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SESSION OF 2009 193D OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 68 

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

THE SPEAKER (KEITH R. McCALL) 
PRESIDING 

 The SPEAKER. We will dispense with the prayer and the 
Pledge at this time and listen for a respective announcement for 
caucuses by both sides immediately, and we should be back on 
the floor by 12 o'clock. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until the call of 
the Chair. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

 The time of recess was extended until 1 p.m.; further 
extended until 2 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

PRAYER 

 REV. LOUISE WILLIAMS BISHOP, member of the House 
of Representatives, offered the following the prayer: 
 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Let us pray: 
 Dear God, our Heavenly Father, the Father and God of our 
silent tears, a God of our weary years, we thank You for Your 
patience, and we ask You to please help us to be as patient with 
each other as You have shown us. 
 We come boldly to Thy throne of grace to lift up Your name 
and to thank You for all that You have done. We thank You, 
God, for the leaders that we have empowered to lead us during 
these trying and difficult times, but yet they have kept us afloat 
and they have kept us through rough waters and raging winds. 
We are united and we stand strong and ready to do the business 
of the people of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 We now guide You and ask that You guide us with Your 
guiding hands. We truly feel Your presence, Your grace, Your 
 
 

peace abiding with us today in this budgetary process. We pray, 
O God, that You will continue to bless us with the strength we 
need to do the job that must be done. Give us courage to do 
what is right for the people of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and especially our children. 
 We thank You for Your love, we thank You for Your 
patience, and we thank You, God, for Your peace that passes all 
understanding. 
 And we ask now for Your blessings upon this House and all 
who serve in it and our families and those across the 
Commonwealth. Bless us, God, that we may continue to be all 
that You have desired that we should be. 
 We ask these blessings in Your name, for Your sake. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the Journal 
of Thursday, July 16, 2009, will be postponed until printed. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Greene County, the majority 
whip, Representative DeWeese, who requests leaves of absence 
for Representative MYERS from Philadelphia County for the 
day, Representative PAYTON from Philadelphia County for the 
day. Without objection, those leaves will be granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the minority whip, the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Turzai, who requests the 
following leave of absence for: Representative PHILLIPS from 
Northumberland County for the day. Without objection, the 
leave will be granted. 
 Returning to leaves of absence, the Chair recognizes the 
majority whip, Representative DeWeese, who requests a leave 
for Representative BOYLE from Philadelphia County for the 
day. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take the master roll. 
The members will proceed to vote. 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–196 
 
Adolph Everett Longietti Reichley 
Baker Fabrizio Maher Roae 
Barbin Fairchild Mahoney Rock 
Barrar Farry Major Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Manderino Rohrer 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Ross 
Benninghoff Freeman Markosek Sabatina 
Beyer Gabig Marshall Sainato 
Bishop Gabler Marsico Samuelson 
Boback Galloway Matzie Santarsiero 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santoni 
Boyle George McI. Smith Saylor 
Brennan Gerber Melio Scavello 
Briggs Gergely Mensch Schroder 
Brooks Gibbons Metcalfe Seip 
Brown Gillespie Metzgar Shapiro 
Burns Gingrich Micozzie Siptroth 
Buxton Godshall Millard Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Goodman Miller Smith, M. 
Carroll Grell Milne Smith, S. 
Casorio Grove Mirabito Solobay 
Causer Grucela Moul Sonney 
Christiana Haluska Mundy Staback 
Civera Hanna Murphy Stern 
Clymer Harhai Murt Stevenson 
Cohen Harhart Mustio Sturla 
Conklin Harkins O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Harper O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Harris O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Helm Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hennessey Oliver Thomas 
Curry Hess Pallone True 
Cutler Hickernell Parker Turzai 
Daley Hornaman Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Houghton Payne Vitali 
Day Hutchinson Payton Vulakovich 
Deasy Johnson Peifer Wagner 
Delozier Josephs Perzel Walko 
DeLuca Kauffman Petrarca Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Petri Waters 
DePasquale Keller, W. Pickett Watson 
Dermody Kessler Preston Wheatley 
DeWeese Killion Pyle White 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Quigley Williams 
Donatucci Knowles Quinn Youngblood 
Drucker Kortz Rapp Yudichak 
Eachus Kotik Readshaw  
Ellis Krieger Reed McCall, 
Evans, D. Kula Reese    Speaker 
Evans, J. Levdansky   
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Boyle Miccarelli Payton Phillips 
Lentz Myers Perry  
 
 LEAVES CANCELED–3 
 
Boyle Lentz Payton 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1317, PN 2472 (Amended) By Rep. SANTONI 
 
An Act providing for tuition relief and for a video lottery program; 

establishing penalties; and making appropriations. 
 

GAMING OVERSIGHT. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

  No. 1874 By Representatives CALTAGIRONE, EACHUS, 
McCALL and D. EVANS 

 
An Act amending the act of December 18, 1984 (P.L.1005, 

No.205), known as the Municipal Pension Plan Funding Standard and 
Recovery Act, in municipal pension plan actuarial reporting, further 
providing for contents of actuarial valuation report and providing for 
actuarial asset valuation and for revised actuarial valuation report; in 
financially distressed municipal pension plan determination procedure, 
further providing for initiation of distress determination, for pension 
plans to be included in determination and for determination procedure; 
in financially distressed municipal pension system recovery program, 
further providing for application, for election determination procedure, 
for recovery program level I, for recovery program level II, for 
recovery program level III, for remedies applicable to various recovery 
program levels for supplemental State assistance program and fund and 
for municipal employee retirement program; in financially distressed 
municipal pension system recovery program, establishing programs for 
municipal pension recovery and municipal employee retirement; in 
financially distressed municipal pension system recovery program, 
further providing for rules and regulations. 

 
Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, July 17, 

2009. 
 
  No. 1875 By Representatives CALTAGIRONE, EACHUS, 
McCALL and D. EVANS 

 
An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6, No.2), known 

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing for an optional sales and 
use tax for third class counties. 

 
Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, July 17, 

2009. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to SB 568, PN 1240. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

 Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared 
for presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the 
titles were publicly read as follows: 
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 SB 568, PN 1240 
 
 An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Department of Military and Veterans Affairs and the 
Governor, to grant and convey to East Vincent Township, certain lands 
situate in East Vincent Township, Chester County. 
 
 SB 817, PN 896 
 
  An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with 
the approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to East Pennsboro 
Township or its assigns certain lands situate in East Pennsboro 
Township, Cumberland County; and authorizing the Department of 
General Services, with the approval of the Governor, to remove and 
release the residential use and subdivision restrictions imposed on 
certain lands situate in East Pennsboro Township, Cumberland County. 
 
 Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, 
signed the same. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. To the left of the Speaker, the Chair would 
like to welcome Ben Zurflieh, a junior at James Madison 
University, and Richard House, Jr., a sophomore at the 
University of Pittsburgh. Ben and Richard are legislative interns 
assigned to the Democratic Research Office. Welcome to the 
hall of the House, gentlemen. 

CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mrs. GINGRICH called up HR 373, PN 2274, entitled: 
 

A Resolution recognizing the celebration of the 250th anniversary 
of the establishment of Campbelltown. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Everett Longietti Reichley 
Baker Fabrizio Maher Roae 
Barbin Fairchild Mahoney Rock 
Barrar Farry Major Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Manderino Rohrer 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Ross 
Benninghoff Freeman Markosek Sabatina 
Beyer Gabig Marshall Sainato 
Bishop Gabler Marsico Samuelson 
Boback Galloway Matzie Santarsiero 
Boyd Geist McGeehan Santoni 
Boyle George McI. Smith Saylor 
Brennan Gerber Melio Scavello 
Briggs Gergely Mensch Schroder 
Brooks Gibbons Metcalfe Seip 
Brown Gillespie Metzgar Shapiro 
Burns Gingrich Micozzie Siptroth 
Buxton Godshall Millard Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Goodman Miller Smith, M. 
Carroll Grell Milne Smith, S. 
Casorio Grove Mirabito Solobay 
Causer Grucela Moul Sonney 
Christiana Haluska Mundy Staback 

Civera Hanna Murphy Stern 
Clymer Harhai Murt Stevenson 
Cohen Harhart Mustio Sturla 
Conklin Harkins O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Harper O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Harris O'Neill Taylor, J. 
Cox Helm Oberlander Taylor, R. 
Creighton Hennessey Oliver Thomas 
Curry Hess Pallone True 
Cutler Hickernell Parker Turzai 
Daley Hornaman Pashinski Vereb 
Dally Houghton Payne Vitali 
Day Hutchinson Payton Vulakovich 
Deasy Johnson Peifer Wagner 
Delozier Josephs Perzel Walko 
DeLuca Kauffman Petrarca Wansacz 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Petri Waters 
DePasquale Keller, W. Pickett Watson 
Dermody Kessler Preston Wheatley 
DeWeese Killion Pyle White 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Quigley Williams 
Donatucci Knowles Quinn Youngblood 
Drucker Kortz Rapp Yudichak 
Eachus Kotik Readshaw  
Ellis Krieger Reed McCall, 
Evans, D. Kula Reese    Speaker 
Evans, J. Levdansky   
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Boyle Miccarelli Payton Phillips 
Lentz Myers Perry  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. McGEEHAN called up HR 416, PN 2468, entitled: 
 

A Resolution commemorating the 40th anniversary of the  
Apollo 11 lunar landing mission. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative 
McGeehan. 
 Will the gentleman yield. 
 The House will come to order. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia 
County, Representative McGeehan. 
 Mr. McGEEHAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I know we are in the midst of very important 
budget negotiations and debates, but I believe we would be 
remiss if we did not pause for a moment to reflect on the  
awe-inspiring events that happened nearly 40 years ago when 
three brave astronauts – Neil Armstrong, Buzz Aldrin, and 
Michael Collins – piloted a spacecraft to the moon. They landed 
and they walked upon its surface. Even today, 40 years after the 
event, it still seems like a fantastic and impossible task. 
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 Mr. Speaker, this morning the USA TODAY editorial said it 
best, and with your indulgence, I would like to quote a portion 
of it, if I may. To quote the USA TODAY editorial, "The moon 
landing was not only an extraordinary achievement, it was a 
magical moment in human history. Nearly all Americans alive 
at the time remember where they were when Armstrong spoke 
of 'one giant leap for mankind.' The indelible images – President 
Kennedy setting the audacious goal, the planting of the 
American flag on the lunar surface, Walter Cronkite's palpable 
joy as millions watched the grainy black-and-white images on 
television – will live forever. Apollo 11 brought the nation 
together in an era when it was riven by racial strife and 
divisions over the Vietnam War…. 
 "The generations to come of age since Apollo look back at it 
with great pride, just as they do achievements like the liberation 
of Europe in World War II. Such feats, built of a common sense 
of purpose, are hard to come by in today's chaotic world. But 
there surely will be more – even if they can’t quite equal flying 
to the moon." 
 Mr. Speaker, I will close with two simple sentences inscribed 
on a plaque that those astronauts left on the remaining portion 
of the lunar module, and they surely belie this Herculean task, 
and I will quote, "Here men from the planet Earth first set foot 
upon the Moon July 1969, A.D. We came in peace for all 
mankind," unquote. 
 Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of the resolution. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–196 
 
Adolph Evans, J. Levdansky Reichley 
Baker Everett Longietti Roae 
Barbin Fabrizio Maher Rock 
Barrar Fairchild Mahoney Roebuck 
Bear Farry Major Rohrer 
Belfanti Fleck Manderino Ross 
Benninghoff Frankel Mann Sabatina 
Beyer Freeman Markosek Sainato 
Bishop Gabig Marshall Samuelson 
Boback Gabler Marsico Santarsiero 
Boyd Galloway Matzie Santoni 
Bradford Geist McGeehan Saylor 
Brennan George McI. Smith Scavello 
Briggs Gerber Melio Schroder 
Brooks Gergely Mensch Seip 
Brown Gibbons Metcalfe Shapiro 
Burns Gillespie Metzgar Siptroth 
Buxton Gingrich Micozzie Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Smith, M. 
Carroll Goodman Miller Smith, S. 
Casorio Grell Milne Solobay 
Causer Grove Mirabito Sonney 
Christiana Grucela Moul Staback 
Civera Haluska Mundy Stern 
Clymer Hanna Murphy Stevenson 
Cohen Harhai Murt Sturla 
Conklin Harhart Mustio Swanger 
Costa, D. Harkins O'Brien, D. Tallman 
Costa, P. Harper O'Brien, M. Taylor, J. 
Cox Harris O'Neill Taylor, R. 
 
 
 

Creighton Helm Oberlander Thomas 
Cruz Hennessey Oliver True 
Curry Hess Pallone Turzai 
Cutler Hickernell Parker Vereb 
Daley Hornaman Pashinski Vitali 
Dally Houghton Payne Vulakovich 
Day Hutchinson Peifer Wagner 
Deasy Johnson Perzel Walko 
Delozier Josephs Petrarca Wansacz 
DeLuca Kauffman Petri Waters 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Pickett Watson 
DePasquale Keller, W. Preston Wheatley 
Dermody Kessler Pyle White 
DeWeese Killion Quigley Williams 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Quinn Youngblood 
Donatucci Knowles Rapp Yudichak 
Drucker Kortz Readshaw  
Eachus Kotik Reed McCall, 
Ellis Krieger Reese    Speaker 
Evans, D. Kula   
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Boyle Miccarelli Payton Phillips 
Lentz Myers Perry  
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence of the 
gentleman from Philadelphia County, Representative Payton, on 
the floor of the House. His name will be added to the master 
roll. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1416,  
PN 2433, entitled: 
 

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expenses of the 
Executive, Legislative and Judicial Departments of the 
Commonwealth, the public debt and the public schools for the fiscal 
year July 1, 2009, to June 30, 2010, for certain institutions and 
organizations, and for the payment of bills incurred and remaining 
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2009; to provide 
appropriations from the State Lottery Fund, the Energy Conservation 
and Assistance Fund, the Hazardous Material Response Fund, The 
State Stores Fund, the Milk Marketing Fund, the Home Investment 
Trust Fund, the Emergency Medical Services Operating Fund, the 
Tuition Payment Fund, the Banking Department Fund, the Firearm 
Records Check Fund, the Ben Franklin Technology Development 
Authority Fund and the Tobacco Settlement Fund to the Executive 
Department; to provide appropriations from the Judicial Computer 
System Augmentation Account to the Judicial Department for the fiscal 
year July 1, 2009, to June 30, 2010; to provide appropriations from the 
Motor License Fund for the fiscal year July 1, 2009, to June 30, 2010, 
for the proper operation of the several departments of the 
Commonwealth and the Pennsylvania State Police authorized to spend 
Motor License Fund moneys; to provide for the appropriation of 
Federal funds to the Executive Department of the Commonwealth and 
for the payment of bills remaining unpaid at the close of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 2009. 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the gentleman from Philadelphia stand for 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Evans, indicates he will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Clymer, is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my question is this: What is the revenue source 
you are counting on to fund your higher education proposal? 
That was under much discussion yesterday, and we saw there is 
a $1.2 billion hole in the budget. Are you going to use the tax 
increase, or are you going to use the gaming revenue? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this is a spending bill, not a 
Tax Code bill. Right now we are talking about the spending 
priorities of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is an important issue, 
and if that is your response, then so be it. 
 Let me go on to the next issue. HB 1416 contains  
$22.9 million for school improvement grants. Now, these grants 
are received by six school districts called empowerment districts 
set to expire in 2010. Chester Upland, Duquesne, Pittsburgh, 
Philadelphia, Harrisburg, and the Reading School Districts 
receive these dollars called school improvement grants, but they 
are still not reaching the State standards. Are you making any 
changes in this distribution, or will the same six school districts 
receive these funds? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, that would have to be decided 
under the Education Code. As you know, this was something 
that started in the Ridge administration. As a matter of fact,  
I was very supportive of it for the purposes of trying to get 
schools to AYP (adequate yearly progress), and I thought it was 
a good idea when the Ridge administration proposed this idea. 
So I share with you that that is something that would have to be 
decided in the Education Code. 
 Mr. CLYMER. But the idea was to make improvements in 
education, and I just mentioned that these schools are still not 
reaching the State standards. So are we going to have the status 
quo? Are we going to continue with what we already have, or 
are we going to try to improve the— 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, that would be up to the 
Education Committee and this General Assembly as well as the 
administration in terms of making any type of standard changes 
in the school improvement grants. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Okay. Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman concluded his 
interrogation? 

 Mr. CLYMER. I thought someone had called me, and I was 
looking around. I thought someone had mentioned my name. 
 Mr. Speaker, to continue, you have included $20 million in 
your budget proposal for teacher professional development. 
This line item funds several nonmandated initiatives like 
Classrooms for the Future, Distinguished Educators, leadership 
development, and the curriculum development costs for the 
voluntary graduation examinations, for the voluntary graduation 
exams. Since the funding amount is a decrease, please identify 
what programs and at what level they are being funded 
individually. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, that is decided something 
relating to the Education Department. The Education Code bill 
will be deciding that. It would not be up to me. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Well, Mr. Speaker, again it is not an answer 
to my question, and I feel that we have some serious problems 
here with this legislation, as I have just pointed out. 
 My last question is, HB 1416 includes $250 million for 
charter school reimbursement. At the present time Philadelphia, 
Chester Upland, and Duquesne School Districts are reimbursed 
at 42 percent while the remaining 497 school districts are 
receiving 30 percent. Are you keeping the different 
reimbursement rates, and if so, why? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, there is something in the 
Education Code. I have been a very strong supporter of charter 
schools. We did this under the Ridge administration. I want to 
let you know I formed an alliance with Governor Ridge. I think 
that was important. Charter schools are an education option; 
choice, if you are a choice supporter. I am a choice supporter. 
So I think this is something that is good for the children, 
particularly working-class families. I know you know the 
importance of what it means for working-class families and 
having choice, an option open. So one, it is in the Education 
Code. 
 Two, the Education Committee would decide and this 
General Assembly, but you know, even the President of the 
United States, the first school he went to was a charter school, 
and I think it is important. Pennsylvania has been in the 
forefront since like 1997. Our Charter School Law is like 11 to 
12 years old. I think this is something that we need to do, and 
you and I both know the importance of charter schools to the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 So I say to you today, Mr. Speaker, that I think when you 
really begin to look at the investments that we have made in 
charter schools, I think it is a plus because it puts Pennsylvania 
on the forefront. The Charter School Law has been a very good 
law in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. As a matter of fact, 
it has changed. You mentioned Chester Upland, you mentioned 
Duquesne, you mentioned all of the places across the 
Commonwealth. So if you look at the 11 years that charter 
schools have been in existence, I think it has been a real plus, 
and I think it has been good for working-class families. I know 
that working-class families are something that is very important 
to you. I know it is important to me, and you and I both share 
that same view. So, Mr. Speaker—  Do you want me to stop? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman has to wrap up. The  
5-minute allotted time is up for both gentlemen. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. I just had a couple more things to say. Do 
you want me to stop? Okay; I will stop. 
 The SPEAKER. Time has expired. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Time has expired. 
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 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Adolph. 
 Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose HB 1416, and I believe a lot of 
the programs that are in HB 1416 are very good programs. 
However, I stand before you today as chairman of the 
Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency, and  
I believe I would be remiss if I did not oppose HB 1416 as it 
relates to our Higher Education Assistance Agency. 
 Mr. Speaker, starting in October of 2008 is when this agency 
started working on this coming semester's college loans. We 
estimate that over 177,000 students will be receiving PHEAA 
grants for this current year. The process has already been 
started. In May of 2009, over 177,000 students have received 
letters with a guarantee from PHEAA of what they will be 
receiving. They also will receive an additional notice that they 
should have already received on the exact amount after a budget 
is passed. Mr. Speaker, PHEAA cannot send those checks out. 
The Treasury cannot disburse the money by statute, not because 
of somebody's opinion. By statute that was passed by this 
General Assembly and signed into law, they cannot disburse the 
grants until a budget is actually passed. 
 Even though the Civera amendment had less funding in there 
for those students to get grants, it had a revenue stream. This 
bill does not have a revenue stream for over 177,000 college 
students. Without this funding stream, those grants cannot be 
disbursed. This will cause a fiscal nightmare for the families 
trying to finance higher education. This is not just the higher ed 
education for the 14 State-related. These grants go to college 
students that go to the private universities; they also go to the 
State-related. 
 When we leave this building today – and I am sure, I am sure 
that this bill is going to pass or we would not be down on this 
floor – those that are voting "yes" for HB 1416 better have a 
reason to take those phone calls from those folks that are 
waiting for their PHEAA checks. Politics should never come 
into play when it comes to funding higher education. 
 On July 13 this amendment was made public for the very 
first time. This is a major, major education policy change. It 
should not be part of this budget negotiation. If this 
administration or if the House majority party wanted to move 
PHEAA and the State System and the community colleges out 
of the General Fund, public hearings should have been held, the 
Chancellor of the State System should have been notified, the 
presidents of these universities should have been notified, and 
most of all, you, each and every one of you that represent your 
constituents, should have been notified prior to this past 
Monday. 
 For that reason I am going to be casting a "no" vote on  
HB 1416, and I urge my colleagues to think about those 
177,000 college students that do not have a revenue source now 
to go to college this semester. 
 Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield County, Representative Gabler. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Crawford County, 
Representative Roae. The gentleman from Crawford is in order 
and may proceed. 
 Mr. ROAE. May I have order, please, Mr. Speaker? 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Members 
will please take their seats. The House will come to order. The 
members will please take their seats. The Sergeants at Arms, 
clear the aisles. The Sergeants at Arms—  The members will 
please take their seats. Members will please take their seats. The 
House will come to order. This is going to be a very, very long 
day, and it looks like it is going to get longer. 
 The gentlemen of the House will remember that civility is 
one of the things that this Speaker talked about. The members of 
this House will be civil to each other and accept the name 
"honorable" and act like honorable men and women as we 
debate the issues of this Commonwealth. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Crawford County, 
Representative Roae. 
 Mr. ROAE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to interrogate the majority chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, please. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, indicates he will 
stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Roae, is in order 
and may proceed. 
 Mr. ROAE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My question is, in HB 1416 is there funding for full-time 
district attorney salaries? The law that was passed several years 
ago mandating the State pays for the full-time district attorney 
salaries, is that in the budget bill? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. ROAE. That would be a yes-or-no question, please. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, in this particular bill, this is 
just a spending priority. Funding issues would have to come 
behind this bill, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. ROAE. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I could not hear the 
reply. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this is just setting the spending 
priorities. Any funding bill would have to come in another bill. 
 Mr. ROAE. So, Mr. Speaker, is that a no? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, it is, as I said, a spending plan. 
It is not, not a funding bill, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. ROAE. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that before  
I was in the legislature, a law was passed that counties had to 
have district attorneys be full time and the State would pay  
I believe it is half the salary. For the last 2, 3, 4 years since that 
law passed, it is my understanding the State has not made that 
payment. So my question, Mr. Speaker, in this budget bill is the 
amount of money that is in, whatever line item that is, is that 
enough to make the payment that the State is obligated to make? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, neither in this spending plan 
nor the Civera spending plan with the law that you— 
 Mr. ROAE. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker, I believe we are 
talking about HB 1416. I believe we are not talking about the 
Civera amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Westmoreland County rise? 
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just a point of parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 
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 Mr. PALLONE. It is my understanding, from prior rulings of 
several Speakers, that on interrogation you are not supposed to 
ask questions that you already know the answers to. Am  
I correct or incorrect? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 
 Mr. PALLONE. Thank you. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Roae, may proceed. 
 Mr. ROAE. Mr. Speaker, I really do not know the answer. 
That is why I was asking the question, and I am just trying to 
find out what the answer is, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, it is not in this bill nor any 
other bill that has been proposed thus far, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. ROAE. Okay. 
 Mr. Speaker, that ends my interrogation. I would like to 
speak on the bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. ROAE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 So I think it is pretty clear that even though Pennsylvania 
passed a law that the full-time district attorneys are supposed to 
be funded with State money, that is not happening, that is not in 
the budget bill. So HB 1416 is forcing county government to 
pay for something that the State passed. 
 In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, HB 1416 has no funding for 
higher education. I do not believe we should be telling our kids 
they cannot go to college in Pennsylvania. 
 And finally, Mr. Speaker, I feel that HB 1416 is nothing but 
a guaranteed tax increase. So I urge my colleagues to vote 
against it. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tioga County, Representative Baker. 
 Mr. BAKER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this budget bill, and I have a 
few major salient points. I will try to be quick with this. 
 This plan is predicated on imposing a 2-percent premium tax 
that only will make health insurance more expensive. We talked 
about this yesterday in support of the Civera amendment. This 
is not the time to be increasing new taxes on health products and 
health insurance when we are trying to improve access to health 
and to make it more affordable and easier for our citizens in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 The other side of the aisle championed HB 1 to try to expand 
and provide health care to more Pennsylvanians. It just seems to 
me this is counterproductive, counterintuitive, and does just the 
opposite. 
 Secondly, this inflicts at least $2 billion in taxes on 
Pennsylvania's employers through the corporate stock and 
franchise tax. The plan is predicated on retroactively raising the 
capital stock and franchise tax rate to 2.89 mills and lock in that 
rate over the next 3 years. 
 Thirdly, it accelerates the unsustainable rate of State 
spending and guarantees higher taxes in the years that will 
follow. The continued proliferation of State spending and 
increased taxes on the productive sector would come at the 
worst possible time for our economy. 
 Fourth, this bill would require a broad-based tax increase to 
bring the plan into balance. Bringing HB 1416 into balance 
would require a tax increase of $1.2 billion, which happens  
to match the tax increase raising the personal income tax to  
3.57 percent. 
 
 

 The personal income tax is the business tax for most small 
businesses. Such a tax would increase disproportionately taxes 
to our small businesses, and such tax would also impact sole 
proprietors, partnerships, subchapter S corporations, and about 
85 percent of business tax filers report their business taxes 
through the personal income tax. 
 Now, do not tell me that the $1.2 billion that was set aside in 
this budget will not require a tax or that it is even in this budget, 
even though when you look at the line items, it is in there. But it 
is not. It is a sham. It is really misleading the Pennsylvania 
citizens, all 12 million. It is setting aside for a future date, 
maybe the fiscal Tax Code bill, to raise taxes to fund higher 
education – our 14 State universities, our technical colleges, our 
community colleges, our students and families, 150,000 of 
them, by the way, that are basically being suspended here 
waiting for a later date to be funded. 
 Now, none of us in this room probably believe this bill 
realistically has any chance of going anywhere unless it is 
substantially amended in the Senate. That is probably going to 
be the reality, and hopefully it will be a fiscally sound, 
responsible budget when it comes back when we have another 
vote. But for today in this time and this place, this budget is out 
of balance. I am not even sure that it is legal or constitutional to 
set aside higher education and hold it hostage while we pass 
everything else. It just does not make sense. 
 And by the way, those taxes that are going to be imposed on 
our business community, the business community says it is 
going to cost 22,000 jobs, a loss of 22,000 jobs in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. It is not fair and it is not right, 
and we need to reject this legislation. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Clarion County, Representative Oberlander. 
 Ms. OBERLANDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition of HB 1416 for a variety of 
reasons, but I intend to highlight only two of the points that  
I feel alone are reason enough to vote "no" on this bill. 
 My first point, Mr. Speaker, is the unfair treatment of higher 
education, not just the State System of Higher Education but all 
higher education, including the State-related and the non-State-
related universities and colleges. 
 The fact that this integral piece has been stripped out of the 
budget process to be dealt with later on is ludicrous. The 
114,000 students and their families that are affected by this in 
just the State System should be outraged. This is the very worst 
time for this kind of below-the-belt tactic to be used. The tuition 
bills have been printed and have been mailed out. Families have 
made the necessary preparations to pay for this semester, and 
many of these students and their families are not prepared to 
pay even more before the end of the semester and the higher 
education system is not in a position to absorb such a significant 
loss. How many students do you think will have to forgo further 
education because of the increased cost during a time when job 
loss and the need for further workforce training are so 
imperative? What will this do to our future workforce and our 
Commonwealth's ability to compete nationally and globally? 
 I also have grave concerns over the number of folks 
employed by the higher education community and what this bill 
means for their future employment. In the State-related system, 
I understand there are approximately 6,000 employees. Without 
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question, these colleges and universities are quite literally the 
economic engine for their communities. Speaking on behalf of 
my legislative district, there are over 700 employed by Clarion 
University. It is one of the largest employers in our area, and the 
economic multiplier effect that it provides to our region is 
substantial. The university is a pillar of our community, as I am 
sure all of these now defunded institutions of higher learning are 
to theirs. This funding is important to them and it is important to 
me. 
 The second reason I stand in opposition to this legislation is 
the blatant mistreatment of Pennsylvania's job-creating 
employers. The increase in the capital stock and franchise tax, 
retroactive to 2009, as well as the irresponsible 2-percent 
increase on virtually all health insurance plans, spells 
devastation for both our large and small businesses. 
 Yesterday members from across the aisle seemed fond of 
quoting the beloved sons of the Republican Party, Ronald 
Reagan and Abraham Lincoln, and for that reason I feel that it is 
only fitting that I should reciprocate with a quote from the 
Democrats' own favored son, Bill Clinton: "It's the—"  Thank 
you. "It's the economy, stupid!!!" 
 Especially in this economy, it is beyond stupid to beat our 
businesses into the ground with more taxes and job-killing 
regulation. Rather than punishing them out of existence, we 
should create a more business-friendly economic climate, 
assisting our employers and emerging stronger and more 
vibrant, ready to expand and grow so that even more hometown 
jobs can be found for our residents. 
 For these reasons I urge a "no" vote. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Sadly, it is July 17, and this HB 1416, with all due respect, it 
is a gimmick. It is not a solution. We all know it. You cannot 
pass a responsible budget without taking into consideration 
higher education. Every single person here knows that. 
 Now, let us say you passed this vehicle 2 months ago.  
I might get the strategy. I would be voting "no," but I would get 
the strategy. You are moving it along. It moves the process. But 
to pass this type of a gimmick bill right now, seriously, it is 
irresponsible. It is a failure of leadership. 
 We, we on our side of the aisle, we are prepared to lead. 
Representative Civera's budget, Chairman Civera's budget, was 
a solution. 
 Now, as we approach the budget, as we go forward, what is 
the first decision that everybody in this chamber and in the 
chamber across the Capitol has to decide: Are you willing to 
raise taxes in a time of recession where every dollar matters to 
every family and to every small business? That is the threshold 
question for each and every one of us here in this hour of 
decision. 
 We all know what the citizens of Pennsylvania think. The 
answer is a resounding no. Tighten your belts; get government 
expenses under control just like we are doing at home, just like 
we are doing in our small businesses; find the places to make 
your cuts and to reduce spending. The threshold premise that 
each and every one of us has to understand, whether it was in 
May, whether it was today in July, or whether given the 
gimmicks that we are playing now in September and October, is 
do you really think that you are going to vote for a tax increase 
when the Pennsylvania citizens are saying loud and clear no? If 

you believe it, if you believe it, then lead and put the bill up – 
put the Tax Code bill up, put the spending bill up – and stand by 
the courage of your convictions or get out of the way, because 
we are prepared to lead. 
 And we are going to do it without a tax increase. We are 
going to make responsible decisions. We are going to recognize 
that people in certain line items may have to do with less, 
although not without. And we recognize that Pennsylvania 
citizens are expecting us to make those tough decisions. With 
all due respect, with all due respect, you are punting today, and 
you are expecting the Senate to do the hard work instead of 
owning up to your responsibilities as an elected official. 
 Governor, I call upon you to meet with the members of your 
party on both sides of the aisle and recognize that we can get 
this done without a tax increase. And we can have a significant 
discussion about education spending. There is nobody here that 
is not in favor of education spending. For goodness' sakes, we 
have been out front on education spending for the last decade. 
While the population of our students has only increased by 
about 1 percent enrollment, spending has increased by  
52 percent from State government. And in our budget, the 
Mario Civera budget, using the stimulus money, it increases 
from $6.1 billion to $6.8 billion for education. We can prioritize 
spending. We may have to reduce money in the Department of 
Community and Economic Development, in discretionary 
money that needs to go in this time of times. We can focus on 
the priorities – education, hospitals, law enforcement – and still 
not increase taxes. 
 Let us get it done. With all due respect, no more gimmicks. 
Let us work on solutions and leadership and show the people of 
Pennsylvania we can do their business. Thank you very, very 
much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York County, Representative Grove. 
 Mr. GROVE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Today we are voting to decide the economic stability of our 
Commonwealth. The majority party yesterday rejected a 
completely balanced budget, and today it proposes the largest 
spending proposal this Commonwealth has ever seen. What is 
most disturbing is the mystery revenue which will fund  
$1.2 billion of our higher education needs. 
 Yesterday we heard arguments about how the Republican 
proposal supposedly devastates K through 12 funding. Today 
we hear about how HB 1416 will annihilate higher education. 
This proposal will trigger drastic tax hikes in the future to 
maintain the massive funding increases to basic education over 
the next 2 years and will cause imminent tax increases this year 
to fund higher education. 
 The Governor's budget proposal has developed from a 3-year 
temporary income tax increase to what we are now considering 
a permanent tax increase. Remember, $1.2 billion 
approximately equates to a 1-percent sales tax increase or a  
.5-percent increase in income taxes permanently. This is not 
fiscal restraint; this is an attack on our middle class and our 
businesses, both of which are struggling in this economic 
recession. 
 So I ask my colleagues, do you support workers? Do you 
support the middle class? Do you support small businesses? Do 
you support our students? If you answered yes to any of these 
questions, then vote "no" with me on HB 1416. We can do 
better, we must do better, for all residents here in Pennsylvania. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the majority leader, Representative Eachus. The 
gentleman waives off. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria County, 
Representative Barbin. 
 Mr. BARBIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to support HB 1416, and I rise to contest the 
characterization of 1416. And a few of the items that have been 
said here today are, at least from my perspective, not the whole 
story. 
 For 6 months I got to sit here and listen to the other side say 
that we were not going to raise a tax, yet yesterday when we had 
an amendment, we had a capital stock tax that was just proposed 
from half the period of time, not from the beginning of the year. 
 I have also heard the Republicans say they are leading 
because they are the only person that can do a balanced budget. 
Well, I did not hear one of those Republicans say how they 
were going to balance their budget. They balanced their budget 
because President Obama gave $3 billion of stimulus funds to 
Pennsylvania. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 The gentleman will speak to the question before the House, 
and it is final passage of HB 1416. 
 Mr. BARBIN. Mr. Speaker, $3 billion of stimulus is one of 
the funding mechanisms for 1416. Democrats voted for those  
$3 billion in Washington. We have a spending plan that uses 
those stimulus dollars but also says that cannot be the only way 
that Pennsylvania is going to provide for its most needy 
citizens, particularly the veterans. The veterans now have the 
$25 million worth of benefits put back into the budget that the 
Republicans refused to use. We are here to protect the citizens 
of Pennsylvania, and we are not taking credit for somebody else 
doing our job. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland County, Representative Reese. 
 Mr. REESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today to oppose HB 1416. The reason for this is 
simple: I pledged to vote for a responsible budget, and, 
Mr. Speaker, this is not a responsible budget. 
 I think it is important to remember just how we got into this 
predicament in the first place. I will be the first to admit that the 
downturn in the economy hurt the General Fund a great deal. 
But equally to blame has been the overspending by the 
Governor and this General Assembly. 
 To put it in perspective, over the last 6 years, the General 
Fund has ballooned by nearly 40 percent. If HB 1416 gets a 
positive vote, that unprecedented growth will continue, and put 
simply, the citizens of Pennsylvania cannot afford that. 
 There is no getting around the fact that revenue is down in 
the General Fund, and if HB 1416 passes, the response from this 
chamber will not be to spend less but would rather take 
spending to an all new high. So our revenues are projected 
around $25 billion. This chamber is about to vote on a bill that 
calls for over $29 billion in spending. That, with all due respect 
for my colleagues across the aisle, is the most irresponsible 
thing we can do. 
 I understand this is a complex issue with many variables, but 
I think it is important to make this as simple as possible: The 
revenues are down, because people are making less and they are 
spending less. Every home and business in this Commonwealth 
 

is making tough decisions. They are all finding a way to live 
within their means by cutting corners where they can and 
making reductions where possible. My question is, why are we 
not doing the same? 
 There is no doubt in my mind that HB 1416 takes this 
Commonwealth in the wrong direction. Yesterday we had an 
opportunity to rein in spending, but we did not take it. Now we 
are looking at a bill that will do just the opposite. It will create a 
larger State government and put increased burdens on local 
economies that are already struggling. 
 I firmly believe a vote for HB 1416 is a vote for a tax 
increase. Please remember that none of us were sent here to be a 
rubber stamp for the Governor. Therefore, I respectfully request 
a "no" vote from my colleagues on HB 1416. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Adams County, 
Representative Tallman. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was wondering if the gentleman from Philadelphia, the 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee, would stand for 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Evans, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Tallman, is in order and may proceed.  
 Mr. TALLMAN. HB 1416 contains $22.9 million for school 
improvement grants. These six school districts are called 
empowerment districts: Chester Upland, Duquesne, Harrisburg, 
Philly, Pittsburgh, and Reading. 
 Are there any changes to the distribution of this money, or is 
it going to remain the same for these six school districts in  
HB 1416? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, this is an 
initiative that was started in the Ridge administration, and it was 
started on the basis of trying to increase the skill set for districts 
that were distressed academically and dysfunctional. It is a 
program that I supported with Governor Ridge, because I felt 
that it was a very good initiative to make sure that it happens. 
 In order to make any kinds of changes that you are referring 
to, it would have to be done in the Education Code, but it is 
based on average yearly progress. And at that particular time, 
when the program was started under the Ridge administration, it 
was started on the basis of putting Pennsylvania in the forefront. 
I believe as a result of what Pennsylvania did, it really helped 
No Child Left Behind as a basis of that particular program. 
 So it is a program that I believe that if Governor Ridge were 
here today, he would be very supportive of it. I think that it is 
something that has been very helpful to us in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. But if it were ever decided 
that it had to be changed, it would have to be changed by the 
school district, it would have to be changed by the Committee 
on Education, and it would have to be changed by this House.  
 The school improvements, I think in those particular cases, if 
you probably looked at the test scores of those kids in those 
districts, there was a general sense that this is something that 
should happen and should take place. 
 So I think that— 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to 
address another question, the same lines. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. The same lines? Yes. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Under the charter schools— 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Yes. 
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 Mr. TALLMAN. —Philadelphia, Chester Upland, and 
Duquesne are getting 42 percent, whereas the 497 other school 
districts in this State are getting 30 percent, and that was done 
last year. Is there a different reimbursement rate under 1416? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. No. The charter school line item was, again, 
started under Governor Ridge. It was not just started last year. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. The money was done last year –  
42 percent. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. But the program that we passed, the Charter 
School Law, we passed that in 1997. And it was under 
Governor Ridge that when we passed that law, it was a law that 
I supported. The Charter School Law is 11 years old, and it has 
been a pretty good program, and I think— 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Let me go to 
another question here. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Do you want me to finish? All right. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. Your school district – and I have been to 
you before when I was a school board member – your school 
district is getting a 41-percent increase under 1416. The five 
school districts in my district  under 1416 are averaging  
22.5 percent. 
 I have been in the trenches with school funding, because  
I have been to your office when you were on the Education 
Committee as a school board member, and I appreciated the 
support you gave to educational funding.  
 Mr. D. EVANS. Can you say that again? 
 Mr. TALLMAN. The Governor was in my home school 
district, Bermudian Springs, and said he was striving to get 
equitable funding for school districts. I do not see it in 1416.  
I just see a disproportionate amount of funding for the school 
districts versus equitable funding for the school districts. And so 
do you think that is fair that the Philadelphia School District is 
getting 41 percent whereas the school districts in the 193d are 
averaging 22.5? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. The first thing I believe, one, I do not accept 
the number that you said first. 
 Secondly I say to you that I am where—  You know, 
Governor Rendell has tried to deal with the issue called 
education equity. My good friend, John Siptroth, has been in the 
lead of the costing-out study, and I think that is something that 
we all need to do. We need to bring all the schools up to the 
same level, because no child should be left behind. We should 
all be working together, no matter if they are in rural 
Pennsylvania or urban Pennsylvania or suburban Pennsylvania. 
I think that is important. 
 And you know, when you came to my office when you were 
a school board member, you know I have been a strong 
advocate of rural school districts and urban school districts and 
suburban. 
 Mr. TALLMAN. And I appreciated that. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. So we should not have this distinction in 
terms of school districts. And I know at the end you are going to 
do the right thing and support 1416.  
 The SPEAKER. Time has expired. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York County, Representative Miller. 
 
 For what purpose does the gentleman from Westmoreland 
County rise? 
 Mr. PALLONE. I think it is a parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Speaker. 

 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 Mr. PALLONE. More as a courtesy, if we could remind the 
members during debate, particularly during interrogation, that 
we have closed caption and that two people cannot talk at the 
same time because it creates a problem for that. As well as the 
folks in the well of the House who do not have a voice, for the 
court stenographer, she certainly cannot keep up with two 
people talking at once. So we need to be cognizant of that while 
we are interrogating. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is absolutely correct. 
 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York County, 
Representative Miller. 
 Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the majority Appropriations chairman stand for brief 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Evans, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Miller, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, we both recognize that HB 1416 
is the budget for basically '09-'10, and that is what we are here 
to address. But you and I, I believe, both agree that we cannot 
do something that might be irresponsible now without looking 
out into the future and seeing what it does to future budgets, 
what kind of a commitment it leads to. 
 With that in mind, if I ask you about the hold-harmless 
provision that we have traditionally done in our education 
funding, traditionally we hold school districts harmless. They 
get no less money this year than they got last year, and that has 
been the tradition since I have been here. I have never seen a 
school district lose any money. Under that premise, what base 
will be used in the 2011-12 budget for school districts, because 
stimulus funding disappears at that time. 
 Here is my concern: I believe at that point in time we will be 
looking at a $1 billion shortfall, and to me, that is very 
concerning for the continuation of the education process we 
both worked very hard for. So what base will be used? Will it be 
the 2008-09 or the 2010-11 budget year? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, you are a very knowledgeable 
person. You know a lot. As a matter of fact, I have enjoyed the 
pleasure of you being on the Appropriations Committee. As a 
matter of fact, I think you are the subcommittee chairman on 
Education, and I think that you have demonstrated that you have 
probably far more knowledge than I do about the education 
formula. But as you know, when we do the education formula, 
things have to be done in the Education Code. You know, tax 
effort is a factor; poverty is a factor. All those things are factors 
when you are determining the Education Code. It is not 
something that you know would necessarily be done in a 
spending bill; it would be done in a code. 
 And you also know that one of the things we try to do is look 
out for small districts when we deal with this issue. So when 
you ask me what level we are operating on, it depends on all 
those other factors that I just described to you. There is not one 
single factor to determine when you are dealing with the issue 
relating to the education formula. 
 Mr. MILLER. Okay; okay. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. And as you know, with new Federal 
mandates, I said to you No Child Left Behind, special 
education, all of those things are factors when we are dealing 
with this particular issue. 
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 Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. So I do not think it is as simple— 
 Mr. MILLER. Thank you. Thank you. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Thank you. 
 Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, if I may speak on the bill? 
 The SPEAKER. On the bill. 
 Mr. MILLER. My concern is this: If we spend, increase 
education spending above what the Civera amendment did, we 
are creating an issue with this budget that will come back to 
haunt us in the future. What is going to happen when we get out 
2 years from now and the Federal stimulus money disappears? 
School districts are going to be faced with the fact that we will 
not be able to fund them at a high enough level. 
 Under Act 1 of 2006, they will not be able to increase local 
taxes enough to continue funding. Under this current code, they 
cannot fire teachers. So what we are looking at is we will be 
consolidating class sizes. If you have six third grade classes, 
you will consolidate down to five because a teacher will retire 
and you will not hire. This has a lot to do with HB 1416. 
 This is not just about this year; this is about the future of 
education. This is about where we are headed down the road. 
We have to be very careful that we do not spend money now. 
And the Federal stimulus money is a mixed blessing. It is great 
that we have it to help backfill our budgets, but we have to be 
very careful that we do not create new programs and spend 
money that is not sustainable for the future. 
 Mr. Speaker, for that reason I ask for a "no" vote on  
HB 1416. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Clearfield County, 
Representative George. 
 Mr. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will not need to clock me, and I apologize 
that I will not bring a handful of people to their feet as those that 
are showing me have over on the other side. 
 And I also apologize that I am not as learned or as 
knowledgeable and that I do not rely completely on that; I rely 
on experience and on adage. One of the adages that I learned 
many years ago is, talk is cheap and it takes money to buy 
whiskey. All that I am saying is that the Governor and  
Mr. Evans recognize there is not much whiskey in this budget, 
but by the same token, they intend to give the people that we so 
much love and concern and want to help some of the other 
matters that are near and dear and necessary to them. 
 It was not the Governor's fault who has done more for 
Pennsylvania, and I have been here under seven Governors. It 
has been the economy, and we are trying to work through it. 
And for those that are telling us that there is not this and there is 
not that in this, Mr. Evans's budget, it was not in 850 and it was 
not in the amendment. So why do we not stop this cheap talk 
and get on with our responsibility? None of us can look into the 
future, but none of us will be able to handle the future if we do 
not work together and believe that we are here for a purpose, 
and that purpose is to serve and help. 
 Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair will digress for a second, and to 
the left of the Speaker the Chair welcomes Abbie Heller and 
Megan Albright. They are interns in the Speaker's Office. Abbie 
attends Elizabethtown College as a political science major, and 
Megan attends Penn State as a prelaw major. Welcome to the 
hall of the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair notes the presence of the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Representative Boyle, on the 
floor of the House. His name will be added to the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1416 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Northampton County, Representative Beyer. 
 Mrs. BEYER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We missed an opportunity yesterday when, in a partisan 
vote, my colleagues across the aisle voted down the Civera 
amendment which would have balanced HB 1416. My 
colleagues did not honor the wishes of our many constituents 
who do not want nor need a tax increase. And half of this 
chamber missed the opportunity to effectively fund higher 
education which this bill, HB 1416, presently does not do. 
 Mr. Speaker, HB 1416 is not an out-of-the-box, innovative 
piece of legislation. In fact, this legislation is a throwback to a 
bygone era, be it 1977 as reported by Capitolwire, when this 
chamber again did not listen to and respect the voices of the 
people that sent them here. It is eerily similar to a proposal from 
a scandalous administration who could not balance a budget and 
decided to pull the funding for the entire higher education 
system. 
 In 1977, like today, tax increases were again the topic. 
Higher education funding was held hostage in a manner that one 
former Democrat member recently said showed a lack of 
competence and did not impress the voters. Today we have the 
opportunity to respect history and respect our constituents and 
learn from the past. 
 To those college students and their parents who are watching 
their plans for the coming school year turned upside down by a 
bill that puts higher education funding in a state of free fall, it is 
a shameful example of how to construct and execute a budget. 
HB 1416, one step closer to an obvious tax increase, fails to 
fund higher education, disrespects hardworking State workers 
and their families, excessively raids the Rainy Day Fund. I say 
to the people of Pennsylvania that while you have been 
tightening your spending at home, can you believe that we 
cannot manage a 10-percent cut in this budget when you have 
probably cut much, much more? 
 The people of my district have told me they cannot afford a 
tax increase. The people of my district told me they do not want 
their children's college education funded with new taxes or 
video poker machines, the Governor's answer to every fiscal 
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problem in this State. I stand here to oppose this bill and say to 
the people of Pennsylvania, the silent majority of hardworking, 
honest, decent people, come to the Capitol, call your Senator, 
call your Representative, tell them that you do not want higher 
taxes. We need the silent majority voices heard. 
 Finally, in Harrisburg, in this Capitol, if you cannot get in 
your car and come here this weekend, next week, then you 
ought to e-mail. You ought to make phone calls to your 
Senators and your Representatives. We can solve this crisis 
without new taxes. We can do what we are supposed to do. 
 HB 1416 should be resoundingly rejected by the Senate, and 
we expect it will be, and I urge the Senate leadership to take 
special note of the past and this terrible proposal and remember 
what Edmund Burke, a British philosopher and statesman, said: 
"Those who don't know history are doomed to repeat it." I say 
to the Senate, do not repeat it. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery 
County, Representative Briggs. 
 Mr. BRIGGS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today to support HB 1416. As I mentioned yesterday, 
as a father, I understand well the value of a solid basic 
education system. As my four children, two of them in 
elementary school and two newborns, go through their 
schooling, I want to be able to proudly tell them their education 
is one of the best in the nation. 
 I support this proposal because it recognizes Pennsylvania's 
successes in education by committing to an increase in the basic 
education subsidy and enabling critical progress to be made 
toward adequate State funding for all school districts. 
Mr. Speaker, not doing so would be taking a huge step 
backwards. 
 Furthermore, this proposal invests in the State's future by 
continuing funding for early childhood learning, including  
Pre-K Counts, Early Intervention, and Head Start. Mr. Speaker, 
I would prefer that both basic education funding was at the 
original increase the Governor called for and Pre-K Counts 
could be held at last year's funding level, but I understand that 
during these critical times, we need to be making responsible 
cuts. 
 The bill also provides funding for Dual Enrollment and 
"Science: It's Elementary" programs that help our students gain 
and increase their knowledge. Programs like these keep our 
children strong and build a future for our country and for 
Pennsylvania. Although we are facing the worst State budget 
crisis we have seen in more than a generation, now is not the 
time to turn our back on future generations. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have a responsibility to maintain our 
commitment toward increasing education funding to keep 
Pennsylvania's future on course. I ask that you consider our 
children and our future and stand in support of HB 1416. 
 In addition, Mr. Speaker, I would also like to thank 
Chairman Evans for his vision and boldness in creating the 
Higher Education Fund. As someone who attended a 
community college and graduated from a State System school 
and is a strong advocate for reform, I support the creation of this 
dedicated funding source that will address the rising costs of 
tuition in Pennsylvania. This process has been difficult and has 
been going on for many months. 
 I am voting to move the process forward. I ask you to join 
me in moving 1416 on to the Senate. Thank you very much. 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin County, Representative 
Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am not going to be long with this. Some of my colleagues 
on this side pointed out some of the message that I wanted to 
point out as well and the concerns with this HB 1416. 
 I rise to oppose this bill, and be forewarned, taxpayers, 
taxpayers and businesses, will be forced to pay the price and 
carry the burden if this bill is passed for many years to come. 
 No matter how you spin it, Mr. Majority Appropriations 
Chair, this HB 1416 is not balanced. It is also irresponsible to 
say that it is. To leave this hole unfilled is totally irresponsible. 
 In addition, I want to say that as we know, it does not fund 
higher education, and for that reason and many other reasons in 
this bill, I am not supporting it. To use our State employees and 
to use our college students as pawns is, again, irresponsible. 
 Yesterday and today, mentioned by a previous speaker and 
mentioned by the honorable majority leader, he mentioned this 
will move this process forward, this bill will move it forward. 
Well, this is July 17, Mr. Speaker. We should have moved this 
process forward back in May, May 17, or at the latest June 17. 
The majority of this House and the Governor of this 
Commonwealth have been dragging their feet to create a crisis. 
 Today is the last day that our State employees will receive a 
paycheck, and that is simply wrong, simply wrong to use them 
as pawns, and that is what has happened here, oh, for the last, I 
guess, 7 years. This is the seventh year that we have not had a 
budget on time. 
 Now, it is shameful that someone can get up and say that the 
process is moving forward when we have thousands of State 
workers in this Commonwealth that deserved to have this 
process moved forward months ago, and it is wrong to use 
them, once again, as pawns. 
 The majority of Pennsylvanians do not want an increase in 
taxes. The majority of Pennsylvanians do not want an expansion 
of gaming in the form of video poker. The majority of 
Pennsylvanians do not want HB 1416, and Pennsylvania simply 
cannot afford and none of us can afford HB 1416. 
 I rise and say to you and ask you for a "no" vote on this bill. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentlelady from Chester County, Representative 
McIlvaine Smith. 
 Ms. McILVAINE SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
support HB 1416, and I want to ask my colleagues to join me in 
my commitment to adequately fund autism services. 
 I strongly support State services designed to improve the 
quality of life and the independence of Pennsylvanians living 
with autism spectrum disorder as well as their families. I am 
sure that every member of this chamber has encountered the 
statistic that states 1 in every 150 children has this disorder. 
 And I probably do not need to remind you that the rate of 
diagnosis is escalating both State and nationwide. My county, 
Chester County, has the highest rate of identification of children 
with ASD (autism spectrum disorder) in the State. In the near 
future, we will be facing a tsunami as the wave of children 
identified with ASD in the early nineties begins to reach 
graduation age. We must prepare for their transition out of 
educational services and into community services by addressing 
their needs now, not later, so they can be productive, 
independent citizens. 
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 Without essential services and supports, young adults with 
autism fall off a cliff at age 21, rendering our huge investment 
in their education ineffective. Creating general awareness about 
autism is half the battle in combating this disorder, and 
advocates have done an incredible job of informing the public 
through aggressive radio, print, and grassroots outreach. 
 We have rolled through monumental roadblocks in treating 
autism. The days of feeling isolated, alone, and uninformed as 
parents who have a child diagnosed with ASD are over. We are 
finally gaining momentum with that message. Yes, there is hope 
for Pennsylvanians living with autism – improved assistance 
toward getting an education, having a job, and being a 
productive, taxpaying citizen, or at least having every chance 
toward living life to their fullest. 
 In the past few years, the legislature has enacted 
groundbreaking programs that have greatly improved the lives 
of autistic Pennsylvanians and their families. Last session we 
were successful, thanks to arduous efforts by Speaker O'Brien, 
in getting private health insurance companies to help cover the 
costs of autism services for Pennsylvanians under the age of 21. 
 Before this important piece of legislation was signed into 
law, these services were provided mainly out of pocket or under 
medical assistance. I was proud to have supported that 
legislation on behalf of the many constituents who contacted 
me, sharing their stories of how hard it is for them to give their 
autistic children the best help possible. And new programs like 
the Autism Waiver Program and the new Adult Community 
Autism Program now serve those with ASD who are 21 years 
and older and are currently receiving no services. 
 Autism does not disappear at the age of 21. Prior to these 
programs, there were no services available to meet the needs of 
adults with autism, unless they had a diagnosis of mental 
retardation. Without these new programs, adults with autism 
who do not qualify for other existing Medicaid waivers or a 
large number who are currently on waiting lists for services 
appropriate to meet their unique needs will be at risk for 
hospitalizations, unemployment, admittance to nursing homes, 
overmedication, entry into the criminal justice system, 
homelessness, or worse, which will ultimately end up costing 
the State more money than preserving the current autism 
budget. 
 Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvania has been at the forefront of 
autistic services, and this body can take particular pride in that. 
We are a model for other States, so we cannot afford to stop 
now. We have devoted much energy and funding in identifying 
children with autism, and we have devoted even more energy 
and funding in educating these children. However, we must 
continue to prepare them to enter the workplace and 
community, something individuals with autism are very capable 
of doing as long as they have support systems in place. 
 Mr. Speaker, some parents of healthy children may take for 
granted their child's ability to find a job, live independently, and 
interact in public, but as a society and also as human beings, we 
need to come together and use whatever resources we have right 
now to help those who daily face the challenges and frustration 
of the effects of autism spectrum disorder. 
 This budget, HB 1416, will prevent funding from rolling 
back to the dark days when no one was aware of what ASD 
meant for families who had almost nowhere to turn for help. For 
that reason I urge my colleagues to support this bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 

 The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from Warren County, 
Representative Rapp. 
 Ms. RAPP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the majority Appropriations chair please stand for a 
question? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Evans, indicates he will 
stand for interrogation. The gentlelady is in order and may 
proceed. 
 Ms. RAPP. Mr. Speaker, you have included in the education 
part of the budget $48 million for the proposed Pennsylvania 
assessment. Could you please tell me briefly, does that line item 
include funds for the development of the Keystone Exams, the 
graduation competency testing? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Could you repeat that question again, 
please? 
 Ms. RAPP. Does the $48 million line item for the 
Pennsylvania assessment include the development of the 
Keystone Exams graduation competency test? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. That is just a total amount of the money. We 
do not earmark the distribution of that money as of the question 
that you have just asked. It does not happen that particular way. 
 Ms. RAPP. Mr. Speaker, I can hardly hear back here. If you 
would ask the members in the back of the room, please, for 
some order. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Do you want me to repeat the answer? 
 Ms. RAPP. Please. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. It is not, as you have just asked the 
question, it is not necessarily earmarked as the way you 
described. It is just a total amount of money, as has been just 
expressed to me. 
 Ms. RAPP. Okay. I understand that. I understand the 
Democrat Caucus went over the budget line item by line item, 
according to your majority leader. That was stated many times.  
I was just wondering if you could identify then in that line item, 
is that $48 million broken down for PSSAs (Pennsylvania 
System of School Assessments), the Keystone Exams, 
curriculum costs, related diagnostic tests? How did you come up 
with the $48 million? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Again, it is just a total amount. It is not 
determined by the General Assembly unless the General 
Assembly was to write in the Education Code some specific in 
terms of how that money is used. That is not something we 
make as the determination. That is the money that goes to the 
Department of Ed for the categories you just described. But we 
do not make any type of determination on that. 
 Ms. RAPP. Thank you, sir. 
 I have a lot of concerns about this budget. I particularly 
have— 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Is she asking me a question? 
 The SPEAKER. Does the gentlelady want to speak on the 
bill? 
 Ms. RAPP. I am sorry. Yes, sir, if I may speak on the bill. 
 The SPEAKER. You have concluded your interrogation. The 
gentlelady is in order and may proceed. 
 Ms. RAPP. Mr. Speaker, I have a lot of concerns about this 
line item. I know that in last year's budget, the Department of 
Education walked away with $9 million for the development of 
assessment tests that this General Assembly was not aware of 
and did not approve of. 
 The Department of Education has asked repeatedly for funds 
to develop these graduation competency tests which many 
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members in the General Assembly are strictly opposed to. 
School boards are opposed to these tests from across the State. 
PSEA (Pennsylvania State Education Association) is opposed. 
And I have grave concerns that this money may be spent, part of 
this $48 million, for these graduation competency tests, which  
I believe at the end of the day will cause more of our children to 
drop out of school, because under the Department of 
Education's plan, remediation for these students who cannot 
pass these tests does not even start until around the eleventh 
grade when we should be putting money into the front end of 
education, making sure that, first of all, our children know how 
to read before they take these tests. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose this bill, and to end my 
statement, there was a statement made that the Governor has 
done great things for this State, Mr. Speaker. While I applaud 
all the improvements that have been done across this State, it 
was not the Governor and it was not the members of this 
General Assembly that have made these improvements; it has 
been the forced generosity of the taxpayers of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady and 
recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Representative Johnson.  
 Mr. JOHNSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to support HB 1416 for a few areas that 
my constituents back in the 186th Legislative District sent me 
up here to advocate for on their behalf, and one of those issues 
is the supporting of the Pre-K Counts, Early Intervention, and 
the Head Start Supplemental Assistance Program, primarily 
because in my district we have a high population of single 
mothers who depend on this support. But we all understand that 
when you invest in early education, the return on that 
investment, the return on that investment only benefits the 
future of our community. And this was noted last night by the 
President of the United States, President Barack Obama, who 
acknowledged Pennsylvania as being one of the model States, 
model States in the country, when it comes to funding early 
childhood education, and this budget has provided more than  
14 percent of an increase in the area of early childhood learning 
as compared to SB 850. 
 So I am proud to be able to go home and tell my constituents 
that I supported a bill that supports our young people. And also 
as being the leader of the Peace Not Guns Caucus, I support this 
budget plan because safe communities in both urban and rural 
areas are of the utmost importance to me and my colleagues. 
The solution to safe streets is increased police training and the 
development and implementation of programs to rehabilitate 
those who are at risk of returning to a life of crime. 
 HB 1416 has funded the Probation and Parole Department to 
the tune of $7.7 million higher than SB 850. So I am one of 
those individuals who believe that we must invest on the front 
end as opposed to dealing with ex-offenders who come back out 
on the street and commit more crime. And as my great 
colleague, Ron Waters, always mentioned, we are going to have 
to pay for it one way or another, and it is doing our taxpayers a 
disservice. 
 But I really wanted to clarify the issue of education. I have 
full confidence that we as a legislative body will come together 
with a plan to fund higher education. Now, I am one of those 
young men who utilized the PHEAA program. I am an 
 

undergraduate of Mansfield University, which is a part of the 
State System of Higher Education. I got my master's degree 
from the University of Pennsylvania in government 
administration and public finance, and I have full confidence 
that we will put ourselves in a position to make sure that all 
young people will have equality in the area of higher education 
as we move forward. 
 So I stand and I rise to support HB 1416. And we also need 
to think innovatively and take advantage of Representative 
Boyle/Representative Payton's REACH (Reliable Educational 
Assistance for College Hopefuls) scholarship program. So we 
need to think more innovatively as we think about dedicated 
funding streams in the area of higher education. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland 
County, Representative Krieger. 
 Mr. KRIEGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It should be no secret to anyone here that we are living 
through difficult times. Among our many financial problems, 
we face a debt crisis. The levels of public and private debt we 
are seeing have become a drag on our economy. 
 To put the problem in perspective, at the Federal level, we 
have a national debt nexus of $11 trillion. For just this year, the 
Federal deficit is $1.8 trillion and rising, which means the 
Federal government must borrow almost $5 billion every single 
day this year to keep up with our spending. A national 
newspaper recently reported that the average household in the 
United States receives $17,000 per year in direct payments from 
the Federal and State governments. Spending at this rate is 
simply unsustainable, and I am absolutely dumbfounded that we 
could think that the solution in Pennsylvania is to increase 
spending by another $1 billion over last year's budget. 
 Now, many on the Democratic side have talked about 
compassion. Some have talked about veterans, others about 
public education, and others about our children. They would 
have you believe that the Democrats have a monopoly on 
compassion. There is a growing consensus that the problems we 
now face are small compared to what we will face in a few short 
years. Where will your compassion be when the money runs 
out, and it will. Where is your compassion for the children who 
will pay the price for our excessive spending? Where is your 
compassion for the hardworking people of this Commonwealth 
who pay the taxes you spend so easily? 
 Those of us who come from southwestern Pennsylvania are 
privileged to represent good, decent, hardworking folks. Our 
friends and neighbors do not put much stock in appearances. 
They prefer actions to mere words, and they expect that the 
actions of their Representatives will match their words. The 
people of southwestern Pennsylvania are not a source of endless 
revenue. They do not exist to serve government. We, their 
elected Representatives, exist to serve them. I would ask you to 
listen to their voices and to reject more of the same old tax-and-
spend mentality that they have come to expect from Harrisburg. 
 Now, simply put, I would ask you to vote "no" on HB 1416. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Monroe County, Representative 
Siptroth. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the maker of the amendment please rise for brief 
interrogation? 
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 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Evans, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Siptroth, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, regarding the last member's testimony from the 
other side, in your evaluation, is it true that because we would 
be unable to fulfill our role here at State government by passing 
HB 1416, would that in fact place more of a burden on our local 
taxes in our counties and our school districts? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I have been saying 
constantly that in the area of education, you are either going to 
pay for it at the State level or you are going to pay for it at the 
local level. 
 In my view, because of a number of our rural and poor 
districts, it is better that we handle that challenge at the State 
level rather than the local level. You yourself know, because 
you were a strong advocate of the costing-out study and a 
number of other people, that the Governor has been trying to 
increase the contribution rate to education so that you keep the 
pressure off of local tax payers. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. And is it not true this year, Mr. Speaker, 
that our current education funding is in the neighborhood of 
about $13.5 billion? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Okay. And that is about around a 5-percent 
increase. Is that also true? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Correct, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. And considering all of the gains that we 
have made using the costing-out study, as you previously had 
indicated, do you think that this is a very valid plan? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. I think it is a very valid plan, Mr. Speaker, 
because, look, we are in difficult times economically, and  
I recognize that we will get through that, and the fact of us 
getting through this requires us investing in the future. So in my 
view, Mr. Speaker, we need to invest in our future, and that 
means our young people. 
 So it is clear to me that by making those investments 
throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, it is something 
that is long overdue. I know you have been a strong supporter of 
it, and we need to keep doing that. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Let us jump back to those individuals that 
have not started the kindergarten through 12 process and the 
Pre-K Counts, the Early Intervention Programs, Head Start 
Supplemental Assistance Program, and if this budget fails and 
there is adoption similar to SB 850 or the Republican alternative 
in the House, there may be cuts of 14 to 23 percent—  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Armstrong, Representative Pyle, rise? 
 Mr. PYLE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 
 Mr. PYLE. Earlier my colleague from Armstrong County 
pointed out the questions being asked were already answered 
and are in fact rhetorical. I would ask for the Chair's ruling on 
this line of questioning. 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. It seemed that the questioning was in order. 
The Chair will pay closer attention as the debate goes on, and if 
he thinks it is inappropriate, he will intercede. 
 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will not ask any more questions, particularly of the 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee. I will just simply 
add to comment on the bill. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SIPTROTH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I certainly want to also indicate to the membership that Dual 
Enrollment, which gives high school individuals an opportunity 
to earn college credits, would certainly be cut if this bill were 
not passed, and other programs such as "Science: It's 
Elementary," which is hands-on learning in our public education 
program and especially at our grade levels. Also, our public 
library subsidies and library access would not be there where it 
is today. There are countless other programs at the county level 
for the mentally and physically challenged that would also be 
cut or local property taxes would have to be increased to in fact 
subsidize those programs. 
 Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I certainly want to encourage all of 
my members and all of the members of the House of 
Representatives to support HB 1416. Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Butler County, Representative 
Metcalfe. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I could ask the Appropriations chair, the 
sponsor of the legislation, a couple of short questions? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Evans, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman is in 
order and may proceed. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to revisit a question I think that the 
Republican Education chair had addressed somewhat in his 
questioning to try and get some further clarification. 
 You have included $20 million in your budget proposal for 
teacher professional development – $20 million for teacher 
professional development. This line item funds several 
nonmandated initiatives like Classrooms for the Future, 
Distinguished Educators, Leadership Development, and the 
curriculum development costs for the voluntary graduation 
exams that have been so controversial. 
 Since the funding amount is a decrease, because I believe in 
the past budgets it was, I believe, in the $39 1/2 million range 
and it now is going to be funded at $20 million, could you 
identify briefly, Mr. Speaker, what programs and at what level 
they are being funded individually? 
 Could we freeze my time while he does the research? Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as you asked the question, it is 
not broken out the way that you asked the question. That line 
item, it goes to the department. The department in return 
decides the distribution aspect of it.  
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 So as far as the detailed breakdown on how each of these 
initiatives are funded, you have not been concerned with the 
detail of that line item, just the overall line item.  
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 Mr. D. EVANS. You are correct, Mr. Speaker. But if we as 
the General Assembly were to get into that, it would be done 
either in an Education Code bill or we would do a law. But 
basically, it is a recommendation of the Governor through his 
proposal in the aspect of thinking, you know, knowing that 
professional development is important and tying it—  
Mr. Speaker, can I get some order myself? I cannot hear myself. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 
 The House will come to order. 
 The gentleman may proceed. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. That basically the professional development 
is something that this Governor and all of us, and I know there 
are an awful lot of teachers we have here that are a part of the 
General Assembly, the importance of making sure that our 
teachers are prepared for the 21st century in the necessary skills 
that they will need. 
 It appears to me that when you talk about professional 
services and you talk about education reform, there is a direct 
connection to reform and professional development. We want to 
make sure that our teachers are ready, not just teaching to the 
test but obviously it is something that we know. And I know 
you yourself are a strong person that is very forthright in terms 
of education reform. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. So you do not want to hear the rest? 
 Mr. METCALFE. Well, I appreciate the answer to the 
question, Mr. Speaker. I think that you have answered it.  
I appreciate it. 
 I know a lot of us are concerned about the GCAs (graduation 
competency assessments) and oppose those tests. There has 
been legislation introduced to stop those tests from being 
advanced and that this line item would contain money to 
advance those graduation exams, and for further development of 
those, many of us would oppose that. 
 One final question, Mr. Speaker. My final question, 
Mr. Speaker, is, Mr. Speaker, does this legislation contain any 
money for any legislative bonuses? 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, no, not to my knowledge, 
Mr. Speaker, unless the administration has some. Now, the only 
way it could be, Mr. Speaker, is unless it is written in the 
contract with State workers, and we do not have any jurisdiction 
over what the administration negotiates with State workers. 
That is not within our jurisdiction. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just a brief comment to finish up the less than a minute, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Yes. The gentleman is in order and may 
proceed. 
 Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this legislation, 1416, as many of you know, is 
really a shell game. There has been money removed for higher 
education that you expect to fully fund in another piece of 
legislation with additional tax revenue that has been mentioned. 
The Appropriations chair mentioned a menu of taxes that could 
be addressing that fund earlier this week, on Monday. 
 Mr. Speaker, for a vote on 1416 in the affirmative today, it 
very clearly has to go with an affirmative vote for tax increases 
when we have the Tax Code bill brought up before us. 
Mr. Speaker, HB 1416 will only be balanced with a massive tax 
increase. For that reason I ask for all of those that oppose tax 
increases in this body to oppose this legislation, Mr. Speaker. 
 

 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. Wherever the bell is ringing, off the floor of 
the House. And if it rings again, the Sergeants at Arms are 
instructed to go to that member and take that bell and remove it 
from the floor of the House. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, 
Representative Milne. 
 Mr. MILNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the interest of full disclosure, let me just note for the 
record that I am a tenured professor of political science at West 
Chester University. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose HB 1416. I do 
so as a friend of higher education in this State. I rise to express 
the collective dismay about higher education being stripped 
from the budget and for purposes that are very unclear as we 
stand here today. I will express three broad concerns about why 
this is a bad move for higher education in the State and why it 
will have detrimental effects to the higher education system in 
Pennsylvania if we do not rectify this wrong before we leave 
here this budget season. My comments will focus on success of 
the State System of Higher Education, access for our students, 
and the impact on our business community and the prosperity of 
Pennsylvania. 
 First, let me note that interjecting such instability and 
uncertainty into the higher education funding formula will derail 
the successes that the PASSHE (Pennsylvania State System of 
Higher Education) system, the State university system, has been 
achieving over the past several years. West Chester University, 
for example, has been named by Kiplinger's as a top 100 best 
value in public education in the entire nation. Other State 
universities and community colleges have their own success 
stories. 
 I will also note that the PASSHE system as a whole, over the 
course of this past decade, has achieved a 4-year graduation rate 
that is 11 percentage points higher than the national average for 
comparable systems. The PASSHE system has doubled the 
number of accredited programs within the State university 
system, and we have increased to nearly 90 percent, 90 percent, 
percentage of faculty who hold the highest degree in their 
academic subject matter, which is the Ph.D. (doctor of 
philosophy) for most areas. The goal of access has been noted 
frequently in this debate about education, and I would note that 
the core function of the PASSHE system and the community 
college system precisely is about education access, particularly 
for middle-income and lower-income families, like my mother 
and father and two brothers, who are all products of PASSHE 
institutions. Keep in mind that only about one-third of the State 
university funding does come from student tuition. Two-thirds 
generally has come from State appropriations. You can 
appreciate the devastating impact this will have on tuition and 
the ability to run an effective and viable university system if we 
are not fully funding the university systems properly. 
 Layer on that the figure of 50 percent, 50 percent, fully one-
half of all the students in the PASSHE system are the first in 
their generation, first in their family, ever to go to college. That 
is an access program bar none. Layer on that a national figure, 
only 25 percent of individuals over the age of 25 have a 4-year 
college degree. That shows you how important it is to have 
systems like PASSHE and the community college system. I will 
tell you as someone who has been on the front lines of 
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education just how inspiring it is when you meet students who 
know they are the first in their family to go to college, the kind 
of responsibility they feel and their desire to try to succeed and 
move their families up within our capitalist system. 
 If you are a pro-business legislator like me, I would note that 
the community college system and the university college system 
has many, many, good, positive impacts on workforce 
developments. For example, the PASSHE system over the last 
decade has had nearly 100,000 individuals, 100,000 individuals, 
enrolled in workforce development programs. Edinboro 
University has a particular program that has surpassed 1 million 
hours, 1 million hours in workforce development training. 
 So let me close by observing that it is mystifying to me why 
we are singling out higher education funding in this process. It 
might be one thing if the systems were mismanaging their 
dollars, but on the contrary, they have been tremendous fiscal 
stewards of the taxpayer dollars that they have been entrusted 
with. The PASSHE system, for example, has achieved over 
$200 million in operational cost savings over the past decade; 
$200 million in savings. That kind of entrepreneurship should 
be rewarded and not punished. 
 The semester starts in just 6 weeks – not 6 years, not  
6 months; 6 weeks. We need a funding solution now. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from Luzerne County, 
Representative Mundy. 
 Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 HB 1416 is not the final budget; we all know that. The final 
budget remains to be negotiated among the House and Senate, 
Democrats and Republicans, and the Governor. But HB 1416 
does say a lot about our priorities. It affirms our values. 
 Astoundingly, the gentleman from Crawford County rose in 
opposition to HB 1416 because it does not fund district 
attorneys. He says district attorneys are a State responsibility 
that will now fall on the counties. Frankly, I am astounded 
because our bill, HB 1416, is much fairer to school districts and 
county human services than the amendment he voted for 
yesterday. This bill does not seek to balance the State budget on 
the backs of veterans, senior citizens, children, the disabled. It 
does not neglect State responsibilities and pass those 
responsibilities down to the local level, to the school districts 
and the municipalities which rely on local property taxes to fund 
those services. 
 HB 1416 makes the necessary investments to keep the State 
moving forward through this global fiscal crisis. It seeks to 
minimize job loss among State employees and State contractors, 
which will inevitably result in job loss in the private sector as 
well. It seeks to preserve our environment, our State parks, to 
preserve public education, to care for our seniors and for our 
children. It provides services for our veterans, public television, 
libraries, and the arts. These are the services that are meaningful 
to the middle-class constituents that I represent. 
 HB 1416 is a responsible next step in moving this budget 
process forward. It makes responsible cuts. It makes intelligent 
choices. It makes wise investments. So I look forward to the 
House and Senate Republicans coming to the negotiating table 
to finalize this budget as soon as humanly possible. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady and recognizes 
the gentleman from Indiana County, Representative Reed. 
 Mr. REED. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

 I rise in opposition to HB 1416, and I think as we evaluate 
HB 1416 and as we ponder the entire budget process for this 
year, it does help to put everything into a historical perspective. 
If you look at where this Commonwealth was spending-wise 
when the current Governor took over office in 2003, we were 
spending $20 billion in our General Fund. If you look at last 
year's General Fund spending, we spent nearly $28 billion. So in 
a matter of 6 years we have increased spending by 40 percent in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and if you look at that 
from an even broader historical perspective, you come to realize 
that it took well over 200 years of budgets in the 
Commonwealth to go from zero spending to $20 billion, and in 
a matter of 6 years, we have gone from $20 to $28 billion. That 
is an amazing amount of spending for the citizens of our 
Commonwealth. And then if you look at the budget process this 
year, the Senate Republicans and House Republicans have both 
presented balanced budgets that spend $27.3 billion. The 
Governor, to his credit, last month presented a budget that spent 
$28.8 billion, and then in the middle of July, the Democratic 
chairman of the House Appropriations Committee had the 
audacity to actually present this body and our Commonwealth 
with a budget that spends more money than the Governor wants, 
over $29 billion. 
 As we look at the highlights of HB 1416, not only does it 
spend well over $29 billion, it eliminates funding for programs 
that are critical to our rural communities and to our children. It 
eliminates all funding for our rural cancer centers, our rural 
trauma centers, our children's hospital in Philadelphia, and our 
children's hospital in Pittsburgh. It eliminates all funding for the 
State System of Higher Education, for our community colleges, 
and for the PHEAA grants that our students need to get a higher 
education to compete in the 21st-century global economy. But 
one thing it does do is, once again, a bill has been presented to 
this floor that would tax health-care benefits of our working 
families. This, Mr. Speaker, is a direct shot at middle-class 
America and the working families of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. 
 The questions we must ponder as we move forward through 
this budget process and as we consider HB 1416 today, first we 
must ponder, when did $27 billion not become enough to meet 
the basic needs of our citizens? When did an 11-percent 
increase in basic ed and special education funding become not 
enough to educate our children? When did $100 million for 
DCNR (Department of Conservation and Natural Resources) to 
operate become not enough to operate our State parks? When is 
it okay to eliminate funding for higher education of 
Pennsylvania? And when did it become all right to tax  
middle-class America by taxing their health-care benefits that 
they hold on to so dearly? 
 As we evaluate HB 1416, what we have is a debate on two 
different economic philosophies. HB 1416 represents the 
economic philosophy that tells us if government would just 
spend more and more and more money, our citizens would lead 
a better and better and better life. It perpetuates the economic 
philosophy that tells us that the road to economic prosperity is 
paved with higher taxes. It perpetuates the economic philosophy 
that tells us that the government, indeed, is the answer to all of 
our problems. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe in a different economic philosophy.  
I believe in a philosophy that says government, just like our 
families, should spend and live within our means; that we 
should not mortgage the future of our children by spending 
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money that we do not have; and that taking more money out of 
our working families' pockets is not going to fix our economy at 
every corner. 
 Mr. Speaker, during my 6 years in office, I have come to 
believe one fundamental principle more than anything else.  
I have come to believe that in the 21st century, the role of our 
government should not be to ensure that our citizens become 
more dependent upon our government. No, the proper role of 
our government in the 21st century should be to ensure that our 
citizens are more financially independent of our government. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill fails to meet those basic criteria, it fails to 
meet the standards for the people of Pennsylvania, and it will 
mortgage the future of our children, and I would ask that we 
vote against it. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from York County, Representative 
Saylor. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today to offer brief comments on HB 1416, as I think 
my comments and vote yesterday carry over to my feelings on 
this legislation before us today. But before I make my 
comments, I want to bring this House's attention to some 
historic remarks from a former great leader of this sacred 
chamber, the former Democratic Speaker of the House. 
 As many of you are aware, in the mid-1970s we faced the 
same kind of financial challenges in our budget, and at one 
point a maneuver to defund higher education was pursued, 
similar to what we are seeing here today, Mr. Speaker. And this 
morning I pulled the House Journal from that era to gain kind of 
a historical perspective as to where we stand today, and one of 
the speeches from that era stuck out to me, and I will share that 
speech with you, or part of it, today. 
 On June 3 of 1975, the House was debating a significant 
increase in the Commonwealth budget in order to fund the State 
colleges. On this question, at that time, Democratic Majority 
Leader K. Leroy Irvis rose to address the House and he stated 
the following, Mr. Speaker: "…I find myself torn between two 
duties as I stand here at the microphone. I was born and reared 
at a time when this country began changing from individualism 
to socialism. We have not progressed completely away from 
individualism nor completely toward socialism, but we have 
moved in the direction of socialism." 
 He continued, "I am by nature a spender, not a saver. I do not 
place a high value on the dollar bill. It does not survive very 
well. But as majority leader I have another obligation besides 
following my own personal philosophy. …I want to utter the 
first word of caution at this microphone that you will hear from 
me, but it will not be the last. Unless you are prepared to face 
voting for increased taxes for the people of this Commonwealth, 
you had better not vote for this increase or any other." 
 Majority Leader Irvis continued, "This is a very serious 
decision the House is going to make this morning. It is the first 
of many serious decisions. 
 "I am going to vote 'no.' I am going to vote 'no' for the same 
reason as when my son asks me for money for a new car, I say 
to him, we cannot afford it. We cannot afford to increase this 
budget at this time. We cannot afford to establish a pattern of 
conduct of increasing budgets, not unless we are individually 
ready to bring in more revenue to state government, and the 
only way that can be done is by higher taxes. 
 "I ask for a negative vote, and a very thoughtful negative 
vote, Mr. Speaker." 

 Those are the comments of Majority Leader K. Leroy Irvis in 
1975. His comments should resonate with all of us today in the 
same financial crisis we had then. And today, Mr. Speaker, we 
have before us HB 1416, a general appropriation bill that 
increases Commonwealth spending by $1.4 billion at a time 
when this Commonwealth has a $3.25 billion deficit, during the 
worst recession since the Great Depression. And looking at 
spending in this bill as well as the future of this Commonwealth, 
I must recall the comments of Democratic Majority Leader 
Irvis. In his statement he said, "We cannot afford to increase 
this budget at this time," not unless you are prepared to vote for 
higher taxes. 
 I ask for a negative vote, and a very thoughtful and fiscally 
responsible negative vote, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. You should not spend what you do not have. 
Leroy Irvis knew that. I think every one of our constituents 
knows that. In fact, our Constitution knows that. Article VIII, 
section 13, of the Constitution, provides that "operating budget 
appropriations made by the General Assembly shall not exceed 
the actual and estimated revenues and surplus available in the 
same fiscal year." 
 Now in the discussions on this floor yesterday and today,  
I think it has become really, completely clear that this budget is 
not balanced. There is a $1.3 billion hole. This budget does not 
meet the commonsense standard of not spending what you do 
not have. It does not meet our constitutional requirement of not 
spending what you do not have. 
 To the extent that some would pretend that this is a balanced 
budget, I say this: Show me the money. Show me the money. 
Show me the money. It is not there. Magic money is apparently 
the intent, or if not magic, it must be from a tax, and $1.3 billion 
in taxes is an awful lot. We tend to talk about millions and 
billions around here to the point that people get numb. Let us 
think about what a $1.3 billion income-tax increase means. 
According to correspondence we all just received from the 
Secretary of Revenue, he believes there are 2 1/2 million 
households in Pennsylvania that pay the income tax. On average 
then, a $1.3 billion increase translates to more than $500 per 
household, more than $500 per household, and you are being 
asked to just pretend, just pretend it is not a problem. 
 Well, the 60,000 people I work for, I believe, would agree 
that a $500-per-taxpaying-household-in-Pennsylvania gap is a 
problem, because the only way that that gap gets filled is by 
picking their pockets, and if you are going to vote for this today, 
understand that you are voting to pick the pockets of 
Pennsylvanians who pay taxes, more than $500 a household. 
Show me the money. 
 You know, I have to really wonder, because this bill as it 
stands cannot become law – it is obviously unconstitutional; it is 
not going to become law – so what is it you think you are 
doing? Where is it you think you are going? The Governor has 
been driving this State down the road in a bad direction. The 
Representatives on the other side of the aisle have now grabbed 
the wheel. They are fighting over it, recklessly careening down 
the road for a budget calamity. Do you know where you are 
going? You are going towards a tax increase, and all the 
rubbernecking in the world, looking at what the Governor's 
budget started at, is not going to help. Put your eyes on the road. 
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Do not pretend to the people of Pennsylvania that you are being 
a responsible driver because they are not getting paid today, 
State Police are not getting paid today. Acting on this bill does 
not get them paid today, but inmates in prisons in Pennsylvania 
are being paid. 
 This bill moves them no closer, the State workers no closer 
to being paid. It leaves State services no closer to being 
provided. It provides no real relief to any school district, and it 
certainly threatens to destroy our structure of higher education. 
It breaks promises to all of the children and families that have 
scrimped and saved to go to college, who have gotten letters 
saying they are getting a PHEAA grant or PHEAA loan. Those 
letters are now nothing but confetti if you vote to break the 
promise. 
 Do not break that promise. Vote against this legislation. Let 
us get about a bona fide solution. Pennsylvania deserves it. This 
nonsense, nonsense, should not be abided. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Washington County, 
Representative Daley. 
 Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I do not particularly like HB 1416, and I will be honest with 
you, I particularly did not like the Civera amendment, and  
I absolutely did not like SB 850, but after 27 years on the floor 
of this House and 27 budgets, this whole budget process this 
year stinks. This stinks, and we are long overdue for the 
taxpayers of Pennsylvania to move the process forward. Let us 
get the budget done. 
 Now, I do not like the fact that education, particularly higher 
education, has been excluded from this budget. I sat on the 
board at California University Council of Trustees. I live in 
California. I sure do not want to go back to California and tell 
the people of the State System that we have not addressed this 
problem. I do not like the way this whole issue of higher 
education is dealt with in HB 1416, but I think it is about time 
we get the budget done. You know, in my heart, I think it is just 
as disingenuous that we as Democrats think this bill is the 
budget, just as you as Republicans believe that the Civera 
amendment would be the budget. It is disingenuous for us to 
believe that we have to believe that that process in itself is the 
process, but you and I both know, as elected officials, we are in 
a democracy where we compromise and work together.  
I believe we have to get that budget done. You know, there are 
right now thousands of Pennsylvanians that sit and rest and rely 
upon each one of our votes, the people that today are not going 
to be able to pay their mortgages, that are not going to be paying 
their electric bills, that cannot pay their gas bills, the people 
who cannot make their student loan payments because they did 
not get paid, because what we do here directly affects their 
lives. That is not right, and that is not fair. Pennsylvanians are 
telling me, and I know they are telling you, it is time that you 
do, and I do, what we were elected to do, to get this budget and 
get this budget done. 
 Each one of us parades to the mike. Every one of us gets up 
here and talks about how we believe that we should have tax 
cuts, that we believe in higher education, we believe that we 
need to do something for public welfare, the seniors, and for all 
Pennsylvanians, but the more we talk, the more Pennsylvania 
cries, and the more we delay, the more that the pain that we 
cause upon all of Pennsylvania, and especially the people that 
sit in our stead, our employees, the State employees, and the 

more we politically posture, no matter if it is HB 1416, Senate 
bill, or the Civera amendment, the more we politically posture, 
one way or the other, the more we cause pain for all of 
Pennsylvania. 
 I do not particularly like HB 1416, but I know one thing, it is 
time we move the process forward. It is time we get this budget 
done. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Columbia County, Representative Millard. 
 Mr. MILLARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Yesterday my comments were concerning education funding, 
and today I would like to share with this Assembly some 
concerns that I have had from back in my community, my 
legislative district, concerning the funding, or the absence 
thereof, for higher education, and other than the misleading 
PSEA e-mail that went out to their members, I have received a 
lot of e-mails and correspondence from Bloomsburg University, 
which is in my legislative district. One of the things that they 
asked, Mr. Speaker, was based upon reviewing the Democratic 
Web site and the comments on that Web site, and I quote, 
"Funding for PHEAA, community colleges, state-owned 
universities, and the Thaddeus Stevens College of Technology 
would be moved from the state budget into its own secure" – 
secure – "fund, which could be paid for through a variety of 
potential revenue options." The questions from the campus of 
Bloomsburg University on HB 1416 are, what are the variety of 
potential revenue options and would I please explain to them 
what those options are? Well, there is only one option. It has 
been removed from 1416, higher education, so the only way it 
can be funded is through increased taxes, and they, on the 
campus of Bloomsburg University, see HB 1416 and the 
removal of higher education from it for what it is. It is a 
gimmick, out-and-out gimmick of how to balance a budget 
artificially. 
 If this bill passes, how long will it take to find and 
implement the revenue options? Now we know that three out of 
the four caucuses have stated that a PIT (personal income tax) is 
not acceptable. So when you think about it, that question really 
is the $1 1/2 billion question, the $1 1/2 billion question that has 
to be answered: How are we going to fund higher education if it 
is removed from this HB 1416? 
 In a final comment that they had, and there were many, but 
this was the final one, if there is a delay in finding and 
implementing the sources of revenue, what effect would this 
have on the State universities like Bloomsburg? Well, I think 
that is pretty easy to answer, too. If there is no funding for 
higher education in 1416, it is going to be a severe negative 
impact, and I guess that the bottom line here, Mr. Speaker, is 
that the folks on the campus of Bloomsburg University in my 
district realize that even though it was called a secure fund, that 
it really, in essence, is an insecure fund, and they have a lot of 
questions regarding where this funding will come from for 
higher education. 
 Say "no" to increased taxes. We have an opportunity today 
right here and now to vote against HB 1416, to take a stand 
against increased taxes. I ask you to vote "no" on 1416. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Erie County, Representative 
Sonney. 
 Mr. SONNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 Mr. Speaker, we all know that we were sent here to be 
responsive to the citizens of Pennsylvania. We were sent here to 
make difficult decisions, and of course at this time of year, we 
were sent here to present a balanced budget. Mr. Speaker, the 
citizens of this Commonwealth are tightening their budgets at 
home, and they absolutely expect us here in State government to 
do the same. HB 1416 is not a responsible budget bill. It spends 
more money than we have, and amongst the many other failings 
that it has, it has absolutely no funding for higher education. 
Mr. Speaker, the citizens of this Commonwealth have been 
waiting 17 days for a responsible, balanced budget, and when 
we leave here today, they are still going to be waiting for a 
responsible, balanced budget. 
 Mr. Speaker, HB 1416 gives false hope to one group and no 
hope to another. I urge a "no" vote on HB 1416. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair turns to leaves of absence and 
recognizes the majority whip, Representative DeWeese, who 
requests that the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Lentz, that his name be removed from leaves of 
absence. Without objection, his name will be added to the 
master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1416 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Payton. 
 Mr. PAYTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of HB 1416 because it is responsible, it is 
prudent, and it is a way to get this thing done. And I heard one 
of the earlier speakers say that this was a terrible product. Is it a 
terrible product for funding pre-K for kids? Is it a terrible 
product for funding CHIP (Children's Health Insurance 
Program) for 12,000 kids? Or is it a terrible product for making 
investments in our kids in basic education? Those are three 
things that we all can agree on that are something we should be 
funding in this budget. HB 1416 does that; the other proposal 
does not. 
 The question is, I think for the folks on the other side of the 
aisle, is higher education a cause compelling enough for you to 
think through your ideology? That is the question, and I will 
repeat it again. Is higher education a cause compelling enough 
for you to think through your ideology? When it comes down to 
it, we realize that we have a revenue problem. We have left the 
menu of options; pick one. If higher education is so compelling, 
as every speaker has said, then will you think through your 
ideology to find a way to fund it? That is the question for us 
today. 
 I support HB 1416 because it is responsible, it is prudent, 
and it gets the job done. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentlelady from Mercer County, Representative 
Brooks. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this budget before us can be approached in two 
different ways: First, it eliminates higher education funding and 

puts our college students and families at risk; or second, we can 
propose a $29.1 billion budget, which would be the highest 
spending proposal in State history. The proposals to fund this 
budget would be a 16-percent personal income tax on our 
working families and our businesses; an increased sales tax or a 
broadened sales tax; it creates a new health-care tax; it creates a 
severance tax; and it increases the tobacco tax. 
 Mr. Speaker, for the people of Pennsylvania, we do need to 
move forward, but we do not need to move forward for the sake 
of just moving forward. We need to move forward in a fiscally 
responsible manner that reflects the challenging times that we 
and the families across Pennsylvania are in. Government 
spending beyond its means with good intentions is precisely 
what has put California in an IOU status. 
 Mr. Speaker, families in my legislative district and across 
Pennsylvania do not want a Pennsylvania IOU. Hardworking 
people and businesses cannot afford new taxes. People want 
government to live within its means. Make no mistake, this is 
the taxpayers' money, and they are our bosses and we work for 
them, and they have spoken overwhelmingly: Please do not take 
any more money from our families. Let us hear their plea and 
say "no" to any tax increases. Vote down HB 1416. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady and recognizes 
the gentleman from Chester County, Representative Hennessey. 
 Mr. HENNESSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose HB 1416. For hours yesterday and again 
today, we have been stonewalled about whether this bill 
includes provisions affecting higher education. We have asked 
whether there is funding in this bill for PHEAA loans, for 
tuition grants, for our State colleges, like all the other spending 
priorities that are identified in dollars assigned in this bill, and 
we have been told again and again, this is not a funding bill, but 
we all know that one is coming. This bill sets the table for a 
funding bill and the tax increases which must and will follow. 
The tax increases without which, this bill will leave the sons and 
daughters of Pennsylvania families without tuition grants and 
financial assistance. This bill will leave colleges across 
Pennsylvania, colleges in our State System of Higher Education, 
without funding because it spends the money elsewhere. This 
bill then covers many of our spending priorities but omits others 
we always include in our budget. It is a bit like gathering your 
family together for Thanksgiving dinner and then telling your 
college-age children that they cannot join in, that we will try to 
provide some dinner for them later. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is 
not a family dinner when important parts of your family are not 
served. In tough times in our homes and in our own families, we 
set a place for everyone. Everyone takes a little less food and 
we make do with what we have, but everyone is provided for. 
 HB 1416, by omitting our colleges and our college-age 
children, is not a budget bill; it is a partial budget bill. An 
important part of our Commonwealth family simply is not 
served. We should reject HB 1416 and get a complete budget 
bill before us, and we should vote on that. We should protect 
our children and provide for their college needs in a complete 
budget bill, a real bill that means something and vote on that. 
 On June 30 we ended the year and took in $25 billion as a 
State. HB 1416 seeks to spend $28.8 billion, even without 
funding for higher education. Like our college-age children, we 
in Harrisburg also need to learn. We need to learn that we 
should not spend money we do not have and may not get and 
we need to make do with what we have. We need to learn that 
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our citizens and our families need the money themselves for 
their families, for their needs. HB 1416 and the tax increases 
which must follow take that money from them. It is the wrong 
idea at the wrong time. We should vote against HB 1416. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster County, 
Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose this bill. We have heard a lot about avoiding 
cost shifting to the local level and making the tough choices 
here in Harrisburg, but I respectfully disagree that this is what 
this bill is about. This is about putting a spending bill in position 
so that we will require a tax increase in the future. To say that 
we are making the tough decisions here in Harrisburg is 
operating under a few fundamental and major misconceptions. 
It assumes a multitude of new tax increases are needed. It 
assumes that any cuts that we make, the county can also not 
make. It also assumes the tax dollars are spread equally across 
the State, and that is simply not the case. 
 Mr. Speaker, the funding formulas for education are not 
balanced. We can look at the years of '06-'07 as compared to 
'07-'08. Lancaster County saw a 2.059-percent increase in their 
overall education funding, while Philadelphia saw an 8.9-
percent increase. Cambria County only saw six-tenths of  
1 percent of an increase, while Centre County only saw  
three-tenths of 1 percent. Chester County got 1.25 percent of an 
increase. Funding for drug and alcohol is also not equal across 
the State. Philadelphia only has 4 times the number of people 
that are eligible for drug and alcohol intervention as Lancaster 
County, and yet they receive 12 times the funding. Funding for 
early intervention per child is different amongst counties as 
well. Lancaster County has $6,784 per child; York and Adams 
Counties, $7,592; Berks County, $7,894; Chester County 
receives $8,100; and Lehigh County only $7,100. The truth is, 
tax dollars are not distributed equally all across the State and at 
the State level, and that is because the funding formulas, 
Mr. Speaker, are simply flawed and they are outdated. 
 Mr. Speaker, first of all, I do not believe that a tax increase is 
needed to balance this budget. We do not need a PIT increase, 
we do not need a health insurance tax, we do not need a 
nuisance tax, we do not need a gas severance tax, not before we 
investigate the mismanagement of State funds at DPW 
(Department of Public Welfare) and the LIHEAP (Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program) fund, where they have 
misappropriated $500,000 by State workers that was meant for 
low-income heating. Mr. Speaker, nor do we need to raise taxes 
on our citizens while we are giving away free postage to 
prisoners, $1.3 million each of the past 2 fiscal years, or  
$1.25 million in fiscal year '06-'07. We should not ask our 
residents to pay one more dollar before we ensure that they are 
getting the value for what they have already sent here. 
 For me and the people that I have been sent to represent, we 
do not believe a tax increase is needed. However, if it were,  
I would prefer to see it at the local level, because at least then  
I could ensure that the money is kept locally and spent locally 
and not sent to Harrisburg to be skimmed off and redistributed 
all across the Commonwealth. 
 For this reason I will be voting "no" on this bill, Mr. Speaker, 
and I will encourage my colleagues to take into consideration 
just how the funds are distributed all across the State. We can 
claim that we are making the tough choices here in Harrisburg, 

but when we do that here, we must also admit that there are 
winners and losers based on the funding formulas. The real 
question is, what exactly is the value of the dollar that our 
voters have sent here and what are they getting? 
 Mr. Speaker, I would say under this bill, it just does not add 
up, and it is simply not fair. I would urge all my colleagues to 
vote "no." 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clearfield County, Representative Gabler. 
 Mr. GABLER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to HB 1416 because I think we need to 
learn a very clear lesson today. What HB 1416 represents, it 
represents the fact that this chamber has not done its  
homework in putting this bill out. I am reminded of a classmate 
of mine from high school who was assigned to do an essay, a 
1,000-word essay. So what did he do? He went home, he wrote 
the same sentence on a piece of paper as many times as it took 
to come up with 1,000 words, and he turned it into the teacher. 
And what did he get? He got a big, red "F," and that is exactly 
what this is. This budget bill is incomplete. It does not keep the 
State running in all its capacities the way our constituents 
depend on us to, and that is why we need to oppose it. 
 What we need to do is we need to come up with a 
responsible budget that keeps the entire State running, not 
eliminate a department or eliminate higher education. What we 
need to do is we need to insist on a responsible budget that does 
not increase taxes. Our colleagues across the rotunda have come 
up with a very clear message that they are not willing to 
entertain a tax increase, and that is exactly what this bill does. 
 So I would just like to ask for some common sense in this 
process. There is a reason why we all stand in this chamber. It is 
because every one of us has 60,000 people depending on us to 
make the right decision. Let us make the right, fiscally 
responsible decision. Let us get on the same page. Let us have a 
balanced budget that does the business for the people of 
Pennsylvania, and let us move this process forward in a 
responsible manner, and let us not neglect to do our homework, 
because otherwise, we will deserve a big, red "F" as well. 
 I urge a "no" vote on this bill. Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Schuylkill County, 
Representative Seip. 
 Mr. SEIP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of HB 1416. I have to tell you, 
Mr. Speaker, I am not punting to anyone. I am standing for 
veterans, I am standing for education, I am standing for older 
Pennsylvanians who need long-term care, and I am standing for 
children and infants, infants and children who cannot protect 
themselves and they need to rely on timely intervention from 
county children and youth services to prevent child abuse, 
injury, and even death. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am also standing for workers. This budget put 
forth in HB 1416 prevents the loss of thousands of jobs.  
HB 1416 prevents thousands of State workers from being 
moved from employment to unemployment in incredibly 
challenging economic times. Mr. Speaker, the State self-funds 
unemployment compensation at 100 percent. Had we changed 
this bill yesterday, we would have moved thousands of State 
workers from the employed and we would have kept them from 
inspecting deli scales, from checking gas pumps, stopping them 
from issuing permits for drilling projects in the Marcellus Shale 
region of the State; we would have stopped them from issuing 
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permits to allow projects to move forward; and we would have 
stopped them from keeping businesses expanding, causing 
incredible, additional harm to our economy while paying out 
unemployment compensation and also depriving our local 
governments of important tax income in these terribly 
challenging economic times. 
 It would have also deprived our local businesses across the 
State from the spending power of these employed State workers. 
Mr. Speaker, had we moved these workers from employment to 
unemployment, we would have paid the initial 26 weeks of 
unemployment, an additional 13 weeks of unemployment 
compensation at 100 percent, resulting in almost $40 million of 
unemployment compensation paid out to cause incredible harm 
on these workers and their families in this challenging economic 
time. We would have been paying out $40 million to keep our 
citizens unemployed and not helping our economy move 
forward. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am not punting to anyone. I am charging 
forward in support of HB 1416. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Huntingdon 
County, Representative Fleck. 
 Mr. FLECK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, last year I was one of the few in this chamber 
to vote against the 2008-2009 budget. I was really offended by a 
lot of the cuts to my district specifically: agriculture, DCNR, 
small business incubators, and the list could go on. At the same 
time, there were massive increases to Public Welfare and other 
programs that did not directly come back to the hardworking 
constituents of the 81st Legislative District. Also, one of my 
main reasons for not supporting the budget was the economic 
forecast last year just did not look that dandy, and lo and 
behold, it proved itself not to be. So again, the same agencies 
that were cut in my district received significant cuts again.
 Unfortunately, I find myself back here again with a budget 
that I cannot support. I strongly believe in education. I have 
always taken to heart what my grandfather, who was the wisest 
man I have ever known, told me when I went off to college: Get 
a good education; it is the one thing man cannot take from you. 
Sadly, that is exactly what HB 1416 is doing. It is robbing our 
future generation from the chance of bettering themselves to get 
out there and get a better job and to make our Commonwealth 
brighter. 
 Collectively, higher education is quite possibly my largest 
employer. The incoming students at Juniata College in 
Huntingdon are depending on PHEAA grants being there for 
them this fall. University Park is a mere 5 miles from my 
boundary line. A lot of my constituents in northern Huntingdon 
County, Blair County, Mifflin County, are affiliated with Penn 
State. They are left scratching their head if they have got any 
employment issues here and job security. I just cannot fathom 
how we can cut out higher education at this time. 
 I am reminded of the old proverb, "Teach a man to fish and 
he will have food the rest of his life. Give him a fish and you 
will support him the rest of his life." We simply cannot afford 
not to teach the up-and-coming generation how to fish, 
Mr. Speaker. We have far too many in our Commonwealth who 
are still waiting for their government-supplied fish. 
 It is time to stop the madness. Let us cut some of the 
entitlement programs that are not working, but let us not cut 
higher education. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair County, 
Representative Stern. 
 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As legislators, our primary responsibility each year is to 
enact a State budget before the next fiscal year, which is July 1. 
Unfortunately, under the current administration, this deadline 
has become something of a joke. However, the thousands of 
State workers wondering if they will receive paychecks or 
school districts trying to meet their own budgets and colleges 
working to set tuition rates, they are not laughing tonight. We 
are now more than 2 weeks past the budget deadline, and this 
week is the first time that a budget bill has been brought before 
the House for debate. Unfortunately, HB 1416 will increase 
State spending by historic levels and leave the higher education 
community with no funding source for the 14 State-owned 
universities, 14 community colleges, Thaddeus Stevens College, 
and also puts into question tuition assistance grants for the 
Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency, which 
provides grants for more than 170,000 students in the 
Commonwealth. 
 I have already received e-mails from college students in my 
district worrying about how they will pay for their college 
education and their loans. They already have multiple loans that 
they have to pay back already. They are concerned about these 
grants. HB 1416 would create a new higher education fund that 
would need approximately $1.2 billion to fulfill the State's 
obligation to higher education. Since the Commonwealth 
currently does not have the revenues to cover that amount, this 
plan would absolutely guarantee a tax increase on the people of 
Pennsylvania. I do not think State government should be about 
spending more than it takes in, creating new specialized funds, 
and increasing taxes during the worst recession in recent 
history. This is simply bad policy. Many Pennsylvania families 
are already struggling to make ends meet, and placing further 
tax burdens on them at this time is unnecessary and, I think, 
unconscionable. 
 Last evening we voted the Civera amendment to HB 1416, 
and that was a budget plan that would have actually reduced 
government spending. It would have increased basic education 
funding and would have provided adequate funding for higher 
education, State parks, State Police, hospitals, and much more 
with no tax increases. Despite what the Pennsylvania Secretary 
of Education would have us believe, our proposal would 
provide Pennsylvania school districts with adequate funding, 
using a combination of State and Federal stabilization dollars. 
Schools would have received an average of 11.6 percent 
through the use of these funds. The Federal government has 
provided increased flexibility for the stimulus dollars. It is 
misleading for the Secretary of Education to say that our 
increases are actually cuts. 
 Do not get me wrong, our plan is not perfect; no plan is. In 
order to balance the budget and not increase taxes, reductions 
were made to programs and services across the board. That is 
what citizens ask us to do. State government agencies were not 
immune to those reductions. Our operating costs were cut by 
approximately 12 percent under our plan. Just like Pennsylvania 
families, we had to make some tough decisions and live within 
our means. 
 I am disappointed that the amendment yesterday was voted 
down, a victim of political gamesmanship, and that HB 1416 is 
being sent through here this evening, mostly along party lines, 
in the name of moving the process forward. We could have 
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done this back in April. I am just hopeful that the Senate will 
agree with us, voting "no" on HB 1416, that adopting a State 
budget that actually increases spending and institutes new and 
increased taxes is the wrong move for Pennsylvania. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman and 
recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh County, Representative 
Reichley. 
 Mr. REICHLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The hour is late. The day has gone on quite long, and I think 
it is fair to say that none of us are going to be changing minds 
on this particular vote, but what I would like to do is try to talk 
to my fellow colleagues in the back bench area, on both this 
side of the aisle and the other side of the aisle. Over on this side, 
there was a phrase years ago that said that those of us here in the 
back bench area are the mushroom caucus because we are kept 
in the dark and we are fed fertilizer, and I think that may be 
something that is applied to your folks as well in the 
Democratic Caucus, but I think that we are here today at this 
position not because of what you have decided to do, not 
because of what the Senate decided to do, but because what a 
few members of leadership of the majority caucus decided to 
do, because we could very well have taken up this legislation at 
another time, except there was a dead-set opinion encapsulated 
by your leadership to say that there is no way to solve this 
budget, except for a tax increase. 
 You went through weeks and weeks of sessions, meeting 
with your Appropriations staff, you had that line-by-line 
analysis, and I am sure that because the intelligence of the 
members over there, you ask, is it not possible to do all of this 
without a tax increase? And you must have been told no, and 
yet we presented you an option which provided for all the 
functions of government, albeit at a reduced level. But I think 
you have to ask, is there any family, is there any business in any 
of our districts that has not looked at reducing spending in this, 
the worst economy in 70 years? I think that it is clear to say that 
the backbenchers in this Assembly are the ones who really have 
been ill-served by what is going on because our constituents 
have been poorly served by the strategy pursued by the 
leadership. 
 You have now been maneuvered to vote against an 
amendment yesterday because you are told you need to move 
the process along. You were probably told that again today. But 
it is not yesterday's vote or even today's vote that is the most 
important. It is going to be the vote next week when the Senate 
amends this bill and puts back in an amendment much like the 
one you defeated yesterday, and you are going to be given a 
third choice then to somehow vote against a tax increase. And if 
you choose not to do that, if you choose to prolong the agony 
that families of State employees are undergoing right now, it 
will be on you. You cannot say that you want to move the 
process along, bring this to a quick conclusion, and yet say you 
are going to drag this process out. 
 Driving in here this morning, I was very impressed, I listened 
to excerpts of the speech from the President last night, speaking 
before the NAACP (National Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People), and he made very moving remarks about 
the importance of education, but even the President, I think, 
would tell my friends on the other side of the aisle, you have to 
walk the walk and talk the talk. You cannot say you are for 
education, you cannot say you are for trying to empower people 
 

to do the best that they can, and yet take the ability away from 
them to improve themselves by denying college education funds 
to those who would be attending community colleges and State 
System universities and those who are relying upon PHEAA 
grants to pursue a college education. 
 The President knew exactly what he was talking about, and  
I think it does a disservice to the members in here for you to say 
that we are opposed to tax increases because of ideology. We 
are opposed to tax increases because we have heard from the 
families, the mothers and the fathers of those college students, 
who are sitting at kitchen tables, whether it is in Coraopolis or 
in Coatesville, whether it is in Berks County or Schuylkill 
County or elsewhere, who do not know how to make ends meet 
anymore. And you cannot tell them they have now got to vote 
for a tax increase. Blackmailing those families, blackmailing 
yourselves, is not a policy for setting this State on a course of 
fiscal responsibility. And you may have been told now, do not 
worry, you do not have to worry about the tax increase, but you 
know full well that when it comes back from the Senate, you 
may think there are options, but you have been told it is a three-
card Monte. You may lift this one over here to say maybe it is a 
sales tax, but that cuts out that money for dealing with property 
tax relief. We have a huge pension spike in 3 years. You are 
going to need some other kind of revenue to deal with that. 
There is not enough gambling revenue unless you put a video 
poker machine on every street corner in Pennsylvania to achieve 
$1.2 billion, which is what you need to pay for college 
education come this fall. 
 So you and we are in the same position because your 
leadership, along with the Governor, who will not be around in 
18 months, who will not be there to save you when you are up 
for election next year, having jacked up people's taxes, he will 
not be there to help you answer the question, why did you 
increase my taxes or why did you sacrifice my son's or 
daughter's education? That is the question you have. Vote "no" 
on this. There is another way so we can bring back up SB 850 
and move that over. Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Dauphin County, Representative Buxton. 
 Mr. BUXTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I can proudly report to you that I am the last speaker. It was 
nice to see those jeers become cheers. 
 Mr. Speaker, funding programs saves jobs, funding services 
saves jobs, and HB 1416 saves jobs. With this bill, we no longer 
threaten the thousands of layoffs that would have come under 
SB 850. Funding continues for our hospitals, trauma centers, 
veterans' homes, children and youth services, and agricultural 
research. I know in my legislative district we cannot afford to 
lose these jobs, and we cannot afford to reduce public safety. 
Under this plan, we do not. We are in an economic storm, and 
cutting jobs is not the way to weather that storm. Restoring 
funding and retaining family-supporting jobs is. It also means 
that the people who help to provide these services, State 
workers, will keep their jobs and keep contributing toward the 
rebound in our economy. 
 Tens of thousands of State workers get up every morning, go 
to work, do their job, and work for every dollar they earn. 
Passing this bill moves us closer to restoring the paychecks that 
State workers depend on and deserve. HB 1416 ensures that the 
paycheck of thousands of State workers is not replaced by a 
pink slip. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Armstrong County, Representative Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is my first time. The Good Book, as you read it, says, 
"Blessed are the peacemakers,…" and from what I understand, 
this bright red coat that reflects a "no" vote on this floor is 
causing some derision. So in the spirit of the Good Book, I am 
going to leave it right there and speak to you quite from the 
heart. You want me to take the rest off? Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 Mr. PYLE. No matter how you cut it, this bill right now— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The gentleman 
will yield. 
 The rules of the House require the member to wear his jacket 
while addressing the body. 
 Mr. PYLE. Better? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. PYLE. I am not even going to ask for that time back, 
Mr. Speaker; short and sweet. 
 This budget, 1416, is at least $1 1/2 billion out of balance.  
If we go by revenue projections for this year versus the  
$29.1 billion spending plan contained within this budget, we are 
at least $1 1/2 billion out of balance. There are some people that 
will say it is a technicality that it has not been ruled 
unconstitutional for not meeting the standard of a balanced 
budget. 
 Mr. Speaker, kicking this thing out right now is punting. We 
are throwing it to the Senate with every expectation that we will 
be back here soon, able to point fingers at someone else that 
they raised your taxes. There is a better way, Mr. Speaker. 
Every month we ask millions of Pennsylvania families to sit 
down at millions of kitchen tables and write out millions of 
checks. They know if they have "X" in their checking account, 
they cannot write a check for "X plus 1." It is illegal, bounced 
check. I think at the very least, we should live to the standard 
that our law conducts our citizens, Mr. Speaker. We are not 
above the law. We work in a grand, grand hall of great, great 
ideas, but we should not hold ourselves to a standard more lax 
than what we ask from our average Pennsylvanian. 
 Mr. Speaker, we could go on about higher education. We 
could talk about parliamentary tricks and whatnot. The fact of 
the matter is, today our State workers are not getting paid for 
work they have done. Mr. Speaker, that is unconscionable. In 
business, that is bad-faith bargaining, and frankly, I feel this 
process has been the same. 
 Mr. Speaker, the path out of this quandary is to pass a 
responsible plan. I would not be averse to reconsideration of the 
Civera amendment that actually does propose we live within our 
means, that gets our State workers paid, that funds higher 
education, but that is not my call, Mr. Speaker. My call is that  
I am to hold the line, not to raise taxes in the middle of a 
recessionary cycle. From my rudimentary understanding of 
economy and economics, the absolute worst thing you can do in 
a recession is to take consumer spending out of the economy, as 
that is the only true cure for a recession. We are going to do that 
if you vote for this bill. 
 Now, I have tried not to beat up other members, 
Mr. Speaker. I try to stay on point. The point is this: A "yes" 
vote on HB 1416 is shirking our responsibility. It is diminishing 
and lessening that title of honorable gentleman or lady. 
Mr. Speaker, I encourage this body to vote "no." I encourage 
this body to recommit itself toward a balanced budget that lives 

within our means, does not unfairly burden our citizens in a 
very bad economic time, and I urge a "no" vote on HB 1416 . 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Clinton County, 
Representative Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As chairman of the House Agriculture Committee, I simply 
rise to say that of all the proposals that have been circulated this 
year for this year's budget, HB 1416 treats agriculture the best. 
That is why I will be supporting it and submitting the balance of 
my remarks for the record. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 Mr. HANNA submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today in support of HB 1416. 
 I have heard from people all over the Commonwealth who have 
pleaded for us not to cut funding for efforts that are critical to this 
State's ability to educate our children, take care of our elderly and 
disabled, and create and preserve jobs. We must reject any proposal 
that does that. 
 We can do better by the people of Pennsylvania. We understand 
cuts must be made during this economic downturn, but we believe 
those cuts must be responsible and they must be designed to cause as 
little pain as possible. 
 This plan holds State government accountable by continuing to fund 
programs for which the State is responsible, and not passing those costs 
on to counties, municipalities, and school districts – and forcing 
increases in property taxes and other taxes. 
 A responsible budget plan is also critical for the future of our 
economy. 
 Agriculture is an extremely important part of Pennsylvania's 
economy. The total value of farm production in the State exceeds  
$5 billion and the industry provides more than 85,000 jobs. These 
numbers are hard to ignore. 
 HB 1416 restores funding for critical agriculture programs that 
would have been slashed in the Republican alternative – programs such 
as: 

o The Agriculture Law Center, a unique 
collaboration among Penn State University's 
Dickinson School of Law, Penn State's College of 
Agricultural Sciences, and the Department of 
Agriculture that provides resources and support 
through outreach and the development of 
educational materials and programs. 

o General operating funds for regulatory 
requirements in food safety, weights and measures 
and the Agriculture Excellence program. 

o Animal Health Commission and State PDA Lab, 
which is vital to the maintenance and well-being of 
a modern animal industry. Many diseases have 
potentially serious consequences for animal and 
human health, and as one of the top poultry, dairy, 
and animal-producing States in the country, it is 
our responsibility to conduct the proper research 
and testing to keep our residents healthy. This plan 
provides for almost 10 percent more funding for 
these critical functions than the alternative 
proposal. 

o Crop Insurance, which assumes some of the risk of 
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the farming business, such as weather and other 
disasters, in exchange for a manageable premium 
that can be a part of a farm's operating budget. 

o Farm-Nutrition Program, which provides fresh, 
unprepared, locally grown fruits and vegetables to 
WIC (women, infants, and children) recipients, and 
to expand the awareness, use of and sales at 
Pennsylvania farmers' markets. 

o 25 percent more funding for transfer to the 
Conservation District Fund than the alternative 
proposal. This program provides funding to 
conservation districts for the employment of 
conservation district managers and technical staff 
carrying out programs authorized by the State 
Conservation Commission. 

 These programs are crucial to agriculture, public health and safety, 
and the future of this State's economy. As we look to pass a balanced 
budget, we must do so with an eye toward reality. And the reality is, 
Pennsylvania will suffer under any plan that ignores the need for 
continued State funding to protect, enhance, and support our 
agriculture industry and the thousands of State residents whose 
livelihood depends on it. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. STABACK submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of HB 1416. As it is now 
written, this legislation is a good bill that I believe meets the 
responsibilities we all face in a prudent and responsible manner. 
 HB 1416 does all this while making substantial investments in the 
State's children, its citizens, and our communities. 
 The bill maintains the commitment this whole legislature has made 
to funding education, by providing a 5-percent increase in basic 
education – investing in early childhood programs, providing resources 
for our high school students, and importantly, continuing to fund our 
libraries. 
 Additionally, HB 1416 invests in the health of citizens with full 
funding for children's health care, funding for community programs for 
the elderly and disabled; investments for those with physical 
disabilities and mental retardation and, vitally important, continued 
support for our veterans' homes. 
 And finally, HB 1416 targets money to communities to rebuild 
downtowns and neighborhoods, promotes tourist programs, and invests 
in public safety, the environment, and local development. 
 Mr. Speaker, given the fiscal constraints facing the State, this bill 
strikes the proper balance between cuts and investments and does so 
without balancing its figures on the backs of the most needy in our 
society. 
 With all this in mind, I ask for an affirmative vote on HB 1416. 
 Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Jefferson County, the minority leader, Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I guess that makes me the fourth last speaker, with probably 
two or three more to go. So maybe we are going to have seven 
last speakers today. I will try to be fairly brief. It has been a 
long couple of days, and a lot of members have had their say, 
and it is an important part of the process. 
 First, I just wanted to recap a few things that I think have 
been said that are a part of this, what is in this budget, what is in 
this bill, that we need to remember as you are casting a vote. 
 Number one, clearly embedded in this proposal is a 2-percent 
tax on health care. There are no two ways around it. Clearly, 

this piece of legislation does not fund higher education. The 
State System of Higher Education does not fund community 
colleges, does not fund PHEAA, does not fund a couple other 
things of that nature in the higher education realm. Clearly, this 
bill, as it is crafted, costs the Commonwealth some of the 
stimulus money. Now, we can talk about who voted for the 
stimulus money in DC or whatever. That is really irrelevant in 
my mind. The fact is, it is there and we need to be careful in 
about how we use it. We need to use it in a prudent way that 
does not create too big of a cliff at the end of the 3 years if the 
economy is not back on track. But the way this legislation is 
proposed, it will cost us stimulus money. 
 Probably one of the other things about this bill, Mr. Speaker, 
that concerns me is that when the Governor first proposed his 
budget to this Commonwealth, back in February, it was a pretty 
significant increase over last year's spending, even as our 
revenues were dwindling and the economy was falling. This 
legislation actually proposes to spend more money than what 
the Governor proposed in February. My lands, even the 
Governor had started to back down his spending proposal, not 
much, but he was inching it down the last couple of weeks or 
less, month or so. This proposal goes beyond what the Governor 
proposed in February, and I think that is a striking comparison 
about going in the wrong direction in terms of trying to craft a 
budget that is responsible and fair to the people of 
Pennsylvania. 
 I would even say, Mr. Speaker, that this budget, although it 
does not say it straight in there, I will clearly admit that, but 
when you look at the Governor's proposal and you see where 
this has some similar characteristics to it. We all know about the 
graduation competency exams that have been kind of a hot topic 
around this Capitol Building over the last several weeks, several 
months, even going into last budget year. I would suggest to 
you that the money that is in this budget is partly there to pay 
for the expansion of the graduation competency exams, and 
clearly, it would be the administration's intention to move 
forward on that, even against some overwhelming opposition 
within the legislative bodies. 
 The key question, Mr. Speaker, I would ask is, how would 
this bill be paid for? As I said yesterday, and I will not reiterate 
the whole part, the majority party provided a balance sheet for 
part of the General Fund, but for the half, the portion that goes 
into the higher education funding, it is still out there as a 
possible funding source for higher education. Is it the tobacco 
tax severance, gas severance tax, sales tax on the vendor 
discount, cigarette tax, which do not nearly come close to 
paying for it? Is it the personal income tax increase, an increase 
in the direct sales tax, or making other exemptions of the sales 
and use tax? Is that what is going to be proposed to pay for this? 
Things like maybe food and clothing, are they going to propose 
to tax food and clothing at the current 6-percent rate in order to 
pay for this budget? How is this legislation going to be paid for? 
That has not been set forth. It, frankly, has not been proposed in 
a normal fashion. It is left out there as, we will just figure out 
how to pay for it in some way when we get to it. That is the key 
question, Mr. Speaker: How will it be paid for? What are we 
going to do to make up nearly $1.5 billion in revenue that this 
piece of legislation is out of balance, even as a proposal, not 
even talking about what has been passed into law? 
 A couple other quick thoughts, Mr. Speaker. Listening over 
the last couple of days, some members said the numbers do not 
add up. They were using it in another form, but I would say my 
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last point would tell you that the numbers do not add up in this 
proposal you are being asked to vote for. They do not add up.  
I have heard a member say that we all want to try to cut 
spending and get things under control. This legislation, it is the 
largest budget in the history of Pennsylvania – largest proposed 
budget in the history of Pennsylvania. If it became law as it is, it 
would be the largest budget ever in the history of Pennsylvania, 
and it is bigger than Gov. Ed Rendell's. That is getting to be a 
pretty big budget. 
 This budget does not cut any spending. It maybe shifts a few 
programs. It may take some programs and cut a few things from 
here, but it spends it elsewhere. It is just like the Governor's 
proposal. If you go from a $28.3 billion spending plan last year 
and you cut $2 billion, how do you get to 29? Twenty-eight 
minus 2 does not add up to 29. Those numbers just do not add 
up, Mr. Speaker. 
 And then I cannot resist this one, but the member from 
Centre County made remarks yesterday that the Civera 
amendment would force the closing of State parks. Well,  
I totally disagree with that, because I think if DCNR had close 
to $100 million in their budget, they could surely find enough 
money to keep the State parks open, because they are an 
important component of our community and do make up a 
significant part of the fabric of Pennsylvania and a wonderful 
characteristic. If I were from Centre County, I would probably 
be worried about this legislation potentially closing University 
Park and not so much about the State parks. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will wrap it up. I know, like I said, everybody 
has talked a long time in the last 2 days. This legislation, 
Mr. Speaker, is simply not responsible. It does not provide the 
revenue. It does not even explain to us—  I realize it is not a 
Tax Code bill; it is not a revenue bill. It is a spending bill.  
I know that very well. This legislation has not even been set 
aside with how we pay for it. How do we pay for this bill? What 
taxes will be raised? How are we going to pay for nearly  
$1.5 billion that we do not even have? And that is a bad thing to 
do to the people of Pennsylvania, it is a bad thing to do to the 
economy of Pennsylvania, and I think it is just simply the wrong 
direction to go and it is irresponsible. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 We are down to our last two speakers. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, 
Representative Civera. 
 Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to try to be as brief as I possibly 
can. I realize it has been a long day. 
 Let me begin by saying, before coming on the floor today,  
I had the opportunity to speak with the majority chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, and it was a good opportunity. It 
was a good dialogue. It was a good avenue to keep open, and  
I am sure that as these proceedings go on in the next week or so, 
that that dialogue will continue. But let me say something to 
you today, and I mean this very carefully and I am very sincere 
in what I am going to say here today. HB 1416 was a bill that 
when we came back from over the weekend, on Monday in the 
Appropriations Committee, and we had basically a public open 
committee meeting on HB 1416, that was the day the bill was 
voted out of committee as well as SB 850, and it was very clear 
that day what exactly was going to happen with this week, what 
we had in front of us. It was very clear that SB 850 would 
probably never come to the floor for a discussion like HB 1416. 

It was very clear that the Civera amendment was going to be on 
second consideration to HB 1416, and it was very clear that 
higher education was not funded, and that was described in that 
committee meeting on Monday, that the $1.2 billion was not in 
HB 1416. 
 Now, community colleges. We all worry about education, 
and education has been laid out on the floor of this House for 
the last 3 or 4 days in the most explicit way, in a way that drives 
back to the districts for basic education and what we were doing 
to basic education and what we were not doing to basic 
education. And when we compare what was in yesterday's 
amendment and the spreadsheets that were put out and given to 
every one of our members, that those school districts were not 
severely cut, but it is very clear that the community colleges, the 
14 universities across this Commonwealth, are cut. So when we 
get done, what do we do, just educate K through 12 and it 
stops? Community colleges are for poor families that cannot 
afford to go to different types of schools, and they get their start 
with the community college. They go on to be lawyers, doctors, 
architects, whatever. So what, do we stop? And this is what the 
problem with this bill is. It does not go where it is supposed to, 
where the amendment yesterday had the whole package. 
 And I had some members tell me prior to yesterday that, 
Representative Civera – on the other side of the aisle – I think 
your idea is good, but I cannot stay with you because this is a 
procedural vote. Let me make this perfectly clear. This is no 
dress rehearsal. This is the real thing. This is where we are 
going. It is either you are going to raise the taxes or you are not 
going to raise the taxes to support this, but this stops now. We 
are now on the front lines of State government; the front lines. 
We have got to drive this home. There is no more playing here. 
People are out of work. No checks. 
 This bill does not do it, it just does not do it, and that was the 
conversation that I had with the chairman today. It was a good 
conversation. It was a conversation that will continue in the next 
couple of weeks. But let me tell you this from here on in, this 
bill is going to come back, you are going to see it coming back, 
and then the real stage show goes on, because the language that 
will probably be in this bill will be something similar to what 
you saw yesterday that was voted down. I said yesterday that 
spending plan was $27.2 billion. What you actually spent in 
Pennsylvania, what you actually spent in Pennsylvania was 
$27.7 billion. Now, why cannot we get together? Why cannot 
we make it work? You could be a legend. A State in the 
northeastern part of the United States balances the budget, no 
tax increases, and funds across the board; basic common sense. 
 Believe me, a vote for this, I believe you are making a 
mistake. You are sending the wrong message to higher 
education, and that is a serious mistake. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia 
County, Representative Evans. 
 Mr. D. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, there is a name that I have 
heard that has been bandied around a lot today, who was like 
my hero when I started out in 1981, and that is K. Leroy Irvis. 
And when I heard that name, I went over there and I was kind 
of joking, and I said, you know, I knew K. Leroy Irvis, and you 
could never be K. Leroy Irvis, because if you knew, sincerely, 
everybody on both sides – I had to go back to my good friend, 
Bud George, because Bud George and Frank Oliver and Mark 
Cohen were here before we came – K. Leroy Irvis was the kind 
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of person who put Pennsylvanians first, and although he was a 
Democrat from Jake Wheatley's district, the 19th Legislative 
District, he always talked about the importance of people 
through Act 101, through arts and culture. If you ever met him, 
he was the only person whom I have ever seen who could give a 
speech that actually changed people's minds on this floor, and 
that is highly unusual, because if you understand anything about 
this process, people seem to play on people's fears. And I have 
listened for the last 4 hours; they played on people's fears. 
 The Republican leader said very specifically; this is what he 
said: This "…is not a Tax Code bill"; this "…is not a Tax Code 
bill." That is what he said. So how is it that he can say it is not a 
Tax Code bill, then say there is a 2-percent tax in it? Other 
people come back and consistently talk about it is going to raise 
taxes. Well, if you understand anything about the process, you 
cannot, you cannot put taxes in a General Fund bill. It is just not 
constitutional. You cannot. So there are no taxes, broad-based, 
small-based, no-based taxes in this bill. 
 Secondly, higher education, and I do not normally quote this 
group, but I will quote them today. The Commonwealth 
Foundation, July 14, "The Commonwealth Foundation applauds 
the Pennsylvania House Democrats'..." for the "...higher 
education funding in the state budget, forcing lawmakers to 
reexamine the state's role in funding institutions of higher 
education." The Commonwealth Foundation applauds the 
House Democrats for bringing up new and different ideas. I did 
not write this, July 14. I am going to make sure everybody gets 
a copy, because what it does, it forced some different sort of 
thinking. 
 You know, I recognize that we cannot do this by ourselves, 
and I said that a part of this process is that we had a full debate 
yesterday. And you know, the way the rules work is we had a 
full debate. We had 6 hours of debate on an amendment offered 
by my colleague, and it was a wholesome debate, it was a good 
debate, but that amendment lost; that amendment lost. 
 Now, the way the process works is you have this debate, you 
have this discussion, members make a decision. That is all we 
heard. SB 850 was voted down in the Appropriations 
Committee, and the son and daughter of SB 850 was voted 
down on this floor. 
 Now, I do not know what more folks need to understand. 
The only thing we are attempting to do is to put our budgetary 
priorities out. We constantly heard that we were not putting up a 
plan. Well, we do have a plan. We have a plan that invests in 
education. We have a plan that invests in jobs. We have a plan 
that invests in health care. We have a plan that invests in 
agriculture. We have a plan that invests in public safety. Those 
are the things that we are trying to do. We want to resolve this 
problem for the 12 million people and the 77,000 people who 
are not receiving paychecks. We are not interested in any 
games, any fear tactics, or anything else. We recognize that we 
need to get this done. 
 We do not want to blame the Republicans in the House or the 
Senate. We do not want to blame the Senate Democrats. We do 
not want to blame the Governor. We do not even want to blame 
George Bush. We do not want to blame anybody because we are 
not those kinds of people. Democrats over here, we are like 
peaceful and loving. We want to love everybody. We want to 
put out olive branches. We include everybody. 
 So you have a chance to join this movement by voting for 
HB 1416. Let us get a "yes" vote. Thank you. 
 

 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–104 
 
Barbin Eachus Lentz Samuelson 
Belfanti Evans, D. Levdansky Santarsiero 
Bishop Fabrizio Longietti Santoni 
Boyle Frankel Mahoney Seip 
Bradford Freeman Manderino Shapiro 
Brennan Galloway Mann Siptroth 
Briggs George Markosek Smith, K. 
Brown Gerber Matzie Smith, M. 
Burns Gergely McGeehan Solobay 
Buxton Gibbons McI. Smith Staback 
Caltagirone Godshall Melio Sturla 
Carroll Goodman Micozzie Taylor, R. 
Casorio Grucela Mirabito Thomas 
Cohen Haluska Mundy Vitali 
Conklin Hanna Murphy Wagner 
Costa, D. Harhai O'Brien, D. Walko 
Costa, P. Harkins O'Brien, M. Wansacz 
Cruz Hornaman Oliver Waters 
Curry Houghton Parker Wheatley 
Daley Johnson Pashinski White 
Deasy Josephs Payton Williams 
DeLuca Keller, W. Preston Youngblood 
DePasquale Kessler Readshaw Yudichak 
Dermody Kirkland Roebuck  
DeWeese Kortz Sabatina McCall, 
Donatucci Kotik Sainato    Speaker 
Drucker Kula   
 
 NAYS–95 
 
Adolph Fairchild Major Rapp 
Baker Farry Marshall Reed 
Barrar Fleck Marsico Reese 
Bear Gabig Mensch Reichley 
Benninghoff Gabler Metcalfe Roae 
Beyer Geist Metzgar Rock 
Boback Gillespie Millard Rohrer 
Boyd Gingrich Miller Ross 
Brooks Grell Milne Saylor 
Causer Grove Moul Scavello 
Christiana Harhart Murt Schroder 
Civera Harper Mustio Smith, S. 
Clymer Harris O'Neill Sonney 
Cox Helm Oberlander Stern 
Creighton Hennessey Pallone Stevenson 
Cutler Hess Payne Swanger 
Dally Hickernell Peifer Tallman 
Day Hutchinson Perzel Taylor, J. 
Delozier Kauffman Petrarca True 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Petri Turzai 
DiGirolamo Killion Pickett Vereb 
Ellis Knowles Pyle Vulakovich 
Evans, J. Krieger Quigley Watson 
Everett Maher Quinn  
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–4 
 
Miccarelli Myers Perry Phillips 
    
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in 
the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 
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 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1486, PN 2474 (Amended) By Rep. DALEY 
 
An Act amending the act of October 6, 1998 (P.L.705, No.92), 

known as the Keystone Opportunity Zone, Keystone Opportunity 
Expansion Zone and Keystone Opportunity Improvement Zone Act, in 
keystone opportunity zones, further providing for expansion for new 
parcels; providing for alternative decertification of deteriorated 
property by the department and by political subdivisions; and making 
an editorial change. 

 
COMMERCE. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED  
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 398, PN 2390 By Rep. DALEY 
 
A Resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to 

work with Chrysler LLC to ensure that Chrysler brand dealership 
owners are treated justly and compensated fairly. 

 
COMMERCE. 

 
HR 399, PN 2391 By Rep. DALEY 
 
A Resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to 

work with General Motors Corporation to ensure that the General 
Motors brand dealership owners are treated justly and compensated 
fairly. 

 
COMMERCE. 

 
HR 408, PN 2439 By Rep. DALEY 
 
A Resolution opposing all actions by the Federal Government to 

replace the dollar as the official United States currency with any other 
type of multinational or global currency or any creation of a global 
reserve currency, including, but not limited to, the expansion of the 
scope of the International Monetary Fund's Special Drawing Rights and 
any delegation of the United States sovereignty to a coordinated 
international monetary regulatory body. 

 
COMMERCE. 

 
 The SPEAKER. Those resolutions will be placed on the 
House calendar. 

STATEMENT BY MRS. BROOKS 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Mercer County, Representative Brooks, without objection, 
under unanimous consent. 
 May we have the attention of the members. 
 Mrs. BROOKS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would just like to take a moment to send out a wonderful 
happy anniversary to my husband, Guy, for a great 27 years. 
Thank you very much. 
 The SPEAKER. Congratulations. 
 

 There will be no further votes. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

 The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, we will 
be at a 6-hour call of the Chair for Saturday and Sunday. The 
Senate plans on doing something I think on Sunday with this 
legislation. We are not sure. But we will be on a 6-hour call 
Saturday and Sunday and reconvene Monday at 1 p.m. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne County, the majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 For the information of the Rules Committee, on Monday, 
12:45 in the majority caucus room; Rules Committee, Monday, 
12:45. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. There will be a Rules Committee meeting 
on Monday at 12:45 in the majority caucus room. 

STATEMENT BY MR. ROEBUCK 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Roebuck, for the purpose 
of an announcement. 
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On unanimous consent, I certainly would like to follow in 
the footsteps of my colleague and wish my wife, Cheryl, a 
happy birthday. Today is her 50th birthday, and I am very much 
in trouble if I do not get home quickly.  Thank you. 
 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader, 
Representative Smith. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Just a parliamentary inquiry, I guess I will 
state it as. 
 I just wanted to clarify, when you were talking about what 
your expectations were of the Senate, that you were not actually 
looking at me to determine what the Senate was doing. Is that 
accurate? 
 The SPEAKER. How about that. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Is that accurate, because I am not speaking 
for the Senate? 
 The SPEAKER. I am just trying to read your mind. 
 Mr. S. SMITH. Well, that is a blank sheet. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess to the call of the 
Chair. 


