 
home school district would have to deal with the expulsion 
process, and that that school district, the home school district, is 
responsible for their education, and that home school district 
would have to take on that responsibility, whether it would be in 
an approved private school or allow them back in their school 
under certain conditions or something. It is not going to take 
away a student's education. It is just protecting the rights of an 
unknown school district that does not know the student's 
history, of them having the choice of allowing a violent student 
into their school who was expelled. 
 Mr. GABIG. All right. I think I understand that then. So 
where the problem would have to be dealt with is the school 
where the child is, where they reside, and whether he goes to 
some type of reform school or juvenile or is able to work out 
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some other matter, it would have to go into the school district 
where these problems and they have the history and where he 
resides, versus trying to move the problem to some other 
district. Is that the intent of your amendment? 
 Mr. O'NEILL. Yes, and basically what I have seen happen is 
a student's parents have decided, he was expelled for violent 
reasons, the parents cannot afford an approved private school so 
the school district places them in an approved private school 
because of the violent nature, and the parents of the student 
decide "I am not going there" and they go live with grandmom 
and then apply to go to the school district that the grandmother 
resides in and they circumvent the law. 
 Mr. GABIG. And you are trying to close that loophole to 
make sure another school district just does not inherit the 
problem that went on. 
 Mr. O'NEILL. That is correct, and that school district has the 
right to deny or accept them and, if they accept them, under 
conditions that they feel would secure the safety of their current 
students. 
 Mr. GABIG. Well, it sounds like very good legislation and a 
good amendment, and I thank the member, Mr. O'Neill, for his 
amendment, and I thank the Speaker. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Stairs. 
 Mr. STAIRS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This certainly is a safety issue, and I think we all have to 
agree that before there can be a learning environment in a 
school, there must be a safe environment. So I would hope that 
we could support this to make sure our schools are safer, and 
safety is concern number one. And this is supported by the 
School Boards Association, and they know firsthand the issues 
that can come up when a student, a new student, comes into a 
district, and if there is no way to protect the students from this 
new student, not knowing the background of this new student, 
certainly adverse conditions could arise. 
 So I would hope we would support the O'Neill amendment 
and make our schools in Pennsylvania, make them safer.  
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Is there any other member seeking 
recognition before the Chair recognizes the prime sponsor of the 
amendment? Representative Roebuck. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wonder if the maker of the amendment would stand for 
brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that he will. The 
gentleman is in order and may proceed with his interrogation. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wanted to be clear, under current law, if a student is 
expelled, that student is still required to be educated. How does 
your amendment affect that requirement? 
 Mr. O'NEILL. It is not affecting that requirement at all. All it 
is doing is preventing a student—  It does not affect that 
requirement at all. All this amendment does is it gives another 
school district, who would be unknown of the student's 
expulsion history and the violent nature of it, the right to decide 
if they want to accept that student or not. If they choose not to 
accept the student, then the student's education falls back on 
their current school district where they received the expulsion. 
So the current law would still be in practice, and they would 
still be receiving the education based on the current law. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. But if a school district has expelled and 
every other school district says no, how does that student get an 
education? 

 Mr. O'NEILL. They go back to their original school district 
where they were expelled and go through the expulsion process 
of their education. In other words, it comes up to the parents; 
the parents have to find a school for them. If they cannot, then 
the school district is required to educate that student – whether 
it be homeschooling, private school, or whatever. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Even though they have expelled, they are 
still required to do that? 
 Mr. O'NEILL. That is correct; that is correct. That is the law. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If I might just comment briefly on the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. I certainly understand the intent of the 
gentleman in offering the amendment. Certainly all of us want 
to have safe schools. I do, however, have concern about the 
process whereby school districts choose to expel students and 
the way in which that impacts, particularly upon minority 
students who are disproportionately subject to expulsion under 
current law. So if this is the desire to deal with students who are 
truly those who deserve to be expelled, I think we ought to 
make sure that the application of the procedure is, in fact, fair 
and colorblind, which it is not under current procedure. 
 So I have real concerns about this, and I am reluctant to vote 
for any procedure that ultimately adversely impacts a segment 
of the school population disproportionately to any other portion 
of that population. So I would urge a "no" vote on this 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative O'Neill. 
 Mr. O'NEILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just a final wrap-up. 
 I just want to reiterate, this does not affect current law, 
current expulsion laws and procedures. It does not even touch 
that. All this does is protect an unknowing school district that 
may have a violent student transfer to their school because they 
just changed residency after they had been expelled from one 
school district, and we have seen time and time again where a 
school may unknowingly enroll a violent student who has been 
expelled from another school and then create a violent act on 
their students. That is all this is doing, is protecting that school 
district and the students in that school. It does not prohibit the 
school district from accepting them; all it does is it gives them 
the right to know the disciplinary procedures in the expulsion, 
and then they can make an informed decision if they want to 
accept them, and if they do accept them, they can put conditions 
on it to protect their students. 
 That is all this does, and I would urge a positive vote on 
everyone's part. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–187 
 
Adolph Gabig Markosek Rubley 
Argall Galloway Marshall Sabatina 
Baker Geist Marsico Sainato 
Barrar George McCall Samuelson 
Bastian Gerber McGeehan Santoni 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Saylor 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Scavello 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Schroder 
Beyer Godshall Metcalfe Seip 
Biancucci Goodman Millard Shapiro 
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Boback Grell Miller Shimkus 
Boyd Grucela Milne Siptroth 
Brennan Haluska Moul Smith, K. 
Brooks Hanna Moyer Smith, M. 
Buxton Harhai Mundy Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Harhart Murt Solobay 
Cappelli Harkins Mustio Sonney 
Carroll Harper Myers Stairs 
Casorio Harris Nailor Steil 
Causer Hennessey Nickol Stern 
Civera Hershey O'Brien, M. Stevenson 
Clymer Hess O'Neill Sturla 
Cohen Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Conklin Hutchinson Pashinski Swanger 
Costa James Payne Tangretti 
Cox Josephs Peifer Taylor, J. 
Creighton Kauffman Perry Taylor, R. 
Curry Keller, M. Perzel True 
Cutler Keller, W. Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Kenney Petri Vereb 
Dally Kessler Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kortz Preston Walko 
Dermody Kotik Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Kula Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Leach Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Lentz Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Levdansky Rapp White 
Ellis Longietti Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Mackereth Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Maher Reed Yewcic 
Everett Mahoney Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Major Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Manderino Rock  
Fleck Mann Rohrer O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mantz Ross    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 
 NAYS–8 
 
Bennington Kirkland Parker Roebuck 
Blackwell McI. Smith Payton Thomas 
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to pause for  
one second, if it could have the attention of the members, and 
recognize Lancaster County Commissioner-elect Craig Lehman. 
Craig Lehman has served the Democratic Caucus in this House 
admirably for many years, and his last day as a staff member,  
as a budget analyst, will be tomorrow. So, Craig, thank you  
for your service and Godspeed. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1643 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. O'NEILL offered the following amendment No. 
A04350: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "providing" 
   for rules and regulations and safety patrols and 
 Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 12, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 510 of the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, 
No.14), known as the Public School Code of 1949, amended June 29, 
1976 (P.L.450, No.110), is amended to read: 
 Section 510.  Rules and Regulations; Safety Patrols.–(a)  The 
board of school directors in any school district may adopt and enforce 
such reasonable rules and regulations as it may deem necessary and 
proper, regarding the management of its school affairs and the conduct 
and deportment of all superintendents, teachers, and other appointees 
or employes during the time they are engaged in their duties to the 
district, as well as regarding the conduct and deportment of all [pupils] 
students attending the public schools in the district, during such time as 
they are attending school or school-related activities, are present on 
school property or in buses or other vehicles provided by the district, or 
otherwise are under the supervision of the board of school directors and 
teachers, including the time necessarily spent in coming to and 
returning from school[.], and pertaining to activities of students 
regardless of time or place likely to cause or causing substantial 
disruption of or material interference with school activities or the 
orderly and safe administration of the schools. 
 (b)  In the exercise of this authority the board of school directors 
is empowered to organize school safety patrols and, with the 
permission of the parents, to appoint [pupils] students as members 
thereof, for the purpose of influencing and encouraging the other 
[pupils] students to refrain from crossing public highways at points 
other than at regular crossings, and for the purpose of directing [pupils] 
students not to cross highways at times when the presence of traffic 
would render such crossing unsafe. Nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to authorize or permit the use of any safety patrol member 
for the purpose of directing vehicular traffic, nor shall any safety patrol 
member be stationed in that portion of the highway intended for the use 
of vehicular traffic. No liability shall attach either to the school district, 
or any individual director, student, superintendent, teacher, or other 
school employe, by virtue of the organization, maintenance, or 
operation of a school safety patrol organized, maintained, and operated 
under authority of this section. 
 (c)  All flags, belts, apparel and devices issued, supplied or 
furnished to persons acting in the capacity of special school police, or 
special police appointed to control and direct traffic at or near schools, 
in order to enhance the conspicuity of such persons, shall be made from 
retro-reflective and fluorescent materials visible both day and night at 
three hundred (300) feet to approaching motorists using lawful low 
beam headlights and shall conform to standards, specifications, or 
regulations issued by the State Board of Education. All belts supplied 
or furnished to [pupils] students active in the capacity of school safety 
patrol members shall be fluorescent. 
 Section 2.  Section 1302.2(a) of the act, amended December 23, 
2003 (P.L.304, No.48), is amended to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 10, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
 Section 3.  This act shall take effect as follows: 
  (1)  The amendment of section 1302 of the act shall take 

effect in 60 days. 
  (2)  The remainder of this act shall take effect 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the amendment. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair returns and recognizes the 
gentleman from Delaware County, Representative Barrar, who 
offers amendment A04329, which the clerk will read. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The clerk read the following amendment No. A04329: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after "for" 
   reports to Department of Education, for financial 

reports and for 
 Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 12, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 
 Section 1.  Section 218 of the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, 
No.14), known as the Public School Code of 1949, added May 10, 
2000 (P.L.44, No.16), is amended to read: 
 Section 218.  Reports to Department of Education.–All financial 
accounting and reporting by school districts to the Department of 
Education shall be in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
and reporting standards[.], except for the annual financial report. The 
Department of Education shall establish a reporting standard for the 
annual financial report. The standard shall conform to fund level 
reporting criteria only, and will be an allowed other comprehensive 
basis of accounting. For purposes of this section, an "other 
comprehensive basis of accounting" shall mean a basis of accounting, 
other than generally accepted accounting principles, that an entity uses 
to report its assets, liabilities, equity, revenues and expenses.
 Section 2.  Section 921-A of the act, amended July 11, 2006 
(P.L.1092, No.114), is amended to read: 
 Section 921-A.  Financial Reports.–An annual financial report 
shall be submitted to the Secretary of Education by each intermediate 
unit not later than the 31st day of October, together with an auditor's 
report prepared by an independent auditor who shall be a certified 
public accountant or other competent public accountant. All financial 
accounting and reporting by intermediate units to the Department of 
Education shall be in accordance with generally accepted accounting 
and reporting standards[.], except for the annual financial report. The 
Department of Education shall establish a reporting standard for the 
annual financial report. The standard shall conform to fund level 
reporting criteria only, and will be an allowed other comprehensive 
basis of accounting. For purposes of this section, an "other 
comprehensive basis of accounting" shall mean a basis of accounting, 
other than generally accepted accounting principles, that an entity uses 
to report its assets, liabilities, equity, revenues and expenses.
 Section 3.  Section 1302(a) of the act, amended December 23, 
2003 (P.L.304, No.48), is amended and the section is amended by 
adding a subsection to read: 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 10, by striking out "2" and inserting 
   4 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Barrar 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. BARRAR. Mr. Speaker, this amendment requires the 
Department of Education to establish reporting standards for the 
local school districts and intermediate units for the purpose of 
reporting fund-level financial reports. This will eliminate 
duplicate financial reporting by the school districts. This has the 
full support of the Department of Education and also the 
Pennsylvania School Boards Association. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–195 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hornaman Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hutchinson Parker Surra 
Cohen James Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin Josephs Payne Tangretti 
Costa Kauffman Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Keller, M. Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, W. Perry Thomas 
Curry Kenney Perzel True 
Cutler Kessler Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Killion Petri Vereb 
Dally King Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Kirkland Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kortz Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kotik Preston Walko 
Dermody Kula Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Leach Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Lentz Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Longietti Rapp White 
Ellis Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Maher Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mahoney Reed Yewcic 
Everett Major Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Manderino Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Mann Rock  
Fleck Mantz Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Markosek Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 

AMENDMENT A04024 RECONSIDERED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair is in receipt of a reconsideration 
motion. It has been moved by Representative Bennington  
and Representative Vitali that the vote by which amendment 
No. 4024 was passed to HB 1643, PN 2669, on the 20th day of 
November 2007 be reconsidered. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–100 
 
Belfanti Gerber Markosek Shimkus 
Bennington Gergely McCall Siptroth 
Biancucci Gibbons McGeehan Smith, K. 
Blackwell Goodman McI. Smith Smith, M. 
Brennan Grucela Melio Solobay 
Buxton Haluska Metcalfe Sturla 
Caltagirone Hanna Mundy Surra 
Carroll Harhai Myers Tangretti 
Casorio Harkins O'Brien, M. Taylor, R. 
Cohen Hornaman Pallone Thomas 
Conklin James Parker Vitali 
Costa Josephs Pashinski Wagner 
Curry Keller, W. Payton Walko 
Daley Kessler Petrarca Wansacz 
DeLuca King Petrone Waters 
DePasquale Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
Dermody Kortz Ramaley White 
DeWeese Kotik Readshaw Williams 
Donatucci Kula Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Eachus Leach Sabatina Yewcic 
Evans, D. Lentz Sainato Youngblood 
Fabrizio Levdansky Samuelson Yudichak 
Frankel Longietti Santoni  
Freeman Mahoney Seip O'Brien, D., 
Galloway Manderino Shapiro    Speaker 
George Mann   
 
 NAYS–95 
 
Adolph Fairchild McIlhattan Reed 
Argall Fleck Mensch Reichley 
Baker Gabig Millard Roae 
Barrar Geist Miller Rock 
Bastian Gillespie Milne Rohrer 
Bear Godshall Moul Ross 
Benninghoff Grell Moyer Rubley 
Beyer Harhart Murt Saylor 
Boback Harper Mustio Scavello 
Boyd Harris Nailor Schroder 
Brooks Hennessey Nickol Smith, S. 

Cappelli Hershey O'Neill Sonney 
Causer Hess Payne Stairs 
Civera Hutchinson Peifer Steil 
Clymer Kauffman Perry Stern 
Cox Keller, M. Perzel Stevenson 
Creighton Kenney Petri Swanger 
Cutler Killion Phillips Taylor, J. 
Dally Mackereth Pickett True 
Denlinger Maher Pyle Turzai 
DiGirolamo Major Quigley Vereb 
Ellis Mantz Quinn Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Marshall Rapp Watson 
Everett Marsico Raymond  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The clerk read the following amendment No. A04024: 
 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1302), page 1, lines 16 through 18; page 2, 
lines 1 through 7, by striking out "When a child's parents reside in 
different" in line 16, all of lines 17 and 18, page 1, and all of lines 1 
through 7, page 2, and inserting 
When a child's parents reside in different school districts due to 
separation, divorce or other reason, the child may attend school in the 
district of residence of the parent with whom the child lives a majority 
of the time, unless a court order or court-approved custody agreement 
provides otherwise. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Civera 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said several moments ago about this 
amendment and exactly what it does, this amendment, basically 
what it does, it keeps what is in the regulations under the  
School Code intact. That is exactly what it does. If there is a 
problem between a husband and wife and who shares, what 
school district, and who is the custodial parent, the court then 
makes that decision. To take that language away from that and 
to circumvent that language in HB 1643, I believe, is not justice 
as far as the school districts are concerned and especially the 
child or the children at hand. Many times these issues come 
before us or before the court, and they make that decision.  
HB 1643 does not say what school district or where they should 
go. This amendment basically keeps the language that presently 
is in the regulation, only it takes it from the regulation and 
places it in the School Code. 
 I would hope that you would give me an affirmative vote. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Bennington. 
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 Ms. BENNINGTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would just urge a "no" vote of the Civera amendment. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Beyer. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is unfortunate that this was reconsidered, because I would 
like very much for the members to take a moment and think 
about exactly what the Civera amendment does. It preserves 
what the courts have ruled. We should not be legislating court 
decisions. There has been a long-held practice that school 
districts would acknowledge what court decisions were made in 
the issue of custody and primary physical custody, and we 
should not be legislating those issues here today. 
 I urge an affirmative vote on the Civera amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Everett. 
 Mr. EVERETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to support the Civera amendment, and I just wanted to 
bring out two points that were not brought out in the previous 
discussion. First, as a former school board solicitor, these issues 
are worked out at the school board level many times, even when 
the primary custody may be with the parent who does not live in 
the district. Districts commonly allow for the student to stay in 
their school. 
 And the other thing I want to point out, that this does not 
have to be something that is decided by a judge. This can be a 
custody settlement that is approved by the court. If the court has 
an approved custody settlement – not one that went all the way 
to trial and was decided – if the court approves the custody 
settlement that allows the child to attend the other school 
district, that is currently in the School Code as it exists right 
now. 
 So I just wanted to point those out. This works as it is on the 
books today right now, and there is no need to change the laws 
that exist. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the 
maker of the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman is in order and may begin his 
interrogation. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Without your amendment, would this bill permit parents to 
separate and allow one of the parents to rent an apartment in 
some other school district, enroll a child who maybe is a rising 
athlete in one sport or another, then have that child participate in 
those sports teams? 
 Mr. CIVERA. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment does not go 
into the present bill and 1643 was to pass, that scenario is 
correct, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 And let me ask a little further: If parents were to separate and 
one of the parents were to go stay at somebody's house without 
even renting or buying, they are just staying at a friend's, those 
children, without your amendment, would then be allowed to 
enroll in that other school district and be on all the sports teams 
and so forth? 
 Mr. CIVERA. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, kids— 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to make a 
comment? 
 

 Mr. MAHER. On the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. MAHER. Children can be under so many pressures 
today, and rising athletes and the perceived road to fame and 
fortune preys all too heavily on a lot of students, in my opinion, 
who would be better off perhaps being focused on studies and 
not sports. But without amending this, without the Civera 
amendment, please understand, you will be creating a new 
avenue where parents can, at the drop of a hat, announce that 
they are separated and go enroll their children in whichever 
district may be the most attractive bidder for their children's 
sports talent. That is not what education is supposed to be about. 
And I appreciate that the maker of the bill has clients who have 
other concerns. But it seems to me that the need to consider the 
true effect on children, the predictable effect on children, will be 
an invitation to abusing the futures of kids in the pursuit of 
some sports trophy instead of in pursuit of looking after the 
children and pursuing their education. 
 So without the appropriate safeguards in place, I would 
oppose this bill without the amendment, and for that reason  
I strongly encourage support for the Civera amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Bennington, for the second 
time. 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 To address some of the concerns by the members, although it 
was said that it is a long-held practice for school districts  
to, quote, "follow" court orders, we must remember that  
school districts are not, in fact, a party to custody litigation. It is 
John Smith versus Jane Smith. It is not John Smith versus  
Jane Smith versus the school district. It is a family law case in 
which the school district does not have to follow the court order. 
 In addition, practically speaking, mothers and fathers with 
two, perhaps three young children do not "stay at a friend's" for 
7 to 12 years while their children continue school when they are 
going through a divorce action. Do they go perhaps for a few 
months? Sure. Do they go for the remainder of their children's 
education? I think not. 
 Furthermore, parents cannot announce they are separating 
and enroll a child in a different school district. My bill 
specifically refers to the term "custody." Custody is defined in 
the Domestic Relations Code. I do not know many parents who 
would initiate a custody action against their spouse merely to 
have a child enroll in a better sports team at a school district 
across the road. 
 So I would encourage you to vote "no" on the Civera 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Is there any member seeking recognition 
before the Chair recognizes the prime sponsor? Representative 
Kortz. 
 Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to the Civera amendment. What I hear 
from this amendment is that it is in the best interest of the 
school district, and what we should be focusing on is what is in 
the best interest of the child. Taking a child out of the school 
district midstream is not in the child's best interest, and that is 
essentially what we are saying we can do. 
 So I would ask all my colleagues to vote in the negative. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Does anyone seek recognition before the 
Chair recognizes the prime sponsor of the amendment? 
Representative Maher, for the second time. 
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 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think it is important to understand that the bill without the 
amendment says regardless of custody. It does not say if there is 
a custody order; it says when two parents reside in different 
districts. It does not contain that, for whatever reason. If two 
parents just happen to decide "I'm going to go live over there so 
our child can attend this school, which is the powerhouse in 
football," or that "I like the baseball coach over here," then all 
they have to do is officially say they are residing in that other 
area. 
 The test for residency, as we all understand, in Pennsylvania 
is a pretty thin test. It just requires an enunciation at some point 
that that is where you intend to reside, and people can always 
change their minds about where they intend to reside. Let us say 
they get through with football season and they are looking 
forward to the spring sports schedule; well, now they are going 
to go reside in that town. These safeguards—  It may be that the 
maker of the bill intended to anchor this into only dealing with 
divorce actions, but that is not what the bill says. And the 
Civera amendment provides a safeguard that that sort of abuse 
of the interests of children will not be perpetrated on them by 
parents who put sports glory ahead of the educational welfare of 
their children. 
 So again, I will encourage support for the Civera 
amendment, and if the lady wishes to reintroduce her bill or 
draft an amendment that would say what she said she hoped it 
said, I would be all ears. But that is not what the bill says and 
that is why the Civera amendment is important. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Beyer, for the second time. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, as the honorable colleague from Allegheny 
County had spoken it, I was reminded to ask the maker of the 
amendment just a few questions, so would he stand for brief 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The lady is in order and may proceed. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Without your amendment, Mr. Speaker, could 
children, in fact, flip-flop from year to year, district to district, 
without your amendment to this bill? 
 Mr. CIVERA. Mr. Speaker, that is correct. If this amendment 
does not go into place, they would have the decision, they could 
go from one school district to another. Yes, you are correct. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Without your amendment, could, in fact, 
payments to charter and cyber charter schools flip from year to 
year based on where the student happens to be? So the 
payments would flip from year to year, from district to district? 
 Mr. CIVERA. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. Does the lady wish to comment? 
 Representative Grucela. The gentleman waives off. 
 Is there any other member seeking recognition? 
 Representative Civera, for the second time. 
 Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I heard different conversations and different 
debates put forward this afternoon, and one was that it was 
about the school district. Oh, no; it is not about the school 
district. It is about what is good for the child. And if the 
custodial parent, the guidance parent, the parent that disciplines, 
the parent that raises that child on a daily basis has the say when 
that child goes to school, when that school district calls that 
custodial parent and says your child is doing good or your child 
needs help in mathematics or your child needs help in reading – 

could you imagine? Could you imagine without this amendment 
that a child then could make the decision, a 10-year-old child,  
a 9-year-old child, well, you know what? I had enough with 
Dad this month. I want to go back with Mom. And the two 
parents are not getting along, and one is playing one against the 
other. That is why it is important, Mr. Speaker. It is about the 
child. It is about the child as far as disciplinary action, the good 
and welfare of the child, the accountability of the parent, of 
what that child does on a daily basis, and who are we, who are 
we to take that away? 
 This law was not broken. This law was well in place, and 
therefore, I would say that this amendment that I have proposed 
before you is an amendment that basically protects the children 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and I would hope that 
you would give me a positive vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Costa. 
 Mr. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Is it possible to interrogate the maker of the bill? 
 The SPEAKER. We are on the amendment. 
 Mr. COSTA. But it has an effect on how I am going to vote 
on the amendment, Mr. Speaker. I need clarification, is what  
I need. 
 The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend for a moment. 
 Mr. COSTA. May I explain why? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am getting conflicting answers. I agree with what the 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee just said. I do not 
want the student bouncing from school to school. Is that 
possible if his amendment fails? If this amendment goes down 
and your bill ultimately passes without this amendment, will the 
child be able to bounce from school district to school district? 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. To respond, absolutely not. The 
provision that was amended in committee indicated that parents 
had to choose in writing which school the child, which school 
district would be the child's school district of residence for that 
school year. Practically speaking, the scenario which colleagues 
are describing, in which parents repeatedly switch school 
districts between sixth, then another one in seventh, then 
another one in eighth, then another one in ninth, is limited at 
best. Absolutely not, the children cannot change school districts 
year to year. 
 Mr. COSTA. Okay. Now to further this, you and I have a 
child. We get separated. We are in different school districts.  
We decide that the child is going to go to your school district. 
Now, you are committing to that school district for a year, a 
school year. You up and move to another school district. What 
happens to the child or children? 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. The children must attend their school 
district of residence. If a parent moves out of the school district, 
that is no longer the child's district of residence. So if Mom and 
Dad live in Pittsburgh and Mom was primary physical custodian 
and she moves to Philadelphia, the children cannot attend 
school in her prior school district. It is no longer the child's 
district of residence. Regardless of what two parents agreed, the 
school district would not uphold that. 
 Mr. COSTA. And if the parents do not agree? 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Can you complete the question? 
 Mr. COSTA. If the parents do not agree, what happens then? 
What school district do they go to? 
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 Ms. BENNINGTON. In what scenario? 
 Mr. COSTA. In the scenario I just gave you before. We have 
a child. We separate. We live in different school districts. 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Then you would have to begin the 
process of motions court to determine where the child would go, 
but you certainly would not have a court in Philadelphia 
ordering a child to stay in Pittsburgh if no parent is currently 
residing in Pittsburgh. 
 Mr. COSTA. And that is the case today? I mean, you are 
trying to make changes. If we make those changes, then what 
would happen? 
 Ms. BENNINGTON. Mr. Speaker, to reiterate the purpose of 
my bill versus where the law currently stands, the law currently 
indicates that when parents are separated and they do not have 
true shared custody, the children cannot remain in, the parent 
who moves out of the district, the primary residence. What my 
bill is doing is to change that to allow a parent who does not 
have shared physical custody to choose the school district of 
residence. 

POINT OF ORDER 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the lady, 
Representative Beyer, rise? 
 Mrs. BEYER. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 Again – again – the speaker is making a speech on her bill 
when we are on the amendment, the second time. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is asking the lady to stand 
for interrogation. She was responding to the interrogation. 
 Mrs. BEYER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, but it is going way 
beyond answering his question, the interrogator's questions. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair will monitor the debate. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–97 
 
Adolph Fleck Mensch Roae 
Argall Gabig Millard Rock 
Baker Geist Miller Rohrer 
Barrar Gillespie Milne Ross 
Bastian Godshall Moul Rubley 
Bear Grell Moyer Saylor 
Benninghoff Harhart Murt Scavello 
Beyer Harper Mustio Schroder 
Boback Harris Nailor Smith, S. 
Boyd Hennessey Nickol Sonney 
Brooks Hershey O'Neill Stairs 
Cappelli Hess Payne Steil 
Causer Hutchinson Peifer Stern 
Civera Kauffman Perry Stevenson 
Clymer Keller, M. Perzel Swanger 
Cox Kenney Petri Taylor, J. 
Creighton Killion Phillips True 
Cutler Lentz Pickett Turzai 
Dally Mackereth Pyle Vereb 
Denlinger Maher Quigley Vulakovich 
DiGirolamo Major Quinn Watson 
Ellis Mantz Rapp  
Evans, J. Marshall Raymond O'Brien, D., 
Everett Marsico Reed    Speaker 
Fairchild McIlhattan Reichley  

 NAYS–98 
 
Belfanti George Mann Seip 
Bennington Gerber Markosek Shapiro 
Biancucci Gergely McCall Shimkus 
Blackwell Gibbons McGeehan Siptroth 
Brennan Goodman McI. Smith Smith, K. 
Buxton Grucela Melio Smith, M. 
Caltagirone Haluska Metcalfe Solobay 
Carroll Hanna Mundy Sturla 
Casorio Harhai Myers Surra 
Cohen Harkins O'Brien, M. Tangretti 
Conklin Hornaman Pallone Taylor, R. 
Costa James Parker Thomas 
Curry Josephs Pashinski Vitali 
Daley Keller, W. Payton Wagner 
DeLuca Kessler Petrarca Walko 
DePasquale King Petrone Wansacz 
Dermody Kirkland Preston Waters 
DeWeese Kortz Ramaley Wheatley 
Donatucci Kotik Readshaw White 
Eachus Kula Roebuck Williams 
Evans, D. Leach Sabatina Wojnaroski 
Fabrizio Levdansky Sainato Yewcic 
Frankel Longietti Samuelson Youngblood 
Freeman Mahoney Santoni Yudichak 
Galloway Manderino   
 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. CIVERA offered the following amendment No. 
A04025: 
 
 Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 1302), page 2, line 7, by inserting after 
"RESIDENCE." 
The nonresident school district shall promptly calculate tuition in 
accordance with section 2561 and shall provide the parent, guardian or 
custodial parent with an invoice for the tuition. The parent, guardian or 
custodial parent shall, within 30 days of receipt of the invoice, pay  
the tuition charge of the nonresident school district. The nonresident 
school district may require the student to withdraw if tuition is not 
received in accordance with this subsection.
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the amendment. 
The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 895,  
PN 2748, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for exception for 
adopted children; providing for sibling visitation; and making an 
editorial change. 
 
 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–195 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hornaman Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hutchinson Parker Surra 
Cohen James Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin Josephs Payne Tangretti 
Costa Kauffman Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Keller, M. Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, W. Perry Thomas 
Curry Kenney Perzel True 
Cutler Kessler Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Killion Petri Vereb 
Dally King Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Kirkland Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kortz Pickett Wagner 

DePasquale Kotik Preston Walko 
Dermody Kula Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Leach Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Lentz Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Longietti Rapp White 
Ellis Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Maher Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mahoney Reed Yewcic 
Everett Major Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Manderino Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Mann Rock  
Fleck Mantz Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Markosek Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1961,  
PN 2832, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for information 
relating to prospective child-care personnel. 
 
 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–195 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
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Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hornaman Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hutchinson Parker Surra 
Cohen James Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin Josephs Payne Tangretti 
Costa Kauffman Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Keller, M. Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, W. Perry Thomas 
Curry Kenney Perzel True 
Cutler Kessler Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Killion Petri Vereb 
Dally King Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Kirkland Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kortz Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kotik Preston Walko 
Dermody Kula Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Leach Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Lentz Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Longietti Rapp White 
Ellis Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Maher Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mahoney Reed Yewcic 
Everett Major Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Manderino Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Mann Rock  
Fleck Mantz Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Markosek Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 117,  
PN 1466, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the 
establishment and operation of the Juvenile Court Judges' Commission; 
prescribing its powers and duties; and repealing provisions relating to 
Juvenile Court Judges' Commission. 
 
 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–195 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hornaman Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hutchinson Parker Surra 
Cohen James Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin Josephs Payne Tangretti 
Costa Kauffman Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Keller, M. Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, W. Perry Thomas 
Curry Kenney Perzel True 
Cutler Kessler Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Killion Petri Vereb 
Dally King Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Kirkland Phillips Vulakovich 
Denlinger Kortz Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kotik Preston Walko 
Dermody Kula Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Leach Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Lentz Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Longietti Rapp White 
Ellis Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Maher Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mahoney Reed Yewcic 
Everett Major Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Manderino Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Mann Rock  
Fleck Mantz Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Markosek Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
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 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 915,  
PN 1436, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for the establishment of a grant 
program for designated accredited veterans' service organizations, for 
defraying the costs for wages, benefits, training and equipment and for 
improving outreach and delivery of services to Pennsylvania's veterans. 
 
 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–195 
 
Adolph Gabig Marshall Ross 
Argall Galloway Marsico Rubley 
Baker Geist McCall Sabatina 
Barrar George McGeehan Sainato 
Bastian Gerber McI. Smith Samuelson 
Bear Gergely McIlhattan Santoni 
Belfanti Gibbons Melio Saylor 
Benninghoff Gillespie Mensch Scavello 
Bennington Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Beyer Goodman Millard Seip 
Biancucci Grell Miller Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Milne Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Moul Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moyer Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Mundy Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Murt Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Mustio Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Myers Sonney 
Cappelli Harris Nailor Stairs 
Carroll Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Casorio Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Causer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Civera Hornaman Pallone Sturla 
Clymer Hutchinson Parker Surra 
Cohen James Pashinski Swanger 
Conklin Josephs Payne Tangretti 
Costa Kauffman Payton Taylor, J. 
Cox Keller, M. Peifer Taylor, R. 
Creighton Keller, W. Perry Thomas 
Curry Kenney Perzel True 
Cutler Kessler Petrarca Turzai 
Daley Killion Petri Vereb 
Dally King Petrone Vitali 
DeLuca Kirkland Phillips Vulakovich 

Denlinger Kortz Pickett Wagner 
DePasquale Kotik Preston Walko 
Dermody Kula Pyle Wansacz 
DeWeese Leach Quigley Waters 
DiGirolamo Lentz Quinn Watson 
Donatucci Levdansky Ramaley Wheatley 
Eachus Longietti Rapp White 
Ellis Mackereth Raymond Williams 
Evans, D. Maher Readshaw Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mahoney Reed Yewcic 
Everett Major Reichley Youngblood 
Fabrizio Manderino Roae Yudichak 
Fairchild Mann Rock  
Fleck Mantz Roebuck O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Markosek Rohrer    Speaker 
Freeman    
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–8 
 
Bishop Gingrich Hickernell Oliver 
Cruz Helm Micozzie Staback 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves the following bill be removed from the tabled bill 
calendar and placed on the active calendar: SB 256. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL TABLED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves the following bill be removed from the active 
calendar and placed on the tabled bill calendar: SB 256. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 638,  
PN 1411, entitled: 
 

An Act establishing the Cancer Drug Repository Program for 
accepting donated cancer drugs and dispensing cancer drugs; and 
providing for the powers and duties of the State Board of Pharmacy. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
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BILL TABLED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that SB 638 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. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that SB 638 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. 

FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative Levdansky, rise? 
 Mr. LEVDANSKY. Mr. Speaker, a committee 
announcement. 
 I just want to remind the members of the House Finance 
Committee that at the conclusion of session today we have a 
Finance Committee meeting in 205 of the Ryan Office Building 
to consider two bills, which I do not expect to engender much 
discussion. So again, Finance Committee meeting at the end of 
session today in 205, Ryan. 
 The SPEAKER. There will be a Finance Committee meeting 
at the end of session today in 205, Ryan. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. CLYMER 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative Clymer, rise?  
 Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this has really been a very special day for the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. This morning we heard the 
singing of the "Pennsylvania" song, and that certainly was an 
inspiration to all of us. And also today, I am very pleased to 
announce that the Pennsylvania Capitol received the official 
National Historic Landmark designation. This was done by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and for the members' information, 
there are only 2,500 institutions that are formally designated as 
a National Historic Landmark. So we are very proud of this 
occasion. The ceremony involved the members of the Capitol 
Preservation Committee, and Lt. Gov. Catherine Baker Knoll 
was there to deliver remarks as well. 
 So I just wanted to bring this to the attention of the members 
at this very special time of the season. 
 And also, Mr. Speaker, to let the members know that the 
2007 holiday Christmas tree decoration is now available from 
the Capitol Preservation Committee. Should anyone be looking 
for some very attractive stocking stuffers, this is one that they 
would want to secure. 
 Mr. Speaker, those conclude my remarks. Thank you. 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. It is the intention of the Chair to recess 
regular session and at 4:46 convene special session. Regular 
session is recessed. 

AFTER RECESS 

 The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease for one moment. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MAJORITY LEADER 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 As we get ready to recess for the Thanksgiving holiday,  
I wanted to share with the membership that there have been 
very aggressive negotiations as recently as the last hour and a 
half and certainly during the entire 2 days that we have been 
here, especially with Representatives Mahoney and Grell and 
Shapiro. We have come to a juncture where a cosponsorship 
memo will be forwarded amongst the membership tonight or 
tomorrow, with Mahoney and Grell and Shapiro trying to 
embody a proposal that parallels, in most aspects,  
Senator Pileggi's SB 1. 
 I think it is imperative that the House chamber assert itself 
and project a very definitive point of view on open records. 
Obviously I commend Messrs. Mahoney and Grell and Shapiro 
for helping us with this compromise. I would like to think that 
we can move forward on the 3d day of December when we 
come back. Mr. Smith and others who have been working with 
us this afternoon are high in my esteem. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, as we get ready for the Thanksgiving 
adjournment, I did want to make that announcement and that a 
cosponsorship memo, a bipartisan effort, from this chamber, 
from this House, it is not just good enough to have our brothers 
and sisters in the State Senate have an open records proposal. 
The House of Representatives must put its imprimatur on a 
proposal. HB 443 was deficient, and a couple more days with 
this compromise effort moving forward is, in my view, the best 
tactic and the best strategy. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, and happy 
Thanksgiving. 

STATEMENT BY MINORITY LEADER 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader, 
Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just wanted to follow up the majority leader's comments. 
As we entered into this day, there was a lot of discussion and 
talk about going a myriad of different directions which I think 
were going to generate some controversy, more in terms of the 
process than in terms of the substance of the legislation. So in 
the discussions that we have had here over the last hour or so,  
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I think that, in terms of this House going about its business in a 
manner that is as open and deliberative as possible, that the 
notion of retreating from the substance that is in HB 443 and 
changing directions to mirror, somewhat, the direction that is in 
SB 1 is a prudent move. I think it is a good move. I think the 
fact that we will not be rushing any legislation through this 
House – which the members have not had an adequate period of 
time to review – I think that that is a good move for this House, 
in that we will try to be as deliberative and open as possible. 
 So I appreciate the change in direction that we are 
encountering here and undertaking and would likewise wish 
everyone a happy Thanksgiving, where we can count our many 
blessings. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Are there any announcements? 
 The Chair hopes that the members have an opportunity to 
reflect on the wonderful blessings that we all have and that you 
enjoy your holiday festivities in good health. 
 Tomorrow is going to be a token session. There will be no 
more votes taken today. God bless all of you. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

 The SPEAKER. Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Just one addendum to the potential 
schedule: 3, 4, and 5 December are locked on and the 
subsequent week 10, 11, 12, and potentially 13, 14. Only a dire 
emergency would make us come back on the 17th. I cannot 
fathom that. I think it is a 1-percent chance. But we will try to 
move forward with smoking ban proposals as well as this open 
records culmination as well as a property tax vote in the first  
3 days of the first week back and potentially 5 days in the 
second week. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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. It is moved by Representative Galloway 
from Bucks County that this House do now adjourn until 
Wednesday, November 21, 2007, at 11 a.m., e.s.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 4:58 p.m., e.s.t., the House 
adjourned. 
 


