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SESSION OF 2010 194TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 37 

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

THE SPEAKER (KEITH R. McCALL) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 The SPEAKER. The prayer will be offered by Rev. John 
Hartman. He is the guest of Representative Phyllis Mundy. 
 
 REV. JOHN HARTMAN, Guest Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Let us pray: 
 Gracious God of all creation, we bless You, we praise You, 
we thank You for Your abundant grace bestowed upon the 
people of the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. In Your 
never-ending compassion, look with favor on these, Your 
servants, these men and women who are the people's 
Representatives, as they labor and strive in this great hall for 
wisdom, charity, and justice in all that they do. 
 We pray, dear God, that as You walk among these members, 
that You will help them be leaders of the highest ideals, that 
You will help them listen as much as speak, that You will help 
them to constantly discern what is the greatest good. 
 In these days as this House debates and considers budgetary 
issues that could have long-term consequences for all of our 
citizens, we ask and we pray for Your divine intervention. We 
ask Your blessing upon them, for You are our God, our 
protector, and guide. Bless all who live, love, and work in this 
great Commonwealth, by the grace of God. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the Journal 
of Monday, June 21, 2010, will be postponed until printed. The 
Chair hears no objection. 
 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

 No. 2590  By Representative BRADFORD  
 
An Act amending the act of May 28, 1937 (P.L.955, No.265), 

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

 
Referred to Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, June 22, 

2010. 
 
 No. 2591  By Representatives GEORGE, BARBIN, 
BELFANTI, CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, DALEY, 
DERMODY, GOODMAN, HARHAI, JOSEPHS, KILLION, 
MAHONEY, MURPHY, READSHAW, ROSS, SIPTROTH, 
SOLOBAY, STURLA, WAGNER, WHITE, YOUNGBLOOD, 
YUDICHAK, HALUSKA, MUNDY and BROWN  

 
An Act amending the act of March 1, 1988 (P.L.82, No.16), 

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

 
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY, June 22, 2010. 
 
 No. 2592  By Representatives YUDICHAK, VEREB, 
CALTAGIRONE, MURPHY, BENNINGHOFF, BEYER, 
CARROLL, CHRISTIANA, CONKLIN, DEASY, EVERETT, 
FAIRCHILD, FARRY, FLECK, GIBBONS, GROVE, 
HARPER, KILLION, KNOWLES, KORTZ, PALLONE, 
READSHAW, SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, K. SMITH, 
SOLOBAY, J. TAYLOR, THOMAS, YOUNGBLOOD, MURT 
and GINGRICH  

 
An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), 

known as The Administrative Code of 1929, further providing for 
powers and duties of campus police. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 22, 2010. 

 
 No. 2593  By Representatives YUDICHAK, VEREB, 
CALTAGIRONE, MURPHY, BENNINGHOFF, BEYER, 
CARROLL, CHRISTIANA, CONKLIN, DEASY, EVERETT, 
FAIRCHILD, FARRY, FLECK, GIBBONS, GROVE, 
HARPER, KILLION, KNOWLES, KORTZ, PALLONE, 
READSHAW, SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, K. SMITH, 
SOLOBAY, J. TAYLOR, THOMAS, YOUNGBLOOD, MURT 
and GINGRICH  
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An Act amending Title 22 (Detectives and Private Police) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in private police, further providing 
for appointment by nonprofit educational corporations. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 22, 2010. 

 
 No. 2594  By Representatives GODSHALL, GERBER, 
GOODMAN, SIPTROTH and KNOWLES  

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

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for member's options; and 
providing for Option 5 annual supplemental annuities commencing 
2010. 

 
Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 22, 2010. 

 
 No. 2595  By Representatives MURT, BEYER, BRADFORD, 
CALTAGIRONE, CARROLL, CLYMER, CREIGHTON, 
DALEY, FARRY, GEIST, GEORGE, GINGRICH, 
GOODMAN, GROVE, GRUCELA, HARKINS, HARRIS, 
HORNAMAN, KILLION, KOTIK, LONGIETTI, MOUL, 
QUIGLEY, READSHAW, REESE, REICHLEY, ROCK, 
SIPTROTH, SONNEY and STEVENSON  

 
An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 

Statutes, providing for Senior Resident Annual Fishing License 
reciprocity. 

 
Referred to Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES,  

June 22, 2010. 
 
 No. 2596  By Representatives MURT, CALTAGIRONE and 
VITALI  

 
An Act providing for the regulation of outdoor wood-fired boilers; 

requiring certain notices to buyers and lessees of outdoor wood-fired 
boilers; and providing for enforcement by the Department of 
Environmental Protection. 

 
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY, June 22, 2010. 
 
 No. 2597  By Representatives MILLER, BARRAR, 
BELFANTI, BEYER, BRADFORD, CALTAGIRONE, 
CARROLL, CLYMER, CONKLIN, D. COSTA, COX, 
CREIGHTON, CUTLER, DALEY, FAIRCHILD, FARRY, 
GABLER, GEIST, GINGRICH, GOODMAN, GROVE, 
HENNESSEY, HORNAMAN, KULA, MAJOR, 
MICCARELLI, MURT, MYERS, OBERLANDER, O'NEILL, 
RAPP, READSHAW, REICHLEY, SCAVELLO, SIPTROTH, 
STABACK, STEVENSON, SWANGER, R. TAYLOR, 
THOMAS, VULAKOVICH and YOUNGBLOOD  

 
An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for leaves of absence for 
certain government employees. 

 
Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, June 22, 2010. 
 
 
 

SENATE MESSAGE 

SENATE RESOLUTION FOR CONCURRENCE 
 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following resolution for concurrence: 
 
 SR 357, PN 2053 
 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 
Representatives for its concurrence. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 
 
 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 687, 
PN 3902, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County, the majority 
whip, Representative Dermody, who requests a leave of absence 
for Representative OLIVER from Philadelphia County for the 
day. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 
 The Chair recognizes the minority whip, Representative 
Turzai, who requests a leave of absence for: Representative 
GEIST from Blair County for the day; Representative BOYD 
from Lancaster County for the day. Without objection, the 
leaves will be granted. 

MASTER ROLL CALL 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker is about to take the master roll. 
The members will proceed to vote. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyle Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Bradford Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Brennan Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Briggs Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2010 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 903 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Boyd Geist Oliver 
 
 LEAVES ADDED–1 
 
Briggs 
 
 LEAVES CANCELED–1 
 
Boyd 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the House will 
proceed to conduct business. 

CALENDAR 
 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 928,  
PN 1923, entitled: 

 
An Act providing for divestiture by the State Treasurer, the State 

Employees' Retirement System and the Public School Employees' 
Retirement System of investments in companies doing business in Iran 
and Sudan. 
 
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 
 

VOTE STRICKEN 
 
 The SPEAKER. The clerk will strike the vote. 
 
 For what purpose does the gentleman from Cumberland, 
Representative Gabig, rise? 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Speaker McCall. 
 I was having trouble hearing. I would like to know, can 
somebody give a brief explanation of the bill? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montgomery County, 
Representative Shapiro, agrees to interrogation. 
 Does the gentleman, Mr. Gabig, want to interrogate or just 
ask him for a brief summary of the legislation? 
 Mr. GABIG. Probably just a brief summary. 
 Is this the pension divestiture? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

 Mr. GABIG. Maybe I will just ask the question in a 
parliamentary inquiry format. 
 Is this the pension divestiture bill that we all caucused on 
yesterday? 
 The SPEAKER. That would be correct. 
 Mr. GABIG. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker notes the presence of the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Boyd, on the 
House floor. His name will be added to the master roll. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 928 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–200 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Baker Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Farry Major Roae 
Barrar Fleck Manderino Rock 
Bear Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabig Marshall Ross 
Beyer Gabler Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boback George McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gergely Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gibbons Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gillespie Metzgar Scavello 
Briggs Gingrich Miccarelli Schroder 
Brooks Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Brown Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Burns Grell Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grucela Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Hahn Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Solobay 
Causer Hanna Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murt Staback 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stern 
Cohen Harkins Myers Stevenson 
Conklin Harper O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Neill Tallman 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Pallone Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Parker Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pashinski Toepel 
Cutler Houghton Payne True 
Daley Hutchinson Payton Turzai 
Day Johnson Peifer Vereb 
Deasy Josephs Perry Vitali 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel Vulakovich 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wagner 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Waters 
Dermody Killion Pickett Watson 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle White 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Williams 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Youngblood 
Eachus Krieger Rapp Yudichak 
Ellis Kula Ravenstahl   
Evans, D. Lentz Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, J. Levdansky Reed   Speaker 
Everett Longietti 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–2 
 
Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 
 

STATEMENT BY MR. SHAPIRO 
 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Representative Shapiro, under unanimous 
consent. 
 Mr. SHAPIRO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, just very briefly. I have some formal remarks 
on SB 928 that just passed without amendment that I will 
submit for the record. 
 But I wanted to thank members on both sides of the aisle for 
their affirmative and unanimous vote. This has been a labor of 
mine for the last 6 years. We are finally able to get this 
important legislation to the Governor's desk, and again, I just 
want to thank the members on both sides of the aisle for their 
affirmative vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Will the gentleman present his remarks to the clerk. 
 
 Mr. SHAPIRO submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, we have three tools in our arsenal to support our 
global allies and isolate our enemies – diplomacy, military, and 
economic. Today we have the opportunity to flex Pennsylvania's 
economic muscle to help combat terror. 
 SB 928, the Protecting Pennsylvania's Investments Act, would 
require the State Treasurer's Office, Public School Employees' 
Retirement System and State Employees' Retirement System, within  
36 months, to end investments in targeted foreign companies who 
choose to continue businesses activities in Iran or Sudan. All together 
these funds invest approximately $79 billion. Contained within those 
investments is approximately $326 million that is being directly 
invested in foreign companies doing business in Iran and Sudan. 
 This bill targets foreign companies. Both Iran and Sudan are already 
subject to sanctions by the United States, and no American company 
can do business in either country.  
 Both Iran and Sudan have repeatedly provided support for acts of 
international terrorism, and as such, have been designated as state 
sponsors of terror by the United States State Department. Continuing to 
invest in these countries legitimizes, as well as facilitates, these 
regimes and also puts the Commonwealth's assets at substantial 
financial risk. 
 By the enactment of the Sudan Accountability and Divestment Act 
and the passage of the Iran Sanctions Enabling Act, the U.S. 
government is encouraging States to take action. Today we have the 
chance to do that, Mr. Speaker. The United States Securities and 
Exchange Commission has also determined that companies doing 
business with countries that sponsor terrorist organizations are exposed 
to a greater global security risk affecting share value and corporate 
reputation. Investing the State employees' pensions in the economic 
activities of Iran and Sudan poses a significant operational and 
financial risk. 
 A company's association with terrorism and human rights abuses 
undermines the value of our investment on behalf of Pennsylvania's 
retirees. While it is morally right to divest from companies that do 
business with terror-sponsoring nations, it is also fiscally sound policy. 
 The State's responsibility is to protect the retirement funds and life 
savings of the State's employees. Moreover, there is precedent and 
purpose to terror-free investing. During the 1980s PSERS voluntarily 
divested from companies doing business in apartheid South Africa; 24 
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States and 71 cities joined this action. Earlier this decade, PSERS also 
divested from tobacco stocks. Furthermore, the Tobacco Settlement 
Fund, through the passage of my resolution last February, now is now 
moving to invest terror-free.  
 Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask for the members to support SB 928 
and let Pennsylvania protect its retirees and combat terror and 
genocide. 

STATEMENT BY MS. JOSEPHS 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlelady from 
Philadelphia, Representative Josephs, rise? 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. I also wanted to make some brief comments 
about the bill that just passed, the divestment legislation, if  
I may. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentlelady is recognized under 
unanimous consent, without objection. 
 Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you. 
 I just want to also thank the members and the members of the 
State Government Committee. That committee and I have been 
working for three terms on this piece of legislation, very 
gratifying, very important legislation. We should not be 
supporting genocidal and terror-breeding countries. I appreciate 
both sides of the aisle's help for this. Thank you very much. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentlelady. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2030,  
PN 2786, entitled: 

 
An Act designating U.S. Route 62 in Mercer County as the Mercer 

County Veterans Highway. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Correction. 
 There is an amendment filed to this by the gentleman from 
Lackawanna County, Representative Wansacz. It is a 
substantive amendment and will require a suspension of the 
rules. 
 Is the gentleman withdrawing that amendment? 
 The House will be at ease. 
 
 The House will come to order. 
 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 
 
 The SPEAKER. We will go over HB 2030 temporarily. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 87,  
PN 1943, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of December 15, 1982 (P.L.1266, 

No.287), entitled, as amended, "An act conferring limited residency 
status on military personnel, their dependents and civilian personnel 
assigned to an active duty station in Pennsylvania," expanding 
applicability of the act to include all active duty personnel and their 
dependents. 
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–200 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Baker Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Farry Major Roae 
Barrar Fleck Manderino Rock 
Bear Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabig Marshall Ross 
Beyer Gabler Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boback George McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gergely Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gibbons Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gillespie Metzgar Scavello 
Briggs Gingrich Miccarelli Schroder 
Brooks Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Brown Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Burns Grell Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grucela Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Hahn Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Solobay 
Causer Hanna Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murt Staback 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stern 
Cohen Harkins Myers Stevenson 
Conklin Harper O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Neill Tallman 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Pallone Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Parker Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pashinski Toepel 
Cutler Houghton Payne True 
Daley Hutchinson Payton Turzai 
Day Johnson Peifer Vereb 
Deasy Josephs Perry Vitali 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel Vulakovich 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wagner 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Waters 
Dermody Killion Pickett Watson 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle White 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Williams 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Youngblood 
Eachus Krieger Rapp Yudichak 
Ellis Kula Ravenstahl   
Evans, D. Lentz Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, J. Levdansky Reed   Speaker 
Everett Longietti 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–2 
 
Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same with 
amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2030 CONTINUED 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 It is the Chair's understanding the gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Representative Wansacz, is withdrawing his 
amendment? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–200 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Baker Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Farry Major Roae 
Barrar Fleck Manderino Rock 
Bear Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabig Marshall Ross 
Beyer Gabler Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boback George McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gergely Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gibbons Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gillespie Metzgar Scavello 
Briggs Gingrich Miccarelli Schroder 
Brooks Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Brown Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Burns Grell Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grucela Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Hahn Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Solobay 
Causer Hanna Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murt Staback 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stern 
Cohen Harkins Myers Stevenson 
Conklin Harper O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Neill Tallman 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Taylor, J. 

Creighton Hess Pallone Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Parker Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pashinski Toepel 
Cutler Houghton Payne True 
Daley Hutchinson Payton Turzai 
Day Johnson Peifer Vereb 
Deasy Josephs Perry Vitali 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel Vulakovich 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wagner 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Waters 
Dermody Killion Pickett Watson 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle White 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Williams 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Youngblood 
Eachus Krieger Rapp Yudichak 
Ellis Kula Ravenstahl   
Evans, D. Lentz Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, J. Levdansky Reed   Speaker 
Everett Longietti 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–2 
 
Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

STATEMENT BY MR. STEVENSON 
 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mercer, Representative Stevenson, rise? 
 Mr. STEVENSON. Unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman is 
recognized. 
 Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit 
remarks for the record on HB 2030 and thank my colleagues for 
their unanimous vote. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 Mr. STEVENSON submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today to offer legislation to honor the sacrifices of the men 
and women of Mercer County who have courageously and nobly 
served our country. 
 HB 2030 will designate U.S. Route 62 in Mercer County as the 
Mercer County Veterans Highway. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us hope that once this highway receives the above 
designation, everyone who travels this route in Mercer County will 
remember and recognize the valuable role the county's veterans played 
in protecting liberty, democracy, and freedom. 
 Veterans are very special people. They are patriotic, they are 
selfless, they are skilled, and they believe in freedom so much that they 
were willing to give their lives to ensure freedom for future 
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generations. One such Mercer County veteran, who gave his life during 
the Battle of the Bulge in World War II, was my uncle, Richard R. 
McClelland. 
 Pennsylvania consistently ranks among the top five or six States 
which have produced the greatest number of veterans, across all wars 
and conflicts. Mercer County is home to thousands of military men and 
women who served in all of our nation's wars and conflicts as well as 
during peacetime. 
 When our freedoms have been endangered, it is they who have 
stepped up to the plate and challenged our adversaries. Our veterans 
from every era are the finest citizens. We owe them the life we know 
today. They command the respect of the American people, and they 
deserve our lasting gratitude. 
 The credit for the idea of dedicating this highway to Mercer County 
veterans goes to Mr. Wayne Stratos, a Mercer County Vietnam veteran 
who has dedicated much of his life to ensuring that the sacrifices of 
those who served are not forgotten. I thank him today for his vision. 
 I would also like to thank my colleagues from Mercer County, 
Representatives Mark Longietti and Michele Brooks, for their support 
and cosponsorship for this legislation. 
 At this time I would like to ask my colleagues for their unanimous 
support of HB 2030 and for the past, present, and future veterans of 
Mercer County. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1246,  
PN 1703, entitled: 

 
An Act authorizing Horsham Township, Montgomery County, to 

convey and transfer a fee interest in certain Project 70 land free of 
restrictions imposed by the Project 70 Land Acquisition and Borrowing 
Act, in return for the imposition of Project 70 restrictions on other land 
to be acquired by the township. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–200 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Baker Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Farry Major Roae 
Barrar Fleck Manderino Rock 
Bear Frankel Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Freeman Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabig Marshall Ross 
Beyer Gabler Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop Galloway Matzie Sainato 
Boback George McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gerber McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gergely Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gibbons Metcalfe Saylor 
 
 

Brennan Gillespie Metzgar Scavello 
Briggs Gingrich Miccarelli Schroder 
Brooks Godshall Micozzie Seip 
Brown Goodman Millard Shapiro 
Burns Grell Miller Siptroth 
Buxton Grove Milne Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Grucela Mirabito Smith, M. 
Carroll Hahn Moul Smith, S. 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Solobay 
Causer Hanna Murphy Sonney 
Christiana Harhai Murt Staback 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Stern 
Cohen Harkins Myers Stevenson 
Conklin Harper O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Costa, P. Helm O'Neill Tallman 
Cox Hennessey Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Creighton Hess Pallone Taylor, R. 
Cruz Hickernell Parker Thomas 
Curry Hornaman Pashinski Toepel 
Cutler Houghton Payne True 
Daley Hutchinson Payton Turzai 
Day Johnson Peifer Vereb 
Deasy Josephs Perry Vitali 
Delozier Kauffman Perzel Vulakovich 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wagner 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petri Wansacz 
DePasquale Kessler Phillips Waters 
Dermody Killion Pickett Watson 
DeWeese Kirkland Preston Wheatley 
DiGirolamo Knowles Pyle White 
Donatucci Kortz Quigley Williams 
Drucker Kotik Quinn Youngblood 
Eachus Krieger Rapp Yudichak 
Ellis Kula Ravenstahl   
Evans, D. Lentz Readshaw McCall, 
Evans, J. Levdansky Reed   Speaker 
Everett Longietti 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–2 
 
Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker has a number of visitors he 
would like to welcome to the House floor. 
 To the left of the Speaker, we have some legislators from 
West Virginia joining us – Representative Craig Blair, 
Representative Walter Duke, and Representative John 
Overington. They are the guests of Representatives Rock, 
Kauffman, Keller, and Moul. Will the gentlemen please rise. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 Also to the left of the Speaker, the Chair welcomes Peter 
Klein. He is the guest of Representative Scott Boyd. Would 
Peter please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
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 Also to the left of the Speaker, the Chair welcomes John 
Odell, who is an eighth grade science teacher at Phoenixville 
Middle School. He is the guest of Representative Milne. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 Also to the left of the Speaker, the Chair welcomes Stacey 
Geyer and her parents, Steve and Judi Geyer. Stacey is the 
Pennsylvania SADD (Students Against Destructive Decisions) 
Student of the Year for 2009-2010, and in the back of the House 
are Stacey's sister and brother, Elyse and Eric Geyer, and her 
boyfriend, Charles Lamb. They are the guests of Representative 
Sue Helm. Will the guests please rise. Welcome to the hall of 
the House. 
 In the well of the House, the Chair welcomes Devyn 
Goldstein as a guest page today. She was previously recognized 
in the House in 2009 as the National American Miss 
Pennsylvania Pre-Teen and is accompanied by her mother, 
Misty, who is seated in the gallery. They are the guests of 
Representative Stan Saylor. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 Also in the well of the House, the Chair welcomes Lucy 
Hutchinson, who is the daughter of Representative Hutchinson, 
and Julia Serbati. They are serving as guest pages. Welcome to 
the hall of the House, ladies. 
 Also in the well of the House, Amber Albert and Logan 
Buffington. They are serving as guest pages today. Amber and 
Logan will be seventh graders at Lower Dauphin Middle School 
this fall, and they are the guests of Representative David 
Hickernell. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 In the balcony, the Chair welcomes Rebekah Shanaman. She 
is a summer intern in the office of Representative RoseMarie 
Swanger. Will the guest please rise. Welcome to the hall of the 
House. 
 Also in the back of the House, the Chair welcomes Susan 
Harrison, Kenneth Harrison, Raymond Harrison, and Rachel 
Harrison. They are the guests of Representative Frank Farry. 
Will the guests please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 Also in the back of the House, the Chair welcomes Elissa 
Waldstein, Elana Waldstein, Stephanie Waldstein, and Klielle 
Glanzberg-Krainin, who are the guests of Representative 
Shapiro. Will the guests please rise. Welcome to the hall of the 
House. 
 The Chair also welcomes in the balcony the Girandola 
family – Robert, Tina, Meg, Harry, and Emma – and Colby 
Gordon, who are the guests of Representative Steve Santarsiero 
from Bucks County. They are located in the balcony. Welcome 
to the hall of the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. Turning to leaves of absence, the Chair 
recognizes the majority whip, Representative Dermody, who 
requests a leave of absence for the gentleman from Montgomery 
County, Representative BRIGGS, for the remainder of the day. 
Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. FAIRCHILD called up HR 843, PN 3873, entitled: 
 
A Resolution honoring the life of George W. Mullen, former 

Veterans of Foreign Wars State Adjutant, and extending condolences to 
his family. 
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Union County, Representative Fairchild. 
 Will the gentleman yield. 
 The House will come to order. The members will please take 
their seats. The House will come to order. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Union County, 
Representative Fairchild. 
 Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, today we honor the memory and legacy of a 
great man who has given his all to the veterans of Pennsylvania. 
 George Mullen served as the State Adjutant of the 
Department of Pennsylvania Veterans of Foreign Wars for 
many years and served admirably and with distinction 
throughout his life. 
 George passed away at the age of 83 on May 8 of this year 
and will be remembered by many in this chamber that worked 
with him as a true gentleman who always had the welfare of 
veterans in his heart. 
 He began his military service when he enlisted in the  
U.S. Navy in 1943. He served in both the Atlantic and Pacific 
theaters and helped supply troops after D-day. He also helped 
rescue a downed American pilot and supported the invasion of 
Okinawa. After World War II ended, he spent the next 2 years 
in a veterans hospital recovering from tuberculosis. 
 A member of the VFW since 1946, he served the 
organization at all levels, earning the distinction of All State 
District Commander and All American District Commander. 
Most recently he served as State Adjutant of the Department of 
Pennsylvania VFW under 17 department commanders until he 
retired in 1995. He completed his second term of duty from 
2000 to 2005. 
 He was recognized by the National VFW offices as one of 
the organization's best veterans advocates and for his 
outstanding leadership in guiding the headquarters of the 
nation's largest State unit in the VFW. 
 As part of his many duties, he also served on the 
Pennsylvania War Veterans' Advisory Council and the 
Pennsylvania State Veterans Commission and was well known 
as a strong advocate for health care and other benefits for 
veterans. 
 George will be greatly missed not only from his colleagues at 
the VFW but by myself and many of you here today who knew 
him well and worked with him through the years. 
 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 
 
 Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, please join me in welcoming 
our special guests to the hall of the House. They include 
George's wife, Dawn, and with Dawn are Jane Anne Mullen, 
George's sister; State Senior Vice Commander Larry Reece; 
State Adjutant John Brenner; State Quartermaster John Getz; 
and Linda Shiraker, George's sister-in-law. 
 We thank you all for being here to honor George Mullen and 
his many contributions to veterans across Pennsylvania. Would 
the guests please rise. 
 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I ask all of us to support  
HR 843. 
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 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the resolution, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Representative Melio. 
 Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to echo Representative Fairchild's sentiments. 
 George Mullen served his country most honorably in the 
United States Navy and paid for it dearly by jeopardizing his 
own health. He then moved on to be a wonderful asset to the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars for many, many years and provided 
great, great leadership to that fine organization. 
 George was a good friend to our Veterans Affairs Committee 
and a great friend to all veterans of the Commonwealth. He will 
be missed by all, but I am confident that he would be proud to 
know that his accomplishments for bettering the lives of our 
veterans will live on forever. 
 Thank you, friend, and thank you to the Mullen family and 
all the veterans. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 

Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Congratulations. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meeting of the 
House Appropriations Committee in the majority caucus room; 
an immediate meeting of the House Appropriations Committee 
in the majority caucus room. We are only going to go at ease. 
We should be back on the floor of the House by 12 o'clock. So 
an immediate meeting of the House Appropriations Committee. 

VETERANS AFFAIRS AND EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS COMMITTEE MEETING 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Representative Melio, for the purpose of an 
announcement. 
 Mr. MELIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Veterans Affairs and Emergency Preparedness 
Committee will be holding a meeting tomorrow, Wednesday, 
June 23, at the call of the Chair. The meeting will be held in 
room 60, East Wing. Again, tomorrow at the call of the Chair, 
the Veterans Affairs and Emergency Preparedness Committee 
will be holding a meeting in room 60, East Wing. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Veterans Affairs and Emergency Preparedness 
Committee will hold a meeting on Wednesday, June 23, at the 
call of the Chair. 
 
 The House will be at ease until 12 o'clock. 
 
 The House will come to order. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEES 

HB 1489, PN 3936 By Rep. EACHUS 
 
An Act amending Title 72 (Taxation and Fiscal Affairs) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, imposing a tax on the extraction of 
natural gas; providing for natural gas severance registration certificate, 
for duties of the Department of Revenue, for tax assessments and tax 
liens; imposing penalties; providing for service of process, for 
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rulemaking, for cooperation with other governments and for bonds; 
establishing the Natural Gas Severance Tax Account, the Local 
Government Services Account and the Oil and Gas Environmental 
Disaster Recovery Account; providing for the establishment, 
implementation and administration of the Marcellus Shale Job Creation 
Tax Credit; imposing additional duties on the Department of 
Community and Economic Development; and making an appropriation. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 2477, PN 3956 (Amended) By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 

known as The County Code, further providing for the governing board 
of the convention center authority. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 
 

 The SPEAKER. These bills will go to the House calendar. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 2405, PN 3866 By Rep. D. EVANS 
 
An Act amending the act of November 30, 2004 (P.L.1672, 

No.213), known as the Alternative Energy Portfolio Standards Act, 
further providing for definitions and for alternative energy portfolio 
standards; providing for solar photovoltaic and solar thermal energy 
system requirements; further providing for interagency responsibilities; 
providing for sequestration facility permitting and for title to carbon 
dioxide, immunity and transfer of liability; establishing the Carbon 
Dioxide Indemnification Fund; providing for carbon dioxide 
sequestration facility and transportation pipeline on Commonwealth 
State forest lands; and providing for application of the Public Utility 
Code to transporters of carbon dioxide. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
 The SPEAKER. That bill will go to the House supplemental 
calendar. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 712, PN 3953 (Amended) By Rep. THOMAS 
 
An Act providing for the creation of land banks for the conversion 

of vacant or tax-delinquent properties into productive use. 
 

URBAN AFFAIRS. 
 

HB 1890, PN 3954 (Amended) By Rep. JOSEPHS 
 
An Act authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 

approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to The Pennsylvania 
State University, certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre 
County; authorizing the Department of General Services, with the 
approval of the Governor, to grant and convey to Benner Township, 
certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre County; authorizing 
the Department of General Services, with the approval of the Governor, 
to grant and convey to the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, 
certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre County; and 
authorizing the Department of General Services, with the approval of 
the Governor, to grant and convey to the Pennsylvania Game 
Commission, certain lands situate in Benner Township, Centre County. 

 
STATE GOVERNMENT. 

 

HB 2142, PN 3955 (Amended) By Rep. JOSEPHS 
 
An Act providing for the establishment of the Surety Bond 

Guarantee Program; imposing duties on the Department of Community 
and Economic Development; establishing the Surety Bond Guarantee 
Fund; providing for contracts eligible for guarantee and for 
participation by disadvantaged businesses; and making an 
appropriation. 

 
STATE GOVERNMENT. 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. EVERETT called up HR 841, PN 3858, entitled: 
 
A Resolution recognizing July 2010 as "Take a Swing Against 

Breast Cancer Month" in Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
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Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. PHILLIPS called up HR 859, PN 3942, entitled: 
 
A Resolution congratulating the Department of Pennsylvania 

Marine Corps League on its 67th anniversary. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Northumberland County, Representative 
Phillips. 
 The House will come to order. The members will please take 
their seats. 
 Mr. PHILLIPS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Today I am proud to sponsor with Representative Belfanti 
and offer for consideration HR 859, which honors the  
67th anniversary of the Department of Pennsylvania Marine 
Corps League. 
 Mr. Speaker, the league takes great pride in crediting its 
founding in 1923 to World War I hero, then Maj. Gen. 
Commandant John A. Lejeune. It takes equal pride in its Federal 
Charter, approved by an act of the 75th Congress of the United 
States of America and signed and approved by President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt on August 4, 1937. 
 As many may know, the Marine Corps League preserves the 
traditions and promotes the interests of the United States Marine 
Corps by banding together individuals now serving in the corps 
and those who have been honorably discharged. 
 The league fits its members for the duties of citizenship, 
encourages them to serve as ably as citizens as they have served 
under arms, and holds sacred the history and memory of the 
Marines who have given their lives to our nation and to our 
freedom. 
 The league also voluntarily aids and renders assistance to all 
Marines and former Marines as well as to their survivors and 
dependents and perpetuates the history of the corps through 
fitting acts to commemorate historical occasions of interest to 
Marines. 
 
 
 

 The league is the only federally chartered Marine  
Corps-related veterans organization in the country. Since its 
earliest days, the Marine Corps League has enjoyed the support 
and encouragement of the active duty and reserve 
establishments of the United States Marine Corps. 
 Today the league boasts a membership of more than  
76,000 men and women, officer and enlisted, active duty, 
Reserve Marines, honorably discharged Marine veterans, and 
qualified Navy FMF (Fleet Marine Force) corpsmen, and is one 
of the few veterans organizations that experiences increases in 
its membership each year. 
 The league sponsors and coordinates a number of programs 
to help its fellow Marines, from the Marines Helping Marines 
program, to offer assistance to wounded comrades, to the Youth 
Physical Fitness Program, and its scholarship and legislative 
programs, and its voluntary service program at VA (Veterans' 
Administration) hospitals and facilities. They provide morale, 
comfort, and assistance around the country. 
 On a personal note, in my district in Northumberland and 
Snyder Counties, as I am sure they do across the 
Commonwealth and around the nation, the Marine Corps 
League plays a vital role in the Toys for Tots program and 
brings joy and happiness to thousands of children and their 
families in our area. I could not thank them more for the 
wonderful work they do in our communities. 
 I am very proud to have the chamber's other Marines 
cosponsor this resolution with Representative Belfanti and 
myself. These other members are Bill DeWeese, Neal 
Goodman, Harry Readshaw, and Jake Wheatley. 
 The league's 65th annual convention will be here in 
Harrisburg and will be held tomorrow through Sunday. During 
this event, league officials and members will remember the  
65th anniversary of the end of World War II in Europe, and the 
Department of Pennsylvania Marine Corps League will take the 
opportunity to personally honor hundreds of Pennsylvania 
World War II veterans. 
 Upon successful passage by the House today, we seek to 
present them with this resolution and wish the league a happy 
67th anniversary and much success for a bright future. 
 I would ask support for this resolution, and thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
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Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1498, 
PN 3707, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of December 18, 1987 (P.L.412, No.86), 

known as the Pennsylvania Fair Dealership Law, further providing for 
definitions, for termination of dealer agreement, for death or 
incapacitation of dealer and for repurchase of unused specialized repair 
tools; repealing provisions relating to coercion; and providing for 
violations of act, for warranty, for remedies and enforcement and for 
waiver. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Maher. 
 The gentleman has two amendments filed. 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, I will be withdrawing those 
amendments. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster County. It is the Chair's understanding he is 
withdrawing all of his amendments except for amendment 
A07865. Is that correct? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. DENLINGER offered the following amendment  
No. A07865: 
 

Amend Bill, page 4, lines 21 and 22, by striking out all of said 
lines 

Amend Bill, page 5, line 17, by striking out "must" and inserting 
 shall 

Amend Bill, page 5, line 21, by inserting after "or" 
 substantially 

Amend Bill, page 7, line 23, by striking out "15" and inserting 
 ten 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 20, by striking out "," and inserting 
 or 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 20, by striking out "OR ATTEMPT TO 
COERCE" 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 23, by striking out "," and inserting 
 or 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 23, by striking out "OR ATTEMPT TO 
COERCE" 

Amend Bill, page 11, line 11, by striking out "," where it appears 
the second time and inserting 

 and 
Amend Bill, page 11, line 13, by striking out "," where it appears 

the second time and inserting 
 and 

Amend Bill, page 11, lines 13 through 18, by striking out "and a 
dealer's " in line 13, all of lines 14 through 17 and "CUSTOMER'S 
LOCATION" in line 18 

Amend Bill, page 11, line 28, by striking out "must" and 
inserting 

 shall 
Amend Bill, page 12, line 1, by striking out "must" and inserting 

 shall 
Amend Bill, page 12, line 21, by striking out "MUST" and 

inserting 
 shall 

Amend Bill, page 12, lines 28 through 30; page 13, lines 1 
through 4, by striking out "IF THE WARRANTY WORK IS 
PROVIDED ON BEHALF " in line 28, all of lines 29 and 30 on page 
12 and all of lines 1 through 4 on page 13 

Amend Bill, page 14, line 1, by striking out "CAN" and inserting 
 may 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Denlinger. 
 Mr. DENLINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment in an attempt to bring 
together the parties that had concerns in this legislation. It is a 
significant movement on the part of all parties involved to 
rectify some of the differences in the legislation. 
 As a brief point of description, Mr. Speaker, this amendment 
removes a requirement for a supplier to reimburse a dealer's 
transportation cost for warranty service, and increased 
reimbursement for warranty parts used on a product sold by a 
nonservicing dealer is eliminated. Suppliers are required to 
repurchase specialized repair tools that have been purchased 
within the past 10 years; that is a reduction from 15. And it is 
specified the supplier must substantially change the competitive 
circumstances of a dealer agreement for the change to be 
unlawful. 
 It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that this is an agreed-to 
amendment. It is supported by the Pennsylvania Farm Bureau, 
by the Dealers Association and parties involved. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Clinton County, Representative Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment is agreed to, and we thank Representative 
Denlinger for assistance on the legislation. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
 
 
 

Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bedford County, Representative Hess. 
 It is the Chair's understanding he is withdrawing amendment 
A07276 and offering amendment A06906. Is that correct? 
 Mr. HESS. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. HESS offered the following amendment No. A06906: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 18, by inserting after "THAT", 
complies with all of the following 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bedford County, Representative Hess. 
 Mr. HESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment is to ratify a drafting error by 
LRB (Legislative Reference Bureau) and will clarify the 
exceptions to the term "dealer." This is an agreed-to 
amendment. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Representative Saylor. 
 Is the gentleman offering amendment A07613? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. SAYLOR offered the following amendment  
No. A07613: 
 

Amend Bill, page 4, lines 21 and 22, by striking out all of said 
lines 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 20, by striking out "," and inserting 
 or 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 20, by striking out "OR ATTEMPT TO 
COERCE" 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 22, by inserting after "EQUIPMENT." 
 This paragraph does not prohibit a supplier from requiring a separate 
facility, financial statement and sales staff for a major competitive line 
of equipment. 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 23, by striking out "," and inserting 
 or 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 23, by striking out "OR ATTEMPT TO 
COERCE" 

Amend Bill, page 11, line 13, by striking out "," where it appears 
the second time and inserting 

 and 
Amend Bill, page 11, lines 13 through 18, by striking out "and a 

dealer's " in line 13, all of lines 14 through 17 and "CUSTOMER'S 
LOCATION" in line 18 

Amend Bill, page 12, lines 28 through 30; page 13, lines 1 
through 4, by striking out "IF THE WARRANTY WORK IS 
PROVIDED ON BEHALF " in line 28, all of lines 29 and 30, page 12 
and all of lines 1 through 4, page 13 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from York County, Representative Saylor. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, this amendment simply allows 
suppliers of agricultural equipment to require that there be 
separate facilities, for sales staff and financial statements in a 
dealership of farm and ag equipment. My amendment removes 
the requirement for suppliers to reimburse the dealer's 
transportation cost for warranty service, which is not done with 
other products. It also removes any increase in reimbursement 
for warranty parts used in a product sold being a nonservicing 
dealer. 
 Overall, Mr. Speaker, this piece of legislation, I believe, 
violates our State Constitution based upon getting involved in 
contracting. But more importantly, this amendment that I am 
offering today makes this bill a better bill in that it is no 
different than if you walk into a Subway. If you walk into a 
Subway, you cannot go in there and order a Quiznos sub. If you 
walk into a Ford dealership, you cannot walk in and get a 
Chevy. There is no Chevy model car sitting in a Ford 
dealership. That is not allowed under contracts that these 
franchises have. 
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 And more importantly, Quiznos, Subway, Ford, Chevy, 
Chrysler, and going on and on, all of them have to buy their 
franchises. John Deere, Case New Holland – and Case New 
Holland, by the way, is a company here in Pennsylvania that 
employs 3,000 people just south of here in Lancaster. So what 
they are asking for in this piece of legislation is something we 
as a legislature should not be involved in any shape or form, and 
that is trying to tell somebody how to run their business. If we 
owned a business, I do not think we would want the legislature 
coming in and doing that. Simply, John Deere, Case New 
Holland, and other companies want the ability to say to their 
dealers, you cannot put a Ford sign and a Chevy sign under each 
other. John Deere, Case New Holland, and others simply want 
their product line to be treated as any other product is treated in 
Pennsylvania. 
 My legislation would at least keep us in line with the other 
49 States. If this bill passes, Pennsylvania will be the only State 
out of the 50 States that has this kind of legislation granting 
special permission to dealers to have a different arrangement 
than what their contract that they have signed with John Deere 
and Case says they can do. 
 I believe the courts in this State will throw this bill out on 
constitutional grounds based upon our Constitution. If we are 
going to pass something and start involving ourselves in day-to-
day businesses of suppliers and manufacturers, we should at 
least make sure that it is a level playing field for everybody. 
 Mr. Speaker, just in the case of John Deere in Pennsylvania, 
since 2007 they have increased their dealerships by one, they 
have increased their payroll by over 150 employees, and their 
sales have been increased in an economic recession. In an 
economic recession, they increased their sales by $24 million in 
Pennsylvania alone. 
 I question why the dealers of this State believe they should 
be treated specially. There is no economic hardship here being 
shown; exactly the opposite. The dealers are making out very 
well under this, and then we as a General Assembly want to go 
and interfere in day-to-day business operations of corporations 
in Pennsylvania. 
 I remember this many years ago when AMP (Aircraft-
Marine Products) came in here and wanted us in the legislature 
to pass special legislation. I can remember banking, different 
banks coming in here and wanting us to pass special provisions. 
Why we as the Pennsylvania General Assembly want to involve 
ourselves in this kind of interbusiness relationships and passing 
laws and trying to govern it makes no sense to me. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask for a "yes" vote on my amendment to 
make this bill a better bill. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Clinton 
County, Representative Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose amendment A07613. 
 The maker of the amendment talks about a level playing field 
and he talks about no economic hardship. In fact, over the 
course of the last decade, we have lost almost 1,000 dealers 
across Pennsylvania. We have gone from 1500 down to  
500 dealers across the State. 
 When he talks about a level playing field, what he is ignoring 
is the fact that many of these franchise agreements are actually 
what we call contracts of adhesion. They are given to the dealer 
by the supplier and they are told it is a take-it-or-leave-it 
situation, that they are not able to negotiate these contracts. 

 The market simply is not regulating this area. We need to 
regulate it. What the amendment does is removes the heart and 
soul of my bill. We have done everything we can to ensure that 
suppliers are protected; that in fact they are in situations where 
there are competitive lines, actual competitive lines, that they 
cannot be under the same roof. But we need to protect dealers 
so that they are properly reimbursed for transportation costs, 
they are properly reimbursed for warranty costs, and that they 
are not coerced and required to separate the different lines that 
the consumers are demanding that they carry. 
 So for those reasons we are requesting that you oppose this 
amendment, and I would like to add that the amendment is 
opposed by the Pennsylvania Farm Bureau as well as by the 
Northeast Dealers Association. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington County, Representative Solobay. 
 Mr. SOLOBAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was wondering if the gentleman would stand for 
interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The maker of the amendment? The 
gentleman from York County, Representative Saylor, indicates 
he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Representative 
Solobay, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. SOLOBAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the amendment is there a provision for grandfathering? 
The example I have, I have got a dealer right now who has Cub 
Cadet, Case, and also Ford tractors all under the same roof. If 
your amendment would come into place, would he have to then 
separate to three different buildings with his situation? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. In my case or in the case that you just 
represented, it is whatever the contract requires of those 
particular dealers. What I am talking about are those dealers 
who already have contracts that forbid them from selling 
another make or model in the same building or with the same 
sales force. If you already have an agreement, whether it is Ford 
tractors or whatever the tractors are, and they allow you to do 
that, this does not change that at all. It simply is one that deals 
with current contracts. It does not remove that from those 
suppliers. 
 Mr. SOLOBAY. In your opinion then, if this would pass 
though, would that maybe negate any contracts or future 
negotiations if this clause is in place? I mean, maybe now they 
are allowing Ford, but if there were some law that would be in 
place that would force them to separate, would that make it 
difficult for these dealers to maintain that agreement that they 
have? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. No. Every dealer or every supplier decides 
who their dealers are, and this does not force any supplier or 
any dealer to change anything that they currently are existing 
under. 
 Mr. SOLOBAY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
amendment, the Chair recognizes, for the second time, the 
gentleman from York County, Representative Saylor. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I hate to do this, but I have to 
correct the previous speaker on this information. I mean, when 
you look at—  And I am going to use John Deere as a perfect 
example here. We all know that people have gone out of 
business for economic – any number of opportunities over our 
last decade. We had the 9/11 incidents, we have had now 2008, 
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and people have gone out of business, and that we all do not 
like. But the truth of the matter is, over the last decade the 
dealerships in Pennsylvania only simply went from 61 dealers 
down to 56. The sales have increased. In the last 3 years alone, 
dealerships have increased by one, from 30 to 31 in the last  
3 years. Their revenue has increased to the dealers in the last  
3 years. Their number of employees has increased by over  
150 new employees. 
 We sit here today sticking our nose as legislators in how 
people do business. Our job here is to find ways to create jobs, 
to help businesses, to help our suppliers. Do we really want to 
start telling Pennsylvania manufacturers like Case New Holland 
or do we want to start telling John Deere or any other 
manufacturer how they sell our product? 
 If you walk into Weis Markets and you walk into Giant 
markets – I am just going to use those two supermarkets – Giant 
may have one line of coffee or multiple lines of coffee in their 
grocery store. You walk into Weis and they will have some of 
the same brands that Giant has, but then they also have some 
other companies that they choose to sell coffee from that Giant 
does not have. We are sitting here trying to tell grocery stores, 
dealerships, whomever, what products they can sell and how 
they are going to sell them. Is that really what we as the 
Pennsylvania General Assembly really want to get into? 
 You mean the dealers—  I represent an agricultural district.  
I represent an agricultural district and have not heard from one, 
one farmer in my district, that this bill is good. This hurts 
farmers, in my opinion, and I believe that unless our 
constituents are crying for change on this bill, we should not be 
doing it. 
 All we are doing is creating a situation of telling people how 
to run their business. I ask you again, is that why your 
constituents sent you here, to micromanage businesses? We all 
know that we do not create jobs here; businesses do. Let us be 
honest with this legislation and keep our nose out of managing 
businesses, because we are not going to be successful at it and 
we have not been in the past. 
 And this amendment does not, does not prohibit a dealership 
from having a competitive line. It simply says, if you want to 
sell a different product that you have, you must have, just as 
Ford and Chevy do, a different sales force and a different 
building to put those vehicles in. 
 Mr. Speaker, that is all this amendment does. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Petri. 
 Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would urge the members to support this amendment for a 
number of simple reasons. We in the General Assembly should 
not be interfering with businesses and their contractual 
relations, and that is what this amendment seeks to do, to bar us 
from changing an existing contract where parties sat down and 
negotiated the terms and conditions in a fair and equal manner. 
The amendment is intended to protect those contractual 
provisions and keep the status quo. 
 So I would urge the members, it is not our role unless it is for 
the benefit of public health and safety, and obviously, this is not 
an issue with regard to public health and safety. We should not 
be interfering with those things that parties have already 
determined. 
 
 
 

 I commend the maker of this amendment for offering it, and 
I know how sincerely concerned he is about protecting some of 
our American manufacturers and the last of those that we have 
in this field. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks County, Representative Kessler. 
 Mr. KESSLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I represent southern Berks County, a big farming 
community, and the John Deere dealership, which is called 
Pikeville Equipment, has called me, has e-mailed me, has talked 
to me several times that we need to pass this bill so they can 
continue to stay in business and be able to service the farming 
community not only in Berks County but also in Lancaster 
County. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Adams County, Representative Moul. 
 Mr. MOUL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If I could, I would like to interrogate the maker of the 
amendment, please. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from York indicates he will 
stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Moul, is in order 
and may proceed. 
 Mr. MOUL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you had mentioned John Deere. So let us focus 
on John Deere a little bit since they are a household name and 
obviously in this part of the country the largest and most  
well-known manufacturer of agriculture equipment. 
 Does John Deere sell franchises or are all of the dealerships 
in this area just basically grandfathered in with the contractual 
agreement or do they sell franchises? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. They do not sell franchises. You are awarded 
a franchise. You do not buy one like you would buy at a Ford 
dealership or a Quiznos or a Subway or a McDonald's. There is 
no franchise fee. 
 Mr. MOUL. So then there are no territorial restrictions that 
come with their agreement of sale for, let us say, someone that 
has been selling for 50, 60 years? There is no territorial 
agreement then. Is that correct? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. No. They have a territory. The dealerships 
have a territory that they are servicing. They protect their 
dealers by giving them a territory they can sell in and then they 
do not award. That is John Deere's policy currently. If this bill 
goes through, in my opinion, they are better off going out and 
giving anybody who wants a dealership a dealership. You might 
as well give it to everybody who has an Ace Hardware or a True 
Value Hardware store the opportunity to sell a John Deere or a 
Case New Holland, an American-made product, because their 
dealers have decided they do not want to abide by the rules of 
salesmanship. 
 Mr. MOUL. So does that also then include Lowe's and Home 
Depot, who sell the same John Deere equipment in their stores 
right up the street from my John Deere dealers? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. What Lowe's and Home Depot have is an 
agreement with John Deere, in this case, to sell lawn equipment. 
 Mr. MOUL. As well as the John Deere dealership that is 
right up the street, which has been selling lawn equipment for as 
long as I have been alive. As a matter of fact, I bought my lawn 
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equipment from that John Deere dealership that I could now go 
to Home Depot and buy two blocks away. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. But the difference is when that tractor is sold 
at Lowe's or Home Depot, John Deere then provides the 
dealer—  The bigger dealer, other than Lowe's and Home 
Depot, gets the service contract and they also get a payment 
from that sale at the local Home Depot or Lowe's as well. 
 Mr. MOUL. But it still did not protect their territory, so to 
speak. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Well, if they get a payment for the sale of a 
John Deere tractor at a Home Depot or Lowe's, I would say they 
are getting something out of the sale somewhere. 
 Mr. MOUL. But it still did not protect that territory to have 
Home Depot selling that same lawn equipment two blocks up 
the street. So there is no franchise territory protection. But 
would you then agree with me that it is then about controlling 
market share maybe? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Well, I think anybody who sells a product 
wants a larger market share, most definitely. But I would tell 
you, how can you complain when somebody else makes a sale 
and you get a portion of the sale sent to you as well as you get 
to repair and the warranty agreement that ends up making you 
money as well? So you as a dealer get that. So it is not like John 
Deere is out undercutting all their sales. Remember, there are 
more than just lawn tractors John Deere sells. They sell a lot of 
farm combines; they sell hay balers; they sell big farm tractors. 
Those things are not sold at Lowe's and Home Depot. 
 Mr. MOUL. I get that, Mr. Speaker. So what you are telling 
me then is that it does not really matter if a supplier like John 
Deere who granted these dealers that sell John Deere – that is 
their number one product – it does not affect anything if the 
supplier says, hey, you must now get rid of all the other 
products you sell. You do not think that is trying to manipulate 
market share? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Well, first of all, a little over 90 percent of all 
the dealers are happy with the fact that Lowe's and Home Depot 
are able to sell their turf equipment and they are happy with the 
agreement that they get additional funds from those sales at 
Lowe's and Home Depot. So 90 percent of the dealers are happy 
with that kind of agreement. Are there going to be some that 
may not be happy? I am sure there are. But again, a 90-percent 
rate of happiness of dealers that they are getting something out 
of that is pretty good, I would say. 
 Mr. MOUL. Okay. So let us move on from the Home Depot 
and the lawn equipment. Let us talk larger equipment. 
 Now, you had stated that you think it is right for a supplier to 
dictate that a seller build another facility, use separate staff; in 
other words, duplicate himself and run his costs up to stay in 
business, if he can stay in business, and by eliminating the other 
products that he was selling, and let us just use some names 
here so that we all know. If a John Deere dealership also sells 
Kubota tractors, John Deere tractors and Kubota tractors, and 
John Deere comes in and says, hey, if we can make this guy get 
rid of his Kubota line and he is one of only a couple guys in this 
whole area selling Kubotas, that means we have the whole area 
that all they are going to be buying is our product. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Wrong. That is not true at all. They get to sell 
Kubota tractors, just like if you are a Ford dealership. You can 
look in York County or Adams County where people own 
multiple dealerships. They own a Chevy, a Chrysler, and a Ford 
dealership. Okay? The simple requirement is by Ford and by 
Chevy. It is just like Quiznos and just like Subway. You cannot 

sell Quiznos subs in a Subway; you cannot sell a Chevy in a 
Ford dealership. That is a contractual agreement. When you 
agree that you are going to make a nice chunk of change, money 
and profits, from John Deere or Case New Holland or whoever 
it is, you sign a contract and you agree you want to sell John 
Deeres, and you take with that agreement—  I mean, everybody 
in here would probably, if you live in an agricultural area, 
would love to have a dealership. These guys have a contract, an 
exclusive contract, and we in the General Assembly are trying 
to sit down and say—  And John Deere says you can sell 
Kubota. In fact, John Deere says you can sell and have a steel 
sign because John Deere does not make steel chain saws. So 
you can sell chain saws in that same room. You can sell a hay 
baler from another company in the same showroom with a John 
Deere if John Deere does not make the same kind of a baler. 
 So what has happened here is they have taken—  And  
I believe this bill takes and exaggerates the problem with 
dealers. This is not a hardship case. This has not been a hardship 
case at all. It is simply a case where you want your cake and 
you want to eat it, too. I want my John Deere dealership but  
I want you to lead me. You have signed a contract, and we in 
the General Assembly now are saying we are going to let you 
break that contract. 
 Mr. MOUL. Since you mentioned the contract, Mr. Speaker, 
at least the John Deere dealerships that I called on this have told 
me, at least these two that I talked to, that they have been selling 
their equipment for 40-plus years, and back then it was on a 
handshake. A couple of years ago John Deere came in and said, 
you will either sign this contract that we are going to be 
exclusive or we are not going to supply you with equipment to 
sell anymore, thus under duress forcing them into signing a 
contract when in all reality it was those small dealers that 
helped John Deere get to where they are today. 
 So is it right to allow the big business to control market share 
by putting their small dealerships that they really do not need 
anymore under duress and force them into signing a contract 
that they really did not want to sign to begin with? 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, the truth of the matter is, 
if this was signed under duress, the law says you can void that 
contract already, if it truly was duress. The truth is, and you 
know it is true— 
 Mr. MOUL. That is what we are doing here today, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. —the truth is that they were not under duress; 
they were happy to sign that contract because it guaranteed 
them a great dealership to sell tractors from. Who wants to sell 
Kubota if you can make and do better under John Deere?  
I mean, I do not have anything against Kubotas or any other 
tractor that is made out there. I am proud of our Case New 
Holland. It is an American-made product and a Pennsylvania-
made product. 
 Those dealers, whether it is John Deere or it is Case New 
Holland, it does not matter. You get a franchise. You do not 
even pay for the franchise like you do with Subway or Ford. 
You have to pay to buy those franchises. You do not under the 
John Deere dealerships. You get it; you ask for it. You make a 
business plan with John Deere. You lay out a business plan with 
them before you sign a contract of how you are going to sell 
their tractors and now you want the General Assembly to bail 
you out from a contract you signed – a lot of people in this State 
would like to have that contract – simply because you now want 
ice cream on top of your pie. You want to sell more things than 
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you had agreed to originally. That is what it is. It is just simply a 
grab for more money, and we in the General Assembly should 
not be in that business of helping. 
 If the dealers can negotiate a better contract, they can do 
whatever they want. I am fine with that. I do not believe we 
were sent here to Harrisburg to sit down and start writing 
contracts for suppliers and manufacturers around this country. If 
we are going to do it, is Subway going to walk in here tomorrow 
and say their franchises—  Are they going to walk in here 
tomorrow and say we want the General Assembly of 
Pennsylvania to change our contract and our franchise 
agreement with Subway or Quiznos or the Ford dealers, 
whoever it may be? 
 Mr. MOUL. Since you brought that up, Mr. Speaker, I would 
just like to inform you of a couple of things I took notice to last 
evening in my travels. You say that you cannot go into a Ford 
dealership and buy a Chevy. Well, I beg to differ with you.  
I drove by Messick's Equipment last evening, and the signs out 
front, their big signs right by the road, they sell New Holland, 
they sell Kubota, they sell Case International, and they sell Cub 
Cadet, all big signs right out front, and they sell them all. 
 Not only that, I drove by Gene Latta Ford. I call them Gene 
Latta Ford. They are now Gene Latta Ford/GM (General 
Motors), both sold on the same lot, same showroom, same sales 
people right in my hometown, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, the reason that they are 
allowed to do that is because the lines that they sell cannot be 
the exact same lines. Just like I said, you are allowed to sell, for 
instance, at a John Deere dealership a Case New Holland 
combine if it is a different kind of a combine than John Deere 
makes. You can sell a different hay baler. If the hay baler that 
John Deere makes makes 3-foot-by-3-foot bales and Case New 
Holland makes one that makes bales that are 2 foot by 3 foot, 
John Deere allows you to sell that at the John Deere dealership. 
Okay? But you cannot sell the exact same product in the exact 
same showroom that you are competing against. John Deere 
does this advertising, they do the marketing, and now the 
dealers want the benefit of John Deere advertising on TV and in 
newspapers, to benefit anybody else they choose to sell from, 
that draws them into their markets, and it is just not fair and it is 
not something we should be doing. 
 Mr. MOUL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That ends my interrogation. 
 On the bill, Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. MOUL. I see this amendment as basically a protection 
for large suppliers that can manipulate market share, and until 
there is a franchise agreement, a franchise agreement in place 
that specifically states that an independent, privately owned 
dealer must only use purity lines, I believe that we need to 
protect our small dealers across the State from being dictated to 
by big suppliers that will eventually then control market share 
and shove everyone else out. I believe that this bill is totally 
about market share in the industry, and we have to protect our 
small dealerships. 
 Therefore, I am voting "no," and I would appreciate the 
same. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Blair County, Representative Stern. 
 
 

 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to the Saylor amendment. I have heard 
the debate here today as we have continued, and I hear some of 
the arguments about breaking contracts and getting into things 
that we do not have any provision to be in as far as setting 
policy here in the General Assembly. But the truth of the matter 
is that this provision, this bill, has been around since 1987. The 
previous speaker, the chairman of the Ag Committee, 
mentioned about 1,000 dealers that have been lost in 
Pennsylvania over that period of time. 
 Now, I do not know who all is talking to whom back in the 
district, but I have been talking to my dealers back home, and 
they would like to see allowances for them to be able to 
compete in a market that they do not feel right now is fair 
because of the exclusivity provisions that John Deere puts into 
the contracts that they set up to begin with. Now, it would be 
okay if it was a 50-50 agreement, but it is basically, you take 
this or leave it. And our dealers, what choice do they have back 
home other than to accept the agreement that this monopoly is 
setting up here in Pennsylvania? I do not believe that we should 
have monopolies, but on the other hand, I think we have 
competition. Our farmers are looking for dealers back home. 
Whenever they have a piece of equipment that breaks down or 
they need something sold back in their district, they need to go 
to a dealer to be able to use that equipment. 
 And so in doing that, this is a bad amendment for our 
farming community, and I would debate, Mr. Speaker, that we 
should oppose this amendment and support the bill with the 
agreed-to amendments. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Cambria County, Representative Barbin. 
 Mr. BARBIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in opposition to this amendment. We have heard a 
thorough discussion of the issues. There are 1,000 equipment 
dealers who have lost their dealerships because of the negative 
economic impact that these contracts of adhesion have. 
 You have to make up your mind right now. Now we are in a 
recession. We have already lost 1,000 equipment dealers. The 
Farm Bureau has said they are in favor of the bill without this 
amendment. Small businesses are in favor of this bill without 
the amendment. 
 Since we cannot provide a grant to the equipment dealers, 
since they provide jobs in this Commonwealth, we should at 
least put them on an equal playing field. If a manufacturer wants 
to take away the right to have an exclusive ability to sell all 
products, that is up to them, but we should at least on a  
going-forward basis, when they renew their franchise 
agreements, we should give them the right to have some 
protection. If we do, we will keep these dealers in place 
throughout this recession, we will have more jobs, and we will 
actually end up selling more of the manufacturer's product. 
 I urge a "no" vote to this amendment and a "yes" vote to the 
bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, will the House adopt the amendment, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Clinton County, 
Representative Hanna, for the second time. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to remind the members that this legislation started 
because we have a problem. We have lost almost 1,000 dealers 
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over the last decade or so as a result of these contracts of 
adhesion. 
 I want to assure the members that through this process we 
have gone to great lengths to try and address the concerns of the 
stakeholders involved in this. With the assistance of Chairman 
Hess and Chairman Daley, we were able to bring the 
stakeholders to the table. Before the bill moved out of 
committee, we had a comprehensive amendment to address 
some of the concerns of all the stakeholders. As the bill moved 
forward here to the floor, we once again worked with those who 
had concerns about the bill, and today we agreed to an 
amendment by both Chairman Hess and an amendment by 
Representative Denlinger that further addressed concerns of 
some of the stakeholders. 
 However, to adopt this amendment would simply kill the 
original intent of the bill. So I have to ask you to oppose this 
bill, and I remind you that the amendment is opposed by the 
Farm Bureau as well as the Northeast Dealers Association. It 
really comes down to this: If you are in favor of consumers, if 
you are in favor of farmers, and you are in favor of dealers, then 
you need to oppose this amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, Representative Eachus. 
 Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, just to summarize the chairman from Clinton's 
arguments, this issue has been extremely well vetted. As a 
matter of fact, the only outlying manufacturer is the one that the 
gentleman from York has expressed. And while many of us 
have the quality products of that manufacturer – I have one in 
my house, in my garage. I use it every day. My sons are out 
there making sure the grass is cut. R. P. Lock across the valley 
in Drums, over in Sugarloaf, guarantees my blades are sharp – 
great dealer network. But the real issue in this, as a former 
dealer myself, a licensed dealer in a different industry, is that 
sometimes manufacturers take advantage of small dealers. 
 As a small dealer myself in a former life, the key in this is 
that, as the gentleman from Adams on the other side of the aisle 
expressed very clearly, with all of the platforms that John Deere 
has the opportunity to sell to – the Home Depots and Lowe's 
and the other vendors that they sell to – oftentimes the little 
dealer in Sugarloaf is the guy who is squeezed between 
providing a quality product to their customer in a timely fashion 
and the contractual obligations that are bound within that dealer 
network. 
 My point to you all is that the gentleman from Clinton, the 
chairman of the committee, has done an excellent job of 
working with the Farm Bureau and other stakeholders to try and 
strike a balance, and that balance is about making sure that 
those dealers have the ability to compete in a modern world 
where competition in the big stores that make all the money and 
get all the volume, the small dealer has the ability to have that 
same competitive advantage on the ground in small rural 
communities where people need the product and the customers 
need the choice, and that is at the heart of this today. 
 That is why I rise to oppose the gentleman's amendment, 
respectfully, because this is about consumer choice in rural 
communities across this Commonwealth that should be allowed 
to have multiple products there for each consumer to decide 
 
 
 
 

what the best choice would be. That is why I ask the members 
of the House today to oppose the Saylor amendment and strike 
the balance on behalf of consumers. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–35 
 
Adolph Grell Micozzie Rohrer 
Barrar Grove Miller Ross 
Benninghoff Harris Milne Saylor 
Beyer Hutchinson Mustio Schroder 
Cox Killion Perry Stevenson 
Delozier Maher Perzel Taylor, J. 
Evans, J. Marsico Petri Turzai 
Fairchild Metcalfe Rapp Vulakovich 
Gillespie Miccarelli Roae 
 
 NAYS–164 
 
Baker Everett Lentz Reese 
Barbin Fabrizio Levdansky Reichley 
Bear Farry Longietti Rock 
Belfanti Fleck Mahoney Roebuck 
Bishop Frankel Major Sabatina 
Boback Freeman Manderino Sainato 
Boyd Gabig Mann Samuelson 
Boyle Gabler Markosek Santarsiero 
Bradford Galloway Marshall Santoni 
Brennan George Matzie Scavello 
Brooks Gerber McGeehan Seip 
Brown Gergely McI. Smith Shapiro 
Burns Gibbons Melio Siptroth 
Buxton Gingrich Metzgar Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Godshall Millard Smith, M. 
Carroll Goodman Mirabito Smith, S. 
Casorio Grucela Moul Solobay 
Causer Hahn Mundy Sonney 
Christiana Haluska Murphy Staback 
Clymer Hanna Murt Stern 
Cohen Harhai Myers Sturla 
Conklin Harhart O'Brien, D. Swanger 
Costa, D. Harkins O'Brien, M. Tallman 
Costa, P. Harper O'Neill Taylor, R. 
Creighton Helm Oberlander Thomas 
Cruz Hennessey Pallone Toepel 
Curry Hess Parker True 
Cutler Hickernell Pashinski Vereb 
Daley Hornaman Payne Vitali 
Day Houghton Payton Wagner 
Deasy Johnson Peifer Wansacz 
DeLuca Josephs Petrarca Waters 
Denlinger Kauffman Phillips Watson 
DePasquale Keller, M.K. Pickett Wheatley 
Dermody Keller, W. Preston White 
DeWeese Kessler Pyle Williams 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Quigley Youngblood 
Donatucci Knowles Quinn Yudichak 
Drucker Kortz Ravenstahl   
Eachus Kotik Readshaw McCall, 
Ellis Krieger Reed   Speaker 
Evans, D. Kula 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from York, Representative 
Saylor, withdrawing the remainder of his amendments? The 
Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 The Chair thanks the gentleman, as well as the members 
thank the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 2234, 
PN 3795, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 68 (Real and Personal Property) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting deed restrictions 
pertaining to environmental improvements to property. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, the gentleman, Mr. Maher. 
It is the Chair's understanding you are offering amendment 
A07736 and withdrawing 7733 and 7630? Is that correct? The 
Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. MAHER offered the following amendment  
No. A07736: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 15, by striking out "building" and 
inserting 

 residential dwelling 
Amend Bill, page 2, lines 5 and 6, by striking out "or " in line 5 

and "real property" in line 6 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 7, by striking out "(B)  

ASSOCIATIONS.–THE GOVERNING DOCUMENTS OF AN 
ASSOCIATION" and inserting 

(b)  Exceptions.– 
(1)  This section shall not apply to: 

(i)  Land subject to an agricultural conservation 
easement under the act of June 30, 1981 (P.L.128, 
No.43), known as the Agricultural Area Security Law. 

(ii)  A freestanding solar energy system that is 

placed on a parcel of land within a deeded property. 
(iii)  A deed restriction, covenant or similar 

binding agreement that affects land subject to open space 
uses, as the term is defined in section 2(4) of the act of 
January 19, 1968 (1967 P.L.992, No.442) entitled "An 
act authorizing the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and 
the local government units thereof to preserve, acquire or 
hold land for open space uses." 
(2)  The governing documents of an association 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 12, by striking out "(1)  TO REQUIRE 
THAT THE SOLAR PANEL OR OTHER RENEWABLE" and 
inserting 

(i)  To require that the solar panel or other 
renewable 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 16, by striking out "(2)  IF USED TO 
HEAT WATER, THE DEVICE IS CERTIFIED BY" and inserting 

(ii)  If used to heat water, the device is certified 
by 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 21, by striking out "(3)  IF USED TO 
PRODUCE ELECTRICITY, THE DEVICE MEETS ALL" and 
inserting 

(iii)  If used to produce electricity, the device 
meets all 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 28 and 29, by striking out all of line 28 
and "MOUNTED" in line 29 and inserting 

(iv)  To prohibit the visibility of any part of a 
roof-mounted 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 30, by striking out "(5)  TO REQUIRE 
THAT A SOLAR ENERGY PANEL FRAME, A" and inserting 

(v)  To require that a solar energy panel frame, a 
Amend Bill, page 3, line 3, by striking out "(6)  TO REQUIRE 

UNIT OWNERS INSTALLING SOLAR ENERGY" and inserting 
(vi)  To require unit owners installing solar 

energy 
Amend Bill, page 3, line 8, by striking out "(7)  TO INCLUDE 

OTHER REASONABLE RULES REGARDING THE" and inserting 
(vii)  To include other reasonable rules regarding 

the 
Amend Bill, page 3, lines 12 through 14, by striking out "(C)  

EXCEPTION.–THIS SECTION SHALL " in line 12 and all of lines 13 
and 14 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Earlier this month, Pennsylvania celebrated achieving 
400,000 acres and more than 4,000 farms that will be preserved 
with protective deed terms, and there are countless other acres 
that are protected as open space with restricted deed covenants 
where their owners voluntarily entered into these restrictions. 
This amendment ensures that those promises for posterity and 
farmland preservation and open space are not accidentally 
abrogated in pursuit of another purpose. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Houghton. 
 Mr. HOUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That is an agreed-to amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
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 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Ms. HARPER offered the following amendment  
No. A07254: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 3 and 4, by striking out "environmental 
improvements to" in line 3 and "property" in line 4 and inserting 

solar energy systems 
Amend Bill, page 1, line 10, by striking out "environmental 

property improvements" and inserting 
solar energy systems 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 14 and 15, by striking out "or other 
energy device based" in line 14 and "on a renewable resource" in line 
15 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 1 and 2, by striking out "or other" in 
line 1 and "energy device based on a renewable resource" in line 2 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 10 and 11, by striking out "PANELS 
AND OTHER RENEWABLE" in line 10 and "RESOURCE ENERGY 
DEVICES" in line 11 and inserting 

energy panels 
Amend Bill, page 2, lines 12 and 13, by striking out "PANEL OR 

OTHER RENEWABLE" in line 12 and "RESOURCE ENERGY 
DEVICE MEETS" in line 13 and inserting 

energy panels meet 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 16, by striking out "IF" and inserting 

To require that, if 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 16, by striking out "DEVICE IS" and 

inserting 
solar energy panels are 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 19, by striking out "DEVICE ITSELF" 
and inserting 

solar energy panels themselves 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 21, by striking out "IF" and inserting 

To require that, if 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 21, by striking out "DEVICE MEETS" 

and inserting 
solar energy panels meet 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 28, by striking out "A" 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 29, by striking out "DEVICE" and 

inserting 
solar energy panels 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 4, by striking out "AND OTHER 
RENEWABLE RESOURCE ENERGY DEVICES" 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 7, by striking out "DEVICE" and 
inserting 

solar energy panels 
Amend Bill, page 3, lines 9 and 10, by striking out "AND 

OTHER RENEWABLE RESOURCE" in line 9 and "ENERGY 
DEVICES" in line 10 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlelady from Montgomery County, Representative Harper. 
 Ms. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I believe this is an agreed amendment. It strengthens the 
language so that solar panels are what we are talking about here 
and not any other type of energy. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Houghton. 
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 Mr. HOUGHTON. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. This also is 
an agreed-to amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 

 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. CUTLER offered the following amendment  
No. A07236: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 11, by striking out "SUBSECTION (B)" 
and inserting 

subsections (b) and (c) 
Amend Bill, page 3, line 12, by striking out "EXCEPTION" and 

inserting 
Exceptions 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 13, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 
not apply to: 

(1)  freestanding solar energy systems that are placed 
Amend Bill, page 3, line 14, by striking out the period after 

"property" and inserting 
; or 

(2)  deed restrictions, covenants or similar binding 
agreements created prior to the effective date of this section. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
  
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Very briefly, I wanted to thank the gentleman from Chester 
County for his work on HB 2234, and I am a cosponsor of the 
bill. However, I do have one concern, and that is the fact that it 
retroactively could negate preexisting deed restrictions, 
covenants, and homeowners' associations' agreements. So my 
amendment would simply allow the bill to be from this day 
forward as opposed to retroactively removing that ability. 
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Chester County, Representative Houghton. 
 Mr. HOUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would ask a "no" vote on this amendment. It is really 
important to make sure that we have a real effect on existing 
homeowners. I have five constituents right now who really want 
to go solar. This is the solar-access law. We have 21 States in 
the country that have solar-access laws, and 17 of those States 
have similar contract language in their Constitution and they 
have allowed for retroactivity here. The State of Virginia is 
figuring out how to go about removing their grandfather clause. 
 The Supreme Court actually looks to a three-pronged test to 
decide whether or not the State is wrongly impairing individual 
contracts, and you only have to go to the first prong of that test, 
which is whether or not the State is substantially altering 
existing contracts, and in this case, I do not think we are. The 
Community Associations Institute is a statewide homeowners' 
association organization whom I worked with very closely and 
adopted all seven of their suggestions. 
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 So we are maintaining HOAs (homeowners' associations) 
rights to regulate here. We are not preventing HOAs from 
regulating, whether it is do not go above the roofline with the 
solar panels. You know, let us deal with the aesthetics; let us 
make sure that the component parts and the wires are painted 
the same color as the rooftops. So we have maintained that 
right, so therefore, it is not a substantial impairment of the 
contract. 
 The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Somerset County, Representative Metzgar. 
 Mr. METZGAR. With all due respect to my esteemed 
colleague and the author of this bill— 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
 The House will come to order. 
 The gentleman, Mr. Metzgar, may proceed. 
 Mr. METZGAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 With all due respect to my esteemed colleague and the maker 
of the bill, this particular bill would in fact affect, retroactively, 
a number of deed restrictions that were in fact bargained-for 
exchanges whenever these properties were bought. And if that 
in fact would occur, the properties that were affected were either 
purchased at a greater or lesser amount because of those deed 
restrictions, and to interfere with those deed restrictions at this 
point would therefore change the value of existing property, and 
that is precisely the type of thing that we cannot do here as 
lawmakers. So I fully support the Cutler amendment.  
Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In regard to the three-part test, I do agree that that is the test 
that we utilize here in Pennsylvania. However, myself and my 
colleague from Chester County disagree on whether or not we 
clear the first prong of that test, being whether or not the 
contract has been substantially impaired. 
 Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the efforts that the honorable 
gentleman made in working with the institute in trying to factor 
in and retain some form of regulation. However, my fear is the 
institute itself and the organization that represents homeowners' 
associations was not a party to the contract. Therefore, they are 
not in a position to renegotiate the contract. Mr. Speaker, those 
individuals who are in the homeowners' associations, those 
individuals who have purchased homes under these preexisting 
agreements, are the ones who have the authority to renegotiate 
the contracts. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is not as if they are without remedy. They can 
amend their homeowners' associations' bylaws. They can go 
through the normal process in order to change this. Mr. Speaker, 
my concern is, if we are going to open up Pandora's box and we 
are going to wade into contracts, who is to say that merely 
invalidating the use of these, what is next? Perhaps then 
someone wishes to challenge that. There are restrictions on 
swimming pools. There are over-age-55 restrictions placed on 
deeds and a whole multitude of other restrictions that have all 
been bargained for, appropriately paid, and some form of 
agreement has been reached. 
 Mr. Speaker, we hear the fact that we cannot renegotiate 
contracts all the time in this chamber. We heard it just yesterday 
when we discussed the trucking bill and we removed the 
language regarding the renewing, and that amendment,  
 
 

I believe, passed unanimously. We heard it on rate caps and the 
fact that it was a 10-year contract, and, Mr. Speaker, we have 
even heard it in the pension debate. 
 Therefore, I do not believe that we can retroactively redo a 
deal in this manner, and I respectfully disagree and ask for 
support for my amendment. Thank you. 

FILMING PERMISSION 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to advise the members 
that he has given permission to Elaine Fisher, Fox 29, 
Philadelphia, to videotape with audio for 10 minutes. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2234 CONTINUED 

 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Chester County, Representative Houghton, for 
the second time. 
 Mr. HOUGHTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am certainly no constitutional law expert, and my friend 
from Lancaster certainly knows a lot about contracts. We went 
to the same great law school. But again, I am certainly no 
expert, but words are important. When you analyze case law, 
words are very significant, and in the first prong of this test, 
they use the word "substantial," whether or not we are 
substantially impairing a contract. If I did not work with the 
statewide HOA organization, the CAI (Community 
Associations Institute), then I think I would buy that argument 
that we are substantially impairing their contract by not 
allowing an HOA to have any say in the matter, but we fully 
are. We have adopted all seven of their suggestions, and they 
are fully on board and have even provided a letter supporting 
this legislation. 
 So therefore, I ask for a negative vote on this amendment. 
Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–90 
 
Adolph Fleck Metcalfe Reese 
Baker Gabig Metzgar Reichley 
Barrar Gabler Miccarelli Roae 
Bear Gingrich Micozzie Rock 
Benninghoff Godshall Millard Rohrer 
Beyer Grell Miller Ross 
Boback Grove Milne Saylor 
Boyd Hahn Moul Scavello 
Brooks Harhart Mustio Schroder 
Causer Harris O'Neill Smith, S. 
Christiana Helm Oberlander Sonney 
Clymer Hess Payne Stern 
Cox Hickernell Peifer Stevenson 
Creighton Hutchinson Perry Swanger 
Cutler Kauffman Perzel Tallman 
Day Keller, M.K. Phillips Taylor, J. 
Delozier Killion Pickett Toepel 
Denlinger Knowles Pyle True 
Ellis Krieger Quigley Turzai 
Evans, J. Maher Quinn Vereb 
Everett Major Rapp Vulakovich 
Fairchild Marshall Reed Watson 
Farry Marsico 
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 NAYS–109 
 
Barbin Evans, D. Lentz Sabatina 
Belfanti Fabrizio Levdansky Sainato 
Bishop Frankel Longietti Samuelson 
Boyle Freeman Mahoney Santarsiero 
Bradford Galloway Manderino Santoni 
Brennan George Mann Seip 
Brown Gerber Markosek Shapiro 
Burns Gergely Matzie Siptroth 
Buxton Gibbons McGeehan Smith, K. 
Caltagirone Gillespie McI. Smith Smith, M. 
Carroll Goodman Melio Solobay 
Casorio Grucela Mirabito Staback 
Cohen Haluska Mundy Sturla 
Conklin Hanna Murphy Taylor, R. 
Costa, D. Harhai Murt Thomas 
Costa, P. Harkins Myers Vitali 
Cruz Harper O'Brien, D. Wagner 
Curry Hennessey O'Brien, M. Wansacz 
Daley Hornaman Pallone Waters 
Deasy Houghton Parker Wheatley 
DeLuca Johnson Pashinski White 
DePasquale Josephs Payton Williams 
Dermody Keller, W. Petrarca Youngblood 
DeWeese Kessler Petri Yudichak 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Preston   
Donatucci Kortz Ravenstahl McCall, 
Drucker Kotik Readshaw   Speaker 
Eachus Kula Roebuck 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Chester County, 
Representative Houghton, offering an amendment? 
 Mr. HOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I will be withdrawing that 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. CALTAGIRONE called up HR 851, PN 3917, entitled: 
 
A Resolution honoring the 40th anniversary of the establishment 

of the Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 

 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Berks County, Representative Caltagirone. 
 Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker; President Judge Leadbetter; 
my cochair, Ron Marsico; fellow members. It is an honor to 
stand before you as we take up HR 851, recognizing and 
honoring the 40th anniversary of the Commonwealth Court. 
 Born out of the Constitutional Convention of 1967-68, this 
critically important body of men and women has served the 
people of Pennsylvania well, and through thousands of cases, 
this august body has interpreted the laws of the land, ensuring 
consistency and uniformity, creating stability and efficiency. 
The Commonwealth Court, recognized as one of America's 
finest State courts, serves the people of Pennsylvania, handling 
vital administrative law proceedings with a firm hand of 
strength, quality, and fairness. 
 I respectfully request your affirmative vote as we recognize 
President Judge Leadbetter, her fellow judges, and the men and 
women of the Commonwealth Court as they celebrate their  
40th anniversary of the formation of the Commonwealth Court. 
President judge, on behalf of a grateful citizenry, I thank you for 
serving the people of Pennsylvania with honor, respect, and 
fortitude. It is an honor to call you "friend." 
 Mr. Speaker, please join me in applauding the work of an 
integral part of our judicial system of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, the Commonwealth Court. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Does the gentleman, Representative Marsico, wish to be 
recognized? 
 Mr. MARSICO. Yes, please. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Dauphin County, Representative Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am just pleased to be a cosponsor of this resolution, and  
I welcome President Judge Leadbetter. And congratulations to 
the Commonwealth Court. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
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Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

PRESIDENT JUDGE 
BONNIE B. LEADBETTER PRESENTED 

 The SPEAKER. At this time the Chair would like to take the 
privilege to introduce to you Judge Leadbetter, who would like 
to just offer a few brief remarks to the members of the General 
Assembly. President judge. 
 PRESIDENT JUDGE LEADBETTER. I am very proud to 
be a member of the Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania 
because of its rich, although very brief, history and traditions 
and the very important work that we do for the citizens of 
Pennsylvania every year. I am very proud of the work of my 
colleagues. 
 On behalf of my colleagues and those who came before us,  
I want to express our appreciation for this resolution and tell 
you how honored we are that you would do this for us and in 
recognition not just of the nine of us who serve now but of all 
those who came before us. Thank you very much. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 1679, PN 3960 (Amended) By Rep. SEIP 
 
An Act providing for liability for false claims, for adoption of 

congressional intent of the Federal False Claims Act, for treble 
damages, costs and civil penalties, for powers of the Attorney General 
and for qui tam actions. 

 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 

 
HB 2106, PN 3957 (Amended) By Rep. DeLUCA 
 
An Act establishing the Pennsylvania Health Information 

Exchange Authority and the Health Information Technology Fund; and 
providing for grants and loans for health information technology and 
for duties of the Department of Community and Economic 
Development. 

 
INSURANCE. 

 
HB 2370, PN 3958 (Amended) By Rep. DeLUCA 
 
An Act amending the act of December 20, 1983 (P.L.260, No.72), 

referred to as the Public Adjuster Licensing Law, further providing for 
definitions and for license; providing for application for public adjuster 
license, for licensing, for issuance and term of license, for license 
renewals and for reciprocal licensing; further providing for fees, for 
bond and for contract; providing for written disclosure of financial 
interest; further providing for revocation, etc., of license and for 
violations; providing for civil remedy; further providing for 
administration and enforcement; and providing for persons licensed as 
public adjuster solicitors. 

 
INSURANCE. 

 
HB 2490, PN 3959 (Amended) By Rep. DeLUCA 
 
An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.789, No.285), 

known as The Insurance Department Act of 1921, in insurance 
producer licensing, providing for life, accident and health insurance. 

 
INSURANCE. 

 
 The SPEAKER. Members, bear with the Speaker. We are 
about to go into special session. 

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. Regular session of the House is now in 
recess. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

GUEST INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. To the left of the Speaker, the Chair 
welcomes Conor Lydon, who is job-shadowing today. He is 
going to be a senior at Central Dauphin High School in the fall, 
and he is the guest of Representative Ron Marsico. Will the 
guest please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS BY SPEAKER 

 The SPEAKER. Before we call up HB 704, the Speaker 
would like to announce to the members that two of his longtime 
staff members will be retiring. To my immediate right, Paul 
Wambach, who has served in this House of Representatives for 
well over 23 years, has decided to retire. He does not want to 
put a jacket and tie on anymore. Nor does Ed O'Brien, who is 
sitting over here to my left, and a lot of the members will know 
Ed from his work with the United States steelworkers. He was 
the president of the local in Bethlehem for many years. 
 But Paul and his brother, Pete, former member Pete 
Wambach, who is joining me here at the dais, our families go 
back a long way, actually before I was even born, when Pete, 
Sr., was friends with my grandfather, Tom McCall, and my 
great-uncle, Pat McCall. They often told a lot of the great 
stories about Pennsylvania. 
 And certainly as Pete, Sr., would say, "It's a beautiful day in 
Pennsylvania," and I think it is a beautiful day for Paul on his 
retirement. Certainly, I will be missing him, and I know many 
of the members who have dealt with him over the course of the 
years that he has been here, as well as the staff, will say one 
thing is true about this man: He is truly a gentleman and has 
been a pleasure to work with. It is with deep regret that he 
leaves us, but he is someone who is truly special to the Speaker 
and I know special to a lot of men and women in this building. 
And I only wish him Godspeed in his retirement as he moves to 
greener pastures. Again, the most he will be doing dressing up 
is probably tying his shoes in the morning and that is about it. 
So, Paul, congratulations and Godspeed in your retirement. 
 The place is like a second home to him. I know it is difficult 
for him. 
 But let me just say something about Ed O'Brien, who has 
been on my staff for a number of years. He is, like I said, 
affiliated with the United States steelworkers since 1964. I hate 
to tell him, I was only 5 years old at the time, Ed, when you 
joined the United States steelworkers. But he has been on my 
staff and has dealt with labor issues, and I can tell you that 
people who have dealt with him instantly trusted and had a 
plethora of confidence in the work that he did on behalf of 
working men and working women in Pennsylvania. And you 
talk about old histories: the O'Briens, the Crampsies, and the 
McCalls grew up together in the small borough of Summit Hill, 
and the families have been friends for as long as I can 
remember. 
 But I wish you Godspeed, Ed, in your retirement as well.  
I know Shirley will love traveling the world with you, if she 
gets that opportunity. But you have certainly been an asset to 
me in my office. We all know what you represent and what you 
do for the working men and working women of Pennsylvania in 
your career as president of the steelworkers, and for that we 
thank you. But more importantly, thank you for the years of 
service that you have given me in the Speaker's office. I greatly 
appreciate it. And congratulations on your retirement as well. 

STATEMENT BY MR. THOMAS 

 The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Representative Thomas, rise?  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent.  
 

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman is granted 
unanimous consent.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to just echo your 
comments.  
 Without question, Paul Wambach has been a gentleman and 
a statesman. Throughout my 22 years, if he said he was going to 
do it, he did it, and he has always treated other people with 
dignity and respect. And on his retirement, Mr. Speaker, I stand 
here and salute you, sir. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker would also like to introduce 
Kara McClain, the daughter of Paul Wambach; Carol 
Wambach; Jim Pigano and Don Dewey, friends of Paul. Will 
they rise. Welcome to the floor of the House. Welcome to the 
hall of the House. 
 The Chair would also like to welcome Bill Richards and 
Mary Lou Paul, who are to the left of the Speaker and guests of 
the Speaker. Will the guests please rise. Welcome to the hall of 
the House. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 704, 
PN 3778, entitled: 

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

known as the Public School Code of 1949, in reimbursement by 
Commonwealth and between school districts, further providing for 
definitions; and providing for special education funding for student 
achievement and instruction of eligible students in regular classrooms 
and for special education accountability to Commonwealth taxpayers. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Maher. Is the gentleman 
withdrawing his amendments? 
 Mr. MAHER. Mr. Speaker, in the event that another 
amendment, which I believe has been filed by the gentleman, 
Mr. Sturla, is adopted, at that stage I am expecting to withdraw 
my amendments. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
  
 Mr. STURLA offered the following amendment  
No. A07709: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 13 through 17; pages 2 through 15, 
lines 1 through 30; page 16, lines 1 through 14, by striking out all of 
said lines on said pages and inserting 

Section 1.  Section 2501 of the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, 
No.14), known as the Public School Code of 1949, is amended by 
adding clauses to read: 

Section 2501.  Definitions.–For the purposes of this article the 
following terms shall have the following meanings: 
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* * * 
(31)  "Actual Special Education Spending." An amount equal to a 

school district's total annual expenditures for special education as 
established by the Department of Education and designated in the 
Manual of Accounting and Related Financial Procedures for 
Pennsylvania School Systems. 

(32)  "Base Cost per Student." As determined under section 
2502.48. 

(33)  "Eligible Student." A student who has been identified as a 
student with a disability who is in need of special education under 
Federal and State law. 

(34)  "Performance Indicators." Measurable annual objectives 
established by the Department of Education pursuant to section 
612(a)(15) of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (Public 
Law 91-230, 20 U.S.C. § 1412(a)(15)), to assess progress toward 
achieving State goals for the performance of eligible students. 

(35)  "Public Notice." Full and timely release of information and 
documents for public access at a minimum through publication by the 
Department of Education: 

(i)  in the Pennsylvania Bulletin; 
(ii)  on its publicly accessible Internet website for no less than a 

duration of twelve (12) months; and 
(iii)  through its timely issuance of a related Statewide press 

release. 
(36)  "Regular Classroom." A classroom in a regular school 

operated primarily for students who have not been identified as 
students with disabilities who are in need of special education. 

(37)  "Regular School." A neighborhood school, magnet school, 
or other public school operated for all students, not solely eligible 
students, in a school district. 

(38)  "Special Education Plan." A comprehensive plan as well as 
revisions, updates and amendments for all special education personnel, 
programs, services and supports provided by each school district for 
eligible students, filed by each district with the Department of 
Education under this act and other applicable Federal and State law, 
including 22 Pa. Code 14.104 (relating to special education plans). 

(39)  "Commission." The Legislative Commission on Special 
Education Funding established in section 2509.13(g). 

(40)  "Base Year."  Fiscal year 2008-2009 or another year 
designated by State statute. 

(41)  "Special Education Allocation."  The amount of special 
education funding received by a school district from the State. 

Section 2.  The act is amended by adding sections to read: 
Section 2509.13.  Special Education Funding for Student 

Achievement and Instruction of Eligible Students.–(a)  The General 
Assembly shall, through the annual appropriations process, determine 
the level of State funding for special education and the amount of any 
change in funding, if any. The calculations pursuant to this section shall 
determine only the distribution of any increase in the funding among 
the school districts of the Commonwealth and shall not be used for any 
other purpose. 

(b)  The Department of Education shall determine a special 
education allocation for each school district in the year for which funds 
are being appropriated by calculating the sum of the following: 

(1)  the special education allocation in the base year for the 
school district; 

(2)  the absolute value of the difference between the special 
education allocation in the base year for the school district and the 
highest annual level of the special education allocation for the school 
district in the years subsequent to the base year except for the year for 
which funds are being appropriated; and 

(3)  the special education increase, if any, in the year for which 
funds are being appropriated for the school district as determined under 
subsection (c). 

(c)  The Department of Education shall determine the special 
education increase, if any, in the year for which funds are being 
appropriated for each school district by calculating the product of: 

(1)  the difference between the total State appropriation for 

special education aggregated for all school districts in the year for 
which funds are being appropriated and the total State appropriation for 
special education aggregated for all school districts in the immediately 
preceding year, or zero, whichever is greater; and 

(2)  the special education distribution factor for the school district 
determined under subsection (d). 

(d)  The Department of Education shall determine the special 
education distribution factor for each school district by dividing the 
distribution subfactor for each school district determined under 
subsection (e) by the sum of distribution subfactors for all school 
districts. 

(e)  The Department of Education shall determine the distribution 
subfactor for each school district by calculating the product of: 

(1)  the difference between the school district's subfactor quantity 
determined under subsection (f) and its actual special education 
spending averaged for the three (3) most recent years, or zero, 
whichever is greater; 

(2)  the school district's market value/personal income aid ratio 
averaged for the three (3) most recent years; and 

(3)  the lesser of one (1) and the school district's equalized 
millage averaged for the three (3) most recent years divided by the 
equalized millage that represents the seventy-fifth percentile of the 
equalized millage of all school districts averaged for the three (3) most 
recent years. 

(f)  The Department of Education shall determine the subfactor 
quantity for each school district by calculating the sum of: 

(1)  An amount for student cost categories determined by 
calculating the sum of: 

(i)  An amount on behalf of eligible students with category 3 
disabilities determined by calculating the product of: 

(A)  the number of eligible students, averaged for the three (3) 
most recent years, residing or enrolled in the school district classified 
as having category 3 disabilities as provided under subsection (g), 
provided that the number of eligible students included in this 
calculation who are placed by the school district and served in public or 
private separate schools, residential placements or homebound or 
hospital placements shall not exceed three and one-half percent (3.5%) 
of all eligible students with individualized education programs residing 
or enrolled in the school district or the target established in the Part B 
State Annual Performance Plan filed by the department pursuant to the 
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (Public Law 91-230, 20 
U.S.C. § 1400 et seq.), whichever is less; 

(B)  the weighting factor for students with category 3 disabilities 
as provided under subsection (g); and 

(C)  the base cost per student. 
(ii)  An amount on behalf of eligible students with category 2 

disabilities determined by calculating the product of: 
(A)  the number of eligible students in the school district, 

averaged for the three (3) most recent years; 
(B)  the Statewide percentage of modified average daily 

membership designated for category 2 disabilities as provided under 
subsection (g); 

(C)  the weighting factor for eligible students with category 2 
disabilities as provided under subsection (g); and 

(D)  the base cost per student. 
(iii)  An amount on behalf of eligible students with category 1 

disabilities determined by calculating the product of: 
(A)  the school district's modified average daily membership, 

averaged for the three (3) most recent years; 
(B)  the Statewide percentage of modified average daily 

membership designated for category 1 disabilities as provided under 
subsection (g); 

(C)  the weighting factor for eligible students with category 1 
disabilities as provided under subsection (g); and 

(D)  the base cost per student. 
(2)  An adjustment for geographic price differences calculated as 

follows: 
(i)  Multiply the amount under clause (1) by the school district's 
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location cost metric or one (1), whichever is greater. 
(ii)  Subtract the amount under clause (1) from the product under 

subclause (i). 
(g)  The Legislative Commission on Special Education Funding 

is established and shall develop special education formula components 
as follows: 

(1)  The Statewide percentages of modified average daily 
membership which shall be designated as category 1 and category 2 for 
purposes of subsection (f)(1), provided that the designated percentage 
for each category shall not exceed the actual proportion of students in 
this Commonwealth classified as having such disabilities in the most 
recent year for which data is available. 

(2)  The weighting factors for students with category 1, category 
2 and category 3 disabilities for purposes of subsection (f)(1). 

(3)  A description of and parameters for category 1, category 2 
and category 3 disabilities for purposes of subsection (f)(1), provided 
that the categories shall be established such that disabilities typically 
requiring the least intensive range of services be categorized in 
category 1 and disabilities typically requiring the most intensive range 
of services be categorized in category 3. 

(h)  Prior to the development of the special education formula 
components specified in subsection (g) by the commission: 

(1)  The commission shall consider nationally accepted 
accounting and costing-out standards in determining the special 
education formula components specified in subsection (g). 

(2)  The commission shall, in a timely manner, hold no fewer 
than three (3) public hearings in different regions of the State to receive 
input and testimony from stakeholders, which may include the 
Secretary of Education and other individuals representing the 
Department of Education, parents of eligible students, teachers, school 
administrators, school board members, higher education faculty and 
existing State committees, advisory panels and task forces established 
under Federal or State law, regulations or court orders. 

(3)  Membership of the commission shall include three (3) 
legislators from each of the four (4) legislative caucuses, to be 
determined by the leadership of each caucus and to be replaced at the 
discretion of the leadership of each caucus. The commission may 
perform its duties regardless of whether all four (4) legislative caucuses 
have actually appointed members to the commission. The commission 
shall choose a chairperson and utilize legislative staff for assistance in 
developing special education formula components. The Department of 
Education shall provide the commission with data, research and other 
relevant information, upon request by the commission. 

(4)  Members of the commission shall be appointed within forty-
five (45) days of the effective date of this section. The commission 
shall hold its first meeting within ninety (90) days of the effective date 
of this section. The commission shall develop the special education 
formula components specified in subsection (g) within two hundred 
and forty (240) days of the effective date of this section, and shall issue 
a report of its findings to the Governor, the President pro tempore of 
the Senate and Minority Leader of the Senate, the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and the Minority Leader of the House of 
Representatives, the chairman and minority chairman of the Education 
Committee of the Senate and the chairman and minority chairman of 
the Education Committee of the House of Representatives, and the 
State Board of Education. 

(5)  Upon completion of the commission's report, the State Board 
of Education shall draft proposed regulations to implement the special 
education funding provisions of this section using without alteration to 
the special education formula components specified in subsection (g) 
as developed by the commission. If the commission does not issue the 
required report within the required time period or if the commission’s 
report does not designate the special education formula components 
specified in subsection (g), then the State Board of Education shall in a 
timely manner promulgate proposed regulations to designate the 
special education formula components specified in subsection (g) 
through the regulatory review process. 

(6)  In every fifth year subsequent to the initial promulgation of 

the regulations implementing the formula components, the commission 
shall meet and hold public hearings to review the operation of the 
special education funding provisions of this section, shall make a 
further report and shall issue such report to the bodies and individuals 
listed in clause (4). When in receipt of a further report recommending 
changes to the special education formula components specified in 
subsection (g), the State Board of Education shall promulgate proposed 
regulations through the regulatory review process to implement without 
alteration any changes developed by the commission in the special 
education formula components specified in subsection (g). 

(i)  The provisions of this section represent the General 
Assembly's commitment to provide adequate special education funding 
that will ensure equitable Federal, State and local investments in 
special education in public schools in order to enable eligible students 
to attain applicable Federal and State academic standards. 

(j)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, if 
insufficient funds are appropriated for purposes of this section for the 
2010-2011 school year, each school district shall be paid the amount it 
received during the 2008-2009 school year under section 2509.5(zz). 

(k)  (1)  The Department of Education shall set aside one percent 
(1%) of the total State special education appropriation in each year for 
extraordinary special education program expenses under section 
2509.8. The Department of Education shall utilize the funds pursuant to 
section 2509.8(e) in order to meet, to the extent that funds are 
available, extraordinary special education expenses not anticipated 
through the special education funding formula. School districts and 
charter schools may apply for resources through the fund pursuant to 
procedures established by the Department of Education. The 
Department of Education shall make payments from the fund in 
response to such applications. 

(2)  The Department of Education shall issue a comprehensive 
annual report documenting use of the fund to the General Assembly 
and shall give public notice about such report. 

(3)  As used in this subsection, "extraordinary special education 
expenses" are expenses that result from needs and circumstances of an 
eligible student with significant disabilities which are not ordinarily 
present in a typical special education service and program delivery 
system and which have costs exceeding the school district or charter 
school funding for special education, in order to provide the student 
with an appropriate education in the least restrictive environment. 

(l)  To the extent that funds are appropriated by the General 
Assembly, the Department of Education shall establish a competitive 
grant program for school districts or charter schools meeting the 
following criteria: 

(1)  providing instruction within the regular classroom at least 
eighty percent (80%) of the school day for at least sixty-five percent 
(65%) of eligible students, as averaged for the two (2) most recent 
school years for which data are available or increasing the number of 
eligible students receiving instruction within the regular classroom by 
at least fifteen percent (15%) in the most recent school year for which 
data are available. 

(2)  In the most recent school year for which data are available, 
performance by eligible students on State academic assessments in 
reading and math, averaged for the entire district, meeting State 
standards for adequate yearly progress by any method approved by the 
Federal and State governments, including, but not limited to, meeting 
the annual target, the confidence interval, the safe harbor target or by 
appeal. 

(3)  Implementing programs or services that serve as a model of 
excellence for meeting high standards for inclusion and student 
achievement through quality special education. 

(m)  The Department of Education shall develop guidelines for 
the administration of the grant program, which shall be allocated to 
school districts on a competitive basis. 

(n)  The Department of Education shall issue an annual report to 
the General Assembly documenting use of the grants issued pursuant to 
subsection (l), and shall give public notice about the report. 

(o)  Nothing in subsection (l) or any other provision of this act 
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alters Federal or State law regarding the right of an eligible student to 
receive education in the least restrictive environment or alters the legal 
authority of Individualized Education Program (IEP) teams to make 
appropriate program and placement decisions for eligible students in 
accordance with the IEP developed for each eligible student. 

Section 2509.14.  Special Education Accountability to 
Commonwealth Taxpayers.–(a)  (1)  The Department of Education 
shall determine the form and manner in which school districts shall 
submit a special education plan and revisions, updates and amendments 
to the special education plan pursuant to this section. The special 
education plan shall be consistent with other existing plans and reports 
required by the Department of Education to the greatest extent 
possible, including those required under 22 Pa. Code § 14.104 (relating 
to special education plans). Special education plans shall be written in a 
manner that is easy to use and understand by parents and the public, 
including a general summary. 

(2)  The Department of Education shall: 
(i)  review the special education plans and revisions, updates and 

amendments; 
(ii)  provide recommendations and technical assistance to school 

districts; 
(iii)  approve or disapprove the plan within ninety (90) calendar 

days of receipt; and 
(iv)  provide a written explanation when disapproving a plan. 
(3)  The Department of Education shall approve a special 

education plan and revisions, updates and amendments that in the 
determination of the department: 

(i)  meet the requirements of this section; 
(ii)  address the academic and developmental challenges for 

eligible students identified in the school district's most recent student 
achievement results and pursuant to performance indicators, with 
specific focus on individual schools, grade levels and populations of 
students that demonstrate inadequate levels of student outcomes and 
with student achievement for eligible students as measured by 
academic performance whenever possible in the general education 
curriculum, acquisition of knowledge and skills, progress toward 
graduation, accomplishment of individualized education program 
goals, including appropriate functional skills, and other factors; 

(iii)  describe programs and strategies that are most likely to 
improve student outcomes in the school district; 

(iv)  describe any programs offered by the school district and 
strategies of the school district for children from birth through five (5) 
years of age and five (5) years of age through seven (7) years of age 
designed to reduce the need for special education services; and 

(v)  describe policies of the school district to ensure that a student 
identified as having a disability is no longer identified as such if the 
student no longer qualifies under the provisions of 22 Pa. Code Ch. 14 
(relating to special education services and programs), or any successor 
regulation. 

(4)  Upon disapproving a school district's special education plan, 
update or revision submitted pursuant to this section, the Department of 
Education shall withhold the portion of the annual State increase in 
special education funding which exceeds the index until such a time as 
a written special education plan, update or revision is approved. 

(5)  The Secretary of Education shall involve as appropriate in 
special education monitoring, support, intervention, technical 
assistance and special education plan review by the Department of 
Education, the staff in relevant offices, bureaus and divisions of the 
department, as well as staff in intermediate units and consultants, and 
shall neither delegate nor limit these functions solely to the Bureau of 
Special Education. The Secretary of Education shall have the authority 
to contract for additional assistance with intermediate units and 
consultants for these purposes, so long as such contracts do not create a 
conflict of interest or supplant existing service or program obligations. 

(b)  (1)  By April 15, 2011, and by April 15 of each year 
thereafter, each school district receiving an increase in its State special 
education funding allocation of more than the index shall update its 
special education plan based on overall circumstances, shall also revise 

the special education plan to show in detail how the increase above the 
index will be used and shall submit the updates and revisions to the 
Department of Education for approval pursuant to subsection (a). 
Unless a school district decides to amend its special education plan 
more broadly to reflect the receipt of new funding, the Department of 
Education shall allow a district to meet the requirements of this section 
by adding the mandated information as an appendix to the existing 
plan. 

(2)  School districts shall use State funds for programs and 
supports that expressly benefit eligible students educated in the least 
restrictive environment in accordance with Federal and State law and 
contribute to achievement of performance indicators. 

(3) The Department of Education shall issue guidelines for the 
suggested use of State funds for programs and supports that benefit 
eligible students and contribute to achievement of performance 
indicators and address the following areas or related areas: 

(i)  curricula adaptation; 
(ii)  co-teaching; 
(iii)  assistive technology; 
(iv)  school-wide positive behavior supports; 
(v)  supplementary aids and services; 
(vi)  professional development; 
(vii)  reading specialist services and supports; 
(viii)  reducing caseloads for special education teachers and 

related services personnel; and 
(ix)  placing and serving eligible students in regular classrooms 

with supports in accordance with the individualized education program 
(IEP) developed for each eligible student. 

(4)  Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to require 
school districts to implement only the programs and supports included 
in the guidelines issued by the Department of Education. 

(c)  Accountability for the effective use of resources to meet 
student needs shall also be provided in the following ways: 

(1)  The Department of Education shall issue to the General 
Assembly a comprehensive annual report on special education funding, 
special education plans, the implementation of 22 Pa. Code § 14.104 
and other special education accountability issues for public school 
entities serving eligible students and this Commonwealth. 

(2)  Upon disapproving a school district's special education plan, 
update or revision, the Department of Education shall withhold the 
portion of the annual State increase in special education funding which 
exceeds the index until such a time as a written special education plan, 
update or revision is approved. 

(3)  (i)  The Department of Education shall: 
(A)  review and monitor implementation of all special education 

plans, including, but not limited to, compliance with subsection (b) and 
22 Pa. Code § 14.104; 

(B)  provide support, intervention and technical assistance in 
school districts failing to meet student needs based on performance 
indicators or failing to comply with subsection (b); 

(C)  identify at any time and at least annually all school districts 
failing to adequately implement their special education plans in 
compliance with Federal and State law, failing to comply with 
subsection (b) or not making annual progress to meet student needs 
based on performance indicators; and 

(D)  determine whether to withhold up to five percent (5%) of all 
State special education funding for school districts identified pursuant 
to this clause while the identified problems remain unresolved. 

(ii)  If the Department of Education determines that a school 
district is making substantial progress toward resolving the identified 
problems, it shall restore the withheld funding retroactively and 
continue to monitor the district for an additional two (2) years. 

(4)  To discourage the inappropriate over-identification of 
children for special education, the Department of Education shall 
automatically conduct a thorough review of the special education plan 
of any school district with a substantially higher ratio of eligible 
students in the district to its average daily membership for all students 
than the State average, as established by the department, and of any 
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district where the ratio of eligible students in the school district to its 
average daily membership for all students in the most recent school 
year for which data is available has increased by more than ten percent 
(10%) over the previous year or of any district where the ratio has 
increased by an annual average of more than five percent (5%) during 
the most recent five (5) year period. Appropriate remedial action, 
including withholding up to five percent (5%) of all State special 
education funding, may be taken, unless the ratio or increase is 
determined to be justified by the Department of Education after 
consultation with the school district. 

(d)  The Department of Education shall issue to any affected 
school district a notice specifying the department's decisions and 
actions pursuant to this section and the rationale for such decisions and 
actions. A school district may file a written response to the department 
about the department's decisions and actions regarding that district 
made pursuant to this section. The written response must be submitted 
to the department within thirty (30) calendar days of the department's 
notice or within thirty (30) calendar days of receiving the notice, 
whichever is greater. The department shall consider the written 
response, consult with the school district and, within thirty (30) 
calendar days after receiving the written response, issue a written 
decision addressing the concerns and claims made in the written 
response, explaining the judgment of the department in response to 
these concerns and claims, and specifying the opportunity to appeal 
this matter to the Secretary of Education for a hearing under 2 Pa.C.S. 
Chs. 5 Subch. A (relating to practice and procedure of Commonwealth 
agencies) and 7 Subch. A (relating to judicial review of Commonwealth 
agency action) and 1 Pa. Code Part II (relating to general rules of 
administrative practice and procedure). If requested, the secretary shall 
convene a hearing within thirty (30) calendar days after receipt of a 
school district's hearing request. The secretary shall render a written 
hearing decision within thirty (30) calendar days following the hearing. 

(e)  The Department of Education shall give public notice of the 
decisions, actions and reports made pursuant to this section. 

(f)  Nothing in this section shall supersede or preempt any 
provisions of a collective bargaining agreement between a school entity 
and an employee organization in effect on the effective date of this 
section. 

(g)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, if 
insufficient funds are appropriated for purposes of section 2509.13 for 
the 2010-2011 school year, the requirements of this section are waived. 

Section 3.  The Secretary of Education shall propose regulations 
for promulgation by the State Board of Education which implement 
this act. 

Section 4.  This act shall take effect immediately. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Lancaster County, Representative Sturla. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment does several things, but before 
I get to some of the details of it, I would like to thank some of 
the members who helped get us to this point. 
 First, let me thank Representative Barb McIlvaine Smith, 
who had worked on this issue very early on as we were 
developing this bill. And then on this amendment in particular, 
aspects of this amendment have parts of amendments of 
Representative O'Neill, Representative Rapp, Representative 
Tallman, Representative Maher, some people from the 
administration, and actually a suggestion or two from a couple 
people over in the Senate in passing conversations. 
 It deals with a special ed funding formula that has been 
woefully inadequate and unworkable for several years now. 
When I first got here 20 years ago, we changed the then special 

ed funding formula, which was an excess funding formula – it 
was the fastest growing line item in the budget – and set out a 
formula which everyone felt was workable, and it was for a few 
years while we had lots of dollars, but it has become woefully 
unworkable and woefully inadequate. 
 This amendment will provide for an effective formula to 
distribute State funding for special ed without creating 
compulsory annual targets or limiting the discretion of the 
General Assembly. It will increase the accuracy of the special 
education formula by using three weights. It will establish a 
transparent process to set the final formula weights through a 
legislative commission and subsequent regulation. It will 
maintain spending at the 2008-2009 levels for 2010-2011 until 
sufficient funds are appropriated to actually have the funding 
formula kick in. So it will not affect anybody adversely at this 
point in time. In fact, even when it kicks in, it will not affect 
anybody adversely. There are hold-harmless clauses in it. It will 
simply start to help those people that are the most desperately in 
need, that have the kids with the most needs, that have the 
highest costs involved with those kids. 
 It will streamline and strengthen school district 
accountability without imposing excess bureaucracy. And 
hopefully when there are sufficient funds, it will actually be an 
equitable funding system to maintain special ed funding 
throughout the State. It will also maintain a contingency fund 
that will make it more accountable and transparent. 
 The formula remains an independent line item in the State 
budget, separate from the basic ed. And the basic ed reforms 
adopted in 2008 did not include special education, so this 
rectifies some of those problems. 
 That is all I will say about this amendment, unless people 
have questions, and then when we get beyond that, I would like 
to make a few more comments on the bill itself. 
 The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, while there may be some problems with the 
amendment, we do appreciate the cooperation from the other 
side of the aisle in putting in some of our ideas and our 
amendments. And so, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to 
support the Sturla amendment 07709. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny County, Representative Maher. 
 Mr. MAHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 One of the oddest features of the way Pennsylvania funds 
public education is the assumption that children with special 
needs are equally distributed through all school districts so that 
one in every six students in every single school district is 
assumed to have special needs. And the assumption in the 
funding formula is that every child with special needs, this one 
in six, is identical to every other child with special needs, which 
of course we know does not really reflect the real world. 
 What Representative Sturla is doing today is beginning to 
step away from that assumption that one in six children are 
equally distributed among all school districts. We all know that 
some school districts take pride in the quality of services they 
provide; others are less mindful. Parents of severely involved 
children tend to seek the school districts that they believe will 
be best able to offer their children the educational opportunities 
that they desire. So the school districts which do the best job 
with the most involved children are rewarded with more 
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children who have these needs without any additional funding 
currently, and the school districts which do the poorest jobs 
keep all the funding as if the children were still in their district. 
Well, this seems to encourage bad behavior, not good behavior. 
 So I am very encouraged by the work that has been 
proceeding on a bipartisan basis to begin to move the discussion 
to, how do we have the funding support for special-needs 
children actually follow the children? And while I would agree 
and I think Representative Sturla would agree that what is 
before us tonight is not perfect, it is not a finished product, it is 
clearly moving us in the right direction. Much work remains to 
be done, and I look forward to working in that direction. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Montgomery County, Representative Harper. 
 Ms. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the gentleman stand for brief interrogation? 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lancaster County, 
Representative Sturla, indicates he will stand for interrogation. 
The gentlelady is in order and may proceed. 
 Ms. HARPER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 First of all, I appreciate what the gentleman is trying to do to 
get the special ed funding to follow the child with special needs. 
Here is my worry, and I am hoping you can allay my fears. 
 I represent three districts that get the minimum State funding, 
because under the market value/personal income aid ratio, they 
are considered not needy. In the real world, that means that we 
pay for 90 percent of our school costs at home, but I also know 
that special ed funding is of particular interest to my three 
districts. In fact, people often move into my three districts 
knowing that their special-needs children will get an excellent 
education. 
 I see that your amendment has that paragraph in it that 
includes the market value/personal income aid ratio as one of 
the factors, and I am wondering how you square that with the 
idea that the formula should send the money where the children 
are, and I am afraid my school districts will not get adequate 
funding under this ratio. Could you help me with that? 
 Mr. STURLA. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the way we funded education in the State of 
Pennsylvania has always been a consideration of some local 
needs and some local abilities also, so that is a small portion of 
this factor. But keep in mind that there will be a commission set 
up that will be looking at how this formula gets developed, that 
will be looking at how the various tiers get set up, the three 
different tiers. 
 In particular, in the severe tier and beyond where there are 
going to be kids getting money out of the contingency fund, that 
will have no bearing on the wealth of a school district. It will be 
those —  And those are the extreme costs. Those are the ones 
that bankrupt a school district no matter how wealthy you are, if 
there are 10 or 12 kids that show up that have 100,000-plus in 
needs each year. So those will be taken care of in a contingency 
fund, and we will also be awarding kids based on the need, 
based on the different categories. 
 Ms. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, one more. 
 Would the gentleman answer whether there is a minimum 
amount of funding as there is with the general basic ed subsidy 
so that my districts will at least be assured of getting 
something? 
 

 Mr. STURLA. Yes. There will at least, among other things, 
there is a hold-harmless clause so that you will always get what 
you got this year ad infinitum, even if you had no special-needs 
students show up in your school tomorrow. So that will be 
there, plus there will be a base set out for students in getting 
special-needs dollars also. 
 Ms. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lancaster County, Representative Boyd. 
 Mr. BOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment a sec. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Representative Sturla, 
indicates he will stand for interrogation. The gentleman,  
Mr. Boyd, is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. BOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have long been an advocate of formula-driven funding.  
I think that that is the right way to fund education, and I applaud 
your efforts here. I guess I just heard you make a statement that 
I want to get some clarity on, because I have a concern now. 
 If we have a hold-harmless provision in conjunction with 
formula-driven funding, are we not inviting the potential for 
escalating costs that we may not have the revenue to fund? And 
I will go a little bit further; I would like your comment on this. 
If in fact—  Let us say that there is a district that because of the 
mobility of special-needs students that can move from district to 
district, if a district, say, loses 30 percent of their special-needs 
students but they are held harmless, does 30 percent go to 
another district that is going to require more money? How are 
we going to do that? 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Part of the reason that this came about is because 10 or  
12 years ago I tried to change the formula so that we would just 
redistribute the dollars where the students actually were, and 
there were winners and there were losers. And as fate would 
have it, there were 201 districts that were going to get more 
money and 300 districts that were going to lose money, and you 
can imagine where that vote went – it went nowhere. And so the 
reality is that unless you guarantee someone that they will not 
get less money than they did the previous year – not a 2-percent 
hold harmless; just a hold harmless – unless you can guarantee 
that they at least will not be hurt in this process, you are never 
going to get off of this formula. The alternative is to stay with 
the current formula, in which case they will always get what 
they are getting now regardless of whether there is movement. 
 So the idea is, and we did this a couple years during the 
Ridge administration where when any additional funds that got 
put in to the special ed line item got driven out to school 
districts that had higher than the 16 percent, this is essentially 
doing something similar to that in saying, we are going to hold 
everybody else harmless while we start to drive the dollars out 
to the districts that need it based on student needs and the types 
of students they have. And it may take 20 years for this formula 
to get to a point where it is fully operational and all the dollars 
are going where they actually need to go. Some people will be 
held harmless for a long period of time that maybe should not 
be held harmless, but it is the only way we can get the formula 
to actually start driving funds out. 
 Mr. BOYD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just briefly on the amendment. 
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 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may proceed. 
 Mr. BOYD. I am inclined to support the amendment. I am 
really concerned that as we move forward with the process, it 
seems to me that it would be important that there is some kind 
of a vehicle that realistically if a district is losing special-needs 
children, that there is some logic to that money being shifted 
around. 
 You know, I know we are not in the position where we like 
creating winners and losers, and we had a debate on that with 
the farm-implement bill, handpicking winners and losers. But 
the reality is, we have a finite number of dollars in this 
Commonwealth, and if we are going to distribute that finite 
number of dollars based on formula-driven need, which is what 
you are after, I think it is incumbent upon us at some point in 
time to say that some districts may not get the same amount of 
revenues they got the year before because they have a 
significantly lower cost factor based on their declining 
enrollment of special-needs students. 
 I am going to support the gentleman's amendment, but  
I would encourage him to consider how that might play out in 
the future as this bill moves forward. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 

Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Maher, withdrawing 
his amendments? The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Will the House agree to the bill? On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from York County, Representative 
Miller. 
 Mr. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mandate waiver extension is very important to the school 
districts that I represent, indeed to many of the school districts 
in the State of Pennsylvania, to have the ability to apply for a 
waiver from mandates to save costs, whether it is school 
construction or some other phase of running the school district. 
This is a very important issue. 
 I also appreciate the fact that we have a desire to move  
HB 704 forward. So I believe we have a commitment from both 
sides of the aisle to work on mandate waiver. The 
administration has indicated a willingness to work on that issue. 
As long as we remember that that ability, that legislation that 
empowered mandate waivers expires at the end of June and it is 
very important for our school districts, we have that 
understanding, and so, Mr. Speaker, I am going to withdraw this 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 It is the Chair's understanding that all the other amendments 
have been withdrawn. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks County, Representative O'Neill. 
 Mr. O'NEILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to take this time to thank the good gentleman 
from Lancaster County for working with us on the contingency 
fund and other parts of the bill. We felt that there was a problem 
with the bill that was not fair to all special education students, 
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especially those who have the most severe problems, with our 
school districts. And he worked with us to work on that to make 
sure that every student who has some severe disabilities and at a 
great deal of cost to the school districts, that all the students, no 
matter what school district or what part of the Commonwealth 
they come from, will be taken care of. 
 So I just wanted to thank the gentleman for that, and that is 
the reason why we withdrew our amendments. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 Will the House agree to the bill? On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Lancaster County, 
Representative Sturla. 
 Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If I could, just quickly, I wanted to thank Representatives 
Saylor, Miller, Clymer, and Belfanti for withdrawing their 
amendments. Also again to thank Representatives O'Neill, 
Rapp, Tallman, and Maher for their contributions to the 
language in amendment 7709. 
 I also want to take a little bit of time, particularly to thank 
both the Republican and Democratic Education staffs for 
working hard on this. This is an issue that is not an easy issue. 
This is a very complex issue, it required a lot of hours of 
negotiation, and this is the first step toward finally getting some 
realization of fair funding for special education in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 
 So I want to thank both sides of the aisle, both chairmen of 
the Education Committee, and particularly the Education Law 
Project who worked diligently on this and about 40 other 
organizations that advocate for the disabilities community. So 
thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. Will the House agree to the bill? On that 
question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks 
County, Representative Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned a few moments ago, there has 
been enormous progress made on HB 704. But one of my 
concerns, in addition to the hold-harmless issue, which 
Representative Boyd had a very meaningful and important 
discussion with the prime sponsor of the bill, that is something 
we can continue. We know there is not going to be a 
spreadsheet, so we are not going to be able to determine exactly 
what each school district is going to receive, even though we 
talked about the hold-harmless issue. But equally important in 
this discussion is the fact that there are insufficient revenues to 
deal with the funding for special education as outlined in this 
bill. 
 I am not sure what the other members are going to do, but 
because this would amount to an unfunded mandate, I am going 
to vote against it. But again, I do want to express the openness, 
the communications that we have had with the prime sponsor of 
the bill, and I am sure this is going to continue in the days 
ahead. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 

MOTION TO PROCEED TO CONSIDERATION 
UNDER RULE 24 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that pursuant to rule 24, that members have had 
sufficient time to review the language and that the House 
proceed with consideration of HB 2375, PN 3938. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–173 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Maher Reese 
Baker Fairchild Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Farry Major Roebuck 
Bear Fleck Manderino Ross 
Belfanti Frankel Mann Sabatina 
Beyer Freeman Markosek Sainato 
Bishop Gabler Marshall Santarsiero 
Boback Galloway Marsico Santoni 
Boyd George Matzie Saylor 
Boyle Gerber McGeehan Scavello 
Bradford Gergely McI. Smith Seip 
Brennan Gibbons Melio Shapiro 
Brooks Gingrich Miccarelli Siptroth 
Brown Godshall Micozzie Smith, K. 
Burns Goodman Millard Smith, M. 
Buxton Grove Miller Smith, S. 
Caltagirone Grucela Mirabito Solobay 
Carroll Hahn Moul Sonney 
Casorio Haluska Mundy Staback 
Causer Hanna Murphy Stern 
Christiana Harhai Murt Stevenson 
Clymer Harhart Mustio Sturla 
Cohen Harkins Myers Taylor, J. 
Conklin Harper O'Brien, D. Taylor, R. 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, M. Thomas 
Costa, P. Helm O'Neill Toepel 
Cruz Hennessey Pallone True 
Curry Hess Parker Turzai 
Daley Hickernell Pashinski Vereb 
Day Hornaman Payne Vitali 
Deasy Houghton Payton Vulakovich 
DeLuca Johnson Peifer Wagner 
Denlinger Josephs Perzel Wansacz 
DePasquale Keller, W. Petrarca Waters 
Dermody Kessler Petri Watson 
DeWeese Killion Phillips Wheatley 
DiGirolamo Kirkland Pickett White 
Donatucci Knowles Preston Williams 
Drucker Kortz Pyle Youngblood 
Eachus Kotik Quigley Yudichak 
Ellis Kula Quinn   
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl McCall, 
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw   Speaker 
Everett Longietti Reed 
 
 NAYS–26 
 
Barrar Gillespie Metzgar Rock 
Benninghoff Grell Milne Rohrer 
Cox Hutchinson Oberlander Samuelson 
Creighton Kauffman Perry Schroder 
Cutler Keller, M.K. Rapp Swanger 
Delozier Krieger Roae Tallman 
Gabig Metcalfe 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
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 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2375,  
PN 3938, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 74 (Transportation) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, proscribing indemnity agreements in motor 
carrier transportation contracts. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
 
 

Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 
 The SPEAKER. Members will please take their seats. We 
are about to take up a condolence resolution. 
 The Sergeants at Arms will close the doors of the House. 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. FREEMAN called up HR 824, PN 3806, entitled: 
 
A Resolution honoring the life of United States Army Sergeant 

Sean Michael Durkin, 24, who paid the ultimate sacrifice on April 9, 
2010, as the result of injuries he received from an improvised explosive 
device on March 27, 2010, in Afghanistan. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
  
 The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
resolution, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northampton County, Representative Freeman. 
 Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 HR 824 honors the life of Sgt. Sean Michael Durkin, who 
died on April 9 from wounds he received in March of this year 
while serving in the U.S. Army in Afghanistan. Sergeant 
Durkin's family would liked to have been here today for the 
vote on this resolution, but they now live in Arizona and were 
unable to attend today's session and to make the trip east. Our 
thoughts and prayers, nevertheless, are with them as they 
continue to come to terms with their grief and with their great 
loss. 
 Sean Durkin grew up in Easton, Pennsylvania, in the 
neighborhood of South Side Easton, the place he called home 
until his family moved to Colorado and then eventually to 
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Arizona. Although his high school years were spent out in the 
West, Sean was a true native son of Easton, which he 
considered his hometown. 
 At an early age, he showed a very keen interest in pursuing a 
career in the U.S. Army. As a boy, he and his friends would 
play war games in the backyards and alleys of his Southside 
neighborhood. He was fond of constructing model airplanes and 
ships, and whenever he was given a writing assignment at 
school where he could choose the topic, he would always 
choose to write invariably on some sort of military topic. 
 Family and friends knew he was destined to serve his 
country in the United States Army. He soon enlisted after 
graduation from high school and endured rigorous training that 
twice resulted in a broken foot. He got through that training 
with his usual determination and dedication and went on to 
serve as a member of the 82d Airborne Division in Iraq and 
eventually with the 12th Infantry Regiment of the 4th Brigade 
Combat Team in Afghanistan. 
 On March 27, enemy forces in Afghanistan attacked his 
vehicle with an improvised explosive device which took both of 
his legs and two fingers. He initially survived the wounds, and 
while recuperating from them in Kabul, he was visited by 
President Obama, who personally presented him with a Purple 
Heart. 
 Sergeant Durkin was transported to Walter Reed Army 
Hospital soon after, where his prognosis originally looked good, 
but then things took a turn for the worse when he developed a 
postsurgical infection that claimed his life on April 9, dying at 
the age of 24 with his mother by his bedside. 
 The high regard in which Sean Durkin was held by the 
Easton community and the outpouring of sympathy for his 
family was readily apparent on the day he was taken to his final 
resting place. Local residents turned out by the hundreds at 
noon on April 29 to line Larry Holmes Drive in downtown 
Easton to pay their respects as his flag-draped coffin was 
transported from his family church in Phillipsburg, New Jersey, 
to Hays Cemetery in South Side Easton, not far from the home 
where he once lived. 
 One of the most poignant tributes of that day was when the 
funeral procession passed Cheston Elementary School where he 
had attended the first, second, and third grades. More than  
300 students from the school lined West Lincoln Street to watch 
the funeral procession and to pay their personal respects to one 
of their own. 
 Sean was buried on April 29 in South Side Easton's Hays 
Cemetery beside his father, a Vietnam war veteran who had 
passed away in 1992. 
 Sgt. Sean Michael Durkin was a dedicated and brave soldier, 
a loving and devoted son, brother, and uncle, and a true 
American hero who made the ultimate sacrifice for his country. 
I ask the House to please pass this resolution unanimously,  
HR 824, to pay tribute to the life and the memory of Sgt. Sean 
Michael Durkin. 
 The SPEAKER. Members and all guests will rise as a sign of 
respect for the fallen soldier. 
 
 (Whereupon, the members of the House and all visitors stood 
in a moment of silence in solemn respect to the memory of 
United States Army Sgt. Sean Michael Durkin.) 
 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. Members and guests may please be seated. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Fairchild Maher Reese 
Baker Farry Mahoney Reichley 
Barbin Fleck Major Roae 
Barrar Frankel Manderino Rock 
Bear Freeman Mann Roebuck 
Belfanti Gabig Markosek Rohrer 
Benninghoff Gabler Marshall Ross 
Beyer Galloway Marsico Sabatina 
Bishop George Matzie Sainato 
Boback Gerber McGeehan Samuelson 
Boyd Gergely McI. Smith Santarsiero 
Boyle Gibbons Melio Santoni 
Bradford Gillespie Metcalfe Saylor 
Brennan Gingrich Metzgar Scavello 
Brooks Godshall Miccarelli Schroder 
Brown Goodman Micozzie Seip 
Burns Grell Millard Shapiro 
Buxton Grove Miller Siptroth 
Caltagirone Grucela Milne Smith, K. 
Carroll Hahn Mirabito Smith, M. 
Casorio Haluska Moul Smith, S. 
Causer Hanna Mundy Solobay 
Christiana Harhai Murphy Sonney 
Clymer Harhart Murt Staback 
Cohen Harkins Mustio Stern 
Conklin Harper Myers Stevenson 
Costa, D. Harris O'Brien, D. Sturla 
Costa, P. Helm O'Brien, M. Swanger 
Cox Hennessey O'Neill Tallman 
Creighton Hess Oberlander Taylor, J. 
Cruz Hickernell Pallone Taylor, R. 
Curry Hornaman Parker Thomas 
Cutler Houghton Pashinski Toepel 
Daley Hutchinson Payne True 
Day Johnson Payton Turzai 
Deasy Josephs Peifer Vereb 
Delozier Kauffman Perry Vitali 
DeLuca Keller, M.K. Perzel Vulakovich 
Denlinger Keller, W. Petrarca Wagner 
DePasquale Kessler Petri Wansacz 
Dermody Killion Phillips Waters 
DeWeese Kirkland Pickett Watson 
DiGirolamo Knowles Preston Wheatley 
Donatucci Kortz Pyle White 
Drucker Kotik Quigley Williams 
Eachus Krieger Quinn Youngblood 
Ellis Kula Rapp Yudichak 
Evans, D. Lentz Ravenstahl   
Evans, J. Levdansky Readshaw McCall, 
Everett Longietti Reed   Speaker 
Fabrizio 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Briggs Geist Oliver 
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 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The Sergeants at Arms will open the doors 
of the House. 

BILL REMOVED FROM TABLE 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bill be removed from the tabled 
bill calendar: SB 492. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations: SB 492. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, 
who moves that the following bill be removed from the 
supplemental calendar and recommitted to the Committee on 
Appropriations: HB 1489. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. In the balcony, the Chair welcomes Jim 
Pfadt, Paul Crosby, and Paul Goodwin, who are the guests of 
Representative John Evans. Will the guests please rise. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. 
 
 There will be no further votes. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker would also like to wish a 
happy birthday to Representative Dennis O'Brien and 
Representative Vanessa Brown. Happy birthday to both. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

ADJOURNMENT 

 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from 
Philadelphia County, Representative Brown, who moves that 
this House do now adjourn until Wednesday, June 23, 2010, at 
11 a.m., e.d.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 2:10 p.m., e.d.t., the House 
adjourned. 


