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THE SPEAKER (DENNIS M. O'BRIEN) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 RABBI SOLOMON ISAACSON, Guest Chaplain of the 
House of Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
 Before I begin my normal prayer, I was not here around 
Memorial Day, so I would like to take the opportunity to say a 
special memorial prayer for those soldiers that were killed in 
wars. 
 
 (Prayer in Hebrew.) 
 
 May God remember the souls of those of our Armed Forces, 
the holy and pure, who were killed, murdered, slaughtered, 
burned, drowned, or strangled on behalf of protecting their 
country and the rights of human beings wherever they were. 
Because of this, as a reward for this, may their souls be bound 
up in the bond of life together with the souls of all the righteous 
men and women in the Garden of Eden, and let us say amen. 
 
 (Prayer in Hebrew.) 
 
 May He who blessed our forefathers, Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob, may He bless the Armed Forces of the United States – 
the Army, the Navy, the Air Force, and the Marines – who stand 
guard over our land and wherever they may be. May Hashem, 
the Almighty, cause the enemies who rise up against us to be 
struck down before them. May the Holy One, blessed is He, 
preserve and rescue our fighting men and women from every 
trouble and distress and from every plague and illness; may He 
send blessing and success in their every endeavor. May He lead 
our enemies under their sway, and may He adorn them with the 
crown of salvation and with the diadem of triumph, and may 
there be fulfilled for them the verse, for it is Hashem, your God, 
who goes with you to battle your enemies for you to save you. 
Amen. 
 
 (Prayer in Hebrew.) 
 
 May He who grants salvation to kings and dominion to 
rulers, whose kingdom is a kingdom spanning all eternities; who 
releases David, His servant, from the evil sword; who places a 

road in the sea and a path in the mighty waters, may He bless, 
safeguard, preserve, help, exalt, make great, extol, and raise 
high our beloved President and Vice President, our Governor, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and all the 
Representatives of our great Commonwealth and all those that 
serve them. 
 May the King of King, who reigns over kings, in His mercy, 
may He sustain them and protect them from every trouble, woe, 
and injury; may He rescue them; may He gather peoples under 
their sway and cause their enemies to fall before them. 
Wherever they turn, may they succeed. 
 The King who reigns over kings, in His mercy, may He put 
into their heart and into the heart of all of their counselors and 
officials compassion to do good with us and with all the people 
of our great country and our Commonwealth. So may it be His 
will, and let us say amen. 
 
 I would like to take the opportunity to wish all of you a 
happy summer and a happy Father's Day and also 
congratulations to the Penguins for the wonderful effort they 
gave our great Commonwealth. Thank you. 
 

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 Wednesday, June 11, 2008, will be postponed until printed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. Please welcome, as the guests of 
Representatives Mario Scavello and John Siptroth, members of 
the Monroe County chapter of the AARP. The guests are seated 
in the gallery. Would you please stand and be recognized. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
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ALS ASSOCIATION MEMBERS 
INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Cutler 
for an introduction. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is a privilege and honor to be here this afternoon with my 
colleague, Representative Josh Shapiro, and my friends and 
fellow advocates off here to the left. 
 We held a rally earlier this morning, and you may have seen 
these folks in your offices recently. These are folks from the 
ALS (amyotrophic lateral sclerosis) Association, out of the 
Philadelphia and the Pittsburgh chapters. These folks are up 
here advocating during the budget process for a line item in  
the budget with regards to respite care and research for  
Lou Gehrig's disease. 
 One of the reasons this is so personal to me, personally, is 
that both of my parents suffered from this disease, and this is a 
fight that really started 18 years ago when my mom was 
diagnosed, and statistically that is nearly impossible, because 
the average occurrence is one in a quarter million folks. So for 
both parents to come down with the disease is really quite 
amazing. 
 The reason this is so important is because even though  
Lou Gehrig himself came down with the disease in the thirties 
and brought attention to it, there really still is no known cause 
or cure, and we must fight this disease, because this is 
something that affects 1 in 15 Americans every day, which, 
when you break it down that way, is pretty amazing. 
 And most importantly, while there is no known cause, there 
are some increased associations for folks who are in the 
military, and with our current deployment of the Pennsylvania 
National Guard, I think this is something that we need to get 
ready for. So as these individuals are in your offices advocating 
for this, I would encourage you to take time to meet them, and 
as passionate as I am about this topic, I can in no way advocate 
as well as they can. 
 At this time I would like to just have them stand up and be 
recognized as I introduce them – Mr. Jeffery Faull, Monessa 
Tinsley-Crabb, Mr. Kevin Glenn, and Mr. Michael Sullivan. 
These folks are very courageous because they are fighting a 
disease that, while physically debilitating, is difficult to 
particularly handle because emotionally and mentally you are 
completely aware. So I would ask all of you to please give them 
a warm round of applause and then also give them some time 
when they come around to your office. So thank you for all you 
guys are doing. 
 As an aside, Mr. Speaker, if I may, as an aside, if anyone has 
any questions about the disease itself or how it impacts folks or 
anything that I can help you with to help you better understand 
the process and what these individuals are going through,  
I would be more than happy to continue advocating on their 
behalf and just sincerely thank you for your time and 
consideration today. Thank you. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to take this 
opportunity to recognize two special guest pages we have today, 
and they are Pat and Matt Harkins, who are the twin sons of 

Representative Patrick Harkins. Would you please stand and be 
recognized. 

CHELTENHAM HIGH SCHOOL 
AND ELKINS PARK MIDDLE SCHOOL 

PROBLEM-SOLVING TEAMS 
INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair invites Representative Curry to 
come to the podium for an introduction. 
 Mr. CURRY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, from time to time we are honored to introduce 
to our colleagues in the House constituents from our districts 
who have distinguished themselves in one way or another by 
some outstanding act or significant accomplishment. These 
guests are, in their own way, State champions from athletic 
fields and arenas, from the arts, from a variety of human 
endeavors. They are heroes, often for some courageous act or 
great sacrifice. 
 Today I am proud to introduce to you the Pennsylvania 
champion problem-solvers from Cheltenham High School 
behind me and in a minute from Elkins Park Middle School. 
 Creative problem-solving was created in 1973 by  
E. Paul Torrance. Through the problem-solving programs, 
students, grades 4 to 12, learn to analyze real-life problems in 
the world today that they might face themselves as they become 
adults. The problem-solving process has students apply the 
following five steps: identify a problem for a creative attack, 
brainstorm possible solutions to the problem, develop criteria to 
use to evaluate the solutions, use criteria to identify the team's 
best solution, and develop an action plan for the best solution. 
 The coach of the Cheltenham High School team is  
Steve Buckingham and the participants, Max Presser,  
Kara Naseef, and Marly Siegal, and I would like you to 
recognize them. They are the State champions in Pennsylvania 
for problem-solving. 
 Behind me is the team from Elkins Park Middle School.  
The coach is Roberta Jacoby, and the team is Allie Liss,  
Dara Liss, Jessica Hoag, and Hannah Silverman. 
 I am not going to repeat what I said about the  
problem-solving effort except to mention that in this State 
competition, the issue was to answer the question, "Debt in 
Developing Nations." The Elkins Park team went on to the 
international competition and came in fourth, and the 
international topic was "Child Labor," and for winning in the 
international competition, Elkins Park School took this 
prestigious award. 
 The SPEAKER. Ladies and gentlemen, it has been suggested 
that since they are champion problem-solvers, we should put 
them on contract as we debate the budget. 

APPROPRIATIONS AND RULES 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip, 
Representative McCall. 
 Mr. McCALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, there will be an Appropriations meeting at  
1:45 in the majority caucus room, followed by, at 2 o'clock, a 
Rules Committee meeting, and I would ask the members be 
ready to vote on the floor at 2:15. 
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 The SPEAKER. The Appropriations Committee will meet  
at 1:45 in the majority caucus room, followed by a 2 o'clock 
Rules Committee meeting. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House will stand in recess until  
2:15 p.m., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair turns to requests for leaves of 
absence. The Chair recognizes the majority whip, who requests 
that Representative THOMAS of Philadelphia be placed on 
leave for today. The Chair hears no objection. The leave will be 
granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the minority whip, who requests that 
Representative CAPPELLI from Lycoming County, 
Representative CREIGHTON from Lancaster County, 
Representative KENNEY from Philadelphia, Representative 
REED from Indiana, and Representative SWANGER from 
Lebanon County be placed on leave. Representative Reed, the 
request is for the week; all others are for the day. The Chair 
hears no objection. Those leaves will be granted. 
 
 Members will report to the floor. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll. 
Members will proceed to vote. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–197 
 
Adolph Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Argall Galloway Marshall Ross 
Baker Geist Marsico Rubley 
Barrar George McCall Sabatina 
Bastian Gerber McGeehan Sainato 
Bear Gergely McI. Smith Samuelson 
Belfanti Gibbons McIlhattan Santoni 
Benninghoff Gillespie Melio Saylor 
Bennington Gingrich Mensch Scavello 
Beyer Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Biancucci Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Bishop Grell Millard Shapiro 
Blackwell Grucela Miller Shimkus 
Boback Haluska Milne Siptroth 
Boyd Hanna Moul Smith, K. 
Brennan Harhai Moyer Smith, M. 
Brooks Harhart Mundy Smith, S. 
Buxton Harkins Murt Solobay 
Caltagirone Harper Mustio Sonney 
Carroll Harris Myers Staback 
Casorio Helm Nailor Stairs 
Causer Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Civera Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Clymer Hess O'Neill Stevenson 

Cohen Hickernell Oliver Sturla 
Conklin Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Costa Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Cox James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Peifer Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Vereb 
Dally Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrarca Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Petri Wagner 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrone Walko 
Dermody Kortz Phillips Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pickett Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Preston Watson 
Donatucci Leach Pyle Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Quigley White 
Ellis Levdansky Quinn Williams 
Evans, D. Longietti Ramaley Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mackereth Rapp Yewcic 
Everett Maher Raymond Youngblood 
Fabrizio Mahoney Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
Freeman Mantz Roebuck  
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Cappelli Kenney Swanger Thomas 
Creighton Reed   
 
 LEAVES CANCELED–2 
 
Creighton Thomas 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 676, PN 3828 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 

Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to the 
Philadelphia Regional Port Authority certain lands situate in the  
39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 1674, PN 3455 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of May 28, 1937 (P.L.955, No.265), 

known as the Housing Authorities Law, further providing for powers of 
authority. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 2477, PN 3668 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.L.736, No.338), 

known as the Workers' Compensation Act, further defining 
"occupational disease." 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 
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SB 740, PN 2135 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 

approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Centre County, 
certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre County; authorizing 
the Department of General Services, with the approval of the Governor, 
to grant and convey, at a price determined through competitive bidding, 
certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre County; and 
authorizing the Department of General Services, with the approval of 
the Governor, to grant and convey, separately, to The Pennsylvania 
State University, Benner Township and the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre County. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
SB 1147, PN 2159 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing, in child 
protective services, for definitions, for immunity from liability, for 
release of information in confidential reports, for studies of data in 
records, for investigating performance of county agencies, for citizen 
review panels, for child abuse services and for reporting; and providing 
for report on child abuse and criminal history information 
requirements. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

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

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1525, PN 2872 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
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. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 2158, PN 3829 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 

approval of the Department of Transportation and the Governor, to 
grant and convey to Pike County or its assigns, certain lands, situate in 
the Borough of Milford, Pike County, in exchange for a certain tract of 
land. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

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

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1737, PN 2315 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act prohibiting any municipal pension or retirement system in 

a city of the first class from denying certain benefits to surviving 
spouses of firefighters or certain employees upon a subsequent 
remarriage of the surviving spouse; and making related repeals. 

 
RULES. 

 

HB 1768, PN 2364 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.L.736, No.338), 

known as the Workers' Compensation Act, further defining 
"occupational disease"; and providing for cancer in the occupation of 
firefighter. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 1914, PN 3905 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in hunting and furtaking licenses, further 
providing for resident license and fee exemptions. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 1915, PN 3906 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 

Statutes, in fishing licenses, further providing for deployed 
Pennsylvania National Guard members and for reserve component of 
armed forces members. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2206, PN 3907 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 

known as the Liquor Code, providing for expanded restaurant licenses, 
fees, privileges and restrictions; providing for limitation of certain 
prizes; and further providing for revocation and suspension of licenses 
and fees and for premises to be vacated by patrons. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2250, PN 3874 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, increasing the income allowance for 
dependents for the special tax provisions for poverty; further providing 
for the definition of "taxable income" for corporate net income tax 
purposes; further providing for the definition of "capital stock value" 
for capital stock and franchise tax purposes; further providing for the 
carryover of the research and development tax credit and increasing the 
annual limitation on credits; providing for a youth employment 
incentive tax credit; and further providing for the new jobs tax credit. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2346, PN 3391 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, further providing for exclusions from 
sales and use tax. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2499, PN 3929 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act regulating massage therapy; establishing the State Board of 

Massage Therapy; providing for funds, for licensure, for disciplinary 
action, for remedies, for penalties and for preemption; and making an 
appropriation. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2509, PN 3932 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act providing for liability for false claims, for treble damages, 

costs and civil penalties, for powers of the Attorney General, for  
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qui tam actions and for adoption of legislative history of the  
Federal False Claims Act. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2539, PN 3776 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of June 5, 1947 (P.L.422, No.195), 

entitled, "An act authorizing the Department of Forests and Waters to 
provide for stream clearance and stream channel rectifications; to 
construct and maintain dams, reservoirs, lakes and other works and 
improvements for impounding flood waters, and conserving the water 
supply of the Commonwealth; and for creating additional recreational 
areas; to acquire by purchase, condemnation or otherwise, certain lands 
for such purposes; to construct and maintain flood forecasting and 
warning systems," further providing for the purposes of the act and for 
the authority of the Department of Environmental Protection; and 
making editorial changes. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2546, PN 3795 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of August 7, 1936 (1st Sp.Sess., P.L.106, 

No.46), referred to as the Flood Control Law, further providing for 
purpose of act; adding definitions; further providing for plans, for 
proceedings, for powers and duties of the Department of 
Environmental Protection, for eminent domain, for flood control works 
and for financing; and making editorial changes. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2549, PN 3798 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending the act of March 1, 1988 (P.L.82, No.16), 

known as the Pennsylvania Infrastructure Investment Authority Act, 
further providing for legislative intent, for definitions and for financial 
assistance. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2575, PN 3827 By Rep. DeWEESE 
 
An Act amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for deterrent fences for deer, 
bear and elk and the payment of claims for damages by certain elk; 
imposing duties on the Department of Agriculture; and providing for 
the establishment of the Elk Damage Fund. 

 
RULES. 
 

CALENDAR 
 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 1122, 
PN 2160, entitled: 
 

An Act declaring the current economic conditions in the 
Commonwealth as an emergency; restricting the furlough of State 
employees preceding the enactment of a budget; and making an 
appropriation and transfer from the Budget Stabilization Reserve Fund. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that SB 1122 be removed from the active calendar 
and recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bills be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 
 
  HB 1737; 
  HB 1768; 
  HB 1914; 
  HB 1915; 
  HB 2206; 
  HB 2250; 
  HB 2346; 
  HB 2499; 
  HB 2509; 
  HB 2539; 
  HB 2546; 
  HB 2549; and 
  HB 2575. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1676, PN 2210 By Rep. LEVDANSKY 
 
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, dedicating sales and use tax revenues 
for transfer to the Game Fund and the Fish Fund. 

 
FINANCE. 

 
HB 2167, PN 3950 (Amended) By Rep. LEVDANSKY 
 
An Act amending the act of December 21, 1998 (P.L.1307, 

No.174), known as the Community and Economic Improvement Act, 
authorizing the Philadelphia hospitality promotion tax; providing for 
apportionment of revenue; and making editorial changes. 

 
FINANCE. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 1063, PN 2186 (Amended) By Rep. LEVDANSKY 
 
An Act amending the act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257, 

No.511), known as The Local Tax Enabling Act, in local tax, further 
providing for definitions, for delegation of tax powers and restrictions, 
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for recapture of tax, for payroll tax, for nonresident sports facility 
usage fees, for vacation of tax ordinances and resolutions, for 
advertising tax ordinances, for second class city tax rates, for taxpayer 
appeals, for filing ordinances, for limitation on tax rates, for 
withholding of local services taxes, for administrative personnel and 
joint agreements, for audits of earned income and other taxes, for 
payment of tax to other taxing authorities as credits or deductions, for 
personal property, for assessment limitations and for tax limitations; 
providing for legal representation, for restricted use, for consolidated 
collection of local income taxes, for collection of delinquent taxes and 
for miscellaneous provisions; further providing for penalties and for 
repeals; and making editorial changes. 

 
FINANCE. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 794 By Representatives COHEN, RUBLEY, 
FREEMAN, JAMES, BENNINGTON, BRENNAN, 
FRANKEL, GOODMAN, MAHONEY, M. O'BRIEN, 
SIPTROTH and GINGRICH 

 
A Resolution urging nonappeal of the court decision on currency 

discrimination. 
 

Referred to Committee on INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AFFAIRS, June 13, 2008. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 2625 By Representatives PALLONE, J. EVANS, 
TANGRETTI, DeLUCA, HORNAMAN, DERMODY, KOTIK, 
FABRIZIO, HARKINS, KULA, LONGIETTI, PETRARCA, 
SAINATO and FRANKEL 

 
An Act establishing the Access to Community-based Care and 

Extended Safety-net Services (ACCESS) Program in the Department of 
Health; setting criteria for eligibility for counties and community-based 
health care providers; developing plans to assure people and families 
with low income access to a continuum of health care services on a 
county basis; and providing for powers and duties of the Department of 
Public Welfare and the Department of Health. 

 
Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, June 13, 2008. 

 
  No. 2629 By Representatives CURRY, BISHOP, 
CALTAGIRONE, GEORGE, HENNESSEY, JOSEPHS,  
W. KELLER, KULA, LENTZ, MAHONEY, MANDERINO, 
MUNDY, MURT, M. O'BRIEN, OLIVER, PARKER, 
PAYTON, SABATINA, SURRA, THOMAS, TRUE, 
WATERS, WILLIAMS, DePASQUALE, MELIO, GERBER, 
QUINN, WATSON, O'NEILL, MYERS, SIPTROTH, 
SHAPIRO and PASHINSKI 

 
An Act amending the act of July 19, 1979 (P.L.130, No.48), 

known as the Health Care Facilities Act, further providing for 
licensure. 

 
Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, June 13, 2008. 
 
  No. 2631 By Representatives CREIGHTON, BEYER, 
BOYD, CARROLL, CUTLER, DENLINGER, GEIST, 
GOODMAN, KOTIK, KULA, MAHONEY, MARKOSEK, 
MOUL, MOYER, MYERS, PYLE, READSHAW, 

SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, SOLOBAY, TANGRETTI, 
THOMAS, J. WHITE and SWANGER 

 
An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), known 

as the Public Welfare Code, increasing the maximum annual State 
grants to county institution districts or their successors for cost of child 
welfare programs; further providing for the payment of the costs  
and expenses for the care of the child; and placing a duty upon the 
Auditor General to ascertain and certify certain costs. 

 
Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, June 13, 2008. 
 
  No. 2632 By Representatives CREIGHTON, BELFANTI, 
BRENNAN, CAPPELLI, EVERETT, FRANKEL, GEIST, 
GEORGE, GINGRICH, KOTIK, R. MILLER, MILNE, 
MOYER, MURT, O'NEILL, PHILLIPS, ROCK, SIPTROTH, 
SWANGER, THOMAS, WALKO and J. WHITE 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the offense 
of false reports to law enforcement authorities. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 13, 2008. 

 
  No. 2633 By Representatives JAMES, DeWEESE, McCALL, 
WATERS, WILLIAMS, KIRKLAND and WALKO 

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

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for jury 
composition. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 13, 2008. 

 
  No. 2634 By Representatives J. TAYLOR, THOMAS, 
BAKER, BEYER, BOYD, BRENNAN, CARROLL, 
CASORIO, CLYMER, CUTLER, DeLUCA, DENLINGER, 
GEIST, GRELL, HENNESSEY, HERSHEY, HESS, 
HICKERNELL, JAMES, KENNEY, KORTZ, KOTIK, 
LONGIETTI, MANN, MARKOSEK, MARSHALL,  
R. MILLER, MILNE, MOUL, MYERS, NAILOR,  
M. O'BRIEN, O'NEILL, PAYNE, PETRONE, PHILLIPS, 
PYLE, READSHAW, REICHLEY, ROCK, RUBLEY, 
SIPTROTH, SOLOBAY, TRUE, WATSON, YOUNGBLOOD, 
SWANGER, MURT and COHEN 

 
An Act amending the act of April 14, 1972 (P.L.233, No.64), 

known as The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic Act, 
further providing for prohibited acts and penalties. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 13, 2008. 

 
  No. 2636 By Representatives READSHAW, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, DALEY, GIBBONS, KORTZ, 
KULA, MARKOSEK, MARSHALL, MILNE, O'NEILL, 
PHILLIPS, PYLE, RAMALEY, SAINATO, SCAVELLO, 
SWANGER, WAGNER, WALKO, J. WHITE and 
WOJNAROSKI 

 
An Act designating the Pennsylvania tartan as the official State 

tartan of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT,  
June 13, 2008. 
 
  No. 2638 By Representatives McCALL, S. H. SMITH, 
COHEN, ARGALL, BENNINGHOFF, BRENNAN, BUXTON, 
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CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, CARROLL, CURRY, DALEY, 
DALLY, DePASQUALE, FAIRCHILD, FLECK, FRANKEL, 
FREEMAN, GEORGE, GIBBONS, GODSHALL, GRUCELA, 
HALUSKA, HARHAI, HARKINS, JAMES, JOSEPHS, 
KENNEY, KORTZ, KOTIK, KULA, LONGIETTI, 
MAHONEY, MANN, MELIO, R. MILLER, MUNDY, 
MYERS, NAILOR, NICKOL, M. O'BRIEN, OLIVER, 
PAYNE, PICKETT, ROEBUCK, SANTONI, SHAPIRO, 
SIPTROTH, McILVAINE SMITH, SOLOBAY, STURLA, 
SURRA, J. WHITE, WOJNAROSKI, YOUNGBLOOD, 
YUDICHAK, KING, MARKOSEK, WANSACZ, THOMAS, 
GOODMAN, WATSON and SCAVELLO 

 
An Act amending Title 64 (Public Authorities and Quasi-Public 

Corporations) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further 
defining "private developer" and adding definitions relating to the 
Commonwealth Financing Authority; further providing, in 
Commonwealth Financing Authority, for indebtedness; and 
establishing, in Commonwealth Financing Authority, the Legacy 
Account Program. 

 
Referred to Committee on COMMERCE, June 13, 2008. 

 
  No. 2639 By Representatives CALTAGIRONE, SIPTROTH, 
BRENNAN, CARROLL, BEYER, BLACKWELL, BOYD, 
CAPPELLI, GIBBONS, HALUSKA, JOSEPHS, KULA, 
MANDERINO, O'NEILL and PAYNE 

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

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in State intermediate 
punishment provisions, further providing for referral to State 
intermediate punishment program. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 13, 2008. 

 
  No. 2641 By Representatives PALLONE, J. EVANS, 
TANGRETTI, HORNAMAN, KOTIK, KULA, LONGIETTI, 
PETRARCA and SAINATO 

 
An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P.L.31, No.21), known 

as the Public Welfare Code, providing for medical assistance 
reimbursements for organ transplant drugs. 

 
Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 

SERVICES, June 13, 2008. 
 
  No. 2642 By Representatives DeLUCA, BIANCUCCI, 
SHAPIRO, GERBER, MELIO, WALKO, READSHAW, 
KOTIK, GRUCELA, SURRA, DePASQUALE, DERMODY, 
EACHUS, KORTZ, GERGELY, McILVAINE SMITH, KULA, 
PALLONE, TANGRETTI, FREEMAN, PETRONE, 
DeWEESE, PETRARCA, FABRIZIO, HARKINS and VITALI 

 
An Act providing for health insurance rate increase standards. 
 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, June 13, 2008. 

SENATE BILL FOR CONCURRENCE 

 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bill for concurrence: 
 
 SB 1424, PN 2100 
 
 Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE, 
June 13, 2008. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 1147, 
PN 2159, entitled: 
 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing, in child 
protective services, for definitions, for immunity from liability, for 
release of information in confidential reports, for studies of data in 
records, for investigating performance of county agencies, for citizen 
review panels, for child abuse services and for reporting; and providing 
for report on child abuse and criminal history information 
requirements. 
 
 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 2477, 
PN 3668, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.L.736, No.338), 
known as the Workers' Compensation Act, further defining 
"occupational disease." 
 
 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 1674, 
PN 3455, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 28, 1937 (P.L.955, No.265), 
known as the Housing Authorities Law, further providing for powers of 
authority. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 676, 
PN 3828, entitled: 
 

An Act authorizing and directing the Department of General 
Services, with the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to the 
Philadelphia Regional Port Authority certain lands situate in the  
39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
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 Mr. W. KELLER offered the following amendment No. 
A07318: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"Philadelphia" and inserting 
   ; and providing for Commonwealth ownership of 

submerged lands. 
 Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 29 and 30 
Section 1.  Landing consisting of 16.89 acres in the City of  

Philadelphia. 
 (a)  Authorization.–The Department of General Services, with 
the approval of the Governor, is hereby authorized and directed on 
behalf of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to grant and convey  
to the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority, for $1, certain lands 
situate in the 39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia described in 
subsection (b). 
 (b)  Description.–The lands to be conveyed pursuant to 
subsection (a) consist of 16.89 acres more or particularly described as 
follows: 
ALL THAT CERTAIN tract, piece or parcel of land situate in the  

39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia, Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, described as follows to wit: 

PARCEL No. 1 
BEGINNING at a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940, said point 
being located the two (2) following courses and distances from the 
intersection of the Southerly side of Packer Avenue (148 feet wide) and 
the said Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (250 feet 
wide); (1) thence extending S 14 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds W 
along the Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (formerly 
Delaware Avenue), the distance of 3,601.940 feet to a point; (2) thence 
extending S 75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E along a line the 
distance of 580.759 feet to said point of beginning. 
 (1) THENCE extending from said point of beginning S  

75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E the distance of 
438.331 feet to a point on the Pierhead Line of the 
Delaware River approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940; 

 (2) THENCE continuing along said line S 75 degrees  
30 minutes 00.0 seconds E the distance of 100.000 feet to 
a point; 

 (3) THENCE extending along a line S 29 degrees 01 minute  
18 seconds W the distance of 567.735 feet to a point; 

 (4) THENCE extending along a line N 75 degrees 58 minutes 
58.9 seconds W the distance of 100.000 feet to a point on 
the Pierhead Line of the Delaware River approved by the 
Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (5) THENCE continuing along said line N 75 degrees  
58 minutes 58.9 00.0 seconds W the distance of 565.227 
feet to a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware 
River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940; 

 (6) THENCE extending along said Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940 N 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds 
E the distance of 617.039 feet to the point of beginning. 

CONTAINING within said metes and bounds, 7.62 acres of land being  
 the same, more or less. 
PARCEL No. 2 
BEGINNING at a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940, said point 
being located the three (3) following courses and distances from the 
intersection of the Southerly side of Packer Avenue (148 feet wide) and 
the said Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard 250 feet 
wide; (1)  thence extending S 14 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds W 
along the Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (formerly 
Delaware Avenue), the distance of 3,601.940 feet to a point; (2) thence  
 

extending S 75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E along a line the 
distance of 580.759 feet to a point on the Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940; (3) thence extending along said Bulkhead Line of the  
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940 S 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds W the distance of  
617.039 feet to the said point of beginning; 
 (1) THENCE extending from said point of beginning along a 

line S 75 degrees 58 minutes 58.9 seconds E the distance 
of 565.227 feet to a point on the Pierhead Line of the 
Delaware River approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940; 

 (2) THENCE, continuing along said line S 75 degrees  
58 minutes 58.9 seconds E the distance of 100.000 feet to 
a point; 

 (3) THENCE extending along a line S 28 degrees 57 minutes 
13 seconds W the distance of 573.207 feet to a point; 

 (4) THENCE extending along a line N 76 degrees 03 minutes 
40 seconds W the distance of 100.000 feet to a point on the 
Pierhead Line of the Delaware River approved by the 
Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (5) THENCE continuing along said line N 76 degrees  
03 minutes 40 seconds W the distance of 691.822 feet to a 
point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (6) THENCE extending along said Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940 N 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds 
E the distance of 618.514 feet to the point of beginning. 

CONTAINING within said metes and bounds, 9.27 acres of land being  
 the same, more or less. 
 (c)  Easements.–The conveyance shall be made under and subject 
to all lawful and enforceable easements, servitudes and rights of others, 
including but not confined to streets, roadways and rights of any 
telephone, telegraph, water, electric, gas or pipeline companies, as well 
as under and subject to any lawful and enforceable estates or tenancies 
vested in third persons appearing of record, for any portion of the land 
or improvements erected thereon. 
 (d)  Deed.– 
  (1)  The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that 

the lands conveyed in this section shall be used only for maritime 
purposes by the grantee, or its successor in interest or its lessees, 
concessionaires, licensees or assignees permitted by the 
Commonwealth. Should the grantee, or its successors in interest, 
allow the lands conveyed to be used for any other purpose or 
attempt to convey or transfer the lands, the title shall immediately 
revert to and revest in the grantor. The term "maritime purposes" 
shall mean activities related to the handling, import, export and 
or transport of cargo or the transport of passengers within and 
through the Port of Philadelphia but the term shall not mean 
activities related to gambling or gaming. 

  (2)  The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that if 
the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority or its successors in 
interest ceases to exist, the lands conveyed in this section shall 
immediately revert to and revest in the grantor, unless a 
successor authority has been formed to continue the 
Commonwealth's governance of regional port activities along the 
Delaware River. 

 (e)  Deed execution.–The deed of conveyance authorized by this 
section shall be approved as provided by law and shall be executed by 
the Secretary of General Services in the name of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 
 (f)  Costs and fees.–Costs and fees incidental to this conveyance 
shall be borne by the grantee. 
 Amend Sec. 1, page 2, line 30, by striking out "1.  Land" and 
inserting 
   2.  Land consisting of 305 acres 
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 Amend Bill, page 7, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
Section 3.  Commonwealth ownership of submerged lands. 
 (a)  General rule.–In any navigable waterway within this 
Commonwealth, title to and ownership of all lands below the ordinary 
low-water mark, as existed on December 12, 1787, and the natural 
resources within such lands and waters, are recognized, confirmed, 
established and vested in and assigned to the Commonwealth. Title and 
ownership shall include all artificially filled in, made or reclaimed 
lands which formerly were lands below the ordinary low-water mark 
without regard to any artificial bulkhead or harbor line established by 
any governmental body or agency. 
 (b)  Legislative intent.–The provisions of subsection (a) are not 
intended to alter or otherwise affect property interests previously 
conveyed by a department of the Commonwealth specifically 
authorized by act of the General Assembly. 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 7, line 7, by striking out "2" and inserting 
   4 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Keller 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I believe that is the wrong 
amendment. We have gone through a number of revisions.  
I believe A7499 is the agreed-to amendment. 
 

RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Keller, who moves to 
suspend the rules for the purpose of offering amendment 
A07499, which the clerk will read. 
 
 The clerk read the following amendment No. A07499: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"Philadelphia" and inserting 
   ; and providing for Commonwealth ownership of 

submerged lands. 
 Amend Bill, page 2, line 30, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
Section 1.  Land consisting of 16.89 acres in the City of Philadelphia. 
 (a)  Authorization.–The Department of General Services, with 
the approval of the Governor, is hereby authorized and directed on 
behalf of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to grant and convey  
to the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority, for $1, certain lands 
situate in the 39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia described in 
subsection (b). 
 (b)  Description.–The lands to be conveyed pursuant to 
subsection (a) consist of 16.89 acres more or particularly described as 
follows: 
ALL THAT CERTAIN tract, piece or parcel of land situate in the  

39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia, Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, described as follows to wit: 

PARCEL No. 1 
BEGINNING at a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940, said point 
being located the two (2) following courses and distances from the 
intersection of the Southerly side of Packer Avenue (148 feet wide) and 
the said Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (250 feet 
wide); (1) thence extending S 14 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds W 
along the Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (formerly 

Delaware Avenue), the distance of 3,601.940 feet to a point; (2) thence 
extending S 75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E along a line the 
distance of 580.759 feet to said point of beginning. 
 (1) THENCE extending from said point of beginning S  

75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E the distance of 
438.331 feet to a point on the Pierhead Line of the 
Delaware River approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940; 

 (2) THENCE continuing along said line S 75 degrees  
30 minutes 00.0 seconds E the distance of 100.000 feet to 
a point; 

 (3) THENCE extending along a line S 29 degrees 01 minute 
18 seconds W the distance of 567.735 feet to a point; 

 (4) THENCE extending along a line N 75 degrees 58 minutes 
58.9 seconds W the distance of 100.000 feet to a point on 
the Pierhead Line of the Delaware River approved by the 
Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (5) THENCE continuing along said line N 75 degrees  
58 minutes 58.9 00.0 seconds W the distance of 565.227 
feet to a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware 
River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940; 

 (6) THENCE extending along said Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940 N 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds 
E the distance of 617.039 feet to the point of beginning. 

CONTAINING within said metes and bounds, 7.62 acres of land being  
 the same, more or less. 
PARCEL No. 2 
BEGINNING at a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940, said point 
being located the three (3) following courses and distances from the 
intersection of the Southerly side of Packer Avenue (148 feet wide) and 
the said Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard 250 feet 
wide; (1)  thence extending S 14 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds W 
along the Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (formerly 
Delaware Avenue), the distance of 3,601.940 feet to a point; (2) thence 
extending S 75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E along a line the 
distance of 580.759 feet to a point on the Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940; (3) thence extending along said Bulkhead Line of the Delaware 
River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940  
S 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds W the distance of 617.039 feet to 
the said point of beginning; 
 (1) THENCE extending from said point of beginning along a 

line S 75 degrees 58 minutes 58.9 seconds E the distance 
of 565.227 feet to a point on the Pierhead Line of the 
Delaware River approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940; 

 (2) THENCE, continuing along said line S 75 degrees  
58 minutes 58.9 seconds E the distance of 100.000 feet to 
a point; 

 (3) THENCE extending along a line S 28 degrees 57 minutes 
13 seconds W the distance of 573.207 feet to a point; 

 (4) THENCE extending along a line N 76 degrees 03 minutes 
40 seconds W the distance of 100.000 feet to a point on the 
Pierhead Line of the Delaware River approved by the 
Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (5) THENCE continuing along said line N 76 degrees  
03 minutes 40 seconds W the distance of 691.822 feet to a 
point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (6) THENCE extending along said Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940 N 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds 
E the distance of 618.514 feet to the point of beginning. 

CONTAINING within said metes and bounds, 9.27 acres of land being  
 the same, more or less. 



1292 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE JUNE 16 

 
 (c)  Easements.–The conveyance shall be made under and subject 
to all lawful and enforceable easements, servitudes and rights of others, 
including but not confined to streets, roadways and rights of any 
telephone, telegraph, water, electric, gas or pipeline companies, as well 
as under and subject to any lawful and enforceable estates or tenancies 
vested in third persons appearing of record, for any portion of the land 
or improvements erected thereon. 
 (d)  Deed.– 
  (1)  The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that 

the lands conveyed in this section shall be used only for maritime 
purposes by the grantee, or its successor in interest or its lessees, 
concessionaires, licensees or assignees permitted by the 
Commonwealth. Should the grantee, or its successors in interest, 
allow the lands conveyed to be used for any other purpose or 
attempt to convey or transfer the lands, the title shall immediately 
revert to and revest in the grantor. The term "maritime purposes" 
shall mean activities related to the handling, import, export and 
or transport of cargo or the transport of passengers within and 
through the Port of Philadelphia but the term shall not mean 
activities related to gambling or gaming. 

  (2)  The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that if 
the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority or its successors in 
interest ceases to exist, the lands conveyed in this section shall 
immediately revert to and revest in the grantor, unless a 
successor authority has been formed to continue the 
Commonwealth's governance of regional port activities along the 
Delaware River. 

 (e)  Deed execution.–The deed of conveyance authorized by this 
section shall be approved as provided by law and shall be executed by 
the Secretary of General Services in the name of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 
 (f)  Costs and fees.–Costs and fees incidental to this conveyance 
shall be borne by the grantee. 
Section 2.  Land consisting of 305 acres in the City of Philadelphia. 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 7, line 7, by striking out "2" and inserting 
   3 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman on 
suspension. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We need a suspension because there was a drafting error. It 
has been corrected, and this is the amendment that is correctly 
drafted. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

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

CONSIDERATION OF HB 676 CONTINUED 

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

 
 The following roll call was recorded:  
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Marshall Ross 
Barrar Geist Marsico Rubley 
Bastian George McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McI. Smith Samuelson 
Benninghoff Gibbons McIlhattan Santoni 
Bennington Gillespie Melio Saylor 
Beyer Gingrich Mensch Scavello 
Biancucci Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Bishop Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Blackwell Grell Millard Shapiro 
Boback Grucela Miller Shimkus 
Boyd Haluska Milne Siptroth 
Brennan Hanna Moul Smith, K. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Smith, M. 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Solobay 
Carroll Harper Mustio Sonney 
Casorio Harris Myers Staback 
Causer Helm Nailor Stairs 
Civera Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Cohen Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Conklin Hickernell Oliver Sturla 
Costa Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Peifer Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Vereb 
Dally Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrarca Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Petri Wagner 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrone Walko 
Dermody Kortz Phillips Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pickett Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Preston Watson 
Donatucci Leach Pyle Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Quigley White 
Ellis Levdansky Quinn Williams 
Evans, D. Longietti Ramaley Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mackereth Rapp Yewcic 
Everett Maher Raymond Youngblood 
Fabrizio Mahoney Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cappelli Reed Swanger Thomas 
Kenney    
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
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 Mr. W. KELLER offered the following amendment No. 
A07499: 
 
 Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"Philadelphia" and inserting 
   ; and providing for Commonwealth ownership of 

submerged lands. 
 Amend Bill, page 2, line 30, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
Section 1.  Land consisting of 16.89 acres in the City of Philadelphia. 
 (a)  Authorization.–The Department of General Services, with 
the approval of the Governor, is hereby authorized and directed on 
behalf of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to grant and convey  
to the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority, for $1, certain lands 
situate in the 39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia described in 
subsection (b). 
 (b)  Description.–The lands to be conveyed pursuant to 
subsection (a) consist of 16.89 acres more or particularly described as 
follows: 
ALL THAT CERTAIN tract, piece or parcel of land situate in the  

39th Ward of the City of Philadelphia, Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, described as follows to wit: 

PARCEL No. 1 
BEGINNING at a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940, said point 
being located the two (2) following courses and distances from the 
intersection of the Southerly side of Packer Avenue (148 feet wide) and 
the said Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (250 feet 
wide); (1) thence extending S 14 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds W 
along the Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (formerly 
Delaware Avenue), the distance of 3,601.940 feet to a point; (2) thence 
extending S 75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E along a line the 
distance of 580.759 feet to said point of beginning. 
 (1) THENCE extending from said point of beginning S  

75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E the distance of 
438.331 feet to a point on the Pierhead Line of the 
Delaware River approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940; 

 (2) THENCE continuing along said line S 75 degrees  
30 minutes 00.0 seconds E the distance of 100.000 feet to 
a point; 

 (3) THENCE extending along a line S 29 degrees 01 minute 
18 seconds W the distance of 567.735 feet to a point; 

 (4) THENCE extending along a line N 75 degrees 58 minutes 
58.9 seconds W the distance of 100.000 feet to a point on 
the Pierhead Line of the Delaware River approved by the 
Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (5) THENCE continuing along said line N 75 degrees  
58 minutes 58.9 00.0 seconds W the distance of 565.227 
feet to a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware 
River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940; 

 (6) THENCE extending along said Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940 N 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds 
E the distance of 617.039 feet to the point of beginning. 

CONTAINING within said metes and bounds, 7.62 acres of land being  
 the same, more or less. 
PARCEL No. 2 
BEGINNING at a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940, said point 
being located the three (3) following courses and distances from the 
intersection of the Southerly side of Packer Avenue (148 feet wide) and 
the said Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard 250 feet 
wide; (1)  thence extending S 14 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds W 
along the Easterly side of Christopher Columbus Boulevard (formerly 
Delaware Avenue), the distance of 3,601.940 feet to a point; (2) thence  
 

extending S 75 degrees 30 minutes 00.0 seconds E along a line the 
distance of 580.759 feet to a point on the Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 
1940; (3) thence extending along said Bulkhead Line of the Delaware 
River, approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940 S  
40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds W the distance of 617.039 feet to the 
said point of beginning; 
 (1)  THENCE extending from said point of beginning along a 

line S 75 degrees 58 minutes 58.9 seconds E the distance 
of 565.227 feet to a point on the Pierhead Line of the 
Delaware River approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940; 

 (2)  THENCE, continuing along said line S 75 degrees  
58 minutes 58.9 seconds E the distance of 100.000 feet to 
a point; 

 (3)  THENCE extending along a line S 28 degrees 57 minutes  
13 seconds W the distance of 573.207 feet to a point; 

 (4)  THENCE extending along a line N 76 degrees 03 minutes  
40 seconds W the distance of 100.000 feet to a point on 
the Pierhead Line of the Delaware River approved by the 
Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (5)  THENCE continuing along said line N 76 degrees  
03 minutes 40 seconds W the distance of 691.822 feet to 
a point on the Bulkhead Line of the Delaware River, 
approved by the Secretary of War, September 10, 1940; 

 (6)  THENCE extending along said Bulkhead Line of the 
Delaware River, approved by the Secretary of War, 
September 10, 1940 N 40 degrees 23 minutes 05 seconds 
E the distance of 618.514 feet to the point of beginning. 

CONTAINING within said metes and bounds, 9.27 acres of land being  
 the same, more or less. 
 (c)  Easements.–The conveyance shall be made under and subject 
to all lawful and enforceable easements, servitudes and rights of others, 
including but not confined to streets, roadways and rights of any 
telephone, telegraph, water, electric, gas or pipeline companies, as well 
as under and subject to any lawful and enforceable estates or tenancies 
vested in third persons appearing of record, for any portion of the land 
or improvements erected thereon. 
 (d)  Deed.– 
  (1)  The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that 

the lands conveyed in this section shall be used only for maritime 
purposes by the grantee, or its successor in interest or its lessees, 
concessionaires, licensees or assignees permitted by the 
Commonwealth. Should the grantee, or its successors in interest, 
allow the lands conveyed to be used for any other purpose or 
attempt to convey or transfer the lands, the title shall immediately 
revert to and revest in the grantor. The term "maritime purposes" 
shall mean activities related to the handling, import, export and 
or transport of cargo or the transport of passengers within and 
through the Port of Philadelphia but the term shall not mean 
activities related to gambling or gaming. 

  (2)  The deed of conveyance shall contain a clause that if 
the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority or its successors in 
interest ceases to exist, the lands conveyed in this section shall 
immediately revert to and revest in the grantor, unless a 
successor authority has been formed to continue the 
Commonwealth's governance of regional port activities along the 
Delaware River. 

 (e)  Deed execution.–The deed of conveyance authorized by this 
section shall be approved as provided by law and shall be executed by 
the Secretary of General Services in the name of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 
 (f)  Costs and fees.–Costs and fees incidental to this conveyance 
shall be borne by the grantee. 
Section 2.  Land consisting of 305 acres in the City of Philadelphia. 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 7, line 7, by striking out "2" and inserting 
   3 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Keller 
on the amendment. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This bill transfers the riparian rights of the land between 
piers 122 and 124. The Philadelphia Regional Port Authority 
already owns the land and the piers adjacent to it. This just takes 
care of the riparian rights between the land. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Marshall Ross 
Barrar Geist Marsico Rubley 
Bastian George McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McI. Smith Samuelson 
Benninghoff Gibbons McIlhattan Santoni 
Bennington Gillespie Melio Saylor 
Beyer Gingrich Mensch Scavello 
Biancucci Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Bishop Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Blackwell Grell Millard Shapiro 
Boback Grucela Miller Shimkus 
Boyd Haluska Milne Siptroth 
Brennan Hanna Moul Smith, K. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Smith, M. 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Solobay 
Carroll Harper Mustio Sonney 
Casorio Harris Myers Staback 
Causer Helm Nailor Stairs 
Civera Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Cohen Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Conklin Hickernell Oliver Sturla 
Costa Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Peifer Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Vereb 
Dally Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrarca Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Petri Wagner 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrone Walko 
Dermody Kortz Phillips Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pickett Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Preston Watson 
Donatucci Leach Pyle Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Quigley White 
Ellis Levdansky Quinn Williams 
Evans, D. Longietti Ramaley Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mackereth Rapp Yewcic 
Everett Maher Raymond Youngblood 
Fabrizio Mahoney Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 

 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cappelli Reed Swanger Thomas 
Kenney    
 
 
 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? 
 
 The SPEAKER. It is the understanding of the Chair there are 
no further amendments. 
 Mr. W. KELLER. I withdraw all the further amendments, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 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 SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 987,  
PN 1741, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P.L.932, No.317), 
known as The Third Class City Code, providing for emergency 
services. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair announces its intention to recess 
regular session and go into special session at 2:43. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. The regular session of the House will now 
stand in recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

COMMUNICATIONS 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker acknowledges the receipt of 
the following communications, which the clerk will read. 
 
 The following communications were read: 
 
 A communication dated June 10, 2008, from the Public Employee 
Retirement Commission providing an actuarial cost impact of 
amendment No. 07291 to HB 1086, PN 1258. 
 
 A communication dated June 12, 2008, from His Excellency,  
Gov. Edward G. Rendell, submitting in accordance with Act 48  
of 1981 the 2008 Real Property Disposition Plan for consideration by 
the General Assembly. 
 
 (Copies of communications are on file with the Journal 
clerk.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. MARSICO called up HR 776, PN 3866, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing June 24, 2008, as "Craniofacial 
Awareness Day" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative 
Marsico on the resolution. 
 The Chair will ask all members to please take their seats and 
hold their conversations to a minimum. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to submit remarks for the record and thank the 
members for support of this resolution. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His 
remarks will be spread upon the record. 
 
 Mr. MARSICO submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Each year, more than 100,000 children in the United States are 
either born with a craniofacial condition or will develop one soon after 
their birth. A craniofacial condition is one that involves the head and 
neck and results from abnormal growth patterns in the bones of the face 
and skull, causing moderate to severe disfigurements. Early diagnosis 
and surgical intervention minimize potential problems associated with 
craniofacial conditions. Over the past three decades, the field of 
craniofacial surgery has seen major advancements in treating facial 
differences. Correcting facial differences not only improves self-esteem 
and confidence but allows affected individuals to have a fuller, happier, 

and more productive life. Increasing public awareness, acceptance, and 
the improving treatment of craniofacial differences offer hope and a 
better future to affected individuals. 
 The Children's Craniofacial Association was founded to help 
children who suffer from this condition, and their families with 
medical, financial, emotional, and educational needs. 
 In order to continue to raise awareness about this important issue,  
I ask that the House of Representatives designate June 24, 2008, as 
"Craniofacial Awareness Day" in Pennsylvania to encourage all 
citizens to become better informed of craniofacial conditions and 
advances in medical treatment. 
 I now ask for you to help raise awareness about craniofacial 
conditions by supporting HR 776. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Marshall Ross 
Barrar Geist Marsico Rubley 
Bastian George McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McI. Smith Samuelson 
Benninghoff Gibbons McIlhattan Santoni 
Bennington Gillespie Melio Saylor 
Beyer Gingrich Mensch Scavello 
Biancucci Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Bishop Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Blackwell Grell Millard Shapiro 
Boback Grucela Miller Shimkus 
Boyd Haluska Milne Siptroth 
Brennan Hanna Moul Smith, K. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Smith, M. 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Solobay 
Carroll Harper Mustio Sonney 
Casorio Harris Myers Staback 
Causer Helm Nailor Stairs 
Civera Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Cohen Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Conklin Hickernell Oliver Sturla 
Costa Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Peifer Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Vereb 
Dally Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrarca Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Petri Wagner 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrone Walko 
Dermody Kortz Phillips Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pickett Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Preston Watson 
Donatucci Leach Pyle Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Quigley White 
Ellis Levdansky Quinn Williams 
Evans, D. Longietti Ramaley Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mackereth Rapp Yewcic 
Everett Maher Raymond Youngblood 
Fabrizio Mahoney Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
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 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cappelli Reed Swanger Thomas 
Kenney    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. BUXTON called up HR 787, PN 3914, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing June 19, 2008, as "Thais Ridgeway 
Day" in Pennsylvania in honor of the accomplishments of  
Thais Ridgeway and other winners of the Congressional Award  
Gold Medal who are from Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Marshall Ross 
Barrar Geist Marsico Rubley 
Bastian George McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McI. Smith Samuelson 
Benninghoff Gibbons McIlhattan Santoni 
Bennington Gillespie Melio Saylor 
Beyer Gingrich Mensch Scavello 
Biancucci Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Bishop Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Blackwell Grell Millard Shapiro 
Boback Grucela Miller Shimkus 
Boyd Haluska Milne Siptroth 
Brennan Hanna Moul Smith, K. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Smith, M. 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Solobay 
Carroll Harper Mustio Sonney 
Casorio Harris Myers Staback 
Causer Helm Nailor Stairs 
Civera Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Cohen Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Conklin Hickernell Oliver Sturla 
Costa Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Peifer Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Vereb 
Dally Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrarca Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Petri Wagner 
DePasquale Kirkland Petrone Walko 
Dermody Kortz Phillips Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pickett Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Preston Watson 
Donatucci Leach Pyle Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Quigley White 
Ellis Levdansky Quinn Williams 
Evans, D. Longietti Ramaley Wojnaroski 

Evans, J. Mackereth Rapp Yewcic 
Everett Maher Raymond Youngblood 
Fabrizio Mahoney Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cappelli Reed Swanger Thomas 
Kenney    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. TURZAI called up HR 790, PN 3916, entitled: 
 

A Resolution honoring the men and women of the Pennsylvania 
Army National Guard's 213th Area Support Group on a successful  
ten-month deployment in Iraq from July 2007 to April 2008. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Freeman Mantz Roebuck 
Argall Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Baker Galloway Marshall Ross 
Barrar Geist Marsico Rubley 
Bastian George McCall Sabatina 
Bear Gerber McGeehan Sainato 
Belfanti Gergely McI. Smith Samuelson 
Benninghoff Gibbons McIlhattan Santoni 
Bennington Gillespie Melio Saylor 
Beyer Gingrich Mensch Scavello 
Biancucci Godshall Metcalfe Schroder 
Bishop Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Blackwell Grell Millard Shapiro 
Boback Grucela Miller Shimkus 
Boyd Haluska Milne Siptroth 
Brennan Hanna Moul Smith, K. 
Brooks Harhai Moyer Smith, M. 
Buxton Harhart Mundy Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Harkins Murt Solobay 
Carroll Harper Mustio Sonney 
Casorio Harris Myers Staback 
Causer Helm Nailor Stairs 
Civera Hennessey Nickol Steil 
Clymer Hershey O'Brien, M. Stern 
Cohen Hess O'Neill Stevenson 
Conklin Hickernell Oliver Sturla 
Costa Hornaman Pallone Surra 
Cox Hutchinson Parker Tangretti 
Creighton James Pashinski Taylor, J. 
Cruz Josephs Payne Taylor, R. 
Curry Kauffman Payton True 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Peifer Turzai 
Daley Keller, W. Perry Vereb 
Dally Kessler Perzel Vitali 
DeLuca Killion Petrarca Vulakovich 
Denlinger King Petri Wagner 
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DePasquale Kirkland Petrone Walko 
Dermody Kortz Phillips Wansacz 
DeWeese Kotik Pickett Waters 
DiGirolamo Kula Preston Watson 
Donatucci Leach Pyle Wheatley 
Eachus Lentz Quigley White 
Ellis Levdansky Quinn Williams 
Evans, D. Longietti Ramaley Wojnaroski 
Evans, J. Mackereth Rapp Yewcic 
Everett Maher Raymond Youngblood 
Fabrizio Mahoney Readshaw Yudichak 
Fairchild Major Reichley  
Fleck Manderino Roae O'Brien, D., 
Frankel Mann Rock    Speaker 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cappelli Reed Swanger Thomas 
Kenney    
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION 

 The SPEAKER. Members and guests will take their seats. 
We are about to take up a condolence resolution. 
 The Sergeants at Arms will close the doors of the House. 
 
 The following resolution was read: 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

 
CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION 

 
 WHEREAS, The House of Representatives of Pennsylvania notes 
with deepest regrets that the Honorable M. Rita Clark, a former 
member of the House of Representatives of Pennsylvania who served 
the 71st Legislative District, passed away on May 9, 2008, at the age of 
ninety-two; and 
 WHEREAS, Born on September 12, 1915, in Johnstown,  
Mrs. Clark was a graduate of Johnstown Catholic High School. She 
attended the College of Saint Francis and the University of Pittsburgh 
at Johnstown, earning a bachelor's degree from Lock Haven State 
Teacher's College. She was elected to Johnstown City Council and 
served the House of Representatives of Pennsylvania from 1979 to 
1980. She was also appointed to the Governor's Commission for 
Women and the Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission. A former 
teacher at Edgewood Elementary School in Johnstown, Mrs. Clark later 
served with her husband, John J. Clark, at Clark's Dairy Store in 
Hornerstown. She was a senior peer counselor for the Saint Vincent 
DePaul Society, a lector and a member of the Parish Council and 
Mother Seton Guild at the Visitation of the Blessed Virgin Mary Parish 
in Johnstown. An avowed community steward, Mrs. Clark served  
as past President of the Johnstown Catholic Forum, Secretary of  
the Johnstown Parking Authority and decade director of the  
Bishop McCort Alumni Association Appeal. She was a member of the 
League of Women Voters of Greater Johnstown, the Johnstown 
Community Concert Association, the Mercy Hospital Guild, the 
Mercy-Lee Charity Ball Committee, the Advisory Board of  

The Salvation Army and the Board of Directors of the Senior Activity 
Center of Johnstown; now therefore be it 
 RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pay tribute to the Honorable  
M. Rita Clark, who served her community and this Commonwealth in a 
way most beneficial to the highest ideals of public service; and extend 
heartfelt condolences to her husband, John J. Clark; sons, the  
Reverend Sean Code, Dennis John and Mark Joseph; daughter, 
Siobhan Marlene Code; and five grandchildren; and be it further 
 RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution, sponsored by the 
Honorable Edward P. Wojnaroski, Sr., on June 11, 2008, be transmitted 
to John J. Clark. 
 
    Edward P. Wojnaroski, Sr., Sponsor 
    Dennis M. O'Brien, Speaker of the House 
    ATTEST: 
    Roger Nick, Chief Clerk of the House 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the resolution will rise and 
remain standing as a mark of respect for the deceased former 
member. Guests will also rise. 
 
 (Whereupon, the members of the House and all visitors stood 
in a moment of silence in solemn respect to the memory of the 
Honorable M. Rita Clark.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The resolution has been unanimously 
adopted. 
 The Sergeants at Arms will open the doors of the House. 
Members and guests may be seated. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves the following bills be removed from the tabled bill 
calendar: 
 
  SB 483; 
  SB 484; and 
  SB 486. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves the following bills be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 
 
  SB 483; 
  SB 484; and 
  SB 486. 
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 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 HB 934, 
PN 1100, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1988 (P.L.556, No.101), 
known as the Municipal Waste Planning, Recycling and Waste 
Reduction Act, further providing for powers and duties of counties. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 

BILL TABLED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves HB 934 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 HB 934 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. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize guests in 
the balcony who are from Abington and Upper Dublin in 
Montgomery County. They are here on a bus trip and are the 
guests of Representative Josh Shapiro. Would you please stand 
and be recognized. 
 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the presence of 
Representative Thomas on the floor. His name will be added to 
the master roll. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to recognize a special 
guest page, who is the guest of Representative Matt Baker. His 
name is Sean Boyle, who happens to be the son of Susan Boyle, 
executive director of the State Government Committee. Sean, 
would you please stand and be recognized. He is in the well of 
the House. Welcome. 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 2522, 
PN 3780, entitled: 
 

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year  
2008-2009. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. REICHLEY offered the following amendment No. 
A07436: 
 
 Amend Sec. 2, page 2, lines 24 through 29, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 
  Total $780,000,000 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he is withdrawing 
the amendment. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Are there any announcements? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 

 The SPEAKER. The minority leader, Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. What is the current status of SB 1122? 
 The SPEAKER. That bill has been recommitted to 
Appropriations. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, what time was that bill 
recommitted to Appropriations? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be at ease. The Chair 
will check that information. 
 The Chair's best estimate would be sometime between  
2:29 and 2:39. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, was that rereported on a  
voice vote? 
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 The SPEAKER. It was recommitted on a voice vote with a 
number of other bills. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I would rise to ask that that 
particular bill be subject to a roll-call vote, as I am not satisfied 
that a majority of the members on the floor agreed to rereport 
that to Appropriations on the voice vote. So therefore, I am 
moving, Mr. Speaker, that that particular bill's movement be 
subject to a roll-call vote. That would be SB 1122. 
 The SPEAKER. In response to the gentleman's motion, the 
request for an electronic roll call shall be upon the demand of 
two members before the result of the vote, which has been 
declared. The request had to be made before the recommittal 
vote was taken, before it was declared. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Just a further parliamentary inquiry in  
one second, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, rule 62 calls for yeas and nays. It says,  
"When the Speaker or any member is not satisfied with a  
voice vote on a pending question...." My interpretation of that, 
Mr. Speaker, is that I am not satisfied that there was a majority 
by voice vote. I do not know how a member is supposed to ask 
for a voice vote before one is taken, especially under the 
circumstances of when this bill was actually rereferred. So  
I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that rule 62 allows me to request 
a voice vote even though the Chair has already determined that 
the vote had been taken. In other words, Mr. Speaker, I cannot 
possibly be expected to ask for the voice vote prior – or ask for 
a roll-call vote prior to the voice vote actually being taken. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, based on that, my parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Speaker, is, since the rules say that "When the Speaker or 
any member is not satisfied with a voice vote on a pending 
question,…" that is the point that I am calling. And I would 
emphasize, Mr. Speaker, this is SB 1122, which has to do with 
furloughs; it has to do with a discharge resolution; it has to do 
with being amended in Appropriations recently, then 
subsequently reported to the floor. So I have several questions 
in that regard, but I will specifically address rule 62 at the 
moment, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The objection has to be raised at the time 
that the motion to recommit is made. 
 The majority leader, Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. I just wanted to clarify, politely and 
respectfully, that the honorable gentleman had a chance before 
the event took place to request a voice vote. That would not 
have been unusual. It has happened in the past. He could have 
made that request before. 
 Second and finally, if you go to the rule that the honorable 
gentleman was mentioning, rule 62, and read the second 
sentence, "When the Speaker or any member is not satisfied" – 
and it is obvious that my honorable colleague is not satisfied – 
"with a voice vote on a pending question" – this is no longer 
pending, which is what the Chair is saying – "the Speaker may 
order a roll call vote; or, upon request of two members, before" 
– before – "the result of the vote is announced…." The results 
are already announced. 
 So for the obvious reasons that it would contravene rule 62, 
it is no longer a pending question, number one; number two, the 
vote is already announced. I would like to think that the 
Speaker's ruling is worthy of sustaining. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I thank the majority leader for 
the parliamentary response. However, if you look at the 

beginning of rule 62, it says, "The yeas and nays of the 
members on any question shall, at the desire of any two of them, 
be entered on the Journal." 
 Mr. Speaker, the fact that this bill was recommitted, we were 
not provided with a notice of the bills that were moving to 
committees or being recommitted to committees, Mr. Speaker, 
clearly this was an endeavor to circumvent the rules. Even if 
you want to say that you want to rule – and I have not actually 
heard the Speaker rule that – even if you want to rule that we 
are not entitled to a voice vote on this recommittal motion,  
I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that this activity clearly has 
circumvented the rules by any stretch. 
 

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED 

 Mr. S. SMITH. So with that, Mr. Speaker, I will challenge 
the ruling of the Chair as to whether or not the members are 
entitled to ask for a roll-call vote on this recommittal motion, 
the bill that has to do with furloughing State employees and 
whether or not they are designated as – at what level of 
designation, if they are going to be designated as essential or 
nonessential, and whether or not they would be paid or not paid 
subsequent to the timeliness of the budget. 
 The SPEAKER. The minority leader, Representative Smith, 
has appealed the decision of the Chair. 
 The decision is that the Speaker, reading from rule 62, which 
is consistent with rule 66, "…the Speaker may order a roll call 
vote; or, upon request of two members, before the…vote is 
announced, the Speaker shall order a roll call vote." Rule 62 and 
rule 66 are consistent on the appeal. 
 
 On the question, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Pardon me, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to support my motion 
to appeal the ruling of the Chair. Mr. Speaker, the reason I do 
that is that this legislation, SB 1122, is one that deals with the 
furlough of State employees, as I mentioned before. 
Mr. Speaker, by sustaining this appeal would simply allow the 
members of this body the opportunity to further consider that 
legislation as opposed to it being buried in the Appropriations 
Committee. 
 Mr. Speaker, the rules are set forth to allow for the majority 
of this body to dictate what the actions of this body will be.  
I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the members should support my 
appeal of the ruling of the Chair simply because I do not believe 
that the majority of the members of this body wanted this 
legislation to be buried at this time. I believe the members, the 
majority of the members of this body, wanted to deal with the 
furlough legislation in a short order. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, if the members want to prove me wrong,  
I suppose they can sustain the ruling of the Chair and say, no, 
we just want to bury the furlough issue; we want to ignore it; we 
do not want to deal with it; we are going to allow the 
administration to continue to wing it in their interpretation of 
what the law says relative to what employees would be 
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furloughed or not furloughed, what would be paid, who would 
not be paid, and how that activity would ensue. 
 Mr. Speaker, the majority of this body should be able to 
control the movement of legislation. That clearly was not the 
case, and I believe it countervailed the intent of the majority of 
this legislative body. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. My argument would be in two phases. 
Number one, the parliamentary procedure that the honorable 
gentleman is trying to counter is a procedural vote that took 
place over 1 hour ago. His effort right now is not only untimely, 
it is impossible. This is no longer pending. So for that reason the 
gentleman, Mr. O'Brien, our Speaker, his statement should be 
sustained by a ruling of our majority. 
 The second phase of my argument would be, if you want to 
buy, or embrace is a better word, the argumentation of the 
honorable gentleman from Jefferson County, if you want to take 
it to the next step, then you are voting with him; you will be 
voting to spend the Rainy Day money to help with our furlough 
situation if it would evolve. So think about what you are doing. 
The procedural vote that he is asking for would commit you, 
ostensibly, to support the Rainy Day funds to be used for the 
furloughs if indeed that is necessary. I would hope that it would 
not be necessary. 
 And finally, this bill is not being buried. The gentleman's 
verb is incorrect. This bill is, along with all of the other 
appropriations bills, the nonpreferred and what will eventually 
be the general appropriations bill, it is on a path to be voted on. 
But every member of the honorable Mr. Smith's Appropriations 
Committee hammered this proposal recently to keep it in 
committee. Now, schizophrenically, he wants to bring it out of 
committee. 
 But regardless of that, my initial statement stands. This is  
no longer pending. This was a procedural vote that took place 
an hour ago, and I would ask that the Speaker's position be 
sustained. Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind members they have 
the opportunity to speak once on the issue. The majority and 
minority leaders are afforded greater latitude. 
 Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, just to clarify something the majority leader 
just said. I believe that most of the members of the Republican 
Caucus are not in favor of just pouring the Rainy Day Fund into 
this notion of how to pay for furloughed employees or 
nonfurloughed employees in the case of a budget not passing. 
We, in fact, support the legislation as it was originally sent to 
this body from the Senate. 
 The fact that it was amended through the power of the 
Appropriations Committee numbers last week does not preclude 
us from at least taking the initial bill through one mechanism or 
another and addressing the issue. But I would suggest, 
Mr. Speaker, that if you want to hide behind the notion of, if 
you want to reflect this vote as a support or a lack of support for 
using the Rainy Day Fund money, Mr. Speaker, then we can use 
that interpretation at a later date. That, in fact, is not the case, 
Mr. Speaker. We are looking to deal with the issue straight up to 
allow this body to consider this legislation as it relates to 
furloughs, and that is our primary motivation, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you. 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Nailor. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have got a parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. MAHER. It is my understanding that the Chair is in 
receipt of a motion for reconsideration of the action to rerefer 
this bill. Is that correct? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 
 Mr. MAHER. When would that motion for reconsideration 
come up for a vote? 
 The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider would be out of 
order because the bill is no longer in the possession of the 
House. It is now in the Committee on Appropriations. 
 Mr. MAHER. Well, Mr. Speaker, another inquiry. 
 Have you read the Constitution? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. MAHER. Have you read the Constitution? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That ends my inquiry. I would like 
to speak on the motion. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? Point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. My honorable colleague knows that the 
honorable Speaker has read the Constitution, and as fond as  
I am of my honorable colleague from Allegheny County,  
I would like to think that the irony dripping in his tone was 
certainly not necessary, and I just wanted to add that to the 
record. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Was that a parliamentary inquiry? 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I will withdraw 
that inquiry and stand appropriately admonished. And I am 
delighted by the confidence— 
 The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman finished his point of 
parliamentary inquiry? 
 Mr. MAHER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I was speaking on the 
question. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you. 
 
 For the benefit of the members, this is not just a question  
of our rules; it is a question of constitutional requirements. 
Article II, section 12: "Journals; Yeas and Nays." It is very 
brief: "Each House shall keep a journal of its proceedings and 
from time to time publish the same...and the yeas and nays of 
the members on any question shall" – shall – "at the desire of 
any two of them, be entered on the journal." 
 Now, this constitutional requirement does not say if folks 
raise the question beforehand, and if you think about it, often 
the reason you would go from a voice vote to a recorded vote in 
most organizations is when there is uncertainty as to how the 
voice vote was actually coming out, and that uncertainty is not 
generally discovered until after the voice vote, at which time 
individuals make a motion to record a vote. 
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 The reason I am bringing this to your attention is that 
because there is a constitutional responsibility that this House 
act in a certain way, it is not just a question of our rules, and  
I would suggest that any citizen of Pennsylvania may actually 
have the prerogative of going to court and seeking an order to 
compel the Chair to honor the Constitution, because this is not 
just about the people in this building, it is not just about the 
people in this House of Representatives, but it is the right of 
every Pennsylvanian to know how his or her legislator voted. 
 And why in this era when there is supposed to be reform, 
there is supposed to be transparency, that you would seek to 
hide from the public how members are voting on important 
questions, such as whether or not the employees of 
Pennsylvania will be furloughed, that the Chair would seek to 
deny the rights of Pennsylvanians their constitutional right to 
know how each legislator voted is astonishing. And that anyone 
could stand up and say it is a good thing to hide from the public 
how you are voting on this question, well, I hope you are 
prepared to stand by your belief that the public is not entitled to 
know how you vote. I believe the public is entitled to know how 
we vote. The Constitution demands that we allow people to 
know how we vote upon the request of any two members, and 
there are certainly more than two that have asked for it. 
 So I would ask that you vote with Mr. Smith to recognize 
that the rules need to be understood and acted upon to coincide 
with honoring the Constitution, and you cannot just by waving 
your hands ignore your duties to the people of Pennsylvania. 
Vote to override the decision of the Chair. Vote for the public's 
right to know how you vote. They have a right to know. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to stand in support of this motion to appeal the 
Chair's decision for a couple of reasons. 
 One would be that if you oppose this motion, essentially 
what you are doing is you are supporting using our State 
employees as pawns in this budget process. You are supporting 
the Rendell administration in using our State employees as 
pawns, and it is terrifying them as they live from paycheck to 
paycheck. 
 I believe it is important that we support this appeal so that 
our State parks can remain open, so that we can continue with 
our State services, so our State services remain open, and 
keeping Pennsylvania open. The message is, if you support this 
– and you should – that we care about Pennsylvania, about 
Pennsylvania State employees, and about the services that 
Pennsylvania provides. 
 So I ask for a positive vote on this motion. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Thomas. Will the gentleman 
suspend. 
 Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you. 
 I just do not want the honorable gentleman from Dauphin's 
remarks to go without retort. 
 Every single member of the Republican Appropriations had 
the chance to vote in the manner that the gentleman has 
commented about. We have a methodology that we have 
proffered and said that several hundreds and hundreds and 
hundreds of millions of dollars in the State Rainy Day Fund 
could be used in an emergency if there happened to be a 
furlough. 

 Now, we have a couple of weeks to hammer out this budget 
compromise, but for the honorable gentleman to say that this 
procedural vote would impair against the people who might be 
furloughed is absolutely wrong. The Republican Party in the 
Appropriations Committee voted to not allow Rainy Day money 
to be used in a furlough dynamic. So that is one thing. 
 And finally, one last time, this is a protest by my good friend 
from Jefferson County about a procedural vote that took place 
over an hour ago. We vote, notwithstanding the gentleman from 
Allegheny County's comments to the contrary, we vote by  
voice vote here on a regular basis. This is a procedural vote. It is 
not timely, and it is not pending. The gentleman is empirically, 
categorically, incontrovertibly correct. 
 I ask that the gentleman, Mr. O'Brien's position be sustained. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, would the majority leader stand 
for a quick interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The majority leader indicates he will stand 
for interrogation. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Based on your last comments about who 
supported the use of Rainy Day money as it relates to this 
legislation, why then did you have this legislation rereferred or 
why are you attempting to rerefer it to the Appropriations 
Committee? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, the chairman of 
our Appropriations Committee, thinks that a sound strategy 
would be for us to have our nonpreferreds, our general 
appropriations budget, the furlough language all together, and it 
would be offered to the full chamber for a vote once our 
negotiations with you and our Senate colleagues have advanced 
to another level. 
 I think it is premature. I think my honorable colleagues on 
the other side just may – I am not going to make any assertion;  
I am just going to postulate – just may be playing politics with 
this issue. We have a way to give this issue redress. It is called 
the Rainy Day Fund. There are several hundreds of millions of 
dollars available if that catastrophic moment would appear on 
the horizon. There is no reason that we have to have furloughs. 
We do not need a tax increase. We are one of very few States 
our size, with our industrial capability, with our demographics, 
that has a surplus. California, Ohio, New York, Florida – so 
many big States are in deficits right now. We have a small 
surplus. 
 The Rendell administration and Mr. Pileggi and his cohorts, 
our Senate Democratic friends, and our good friends on the 
Republican side here need to come to a final conclusion on this 
matter in a matter of days, but today is not the day to have  
one issue arise by itself. They need to work in tandem. That is 
our strategy. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, a further question. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I would preface my question 
with the statement that this legislation is not totally about 
whether or not Rainy Day moneys or not should be used. That 
was injected at the choice and direction of the majority party 
within the Appropriations Committee. 
 I would ask, though, Mr. Speaker, the fact that this 
legislation was subject to, because of the fact that this 
legislation was subject to a discharge resolution and it would 
have appeared that there was support on the floor of this House 
once that discharge resolution was called up, fact one; fact two, 
that the bill was amended in Appropriations in a manner that 
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would be certainly controversial from a public policy 
perspective; fact three, that it was reported out of the 
Appropriations Committee, therefore before the full House; and 
then fact four, Mr. Speaker, that the legislation was rereported 
to Appropriations without any action, without any advance 
notice of that action – maybe that should be where my emphasis 
– I take it that this was all about your strategy to pass a budget 
and not about your strategy to avoid a vote on the issue of how 
to handle the potential furlough question. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I am going to use the football 
metaphor, although it is not even football season: My honorable 
colleagues are trying to throw the flag down for an instant 
replay way, way too late. They should have done this an hour 
ago. 
 The bottom line is, this is not pending, this is not relevant, 
and I would ask that the gentleman's motion be sustained – the 
Speaker's motion be sustained. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Thomas. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask the minority leader if he would 
withdraw his appeal of the Speaker's decision, and if he 
withdraws it, then it would lend itself to this body being able to 
get to the business of the hour. 
 The question that has been raised is tantamount to a 
preemptive strike. It is tantamount to a preemptive strike 
because, number one, we have not reached a point where we can 
say that we will not have a budget in place by the statutory 
deadline, nor have we reached a point where we need to 
consider circumstances arising out of our failure to have a 
budget in place by our statutory deadline. 
 And so, Mr. Speaker, this issue of furloughing State 
employees and these other issues, they are not ripe, they are out 
of time, and there is no basis for considering those issues on 
June 16. Unless the minority leader and my colleagues know 
something that we do not know, I think it is unfair to even 
engage in this dialogue, Mr. Speaker. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, to that end, I would ask the minority 
leader, so that we can move forward, if he would just withdraw 
this appeal and let us get on with business that is in front of us 
today. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Pallone. 
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My inquiry is, I guess, a parliamentary inquiry, I think. 
 Since we are in the budget time— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Since we are discussing collaterally the budget and both 
leaders on both sides of the aisle have thrown around or 
bantered about relative to this Rainy Day Fund issue, is it—  
Am I misinformed or do I not understand the process right that 
if money is spent out of the Rainy Day Fund for this proposal, 
assuming this would pass or not, whatever, but if this proposal 
would pass and the Rainy Day Fund was spent, would not 
during the budget process this body, together with the Senate 
and the administration, then allocate resources to refund the 
Rainy Day Fund or reimburse the Rainy Day Fund? Is that a 
parliamentary inquiry or a— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is asking a substantive 
question that should be addressed in the appropriations process 
and more directly to the Appropriations Committee. It is not a 
point of parliamentary inquiry. 

 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you. 
 Would it be appropriate then to interrogate the chairman, 
either the minority or majority chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, at this time to find out if, in fact, that could happen? 
 The SPEAKER. The challenge is limited to the motion to 
appeal the ruling of the Chair. Substantive issues are not relative 
to the motion at hand. 
 Mr. PALLONE. So notwithstanding the passage of this 
particular issue—  Because I think it is collateral or contingent 
upon whether or not we support this issue to know if that could 
happen. 
 The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman perhaps would like to 
have a side-bar conversation. 
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With whom? 
 The SPEAKER. With the Appropriations chairman. 
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Reichley. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the majority leader stand for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The majority leader indicates he will stand 
for interrogation. Representative Reichley, you are in order and 
may proceed. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 While I understand that the issue of the vote that the 
gentleman from Greene County objects to took place some time 
ago, am I correct that the majority leader just stated that under 
his leadership, the purpose of the bill was changed in the 
Appropriations Committee? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I would like that this debate 
focus on rule 62. We can have these discussions, and I am very 
anxious to have further discussions with my good friend, maybe 
over dinner tonight, but the question is not relevant, in my view, 
to the appealing of the ruling of the Chair. It is wide of the 
mark. Rule 62: It is either Mr. Smith's interpretation of the first 
sentence or our interpretation of the second sentence. It is so 
clear that we should have a vote. 
 And as much as I want to have a colloquy with my honorable 
friend from the Lehigh Valley, I think it is wide of the mark, 
Mr. Speaker, and I would, momentarily at least, withdraw from 
answering any substantive questions on the Rainy Day Fund or 
the budget per se. This is a motion about the ruling of the Chair, 
and I think our parliamentary mechanisms need to hone in on 
that subject. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair will reiterate its statement to 
Representative Pallone: The gentleman is asking substantive 
questions that are not relative to the issue at hand. The issue is 
the appealing of the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, if I may. 
 This is why I am offering this question, because I believe the 
gentleman from Greene County 5 minutes ago, not 1 hour ago, 
not 3 hours ago, 5 minutes ago said the purpose of the bill was 
changed in the Appropriations Committee. That would 
constitute an unconstitutional alteration of the bill in the 
Appropriations Committee, which would warrant the House— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. —to have a vote on the bill as it was 
reported out. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for one second. 
 The gentleman, is he speaking on the motion to appeal the 
ruling of the Chair? 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Yes. 
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 The SPEAKER. Has he concluded his interrogation? 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Well, I take it, Mr. Speaker, is the 
gentleman from Greene still willing to answer questions? 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman— 
 Mr. DeWEESE. I will answer any questions on 
parliamentary procedure and on the motion to appeal the ruling 
of the Chair. I am not going to answer questions, unless it is 
over dinner tonight with my good friend from the Lehigh 
Valley, on the budget per se or the Rainy Day Fund. I think that 
is for a different debate, which could potentially ensue in a few 
minutes. But for this particular ruling of the Chair, the 
honorable gentleman's question is just not on target. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to speak on 
appealing the ruling of the Chair? 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Yes. Notwithstanding Mr. DeWeese's 
attempts to get me to go to dinner with him, yes, I will speak on 
the matter of the Chair. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think this is exactly relevant 
to why there must be a vote in favor of the Smith motion 
appealing the ruling of the Chair. 
 The gentleman from Greene 5 minutes ago admitted, I think 
frankly, and thankfully in a very honest fashion, that his caucus 
altered the purpose of the bill in the Appropriations Committee, 
and as we have learned, frankly through error in the past, that is 
unconstitutional to do so. 
 Now, I think there are members from both sides of the aisle 
who have significant numbers of State employees within their 
district who would welcome the opportunity to indicate if they 
approve of an unconstitutional alteration of the bill in the 
Appropriations Committee, and therefore, this House should be 
entitled to have a vote on that issue. 
 The appeal is proper. We should be able to convey to our 
constituents and to the general public if the members are going 
to endorse an unconstitutional alteration of the legislation or if it 
is going to be swept under the rug again to be kept out of the 
light of day, to somehow get foisted back into the 
Appropriations Committee where it might take place again. 
Why not let the members have their voice vote? Actually, why 
not just let the bill stand as it should be in this House – open  
for consideration. Let the members who favor opening up the 
Rainy Day Fund, as the gentleman from Westmoreland was 
curious about, which would not open it up just for $20 million 
for employees but for the $724 million within the entire  
Rainy Day Fund and therefore open it for consideration by the 
budget. 
 So I think everybody should be able to show their 
constituents and the press alike where they stand on the issue of 
an unconstitutional alteration of this bill within the 
Appropriations Committee and then let the record be clear.  
Vote in favor of the Smith motion overruling the ruling of the 
Chair. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Thirty seconds on that one. 
 Unconstitutional alteration of the legislation: That was the 
declaration of the previous speaker. All the Appropriations 
Committee did was fund, was fund the proposal that came over 
from the Senate. What came over from the Senate would 
potentially have taken general appropriations dollars. We are 
saying that by that vote, that Rainy Day money could be 

utilized. But we should not worry about furloughs today; we 
should solve the budget problem today or tomorrow or next 
week, and then there will not be any furloughs. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Buxton. 
 Mr. BUXTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not relish taking the microphone and 
asking my colleagues not to sustain the ruling of the Chair, but 
today I am. 
 We have an opportunity, in my opinion, with this legislation 
to put to bed once and for all the word "furlough" in this State 
Capitol Building. This legislation would designate every State 
employee as an essential employee in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. By keeping it out of the Appropriations 
Committee and on the active calendar, as the minority leader's 
motion suggests, that bill is in a position for this legislature to 
take action at any time between now and the end of this, 
actually, legislative year. 
 If we were successful in passing this legislation to protect 
those State employees in this year against furloughs, they would 
also be protected in law for any future Governor to furlough 
them in a budget debate. Therefore, I am asking my colleagues 
today to support the minority leader's motion to overrule the 
ruling of the Chair on rereporting this bill back to 
Appropriations. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Nailor. 
 Mr. NAILOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I had a number of notes here I was going to go over and  
I think were very important about SB 1122 and the actions that 
have been taken in committee to block my discharge resolution, 
to alter the bill, perhaps unconstitutionally, to a totally different 
subject – no gut and replace in this session. But you know 
what? The gentleman from Harrisburg, Mr. Buxton, I think said 
it very well, and I will just concur in what he had to say. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Civera. 
 Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the minority leader's motion. 
 As the minority chairman of the Appropriations Committee, 
what took place in that committee was, when that bill was 
pulled, the amendment gutted everything that was in there, and 
that is what the gentleman from Dauphin rose to explain to the 
members here. 
 They talk about a furlough, which was being addressed with 
the bill coming out in that original form, but then the 
amendment completely gutted, they talked about $20 million to 
furlough those employees, but cleverly, $723 million of the 
Rainy Day Fund was taken out all of a sudden. So why should 
not the members have an opportunity to vote on the Smith 
motion and give every one of us, for the first time in this budget 
season, a chance to represent their district? So absolutely; you 
are talking about $723 million – $723 million. The reason they 
do not want that to come out is because the next motion is to 
revert back to the prior printer's number and really protect those 
employees. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Let us make no mistake about it: Once again 
the Governor is attempting to use State workers as leverage to 
spend as much of your taxpayer dollars as he can, and this 
vehicle, this vehicle that the majority leader would like to just 
send through in a roughshod manner without addressing in an 
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open debate the Rainy Day Fund and/or the bill, the underlying 
original bill to prevent furloughs, is wrong. 
 I support Republican Leader Smith in his motion to appeal 
the Chair on this ruling. I would ask the citizens of 
Pennsylvania, do you want an open and honest discussion about 
$720 million that has been put away in the Rainy Day Fund 
according to existing State law, and do you want to have an 
honest discussion about the Governor's— 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. TURZAI. The Governor's tactic— 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 The Chair will caution all members to restrict their 
comments to the motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair. The 
majority and minority leaders are afforded some latitude. That 
latitude does not extend to the rank and file. 
 Mr. TURZAI. With all due respect, I do not think— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will speak to the motion to 
appeal the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Yes. With all due respect, Mr. Speaker, I do 
not think that I have in any way deviated from the discussion— 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. TURZAI. —and I would like to be able to complete my 
discussion. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. TURZAI. What are you afraid to discuss— 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative DeWeese, rise? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. The gentleman from Allegheny County has 
indicated, with all due respect, he does not think he has been 
wide of the mark. He is talking about the Rendell administration 
and their ethos and the way they want to conduct their budget 
negotiations. He is not talking about the ruling of the Chair. 
 This is either you are in favor of rule 62, or at least our 
interpretation of it, or you have Mr. Smith's interpretation of it. 
It is only the two sentences, and I am going to do it one more 
time, because this is what this debate is about, and it will take 
me 30 seconds: "When the Speaker or any member is not 
satisfied with a voice vote on a pending question, the Speaker 
may order a roll call vote; or, upon request of two members, 
before the result of the vote is announced, the Speaker shall 
order a roll call vote." The key phrase there is, Mr. Speaker,  
"a pending question." This is not a pending question. He is 
right; you are wrong. 
 And finally, the results have already been announced. He is 
right and you are wrong, and to talk about anything else is 
superfluous. 
 Mr. TURZAI. With all due respect, Mr. Speaker, I would 
contend that the majority leader is wrong. He has been wrong— 
 The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend. 
 The issue before the House is the question, the Speaker may 
order the yeas and nays be taken by electronic roll call system 
or voice vote upon demand of two members before the result 
has been declared. That is the only issue that the rank-and-file 
members are entitled to speak on. That is the issue before the 
House. The Chair will respectfully ask all members to respect 
that limitation on the debate. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Mr. Speaker, thank you very much. I will 
conclude with these remarks. 
 I am not sure what open debate the majority leader wants  
to hide, but the fact of the matter is that this vote is about the 

$700 million in the Rainy Day Fund and are we going to spend 
it needlessly or not? Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Evans. 
 Representative Payne. 
 Mr. PAYNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to speak on the motion, if I may. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. PAYNE. Thank you. 
 Just for clarity, the motion is on the Senate bill that came 
into Appropriations from the Senate on the furloughs with the 
$20 million or— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is incorrect. The motion is, 
as the Chair stated, "…the Speaker may order the yeas and nays 
taken by the electric roll call system or voice vote or, upon 
demand of two members before the result of a vote has been 
declared…." The gentleman is alluding to substantive issues 
relating to the underlying bill. He is not in order. The gentleman 
will limit his remarks and his debate to the appeal of the ruling 
of that decision by the Chair. 
 Mr. PAYNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for that clarification. 
 On the motion then, would it be safe to say that this does not 
have a thing to do with the Appropriations hearing? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot go in the back door. 
The gentleman will limit his remarks to the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. PAYNE. I do not want to go in the back door; I want to 
go in the front door. I want to represent the people of my district 
to the best of my ability. And while I am not an eloquent stage 
speaker, I would like to think I am like Abe Lincoln, just a 
common man representing the common people, trying to get to 
the truth here today. 
 On that note, on that note, I thank the Speaker for his 
indulgence then. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
decision of the House, those voting to sustain the decision of the 
Chair will vote "aye"; those voting to overturn the decision of 
the Chair will vote "nay." 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–100 
 
Belfanti George Mann Siptroth 
Bennington Gerber Markosek Smith, K. 
Biancucci Gergely McCall Smith, M. 
Bishop Gibbons McGeehan Solobay 
Blackwell Goodman McI. Smith Staback 
Brennan Grucela Melio Sturla 
Caltagirone Haluska Mundy Surra 
Carroll Hanna Myers Tangretti 
Casorio Harhai O'Brien, M. Taylor, R. 
Cohen Harkins Oliver Thomas 
Conklin Hornaman Parker Vitali 
Costa James Pashinski Wagner 
Cruz Josephs Payton Walko 
Curry Keller, W. Petrone Wansacz 
Daley Kessler Preston Waters 
DeLuca King Ramaley Wheatley 
DePasquale Kirkland Readshaw White 
Dermody Kortz Roebuck Williams 
DeWeese Kotik Sabatina Wojnaroski 
Donatucci Kula Sainato Yewcic 
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Eachus Leach Samuelson Youngblood 
Evans, D. Lentz Santoni Yudichak 
Fabrizio Levdansky Seip  
Frankel Longietti Shapiro O'Brien, D., 
Freeman Mahoney Shimkus    Speaker 
Galloway Manderino   
 
 NAYS–99 
 
Adolph Fleck McIlhattan Quinn 
Argall Gabig Mensch Rapp 
Baker Geist Metcalfe Raymond 
Barrar Gillespie Micozzie Reichley 
Bastian Gingrich Millard Roae 
Bear Godshall Miller Rock 
Benninghoff Grell Milne Rohrer 
Beyer Harhart Moul Ross 
Boback Harper Moyer Rubley 
Boyd Harris Murt Saylor 
Brooks Helm Mustio Scavello 
Buxton Hennessey Nailor Schroder 
Causer Hershey Nickol Smith, S. 
Civera Hess O'Neill Sonney 
Clymer Hickernell Pallone Stairs 
Cox Hutchinson Payne Steil 
Creighton Kauffman Peifer Stern 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Perry Stevenson 
Dally Killion Perzel Taylor, J. 
Denlinger Mackereth Petrarca True 
DiGirolamo Maher Petri Turzai 
Ellis Major Phillips Vereb 
Evans, J. Mantz Pickett Vulakovich 
Everett Marshall Pyle Watson 
Fairchild Marsico Quigley  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Cappelli Kenney Reed Swanger 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the decision of the Chair 
stood as the judgment of the House. 
 

MOTION TO CALL UP 
RECONSIDERATION MOTION 

 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, 
Representative Smith, rise? 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I believe you had indicated 
earlier in the course of that debate that you were in receipt of a 
reconsideration motion of the vote by which that SB 1122 was 
rereferred to Appropriations. I would like to call that 
reconsideration motion up for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The reconsideration motion, as the Chair 
stated previously, is out of order because the bill is no longer in 
the possession of the House. It is in the possession of the 
Appropriations Committee. 

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED 

 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I realize we were probably 
pushing our luck on the last one, but, Mr. Speaker, with all due 
respect, I have to challenge the ruling of the Chair. That 

legislation is still in control of the House, and if the Chair is 
ruling that that reconsideration motion is not eligible to be 
considered, I am challenging that ruling as well, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair's opinion is that this bill, as 
previously stated, is not in the possession of the House, it is in 
the possession of the Appropriations Committee, and the Chair 
refers the minority leader to section 389 of Mason's, and it 
states, "The motion to refer to committee may not be 
reconsidered, but the matter referred to committee may be 
withdrawn." 
 The Chair responds to the gentleman, if he had not heard the 
Chair's response, the bill has been referred to Appropriations 
and is not in the possession of the House, and the Chair refers 
the minority leader to Mason's, section 389: "The motion to 
refer to committee may not be reconsidered...." 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Would you repeat that section again, 
Mr. Speaker? Are you – I do not mean this confrontationally – 
are you saying that once the House votes to recommit a bill, 
under any normal circumstance where there is a vote to 
recommit, that under no circumstance is that vote able to be 
reconsidered, that the minute that vote is announced by the 
Chair, that it is rereferred, period, done, end of sentence? 
 The SPEAKER. Yes. This is a procedural issue. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Wow. 
 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the majority leader, 
Representative DeWeese, rise? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. I would like to ask for an adjournment of 
the House for the day. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. On a roll-call vote, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state when he intends to 
adjourn? His motion is to adjourn until when? 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Until 11 o'clock tomorrow morning. 
 Our work is finished for the evening. The only reason to do 
anything other than to adjourn would be to throw the proverbial 
stick into the spokes of the wheel. The honorable floor leader 
and his team are very much aware of the evening's schedule, 
and it would be to the collective advantage of this side if we 
were to adjourn now. There is no more substantive business. 
There are no more substantive votes. We would like to adjourn 
until tomorrow at 11 a.m. 
 The SPEAKER. The majority leader has moved to adjourn 
this House until Tuesday at 11 a.m. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Maher 
on the motion to adjourn. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I know it is sometimes difficult to recognize when a member 
is seeking recognition, and I am delighted that you are able to 
perceive my interest in addressing this motion. 
 I would observe, Mr. Speaker, that if I had just voted to 
deprive the people of Pennsylvania their constitutional right to 
know how this chamber voted member by member, I, too, might 
be anxious to run and hide. But you cannot really run and hide. 
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When you vote to deprive the people of Pennsylvania, even the 
opportunity to know how you vote— 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, I am on the motion. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 The motion before the House is whether to adjourn the 
House. The gentleman will limit his remarks to that motion. 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, yes, the question of adjournment 
is before us. The question is, do you think your work is done? 
Do you think your work is done? Thousands and thousands of 
Pennsylvanians are depending upon you to get your work done, 
and you think your work is done. I do not think our work is 
done. Do you think the people of Pennsylvania have got a right 
to a budget as required under the Constitution by June 30?  
I think they do. Apparently some on this side of the aisle think 
they do not. The work will never get done unless you would 
agree to at least stay and do the work. 
 The motion to adjourn is a great disappointment, but I can 
understand, I can understand that there are plenty of folks that 
want to run and hide, run and hide because of the shameful 
decision not to allow the people of Pennsylvania to even know 
how you voted on the question of depriving those who are faced 
with the angst, the worry of a possible furlough, depriving 
Pennsylvanians who are looking forward to using parks and 
other recreational facilities, libraries, the long list of 
interactions, folks who are trying to renew driver's licenses, 
folks who are trying to buy cars— 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. MAHER. I am speaking on adjournment, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, the honorable gentleman is not 
speaking on adjournment. 
 Mr. MAHER. Indeed I am. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 The House will come to order. 
 The issue before the House is the adjournment motion and 
only the adjournment motion, the underlying issue. 
 Mr. MAHER. And it is the adjournment motion, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The issue that the gentleman is speaking to 
is not before the House. The only issue before the House is the 
motion to adjourn or not adjourn. 
 Mr. MAHER. And a key decision about whether you want to 
run and hide is, are you prepared to take care of the long list of 
work that remains to be done? And I, Mr. Speaker, argue 
against adjournment because there is a long list of work that 
needs to be done. There are thousands, millions of 
Pennsylvanians depending upon us to do that job, and I am not 
prepared to surrender their fate day after day, day after day.  
Let us get to work. Let us stay. Let us get it done. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, clearly the motion to adjourn is before us 
because the majority leader did not want to deal with the prior 
subject any longer, and I respect his desires in that regard, or at 
least if that would be his desire. The fact is, Mr. Speaker, it is 
before us because this body does not want to deal with the 
furlough issue. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. S. SMITH. To that end, Mr. Speaker, I have a 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Since that legislation was rereported by a 
voice vote without any advance notice to the minority party, 
what is my recourse— 
 The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will suspend. 
 The only issue before the House at this point is the motion to 
adjourn. His inquiry does not relate to the motion to adjourn. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I believe it does, because it affects my decision on how  
I might support or oppose the motion to adjourn. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman's issue is not related to the 
motion to adjourn. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. I did not finish my question yet. Are you at 
least going to hear my question? Can I at least state my whole 
question? 
 The SPEAKER. If it is the same question that the gentleman 
had stated previously, the Chair did answer his question. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Then I will state it 
in a rhetorical fashion. 
 
 Mr. Speaker, on the motion to adjourn, I would oppose the 
motion to adjourn in addition to the fact that we are not getting 
much done around here. But, Mr. Speaker, I would also oppose 
it because the prior legislation we were debating over, whether 
or not it was in the House or had been removed from the House, 
whether or not it was reported to or from on a voice vote or not, 
Mr. Speaker, that puts me in a position from this day forward to 
request a voice vote on all normal day-to-day movements of 
bills. Excuse me, Mr. Speaker; I misspoke. It would put me in a 
position of requesting a recorded vote on all standard movement 
of bills in this House. 
 I would not really relish, I certainly do not relish the idea of 
doing that, Mr. Speaker, but I will be seeking the proper process 
for formalizing that notice, Mr. Speaker, because quite simply, 
the legislation that brought us to this moment, the item that we 
are running from at this moment, was whether or not this House 
should have taken up SB 1122 or not. That legislation was 
rereported back to Appropriations without notice and without a 
voice vote, without a recorded vote of this full House. 
 Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would like to stay and try to finish 
that business one way or another and would oppose the motion 
to adjourn. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. I would ask for an adjournment vote, and 
we will be picking up here tomorrow. We are not running; we 
are not hiding. This issue comes to the floor at 11 o'clock. 
 It is always the case that there are two sides to an argument, 
sometimes more than two sides to an argument, but certainly 
cooler heads will be about tomorrow, in the morning, and it is 
not as if anything is being projected into the nether region. We 
can debate these issues, the ones we are debating right now, 
tomorrow. And from time to time I think it is helpful for both 
sides to cooperate when an adjournment motion is requested. 
There is nothing nefarious; there is no skulduggery. This issue 
and the issues that we have been discussing today can be a part 
of tomorrow morning's dialogue. 
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 So I would ask for an adjournment this evening, and we will 
pick up right here where we left off tomorrow. Thank you. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Gabig. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Could I ask a parliamentary inquiry? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. GABIG. Is the Chair aware of what time we did  
master roll call today? Is there a record of that up at the dais,  
the rostrum, as the case may be? 
 The SPEAKER. Approximately 2:29. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would also ask, as I understood, Mr. Smith, the minority 
leader, had a motion under rule 26 to reconsider right prior to 
the majority leader's motion to adjourn. Am I correct in that? 
Was there a pending motion under rule 26 to reconsider a vote? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman requested or inquired of the 
Chair whether there was a motion to reconsider the vote, 
whether the Chair was in possession of a reconsideration. The 
Chair acknowledged that it had that reconsideration and ruled 
that that reconsideration was out of order. 
 Mr. GABIG. So if we come back tomorrow—  And then 
there was going to be an appeal of the Chair on that ruling,  
I guess. Am I correct in that, Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair has no way to make a 
determination on that. 
 Mr. GABIG. I thought I heard the minority leader say he was 
going to appeal the ruling that said his motion to reconsider was 
out of order. I thought he said he thought he had stronger 
grounds than the motion he had under rule 62, and then I heard 
the motion to adjourn. Is that where we are? I am just trying to 
see where we are— 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman, 
Representative Smith, had made a motion to appeal the ruling of 
the Chair. 
 Mr. GABIG. And so this motion now takes precedence over 
the motion that Mr. Smith had on this House floor under our 
rules. Is that correct? The motion to adjourn takes precedence 
over the motion to appeal the Chair? Is that correct? 
 The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn takes precedence 
over other motions. 
 Mr. GABIG. So the fact that there was a motion that we had 
not voted on yet, when we come back tomorrow, will we be 
able to vote on Mr. Smith's motion? That is my ultimate 
question. When we come back here tomorrow at 11, will the 
first order of business be the vote that was pending on the 
motion of Mr. Smith that was on this House floor as the 
majority leader asked for the motion to adjourn? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 Mr. GABIG. Mr. Speaker? 
 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 
 The Chair recognizes the majority leader, Representative 
DeWeese. 
 Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, out of an exceptional 
amplitude of esteem and respect for the honorable  

minority leader, I am going to withdraw my motion to adjourn 
and allow the gentleman to make his motion. 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Representative Smith, 
renew his motion? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, to pick up where we were,  
I believe the discussion was through the form of a parliamentary 
inquiry, and I had inquired about how you reconsider a motion 
to recommit a bill. 
 I believe that the Chair had instructed me that Mason's 
Manual suggested that that motion is not something that can be 
reconsidered. I was cited to section 389 of Mason's Manual, 
"Reconsideration and Renewal of Motion to Refer," and what 
was stated, I believe, was, "The motion to refer to committee 
may not be reconsidered…." 
 Therefore, Mr. Speaker, in the intervening time having 
looked at Mason's Manual, I see that it goes on to say, "…but 
the matter referred to committee may be withdrawn." The 
subsequent section, section 390, "Withdrawing Questions from 
Committee," says, "When it is desired to withdraw a question 
from committee, a motion to that effect can be made and, if 
carried, brings the question back before the body. A motion to 
withdraw a question from committee requires a majority vote." 
 Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would like to restate my motion as 
opposed to challenging the ruling of the Chair relative to the 
way I framed it as a motion to reconsider and make it as a 
motion to withdraw the question from committee, as referenced 
in section 390 of Mason's Manual. 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
 The gentleman will respond to the minority leader's inquiry. 
It is the Chair's belief that the gentleman is misreading Mason's 
section 389, "…but the matter referred to committee may be 
withdrawn." 
 Our rules of the House are more restrictive than Mason's, 
which we are permitted. The gentleman would have to follow 
rule 53 to withdraw from committee, which would be rule 53, 
"Discharge of Committees." So the discharge procedure would 
have to be followed. 
 The gentleman did make a motion to appeal the Chair's 
decision that the reconsideration motion was out of order. Does 
the gentleman wish to appeal the ruling of the Chair? 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, my concern is that we have 
now jumped back and forth. When I made a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was rereferred to 
Appropriations, I was pointed to section 389 of Mason's Manual 
that says, part 2 of 389 says, "The motion to refer to committee 
may not be reconsidered…." 
 Now, I do not know how you take half of that sentence and 
not refer to the second part of it. So we have, in my opinion, an 
inconsistent interpretation of when our rules take place over 
Mason's Manual versus supported by Mason's Manual, seeing 
how as our rules allow for the reconsideration of any other 
votes. 
 I am just confounded, Mr. Speaker, as to just which direction 
I am supposed to go. When I challenge the rules, I am told to 
look at Mason's. When I challenge Mason's and use Mason's 
words, I am told to look at the rules. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair will try to clarify the gentleman's 
inquiry. The motion to refer to committee may not be 
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reconsidered because that is a parliamentary procedure. The 
gentleman has filed a reconsideration of the vote. The 
gentleman is now referring to the second part of section 389, 
part 2, "…but the matter referred to committee may be 
withdrawn." That language refers to the procedure for 
withdrawal, which is under rule 53 of the House rules, which is 
more restrictive than Mason's, which under Mason's we are 
permitted to do, and the gentleman would have to follow  
rule 53, the discharge resolution. 
 Very simply, the discharge resolution as contained in rule 53 
is the second part of section 2. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, when I look at Mason's 
Manual, section 389, and you say that the second part of the 
second part there, "…the matter referred to committee may be 
withdrawn," is trumped by the fact that our rules have a 
discharge resolution procedure, I could accept that, 
Mr. Speaker. However, when I look back to our rules, our rules 
specifically speak to rule 26, specifically speak to 
"Reconsideration," going to my prior question, and it says,  
"A motion to reconsider the vote by which a bill, resolution or 
other matter was passed or defeated shall be made in writing by 
two members." It goes on, but the simple fact is, Mr. Speaker, it 
seems to me that on one hand we are applying Mason's where it 
is to one's advantage and on another hand you are not. 
 If our rules take precedence, then rule 26 does not prohibit 
the motion to reconsider a vote by which a bill is recommitted. 
Rule 26 does not prohibit that; it allows it, as it says "or other 
matter." So, Mr. Speaker, I guess I need a determination  
one way or another. 
 You know what my intent is, and that is to have a vote on 
whether or not the majority of the members of this House in fact 
wanted to take SB 1122 and rerefer it back to committee.  
I initially thought that that was best achieved through 
reconsideration or by challenging the Chair relative to your 
ruling that the motion to reconsider was out of order. Is that the 
Chair's determination? 
 The SPEAKER. We are about to do the appeal. For 
clarification, procedural votes are not permitted under Mason's 
to be reconsidered. The second part of that section was spoken 
to by Speaker Seltzer, where he said—  There was a point of 
parliamentary inquiry as to whether a reconsideration on the 
vote, for reconsideration motions on procedural votes. The 
Speaker said that procedural votes cannot be reconsidered,  
and further, that the gentleman could submit a discharge 
resolution of said legislation to the committee, which speaks to 
the second part of Mason's. 
 Mason's is consulted when there is ambiguity in our House 
rules. The specific language of our rules overrules the general 
language of Mason's. There is no ambiguity in our rules. 
 Does the gentleman wish to appeal? 

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED 

 Mr. S. SMITH. Well, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which SB 1122 was rereferred to 
Appropriations should be allowed, that we should be allowed to 
reconsider that vote, Mr. Speaker. 
 So if that is the ruling of the Chair, then I would appeal the 
ruling of the Chair. 

 The SPEAKER. The minority leader, Representative Smith, 
has appealed the decision of the Chair, that the recommittal to 
Appropriations cannot be reconsidered. 
 
 On the question, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. MAHER. Did I understand you to say that you regard 
the movement of bills as a procedural question? 
 The SPEAKER. A recommittal motion is a procedural issue, 
yes. 
 Mr. MAHER. So, just to be clear here, a movement of 
legislation in this new world is now merely a procedural 
question? 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman restate that. 
 Mr. MAHER. Well, Mr. Speaker, you were referring to 
something that Speaker Seltzer said, and I did not catch the 
year. Maybe you could at least alert us what day and year that 
was. 
 The SPEAKER. December of 1979: 
 "The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Mercer, Mr. Bennett. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
 "Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
 "The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 "Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, would I be within my rights, 
as a member of this body, to ask for a reconsideration on that 
vote? 
 "The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. There are no 
reconsideration motions accepted on procedural votes. 
 "Mr. BENNETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 "The SPEAKER. In a further response, the gentleman can 
wait until the bill is rereported from the Committee on 
Consumer Affairs or, on an appropriate date within the rules of 
the House, submit a discharge resolution of said legislation to 
the committee." 
 That responds to the gentleman, the minority leader's 
question, which the Chair referred him to Mason's Manual. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair's ruling is consistent with that of 
previous Speaker, Leroy Irvis. The reading of the second 
section of that, which deals with withdrawal, specifically, is 
covered in Speaker Seltzer's ruling, and that is that we refer to 
rule 53, which our withdrawal procedure is the discharge 
resolution, and our rules are more specific and overrule the 
general provisions of Mason's. 
 Mr. MAHER. And, Mr. Speaker, if I also understood, you 
indicate that the standard that you are applying is that if there is 
ambiguity in our rules or if our rules are silent on a point, 
Mason's is controlling. Is that correct? And that consequently— 
 The SPEAKER. If there is ambiguity— 
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 Mr. MAHER. In the first half of that sentence, you think 
there is ambiguity. In the second half of the sentence, you think 
there is clarity. So you can reach in and— 
 The SPEAKER. If the gentleman would ask a question. 
 Mr. MAHER. I am trying to finish it, sir. 
 The SPEAKER. If he is going to run, the Chair cannot 
interpret what the gentleman is trying to ask. 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ask his question. 
 Mr. MAHER. —I quite appreciate the challenge with 
answering a question before you have heard it, but I would ask 
the question— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will move to his question. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If I am understanding correctly, you are saying that if our 
rules are ambiguous or silent on a point, that then Mason's is 
controlling. Is that correct? 
 The SPEAKER. The precedents of the House take 
precedence over Jefferson's or Mason's. 
 Mr. MAHER. Well, perhaps, sir— 
 The SPEAKER. They simply supplement our— 
 Mr. MAHER. —but I am trying to understand what you— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. Mason's and 
Jefferson's simply supplement our rules. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was just trying to confirm what I thought you had said to 
the gentleman, Mr. Smith, and apparently now this is a different 
ruling than the one which is being appealed. And that concludes 
my inquiry, Mr. Speaker. I will speak on the motion and ever so 
briefly. I know many people have appointments that are 
pressing. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. MAHER. I did not know Jack Seltzer. I think his name 
was Jack, Speaker Seltzer, but he must have been quite a guy. 
Without the benefit of even reading our rules, without the 
benefit of ever seeing the rules, which we adopted after vast 
study earlier this session, Mr. Seltzer, from 1979, is able to 
interpret them. You know, we need that kind of leadership 
today. 
 I am a bit astonished. And you might say precedent all you 
would like, but I remind you that the rules that we have today 
are not the rules from 1979, or at least that is what most of you 
told your constituents at home. 
 Now, it is a simple question, and I do not know that the rules 
or Mason's or even the great Speaker Seltzer can trump the 
Constitution. The Constitution says when any two members 
request a vote, they shall have it. Our rules say that when any 
two members request a second vote, they shall have it. There is 
no ambiguity. There is no ambiguity whatsoever. 
 However, however, I will probably seek to embroider on a 
wall hanging the precedent that the Speaker established today 
because I can assure you there are all sorts of interesting 
provisions in Mason's Manual that our rules are silent about. 
There are all sorts of interesting provisions in Mason's Manual 
that can fill in the gaps, the ambiguity in these new rules that we 
have. And should you choose to sustain this ruling of the Chair, 
I will thank you, I will thank you for presenting the opportunity 
to invoke so many of those provisions of Mason's Manual, 
because the ruling is not what the Chair said to me 
subsequently. The ruling was that Mason's Manual controls 
when there is ambiguity in our rules. Even though in this case  
I do not think there is any ambiguity, I will be happy to embrace 

that, and I expect that you will hear it recited frequently as we 
progress through this session. 
 So, be careful how you vote, but I thank you in advance. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Perzel. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think we have gotten away from the purpose 
of SB 1122. All we are trying to do is to avoid laying off 25,000 
workers and taking away their ability— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 Mr. PERZEL. —to feed their families. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 
 Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I would hope— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. The issue 
before the House is the appealing of the ruling of the Chair. The 
Chair thanks the gentleman for his ambition. 
 Mr. PERZEL. I never shut you off. 
 The SPEAKER. For the record, for the record, the 
microphone was not shut off. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. For the record, it was. 
 The SPEAKER. Representative Nailor. 
 Mr. NAILOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was listening to the ruling of Speaker Seltzer from 1979.  
I also heard the second part of his ruling, which concerned the 
discharge resolution. That certainly interested me. That is part 
of the process, and that is part of what I tried to do. 
 SB 1122 passed the Senate unanimously and would have 
stopped this nonsense of furloughing people at budget time. It 
came over and was assigned to the House State Government 
Committee, and it passed that committee unanimously before it 
was sent to the Appropriations Committee to be buried. And 
after it laid there for months, Mr. Speaker, I introduced 
discharge No. 3, discharge resolution, and said I would call that 
bill up and allow the members who are elected in the House of 
Representatives to vote on it. To stop me from doing that, 
Mr. Speaker, it was amended in committee. No, let me back up. 
It was gutted and replaced in committee, voted out of 
committee, and now put back in. 
 All we are asking for is a vote on the floor of the House by 
those who are elected by the people to represent those who are 
going to be furloughed. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House, those voting to 
sustain the decision of the Chair will vote "aye"; those voting to 
overturn the decision of the Chair will vote "nay." 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–100 
 
Belfanti George Mann Siptroth 
Bennington Gerber Markosek Smith, K. 
Biancucci Gergely McCall Smith, M. 
Bishop Gibbons McGeehan Solobay 
Blackwell Goodman McI. Smith Staback 
Brennan Grucela Melio Sturla 
Caltagirone Haluska Mundy Surra 
Carroll Hanna Myers Tangretti 
Casorio Harhai O'Brien, M. Taylor, R. 
Cohen Harkins Oliver Thomas 
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Conklin Hornaman Parker Vitali 
Costa James Pashinski Wagner 
Cruz Josephs Payton Walko 
Curry Keller, W. Petrone Wansacz 
Daley Kessler Preston Waters 
DeLuca King Ramaley Wheatley 
DePasquale Kirkland Readshaw White 
Dermody Kortz Roebuck Williams 
DeWeese Kotik Sabatina Wojnaroski 
Donatucci Kula Sainato Yewcic 
Eachus Leach Samuelson Youngblood 
Evans, D. Lentz Santoni Yudichak 
Fabrizio Levdansky Seip  
Frankel Longietti Shapiro O'Brien, D., 
Freeman Mahoney Shimkus    Speaker 
Galloway Manderino   
 
 NAYS–99 
 
Adolph Fleck McIlhattan Quinn 
Argall Gabig Mensch Rapp 
Baker Geist Metcalfe Raymond 
Barrar Gillespie Micozzie Reichley 
Bastian Gingrich Millard Roae 
Bear Godshall Miller Rock 
Benninghoff Grell Milne Rohrer 
Beyer Harhart Moul Ross 
Boback Harper Moyer Rubley 
Boyd Harris Murt Saylor 
Brooks Helm Mustio Scavello 
Buxton Hennessey Nailor Schroder 
Causer Hershey Nickol Smith, S. 
Civera Hess O'Neill Sonney 
Clymer Hickernell Pallone Stairs 
Cox Hutchinson Payne Steil 
Creighton Kauffman Peifer Stern 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Perry Stevenson 
Dally Killion Perzel Taylor, J. 
Denlinger Mackereth Petrarca True 
DiGirolamo Maher Petri Turzai 
Ellis Major Phillips Vereb 
Evans, J. Mantz Pickett Vulakovich 
Everett Marshall Pyle Watson 
Fairchild Marsico Quigley  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Cappelli Kenney Reed Swanger 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the decision of the Chair 
stood as the judgment of the House. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is there any further business before the 
House? 

COMMITTEE MEETING CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. Representative Freeman. 
 Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to announce that the House Local Government 
Committee meeting that was scheduled for tomorrow morning 
is now canceled. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Any other announcements? 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

ADJOURNMENT 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Representative Lentz 
from Delaware County, who moves that the House do now 
adjourn until Tuesday, June 17, 2008, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 5:15 p.m., e.d.t., the House 
adjourned. 


