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SESSION OF 2013 197TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 81 

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

THE SPEAKER (SAMUEL H. SMITH) 
PRESIDING 

 
PRAYER 

 The SPEAKER. Today the prayer will be offered by 
Bishop Joseph Bambera, Diocese of Scranton.  
 
 BISHOP JOSEPH BAMBERA, Guest Chaplain of the 
House of Representatives, offered the following prayer: 
 
 Let us pray:  
 Lord God, in Your Word to Isaiah the prophet, You 
proclaimed, "Let justice descend, O heavens, like dew from 
above, like gentle rain let the skies drop it down…."  
 Today, Lord, we make these words of Yours our prayer. 
Let Your spirit descend upon our legislators, that justice may 
rain down upon our Commonwealth, and our laws reflect Your 
truth. Watch over both the powerful and the powerless, that the 
former may always remember the latter in all that they do. Grant 
peace to our communities, work to our laborers, health and 
prosperity to our citizens. May we especially treasure Your gifts 
of the poor, who most clearly reflect Your presence in life in 
our midst. Help us to serve them generously through the work 
that You have entrusted to our care.  
 In all things, we gratefully remember You, our creator, in 
whose name we pray. Amen.  

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED  

 The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval of the 
Journal of Thursday, December 12, 2013, will be postponed 
until printed.  

JOURNAL APPROVED  

 The SPEAKER. However, the following Journal is in print 
and, without objection, will be approved: Tuesday,  
September 24, 2013. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENT 
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker acknowledges receipt of the 
Department of Environmental Protection Alternative Fuels 
Incentive Grant Program 2012 Annual Report.  
 

* * * 
 
 The Speaker acknowledges receipt of the Department of 
Environmental Protection 2012-2013 Annual Report of the 
Pennsylvania Energy Development Authority. 
 
 (Copies of communications are on file with the Journal 
clerk.)  

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED  

 No. 584  By Representatives DENLINGER, BARRAR, 
SAINATO, SIMMONS, HAGGERTY, TALLMAN, 
BOBACK, GREINER, MUSTIO, READSHAW, PICKETT, 
MILLARD, SCHLEGEL CULVER, JAMES, SONNEY, 
O'NEILL, PAYNE, SAYLOR, SCAVELLO, LAWRENCE, 
SWANGER, KORTZ, COX, ROCK, GIBBONS, BAKER, 
HICKERNELL, CAUSER, M. K. KELLER, ROAE, 
METCALFE, AUMENT, WATSON, STERN, MARSHALL, 
BLOOM, ADOLPH, GABLER, GILLEN, EVERETT, 
HACKETT, HEFFLEY, PETRARCA, MACKENZIE,  
D. COSTA, FARRY, CORBIN, GINGRICH, FEE, CUTLER, 
DAY, MALONEY, STEPHENS, GROVE, HARHART,  
C. HARRIS and KRIEGER  

 
A Resolution urging the Congress of the United States to 

immediately consider and pass H.R. 3685, which exempts emergency 
services volunteers from being counted as full-time employees under 
the Federal Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. 

 
Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, December 16, 2013. 
 
 No. 585  By Representatives MICCARELLI, VITALI, 
CUTLER, MUNDY, BLOOM, KRIEGER, CALTAGIRONE, 
MURT, BARRAR, MARSHALL, D. MILLER, SWANGER, 
GIBBONS, SANKEY, R. MILLER, GROVE, READSHAW, 
C. HARRIS, KILLION, ROSS, EVERETT, MCGINNIS,  
F. KELLER, REGAN, GILLEN, MALONEY, DELOZIER and 
WATSON  
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A Resolution amending the House Rules by providing for member 
expense reimbursements limited. 

 
Referred to Committee on RULES, December 16, 2013. 

 
 No. 586  By Representatives MCCARTER, COHEN, 
ROZZI, MILLARD, K. BOYLE, THOMAS, BROWNLEE, 
MCNEILL, D. MILLER, VITALI, KIM, D. COSTA, 
DiGIROLAMO, McGEEHAN, READSHAW, W. KELLER, 
KORTZ, HENNESSEY, PAINTER, ROSS, ROCK, WHITE, 
MAHONEY, KINSEY, YOUNGBLOOD, M. DALEY and 
GINGRICH  

 
A Resolution commemorating the 40th anniversary of the 

Endangered Species Act of 1973. 
 
Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL 

RESOURCES AND ENERGY, December 16, 2013. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED  

 No. 1901  By Representatives DAVIS, TOOHIL, NEILSON, 
PICKETT, BIZZARRO, V. BROWN, BROWNLEE, 
SCHLOSSBERG, YOUNGBLOOD, J. HARRIS, JAMES, 
COHEN, MILLARD, HEFFLEY, TOEPEL, TRUITT, MURT, 
MAJOR, DAVIDSON, SWANGER, WATSON, SABATINA, 
FLECK, C. HARRIS, MOLCHANY, FARRY, D. COSTA, 
QUINN, FRANKEL, SCHREIBER, MUNDY, DERMODY, 
GAINEY, M. DALEY, DONATUCCI, KIM, SANTARSIERO, 
BRIGGS, SIMS and PARKER  

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in assault, providing for intimate 
partner harassment. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 16, 2013. 

 
 No. 1916  By Representatives WHEATLEY, THOMAS,  
V. BROWN, MIRANDA, COHEN, BROWNLEE, 
GODSHALL, PARKER and FRANKEL  

 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, further providing for occupational limited 
license. 

 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION,  

December 16, 2013. 
 
 No. 1917  By Representatives WATERS, V. BROWN, 
THOMAS, COHEN, KORTZ, PASHINSKI, HESS, 
MOLCHANY, MURT, FABRIZIO and BISHOP  

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

known as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for 
appropriations for ensuing years. 

 
Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, December 16, 

2013. 
 
 No. 1918  By Representatives WATERS, O'BRIEN,  
V. BROWN, COHEN and KORTZ  

 
 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), 
known as the Liquor Code, providing for an age verification system. 

 
Referred to Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL,  

December 16, 2013. 
 
 No. 1919  By Representatives WATERS, V. BROWN, 
KORTZ, MURT, ROZZI, COHEN, KIRKLAND and  
D. COSTA  

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

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for electronic 
citation fee. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 16, 2013. 

 
 No. 1920  By Representatives WATERS, BISHOP, 
THOMAS, GAINEY, COHEN, V. BROWN, MAHONEY and 
FRANKEL  

 
An Act amending Titles 5 (Athletics and Sports), 18 (Crimes and 

Offenses), 23 (Domestic Relations), 42 (Judiciary and Judicial 
Procedure), 61 (Prisons and Parole) and 75 (Vehicles) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, revising the law on criminalizing 
and sentencing for controlled substances; making editorial changes; 
and repealing certain provisions of the Controlled Substance, Drug, 
Device and Cosmetic Act. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 16, 2013. 

 
 No. 1921  By Representatives BURNS, METZGAR, 
BROOKS, SONNEY, CALTAGIRONE, MARKOSEK, 
O'BRIEN, SANKEY, STERN, GODSHALL, KIM, 
BIZZARRO, MAJOR, CONKLIN, ENGLISH, DiGIROLAMO, 
READSHAW, TALLMAN, LUCAS, TOEPEL, COX, 
GIBBONS, MURT, KOTIK, EVERETT, HENNESSEY, 
DONATUCCI, LONGIETTI, MAHONEY, VEREB, DeLUCA, 
GINGRICH, MILLARD, GOODMAN, D. COSTA, COHEN, 
SABATINA, FRANKEL, WATSON, GROVE, GRELL and 
FARINA  

 
An Act designating a bridge on that portion of 17th Street over 

State Route 56 in Windber Borough, Somerset County, as the Trooper 
Joseph Sepp Memorial Bridge. 

 
Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION,  

December 16, 2013. 
 
 No. 1922  By Representatives PAINTER, V. BROWN, 
SCHREIBER, CALTAGIRONE, COHEN, MIRANDA,  
M. DALEY and FARRY  

 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for persons 
qualified to solemnize marriages. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 16, 2013. 

 
 No. 1923  By Representatives GABLER, CALTAGIRONE, 
COX, DeLUCA, GILLEN, GINGRICH, JAMES, MILLARD, 
R. MILLER, MILNE, SANKEY, SWANGER and WATSON  

 
An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320), 

known as the Pennsylvania Election Code, in nomination of candidates, 
further providing for number of signers required for nomination 
petitions of candidates at primaries. 
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Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
December 16, 2013. 
 
 No. 1924  By Representatives TALLMAN, GROVE, 
COHEN, HARHART, MAHONEY, FARRY, EVERETT, 
MURT, M. K. KELLER and MOUL  

 
An Act amending the act of December 31, 1965 (P.L.1257, 

No.511), known as The Local Tax Enabling Act, further providing for 
limitations on rates of specific taxes and for restricted use. 

 
Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 

December 16, 2013. 
 
 No. 1925  By Representatives READSHAW, SABATINA, 
KORTZ, MURT, DeLUCA, MILLARD, MAHONEY, KOTIK, 
COHEN, CLYMER, O'BRIEN, CALTAGIRONE and 
GINGRICH  

 
An Act amending Title 20 (Decedents, Estates and Fiduciaries) of 

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in ownership of property, legal 
title and equitable estate, further providing for right to dispose of a 
decedent's remains. 

 
Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 16, 2013. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE  

 The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bills for concurrence: 
 
 SB 622, PN 1641 
 
 Referred to Committee on COMMERCE, December 16, 
2013. 
 
 SB 1181, PN 1650 
 
 Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND RURAL 
AFFAIRS, December 16, 2013. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER  

 Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been 
prepared for presentation to the Governor, and the same being 
correct, the titles were publicly read as follows: 
 
 SB 23, PN 1586 

 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child protective services, 
further providing for definitions; and providing for expunction of 
information of perpetrator who was under 18 years of age when child 
abuse was committed. 
 
 SB 28, PN 1589 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in assault, further providing for 
the offense of simple assault and for the offense of aggravated assault; 
and, in falsification and intimidation, providing for the offense of false 
reports of child abuse and for the offense of intimidation or retaliation 
in child abuse cases. 
 
 

 SB 30, PN 1648 
 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child protective services, 
further providing for definitions, for immunity from liability, for 
establishment of pending complaint file, for Statewide central register 
and file of unfounded reports and for amendment or expunction of 
information; and making editorial changes. 
 
 SB 34, PN 1606 

 
An Act amending the act of December 12, 1973 (P.L.397, 

No.141), known as the Professional Educator Discipline Act, making 
extensive substantive and editorial changes; providing for imposition of 
discipline on additional grounds, for imposition of discipline on 
founded reports, for confidentiality, for subpoenas and for disposition 
of fees and fines collected; and establishing the Professional Educator 
Discipline Account. 
 
 SB 638, PN 1604 

 
An Act amending the act of May 22, 1933 (P.L.853, No.155), 

known as The General County Assessment Law, further providing for 
definitions and for subjects of taxation enumerated. 
 
 SB 1046, PN 1304 

 
An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P.L.103, No.69), known 

as The Second Class Township Code, further providing for the 
operating reserve fund. 
 
 SB 1116, PN 1588 

 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child protective services, 
further providing for services for prevention, investigation and 
treatment of child abuse and for investigation of reports. 
 
 Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, 
signed the same. 
 
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease for a couple of 
minutes.  
 
 The House will come to order.  

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker turns to leaves of absence and 
recognizes the majority whip, who requests a leave of absence 
for the gentleman, Mr. MAHER, from Allegheny County for the 
day, and the gentleman, Mr. DAY, from Lehigh County for the 
day. Without objection, the leaves will be granted. 
 The Speaker recognizes the minority whip, who requests a 
leave of absence for the gentleman, Mr. CRUZ, from 
Philadelphia County for the day. Without objection, the leave 
will be granted.  

MASTER ROLL CALL  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker is about to take the master 
roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 PRESENT–199 
 
Adolph Evankovich Knowles Pickett 
Aument Evans Kortz Pyle 
Baker Everett Kotik Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Krieger Rapp 
Barrar Farina Kula Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Longietti Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Lucas Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mackenzie Regan 
Boback Frankel Mahoney Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Major Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Maloney Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Markosek Ross 
Briggs Galloway Marshall Rozzi 
Brooks Gergely Marsico Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gibbons Masser Saccone 
Brown, V. Gillen Matzie Sainato 
Brownlee Gillespie McCarter Samuelson 
Burns Gingrich McGeehan Sankey 
Caltagirone Godshall McGinnis Santarsiero 
Carroll Goodman McNeill Saylor 
Causer Greiner Mentzer Scavello 
Christiana Grell Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Clay Grove Metzgar Schreiber 
Clymer Hackett Miccarelli Simmons 
Cohen Haggerty Micozzie Sims 
Conklin Hahn Millard Smith 
Corbin Haluska Miller, D. Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Miller, R. Sonney 
Costa, P. Harhai Milne Stephens 
Cox Harhart Mirabito Stern 
Culver Harkins Miranda Stevenson 
Cutler Harper Molchany Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, A. Moul Swanger 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman 
Davidson Heffley Mundy Taylor 
Davis Helm Murt Thomas 
Dean Hennessey Mustio Tobash 
Deasy Hickernell Neilson Toepel 
DeLissio James Neuman Toohil 
Delozier Kampf O'Brien Truitt 
DeLuca Kauffman O'Neill Turzai 
Denlinger Kavulich Oberlander Vereb 
Dermody Keller, F. Painter Vitali 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Parker Waters 
Donatucci Keller, W. Pashinski Watson 
Dunbar Killion Payne Wheatley 
Ellis Kim Peifer White 
Emrick Kinsey Petrarca Youngblood 
English Kirkland Petri 
 
 ADDITIONS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Cruz Day Maher 
 
 LEAVES ADDED–4 
 
Briggs Galloway Gergely Mullery 
 
 
 The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety-nine members 
having voted on the master roll call, a quorum is present.  
 
 The House will come to order.  

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

 The SPEAKER. I would appreciate if the members would 
hold the conversations down. I would like to introduce some of 
the guests that are with us today. I would appreciate the 
members holding the conversations down, please. Thank you.  
 Located to the left of the rostrum, we would like to 
welcome Zane Vakharia, a fourth grade student at Meredith 
Elementary School in Philadelphia, and he is here with his 
father, Neville. They are here today as guests of Representative 
O'Brien. Will our guests please rise. Welcome to the hall of the 
House.  
 Also located to the left of the rostrum, as guests of 
Representative Bishop, we would like to welcome Faatimah 
Gamble, her husband, Kenneth Gamble, and their son, Caliph. 
Will our guests please rise. Welcome to the hall of the House.  
 And as a guest of Representative Mackenzie, we would like 
to welcome, to the left of the rostrum, one of our former 
members who also served as majority whip, Representative Don 
Snyder. Don will be retiring as president of Lehigh Carbon 
Community College at the end of the year. He is here with his 
wife, Nancy; his daughter, Schelly Harrison; his grandson, 
Wyatt; his mother-in-law, Joyce Schelly; and his executive 
assistant, Cindy Brooks. Congratulations, Don, for your years of 
service, and welcome back to the hall of the House.  
 In the rear of the chamber, we would like to welcome 
Brooke Mead, a senior at Conestoga Valley High School and a 
volunteer intern in Representative Sturla's district office. Will 
our guest please rise; back here to the right.  
 Also in the rear of the chamber, we would like to welcome 
the Reverend Deborah Clemens and her husband, Tim, and they 
are here today as guests of Representative Godshall. Will our 
guests please rise; back by the door on the left.  
 Also located in the rear of the House, we would like to 
welcome Darrin Kelly and John Gardell from the Pittsburgh 
Bureau of Fire; Joe Regan, representing the Pittsburgh Police 
Department; and Jim Walsh, representing the Pennsylvania 
Fraternal Order of Police Legislative Committee, and they are 
here today as guests of Representative Readshaw. Will our 
guests please rise.  

BIGLERVILLE HIGH SCHOOL 
MARCHING BAND PRESENTED  

 The SPEAKER. Now we would invite Representative 
Tallman and Representative Moul to the rostrum for the purpose 
of presenting a citation to the Biglerville High School Band.  
 The gentleman, Mr. Tallman, is recognized and may 
proceed.  
 Mr. TALLMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I need to ask the Speaker a quick question. You called them 
Biglerville Band, and that is what I refer to them as and 
Representative Moul. It is Upper Adams School District, so  
I had a hard time this morning, if I was Upper Adams or 
Biglerville. So I commend the Speaker for his knowledge of our 
district.  
 Just real quickly, we have before us the Upper Adams 
School District band from Biglerville, Pennsylvania, and they 
won the Tournament of Bands held over here in Hershey, the 
Atlantic Coast division. And this division is made up of nine 
States – you know, we recognize a lot of State champs up here – 
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but this is made up of nine States, and they took first place in 
their division. And Upper Adams is a very small school district 
compared to most school districts in the Commonwealth, and 
this was a significant accomplishment on their part.  
 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Moul, seeking 
recognition?  
 Mr. MOUL. Yes, I am, Mr. Speaker. Thank you.  
 I would like to also add my congratulations to the 
Biglerville/Upper Adams School District. It just goes to show 
you that even from a small county such as ours in Adams that 
not only do we have the best fruit in the world, but we have 
some of the best talent as far as our high school marching 
bands.  
 Today we have the band, some of the band members and 
instructors here on the dais with us, but the rest of the band 
sitting in the back. Would you please rise for us, and let us show 
them a round of appreciation for what they have done.  
 My heartfelt congratulations to each and every one of you. 
You represented our district very, very well. Thank you very 
much.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease for a couple of 
minutes.  
 
 The House will come to order.  

TUNKHANNOCK HIGH SCHOOL  
BOYS CROSS COUNTRY TEAM PRESENTED 

 The SPEAKER. I would like to invite Representative Major 
and Representative Boback to the rostrum for the purpose of 
presenting a citation to the Tunkhannock High School Boys 
Cross Country Team.  
 The lady, Ms. Major, may proceed.  
 Ms. MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 It is with great honor that I join with Representative Boback 
to bring to the floor today the Tunkhannock Area High School 
Boys Cross Country Team, who are the winners of the  
2013 PIAA State Class AA Boys Team Cross Country 
Championship. Led by their head coach, Randy White, and 
assistant coach, Doug Wilson, the team includes: Carson Ayers, 
Alan Grow, John Loomis, Joey Moffitt, Ben Siegel, Justin 
Stonier, Jack Tidball, and Jacob Toczko. The boys did an 
amazing job both individually and as a team to capture the title.  
 This championship was especially rewarding because it 
marks the school's first State title in 41 years. In fact, the local 
community was so ecstatic over the win, people lined the streets 
to applaud and wave banners when the team arrived back home. 
Nothing brings a community together better than celebrating the 
fact that their team won, no matter what the sport.  
 I commend each of the boys for his perseverance and 
commitment to training. To achieve this level of 
accomplishment takes a great deal of hard work, discipline, and 
personal sacrifice.  
 Please join me as we give our warm, heartfelt 
congratulations to the members of the Tunkhannock Area High 
School Boys Cross Country Team on their athletic excellence 
and well-deserved championship.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
 

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the lady,  
Ms. Boback.  
 Ms. BOBACK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 This is the third time over the past few months that I have 
had the opportunity to stand on the House floor in honor of the 
great athletes from my district. Today I rise in recognition of the 
Tunkhannock Area High School Boys Cross Country Team, the 
winner of this year's PIAA State Class AA Boys Cross Country 
Championship.  
 This is the first time in more than four decades that the 
Tunkhannock Area School District has brought home a State 
title, under the direction of the head coach, Randy White, and 
assistant, Doug Wilson. The championship is something these 
young men and their families and coaches will remember 
forever. Not only will it live on in their memories, but it will 
also be remembered across the entire Tunkhannock community. 
Their efforts will serve as an incentive and an example for 
future students of the Tunkhannock High School that anything 
is possible with hard work and determination. Hopefully 
someday soon I will have the chance to return to this floor to 
congratulate a new group of Tunkhannock athletes on a State 
championship.  
 Mr. Speaker, fellow colleagues, I do not know if you are 
aware of it or not, but the Tunkhannock Area School District is 
where I spent 33 years of my professional life as a teacher. 
Once a Tiger, always a Tiger.  
 Again, I congratulate the members and coaches of the 
Tunkhannock Area High School Boys Cross Country Team on 
this great accomplishment. You have surely made us all proud.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease for a couple 
minutes.  
 
 The House will come to order. 

UNCONTESTED CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. READSHAW called up HR 562, PN 2689, entitled:  
 
A Resolution honoring the history and cooperative nature of the 

City of Pittsburgh Bureau of Fire in its daily service to the City of 
Pittsburgh, Allegheny County. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. READSHAW called up HR 563, PN 2690, entitled:  

 
A Resolution honoring the history and cooperative nature of the 

City of Pittsburgh Police Department in its daily service to the City of 
Pittsburgh. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. READSHAW called up HR 564, PN 2691, entitled:  

 
A Resolution honoring the history and cooperative interaction 

among the Pittsburgh Bureau of Police, the Pittsburgh Bureau of 
Emergency Medical Services and the Pittsburgh Bureau of Fire. 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolutions? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Evankovich Knowles Pickett 
Aument Evans Kortz Pyle 
Baker Everett Kotik Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Krieger Rapp 
Barrar Farina Kula Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Longietti Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Lucas Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mackenzie Regan 
Boback Frankel Mahoney Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Major Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Maloney Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Markosek Ross 
Briggs Galloway Marshall Rozzi 
Brooks Gergely Marsico Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gibbons Masser Saccone 
Brown, V. Gillen Matzie Sainato 
Brownlee Gillespie McCarter Samuelson 
Burns Gingrich McGeehan Sankey 
Caltagirone Godshall McGinnis Santarsiero 
Carroll Goodman McNeill Saylor 
Causer Greiner Mentzer Scavello 
Christiana Grell Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Clay Grove Metzgar Schreiber 
Clymer Hackett Miccarelli Simmons 
Cohen Haggerty Micozzie Sims 
Conklin Hahn Millard Smith 
Corbin Haluska Miller, D. Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Miller, R. Sonney 
Costa, P. Harhai Milne Stephens 
Cox Harhart Mirabito Stern 
Culver Harkins Miranda Stevenson 
Cutler Harper Molchany Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, A. Moul Swanger 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman 
Davidson Heffley Mundy Taylor 
Davis Helm Murt Thomas 
Dean Hennessey Mustio Tobash 
Deasy Hickernell Neilson Toepel 
DeLissio James Neuman Toohil 
Delozier Kampf O'Brien Truitt 
DeLuca Kauffman O'Neill Turzai 
Denlinger Kavulich Oberlander Vereb 
Dermody Keller, F. Painter Vitali 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Parker Waters 
Donatucci Keller, W. Pashinski Watson 
Dunbar Killion Payne Wheatley 
Ellis Kim Peifer White 
Emrick Kinsey Petrarca Youngblood 
English Kirkland Petri 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Cruz Day Maher 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolutions were 
adopted. 

STATEMENT BY MR. READSHAW  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny County, Mr. Readshaw, under unanimous 
consent relative to the resolutions just adopted.  
 Mr. READSHAW. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, briefly, HR 562 honors the Pittsburgh Bureau 
of Fire, designates their history, and depicts their dedicated 
daily service to the city of Pittsburgh and the residents. We 
thank them for their time-honored duties.  
 HR 563 honors the Pittsburgh Police Department, their 
history, and time-honored service to the city for protecting the 
public.  
 HR 564 honors the emergency medical services and the 
dedication and professionalism they display.  
 We thank the men and women who are very dedicated who 
make up all three of these agencies in the city of Pittsburgh. 
And it is fitting, as indicated in these resolutions, to honor the 
inter-bureau cooperation of these three outstanding agencies 
within the city of Pittsburgh. We thank them very much for their 
dedication.  
 And once again, Mr. Speaker, as you had introduced the 
guests previously, I thank them for being here. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker  
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the gentleman.  

UNCONTESTED SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 
 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Mr. HANNA called up HR 588, PN 2806, entitled:  
 
A Resolution recognizing the 175th birthday of Clinton County, 

Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Evankovich Knowles Pickett 
Aument Evans Kortz Pyle 
Baker Everett Kotik Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Krieger Rapp 
Barrar Farina Kula Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Longietti Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Lucas Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mackenzie Regan 
Boback Frankel Mahoney Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Major Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Maloney Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Markosek Ross 
Briggs Galloway Marshall Rozzi 
Brooks Gergely Marsico Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gibbons Masser Saccone 
Brown, V. Gillen Matzie Sainato 
Brownlee Gillespie McCarter Samuelson 
Burns Gingrich McGeehan Sankey 
Caltagirone Godshall McGinnis Santarsiero 
Carroll Goodman McNeill Saylor 
Causer Greiner Mentzer Scavello 
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Christiana Grell Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Clay Grove Metzgar Schreiber 
Clymer Hackett Miccarelli Simmons 
Cohen Haggerty Micozzie Sims 
Conklin Hahn Millard Smith 
Corbin Haluska Miller, D. Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Miller, R. Sonney 
Costa, P. Harhai Milne Stephens 
Cox Harhart Mirabito Stern 
Culver Harkins Miranda Stevenson 
Cutler Harper Molchany Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, A. Moul Swanger 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman 
Davidson Heffley Mundy Taylor 
Davis Helm Murt Thomas 
Dean Hennessey Mustio Tobash 
Deasy Hickernell Neilson Toepel 
DeLissio James Neuman Toohil 
Delozier Kampf O'Brien Truitt 
DeLuca Kauffman O'Neill Turzai 
Denlinger Kavulich Oberlander Vereb 
Dermody Keller, F. Painter Vitali 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Parker Waters 
Donatucci Keller, W. Pashinski Watson 
Dunbar Killion Payne Wheatley 
Ellis Kim Peifer White 
Emrick Kinsey Petrarca Youngblood 
English Kirkland Petri 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Cruz Day Maher 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

STATEMENT BY MR. HANNA  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Clinton County, Mr. Hanna, under unanimous consent 
relative to the resolution just adopted.  
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank all of my colleagues for 
voting for HR 588, recognizing the upcoming 175th birthday of 
my home county, Clinton County.  

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD  

 Mr. HANNA. And I will submit the balance of my 
comments for the record, Mr. Speaker. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the gentleman. 
 
 Mr. HANNA submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to recognize my home county, Clinton 
County, on its upcoming 175th birthday. Clinton County was created 
from parts of Centre and Lycoming Counties on June 21, 1839. 
 Mr. Speaker, for those of you who are trivia buffs, did you know 
that Clinton County was first to be named Eagle County? However, it 
was later changed in honor of the seventh Governor of New York 
State, DeWitt Clinton. 

 Clinton County is at the heart of the Pennsylvania Wilds, located 
along the Susquehanna River. 
 Plane enthusiasts are well aware that Piper Aircraft once was one of 
the area's largest employers, and the Piper Museum remains one of the 
largest attractions in the county, with an annual fly-in. 
 The Megatransect is a 26-mile-plus hike and trail run through the 
county that has grown to one of the largest trail events in the United 
States. 
 Every Labor Day weekend, the local regatta draws American 
Powerboat Association racers from all over the world who participate 
in the largest boat race of its kind on the east coast. 
 And finally, Mr. Speaker, Clinton County is home to one of our 14 
State universities and my alma mater, Lock Haven University. 
 So I would like to wish Clinton County an early happy birthday for 
its 175th.  

CALENDAR 
 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

 Ms. BISHOP called up HR 570, PN 2725, entitled:  
 
A Resolution honoring the charitable and community 

achievements of Ms. Faatimah Gamble, a resident of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the lady from Philadelphia County, Ms. Bishop.  
 Ms. BISHOP. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 It is with great honor, dignity, and respect that I rise today 
to pay tribute to HR 570, to Faatimah Gamble, who is not only a 
well-respected role model in and around the Philadelphia area, 
but across the entire Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.  
 Faatimah Gamble is cofounder of Universal Companies, 
along with her very popular husband, Mr. Kenneth Gamble. We 
are delighted this morning to introduce her and her husband and 
family, this pioneer, Kenneth Gamble – music pioneer. This is a 
group of organizations that provides a wide range of 
comprehensive service to help rebuild urban America.  
 And even though we as legislators come from many 
different backgrounds and we share many different interests, 
our admiration and respect for Faatimah Gamble is universal.  
 In 1996–– 
 The SPEAKER. Will the lady, Ms. Bishop, suspend for just 
a minute, please.  
 For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, rise?  
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, the speaker is sharing some very important 
information. I just ask folks on both sides to kind of calm down 
and at least let us hear it.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. It was getting 
pretty loud. We would appreciate if you would hold the 
conversations down.  
 Ms. BISHOP. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The lady, Ms. Bishop, may proceed.  
 Ms. BISHOP. Thank you. In 1996 she founded the 
Wellness of You, a nonprofit organization with the mission of 
introducing healthy lifestyle opportunities to medically 
underserved communities. And since that time over  
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50,000 people have benefited from her innovative and creative 
program, along with the healthy lifestyle component.  
 Faatimah Gamble has created a well-respected and honored 
program that has introduced social etiquette and character 
building and leadership programs to young girls and also young 
boys. The programs are called Pearls of Wisdom for girls and 
Boys to Men for boys; Pearls of Wisdom for girls and Boys to 
Men for boys.  
 Faatimah is a poet, a former radio talk-show host, a 
restaurateur, but she is also an innovative educational leader. 
She is a recipient of many awards for her extensive community 
efforts. Faatimah Gamble is focused on serving the youth, and 
she continues to promote healthy initiatives across the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Yes, her desire is to help 
young men move from boys to men and young girls move from 
girls to ladies.  
 So, Faatimah Gamble, on behalf of everyone here, 
Faatimah Gamble, I would like to say thank you for being a 
woman of action and not just words. You have rallied many 
people across this Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to work 
together for the good of all mankind. Yes, it is true: The harvest 
is plentiful, but the laborers are few.  
 So I ask you, my colleagues, to please join me this morning 
in saluting Faatimah Gamble with a big round of applause and a 
very special thank you for all you have done, for all you are 
doing, and all the work you will do in the future. Stand and give 
us applause, please.  
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House adopt the 
resolution?  
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia County, Mr. Jordan Harris.  
 Mr. J. HARRIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of HR 570 in honor of  
Mrs. Faatimah Gamble. Both Mr. Kenny and Mrs. Faatimah 
Gamble live in the 186th Legislative District, and I do thank the 
gentlelady, Ms. Bishop, for offering this resolution.  
 The Gambles are a staple in my district and in south 
Philadelphia. Together they have helped to revitalize many parts 
of my district that if you looked at 20 years ago were desolate 
and places where no one wanted to live. They are now places 
where everyone wants to live, and they have created my district 
as a place where it is one of the fastest growing districts in this 
Commonwealth. With the help of Mr. and Mrs. Gamble, the 
district also is a place where folks who want to remain in my 
district can remain because of their efforts to have low- and 
moderate-income housing. The Gambles have worked hard to 
bring revitalization to the 186th Legislative District, and  
I definitely think that they are a family due this honor.  
 In addition, I know quite well the work of Mrs. Gamble 
through the Pearls of Wisdom program and all of the work she 
does to inspire young women throughout my district and teach 
them etiquette and a lot of other things that are necessary. They 
are truly an example of great Pennsylvanians, and definitely 
Mrs. Gamble is worthy of this great honor.  
 And for those of you that do not know the name "Gamble," 
it is the name "Gamble" as in "Gamble and Huff." Mr. Kenny 
Gamble, with his wife at his side, has been the producer of 
many of the songs through my mother and my grandmother's 
lifetime that they have enjoyed. So if you know the O'Jays, The 
Intruders, Harold Melvin and the Blue Notes; if you know the 
song, "I'll Always Love My Mama"; if you know "Back 
Stabbers" and a whole lot – that is right, I know those songs, too 

– if you know all of those songs, you need to thank Mr. Kenny 
and Mrs. Faatimah Gamble. Legends in this Commonwealth, 
and definitely, we are honored to have them in the  
186th Legislative District.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the gentlelady,  
Ms. Bishop.  
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House adopt the 
resolution?  
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia County, Mr. Waters. 
 Mr. WATERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I stand in total support for this resolution.  
I want to thank the gentlelady from Philadelphia, Ms. Louise 
Williams Bishop, for offering this resolution and bringing up 
the Gambles to be here for this special recognition.  
 As we know throughout America, and Pennsylvania is no 
exception, so many young people right now are suffering from 
diseases that are preventable, and we have to have someone to 
take the leadership of making sure that we get the information 
to young people early enough so that they can not only get back 
on track, but stay on track, if we can catch it early enough.  
 Prevention is worth a pound of cure. With the childhood 
diseases that are becoming more prevalent throughout this State, 
it is good to know that Faatimah Gamble is in front of this issue 
with providing the children early intervention to make sure that 
they do not suffer from those diseases like Type 2 diabetes and 
other diseases that if they do not know better, they will contract. 
And if we could get the information to them with forums and 
the educational programs that she is leading on, then perhaps we 
could, in the end, save Pennsylvania a whole lot of money in 
terms of giving people care that would be a result of them not 
getting this early intervention.  
 So I think it is smart and it is fiscally sound that programs 
like this exist, and I want to thank Faatimah Gamble and her 
husband, Kenny Gamble, for being behind this program and 
providing the resources that we need to save Pennsylvanians 
money and to save lives and to keep our children on the healthy 
ground.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House adopt the 
resolution?  
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Philadelphia County, Ms. Vanessa Brown.  
 There is a problem with that mike. You will have to come 
down to the next mike in the row there.  
 Ms. V. BROWN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I, too, also rise and congratulate the gentlelady from 
Philadelphia, Representative Bishop, on bringing this resolution 
to our attention and to the House floor.  
 I have had the pleasure of working with Mrs. Faatimah 
Gamble, and I have been invited to sit with her Pearls in a 
restaurant, where she helped the young ladies learn about their 
social graces, and I think I was even blessed by some of those 
social graces that even I did not know. So I have grown from 
being in your presence, Mrs. Faatimah. And I am so grateful 
that all of our members of the House are here today to 
congratulate and welcome you and your husband to this House 
floor.  
 I have gotten to see you as a role model in our community, 
a woman of grace who stands next to her husband always, 
always there lifting and supporting him. And I have been so 
grateful to be in partnership with the Gambles. They have a 
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school in my community. We have worked with children 
together, and I would just like to thank this House for 
recognizing them here today.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House adopt the 
resolution?  
 For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Costa, rise?  
 For the information of all the members in that area, that 
mike is not working. We will try to get it fixed.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Most of the members here know that I like to do karaoke— 
 The SPEAKER. For what purpose— 
 Mr. P. COSTA. Oh, I am sorry; on the resolution. I thought 
you heard me. On the resolution, sir.  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order on the 
resolution.  
 Mr. P. COSTA. Or it might be personal privilege, I am not 
sure.  
 As I said, most of you know that I like to do karaoke, and 
the two favorite songs that I nail all the time are "If You Don't 
Know Me By Now" and "Me and Mrs. Jones," and Mr. Gamble 
wrote both of them, and it was such an honor to get an 
opportunity to meet this gentleman.  
 So thank you, Representative Bishop, for bringing them 
here, and thank you, Mr. Gamble. You do great work. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. It is probably questionable whether you 
were actually on the resolution, but since you did not sing, we 
will let you get away with it.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–198 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Galloway Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gergely Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gibbons Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gillespie McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Gingrich McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Godshall McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Goodman McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Greiner Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grell Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Grove Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Hackett Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Haggerty Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Hahn Millard Sims 
Conklin Haluska Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Hanna Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhai Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harhart Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harkins Miranda Stern 

Culver Harper Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Heffley Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Helm Murt Taylor 
Davis Hennessey Mustio Thomas 
Dean Hickernell Neilson Tobash 
Deasy James Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kampf O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kauffman O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Kavulich Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, F. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Killion Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kim Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kinsey Petrarca White 
Emrick Kirkland Petri Youngblood 
English Knowles 
 
 NAYS–1 
 
Gillen 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Cruz Day Maher 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. R. MILLER called up HR 325, PN 1798, entitled:  

 
A Resolution honoring the life of Fire Chief Rodney Paul Miller, 

who died on April 27, 2013. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from York County, Mr. Ron Miller.  
 Before the gentleman reads, if I could have the members' 
attention. This resolution is in a condolence nature of, I believe, 
a fallen fire chief, and I would appreciate the members' attention 
and courtesy. Thank you.  
 The gentleman, Mr. Miller, may proceed.  
 Mr. R. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I rise today to offer a resolution honoring the life and 
service of Rodney P. Miller.  
 Rodney Miller served many years with the Loganville 
Volunteer Fire Company, having served since 2001 as the fire 
chief. Rodney died on April 27 this year doing what he did 
faithfully for many years. Chief Miller responded to an accident 
on I-83, and while setting up traffic control was struck by a 
hit-and-run driver.  
 In the days that followed that incident I was often asked by 
many how I was related to Rodney Miller, to which I responded 
that I was not, although both of our families had resided in the 
Springfield Township area of York County for generations. 
When I responded that way, I did so truthfully, but also 
knowing that Rodney was the type of person that we would all 
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be pleased to call family, and that through his service to our 
community, he was an integral member of our community 
family.  
 Mr. Speaker, Chief Miller has been honored in many ways 
since his death. News accounts of his funeral related that over 
100 pieces of emergency response apparatus participated in the 
funeral procession from the church to the cemetery. Recently 
Chief Miller's family accepted the Firefighter Award from the 
American Red Cross at its Heroes of York and Adams Counties 
awards ceremony. Chief Miller's father noted, this is "a fame we 
did not want." That simple statement made me realize why it is 
so important we all thank those who volunteer to serve us 
before it is too late to do so in person, but also that we thank 
their families for the sacrifice they make in allowing their loved 
ones to spend so much time in community service.  
 Mr. Speaker, I believe our commitment to that cause would 
please Rodney Miller – excuse me – and affirm our appreciation 
to all who serve us and the families that allow them and support 
them in that service.  
 Mr. Speaker, we are joined today in the back by Rodney's 
wife, Michelle. If you would please stand. We are also joined by 
his parents, Elaine and Paul; his brother, Gary; and his 
brother-in-law, Kevin Luring.  
 Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me in honoring 
Chief Miller by passing HR 325. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House adopt the 
resolution? 
 On that question, the Speaker would ask all members to 
please rise in a moment of silence in remembrance of the fallen 
firefighter. 
 
 (Whereupon, the members of the House and all visitors 
stood in a moment of silence in solemn respect to the memory 
of Fire Chief Rodney P. Miller.) 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–199 
 
Adolph Evankovich Knowles Pickett 
Aument Evans Kortz Pyle 
Baker Everett Kotik Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Krieger Rapp 
Barrar Farina Kula Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Longietti Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Lucas Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mackenzie Regan 
Boback Frankel Mahoney Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Major Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Maloney Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Markosek Ross 
Briggs Galloway Marshall Rozzi 
Brooks Gergely Marsico Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gibbons Masser Saccone 
Brown, V. Gillen Matzie Sainato 
Brownlee Gillespie McCarter Samuelson 
Burns Gingrich McGeehan Sankey 
Caltagirone Godshall McGinnis Santarsiero 
Carroll Goodman McNeill Saylor 
Causer Greiner Mentzer Scavello 
Christiana Grell Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Clay Grove Metzgar Schreiber 
Clymer Hackett Miccarelli Simmons 

Cohen Haggerty Micozzie Sims 
Conklin Hahn Millard Smith 
Corbin Haluska Miller, D. Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Miller, R. Sonney 
Costa, P. Harhai Milne Stephens 
Cox Harhart Mirabito Stern 
Culver Harkins Miranda Stevenson 
Cutler Harper Molchany Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, A. Moul Swanger 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman 
Davidson Heffley Mundy Taylor 
Davis Helm Murt Thomas 
Dean Hennessey Mustio Tobash 
Deasy Hickernell Neilson Toepel 
DeLissio James Neuman Toohil 
Delozier Kampf O'Brien Truitt 
DeLuca Kauffman O'Neill Turzai 
Denlinger Kavulich Oberlander Vereb 
Dermody Keller, F. Painter Vitali 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Parker Waters 
Donatucci Keller, W. Pashinski Watson 
Dunbar Killion Payne Wheatley 
Ellis Kim Peifer White 
Emrick Kinsey Petrarca Youngblood 
English Kirkland Petri 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–3 
 
Cruz Day Maher 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the resolution was 
adopted. 

STATEMENT BY MR. DeLUCA  

 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Allegheny County, 
Mr. DeLuca, seeking recognition under unanimous consent?  
 Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I just want to congratulate – as you know, the 
State championships were held in Hershey. First of all, I want to 
thank the Hershey operation for the fine job they did in this 
weekend's bad weather, clearing the fields. Also, I want to 
congratulate the athletes. The athletes have done a tremendous 
job getting themselves to the playoffs. And I want to 
congratulate St. Joseph's Prep.  
 Unfortunately, our team, Central Catholic – who was the 
WPIAL champion – unfortunately, was unsuccessful. They 
were the runner-up. But I just want to congratulate the athletes 
for the fine job they did, and I will tell you what, they 
represented the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania with integrity, 
and I congratulate these young individuals who you do not hear 
too much about. You only hear about the small minority out 
there.  
 But I certainly, as a footnote, want to congratulate my 
grandson, who played for Central – although they were on the 
losing team – Zach DeLuca. So thank you very much, ladies 
and gentlemen, for giving me the opportunity to say that. Thank 
you.  
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REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD  

 The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Montgomery 
County, Mr. Stephens, seeking recognition to submit remarks?  
 Mr. STEPHENS. Yes, Mr. Speaker  
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will deliver them to the 
clerk and they will be noted in the record.  
  
 Mr. STEPHENS submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 
 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to bring to the attention of the 
Speaker and the members of the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives the name of Matthew Lieb, who has recently been 
awarded Scouting's highest honor – Eagle Scout. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to the members of the House of 
Representatives the following citation of merit honoring Matthew Lieb. 
 Whereas, Matthew Lieb earned the Eagle Award in Scouting. This 
is the highest award that Boy Scouts can bestow and as such represents 
great sacrifice and tremendous effort on the part of this young man. 
Matthew is a member of Troop 540. 
 Now therefore, Mr. Speaker and members of the House of 
Representatives, it is my privilege to congratulate and place in the 
Legislative Journal the name of Matthew Lieb. 
 

* * * 
 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to bring to the attention of the 
Speaker and the members of the Pennsylvania House of 
Representatives the name of Michael Gerhart, who has recently been 
awarded Scouting's highest honor – Eagle Scout. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to the members of the House of 
Representatives the following citation of merit honoring Michael 
Gerhart. 
 Whereas, Michael Gerhart earned the Eagle Award in Scouting. 
This is the highest award that Boy Scouts can bestow and as such 
represents great sacrifice and tremendous effort on the part of this 
young man. Michael is a member of Troop 540. 
 Now therefore, Mr. Speaker and members of the House of 
Representatives, it is my privilege to congratulate and place in the 
Legislative Journal the name of Michael Gerhart. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware County, Mr. Adolph, for a committee 
announcement.  
 Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, there will be a House Appropriations 
Committee meeting immediately in the majority caucus room. 
Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. There will be a House Appropriations 
Committee meeting immediately in the majority caucus room. 

TOURISM AND RECREATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MEETING  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Blair County, Mr. Stern, for a committee announcement.  
 Mr. STERN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 At the call of the Chair the House Tourism Committee will 
meet in room B-31 to consider HR 579. Thank you.  
 

 The SPEAKER. At the call of the Chair the House Tourism 
and Recreational Development Committee will meet in room 
B-31 to consider HR 579.  

VETERANS AFFAIRS AND EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS COMMITTEE MEETING  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware County, Mr. Barrar, for a committee 
announcement.  
 Mr. BARRAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 There will be an immediate meeting of the Veterans Affairs 
and Emergency Preparedness Committee in room 60, East 
Wing. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meeting of the 
Veterans Affairs and Emergency Preparedness Committee in 
room 60, East Wing.  

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny County, Mr. Turzai.  
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 There will be a Rules Committee meeting at 2:20 in the 
Appropriations Committee conference room. The Rules 
Committee will meet at 2:20 in the Appropriations Committee 
conference room. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER. The Rules Committee will meet at 2:20 in 
the Appropriations Committee conference room.  

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the lady from 
Susquehanna County, Ms. Major, for a caucus announcement.  
 Ms. MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I would like to announce Republicans will caucus today at 
2:30. I would ask our Republican members to please report to 
our caucus room at 2:30. We would be prepared to come back 
on the floor at 3:30. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny County, Mr. Frankel, for a caucus 
announcement.  
 Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Democrats will caucus at 2:30. Democrats will caucus at 
2:30. Thank you.  

RECESS 

 The SPEAKER. This House stands in recess until 3:30, 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker.  

RECESS EXTENDED 

 The time of recess was extended until 3:45 p.m. 
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AFTER RECESS 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker returns to leaves of absence 
and recognizes the minority whip, who requests a leave of 
absence for the gentleman from Allegheny County,  
Mr. GERGELY, for the remainder of the day. Without 
objection, his leave will be granted. 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE  

HB 1558, PN 2095 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of May 3, 1933 (P.L.242, No.86), 

referred to as the Cosmetology Law, providing for practice of massage 
therapy in cosmetology salon or esthetician salon. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 1707, PN 2390 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act designating a bridge on that portion of S.R. 3100 over 

Interstate 83 in Springfield Township, York County, as the Rodney P. 
Miller Memorial Bridge. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 1741, PN 2794 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), 

known as the Public School Code of 1949, in duties and powers of 
boards of school directors, providing for notice prior to approval of 
collective bargaining agreement. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
HB 1837, PN 2764 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending the act of July 11, 1996 (2nd Sp.Sess., P.L.1879, 

No.10), known as the Flood Insurance Education and Information Act, 
further providing for flood insurance education and information. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
SB 57, PN 1657 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for exceptions to 
prohibition of interception and disclosure of communications. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

 
SB 1040, PN 1277 By Rep. ADOLPH 
 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in financial responsibility, further providing for 
manner of providing proof of financial responsibility, for required 
financial responsibility and for availability of uninsured, underinsured, 
bodily injury liability and property damage coverages and mandatory 
deductibles. 

 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE  

HB 321, PN 2693 By Rep. TURZAI 
 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 

(Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, in sexual offenses, further providing for definitions; in minors, 
further providing for the offense of sexual abuse of children; and, in 
sentencing, providing for sentencing for offenses involving sexual 
abuse of children. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 414, PN 2765 By Rep. TURZAI 
 
An Act amending Titles 23 (Domestic Relations) and 42 (Judiciary 

and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in 
child custody, further providing for factors to consider when awarding 
custody; providing for consideration of child abuse and involvement 
with child protective services; in child protective services, further 
providing for release of information in confidential reports and for 
county agency requirements for general protective services; and in 
juvenile matters, further providing for inspection of court files and 
records and for law enforcement records. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 546, PN 2595 By Rep. TURZAI 

 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 

known as the Second Class County Code, in employees' retirement 
system, further defining "compensation"; further providing for 
retirement board; providing for tax qualification; and further providing 
for employees eligible for retirement allowances and for amount of 
retirement allowances. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 726, PN 2778 By Rep. TURZAI 
 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child protective services, 
further providing for definitions; providing for exclusions from child 
abuse; further providing for disposition of founded and indicated 
reports, for amendment or expunction of information, for investigation 
of reports and for evidence in court proceedings. 

 
RULES. 

 
HB 892, PN 2779 By Rep. TURZAI 
 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in licensing of drivers, further providing for 
learners' permits; and, in operation of vehicles general provisions, 
further providing for obedience to traffic-control devices. 

 
RULES. 

 
SB 731, PN 1649 By Rep. TURZAI 
 
An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for burglary, for 
robbery, for grading of theft offenses and for the offense of retail theft. 

 
RULES. 
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RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEES  

HR 579, PN 2768 By Rep. STERN 
 
A Resolution declaring the month of January 2014 as "Learn a 

Snow Sport Month" in Pennsylvania. 
 

TOURISM AND RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT. 
 

HR 584, PN 2807 By Rep. BARRAR 
 
A Resolution urging the Congress of the United States to 

immediately consider and pass H.R. 3685, which exempts emergency 
services volunteers from being counted as full-time employees under 
the Federal Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. 

 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND EMERGENCY 

PREPAREDNESS. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 
 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION  

 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1837, 
PN 2764, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of July 11, 1996 (2nd Sp.Sess., P.L.1879, 

No.10), known as the Flood Insurance Education and Information Act, 
further providing for flood insurance education and information. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 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.) 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE  

 The SPEAKER. The Speaker returns to leaves of absence 
and recognizes the minority whip, who requests a leave of 
absence for the gentleman from Bucks County,  
Mr. GALLOWAY. Without objection, the leave will be granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1837 CONTINUED  

 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 

Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1040, 
PN 1277, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in financial responsibility, further providing for 
manner of providing proof of financial responsibility, for required 
financial responsibility and for availability of uninsured, underinsured, 
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bodily injury liability and property damage coverages and mandatory 
deductibles. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 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–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 

 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
 Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with 
the information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 57,  
PN 1657, entitled: 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for exceptions to 
prohibition of interception and disclosure of communications. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Dom Costa, who 
moves for a suspension of the rules for the immediate 
consideration of amendment A04995. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend the rules, the 
Speaker recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County,  
Mr. Dom Costa. 
 Mr. D. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If you remember, last week we passed this. Since that time 
I was talking with the law enforcement. They had some deep 
concerns about the section that said "uniform" officers only. So 
what we did is we amended it, and I am going to be asking for a 
suspension. 
 Basically, it is amended to say, "UNIFORM" officers or 
one that identifies himself, clearly identifies himself as an 
officer. So I would appreciate your support on this. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend the rules, the 
Speaker recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny County,  
Mr. Turzai. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 We are asking the members to support the motion to 
suspend the rules. It is an agreed-to motion. We are asking all 
members to support the motion to suspend the rules so that the 
agreed-to amendment can be voted upon today. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–190 
 
Adolph English Knowles Pickett 
Aument Evankovich Kortz Pyle 
Baker Evans Kotik Quinn 
Barbin Everett Krieger Rapp 
Barrar Fabrizio Kula Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farina Lawrence Readshaw 
Bishop Farry Longietti Reed 
Bizzarro Fee Lucas Reese 
Bloom Fleck Mackenzie Regan 
Boback Flynn Mahoney Rock 
Boyle, B. Frankel Major Roebuck 
Boyle, K. Freeman Maloney Ross 
Bradford Gabler Markosek Rozzi 
Briggs Gainey Marshall Sabatina 
Brooks Gibbons Marsico Saccone 
Brown, R. Gillen Masser Sainato 
Brown, V. Gillespie Matzie Samuelson 
Brownlee Gingrich McCarter Sankey 
Burns Godshall McGeehan Santarsiero 
Caltagirone Goodman McNeill Saylor 
Carroll Greiner Mentzer Scavello 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Christiana Hackett Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clay Haggerty Micozzie Simmons 
Clymer Hahn Millard Sims 
Cohen Haluska Miller, D. Smith 
Conklin Hanna Miller, R. Snyder 
Corbin Harhai Milne Sonney 
Costa, D. Harhart Mirabito Stephens 
Costa, P. Harkins Miranda Stern 
Cox Harper Molchany Stevenson 
Culver Harris, A. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mundy Swanger 
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Tallman 
Davidson Helm Mustio Taylor 
Davis Hennessey Neilson Thomas 
Dean Hickernell Neuman Tobash 
Deasy James O'Brien Toepel 
DeLissio Kampf O'Neill Toohil 
Delozier Kauffman Oberlander Turzai 
DeLuca Kavulich Painter Vereb 
Denlinger Keller, F. Parker Vitali 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pashinski Waters 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Payne Watson 
Donatucci Killion Peifer Wheatley 
Dunbar Kim Petrarca White 
Ellis Kinsey Petri Youngblood 
Emrick Kirkland 
 
 NAYS–7 
 
Cutler McGinnis Mullery Truitt 
Grell Metzgar Roae 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 

 Mr. D. COSTA offered the following amendment  
No. A04995: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Statutes," 
 in wire tapping and electronic surveillance, 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 5, by striking out the bracket before 
"OF" 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 6, by striking out the bracket after 
"INDIVIDUALS" 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 14, by inserting after "UNIFORM" 
 or otherwise clearly identifiable as a law enforcement 
officer 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Dom Costa. 
 Mr. D. COSTA. As I said before, Mr. Speaker, the 
amendment basically allows an officer to tape either in uniform 
or in plain clothes after he identifies himself, and then they just 
have to announce that at the end of it that the person has been 
taped. This is an agreed-to amendment. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to 
the amendment? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Dauphin County, Mr. Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is an agreed-to amendment. I appreciate an affirmative 
vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
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Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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 third consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Lancaster County, Mr. Cutler. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was wondering if the chairman might stand 
for brief interrogation to determine some legislative intent? 
 The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Judiciary Committee? 
 Mr. CUTLER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Marsico, indicates he 
will stand for interrogation. You may proceed. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that schools currently 
use recording devices in the school setting for purposes of 
school safety. Is that correct? 
 Mr. MARSICO. That is correct. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is also my understanding that the current law allows for 
the use of video recording but not audio recording in the school 
bus setting. Is that also correct? 
 Mr. MARSICO. Yes; that is correct. 
 
 

 Mr. CUTLER. And, Mr. Speaker, it is also my 
understanding that this bill is written—  Excuse me; as written 
the bill is intended to now also allow the audio recording to be 
performed on the bus. Is that correct? 
 Mr. MARSICO. Mr. Speaker, that is correct also. 
 Mr. CUTLER. And finally, Mr. Speaker, in regards to 
recording on the school buses, Mr. Speaker, it is my 
understanding that this bill is meant to clarify the current areas 
where schools may record to make it abundantly clear that 
school buses may be the subject of recording and is in no way a 
restriction or elimination of the current list that already exists of 
other areas where video and audio recordings can occur. Is that 
also correct, Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. MARSICO. Yes, it is. 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 And very briefly, Mr. Speaker, in terms of body cameras 
for the police, which is also included in the bill, it is my 
understanding that the bill limits areas where the body cameras 
may and may not operate. For example, in a home there is a 
reasonable expectation of privacy, and therefore, there is a 
specific mention in the bill that these cameras may not be 
operated in a home. Mr. Speaker, it is my assumption that in 
cases where there is a reasonable expectation of privacy and 
existing case law that establishes that but that may not be 
specifically mentioned in the bill, like the home exception, that 
in those cases that the case law would control and the cameras 
would not be allowed to operate in those areas. Is that also your 
understanding of the legislation's intent, Mr. Speaker? 
 Mr. MARSICO. It does not allow recording when the 
resident of a home is present. Okay? 
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 That is all. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–193 
 
Adolph Evans Kortz Pickett 
Aument Everett Kotik Pyle 
Baker Fabrizio Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Farina Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farry Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Fee Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fleck Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Flynn Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Frankel Mahoney Regan 
Boback Freeman Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Gabler Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gainey Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gibbons Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gillen Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillespie Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gingrich Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Godshall McGeehan Sainato 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Samuelson 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Sankey 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Santarsiero 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Saylor 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Scavello 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schlossberg 
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Clymer Hahn Micozzie Schreiber 
Cohen Haluska Millard Simmons 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Sims 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Smith 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Snyder 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Sonney 
Cox Harper Miranda Stephens 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stern 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Stevenson 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Sturla 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Swanger 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Tallman 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Taylor 
Deasy James Neilson Tobash 
DeLissio Kampf Neuman Toepel 
Delozier Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
DeLuca Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
Denlinger Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
Donatucci Killion Pashinski Waters 
Dunbar Kim Payne Watson 
Ellis Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Emrick Kirkland Petrarca White 
English Knowles Petri Youngblood 
Evankovich 
 
 NAYS–4 
 
Brownlee Dean McCarter Thomas 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1558, 
PN 2095, entitled: 
 

An Act amending the act of May 3, 1933 (P.L.242, No.86), 
referred to as the Cosmetology Law, providing for practice of massage 
therapy in cosmetology salon or esthetician salon. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 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–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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. 
 

* * * 
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 The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1707, 
PN 2390, entitled: 

 
An Act designating a bridge on that portion of S.R. 3100 over 

Interstate 83 in Springfield Township, York County, as the Rodney P. 
Miller Memorial Bridge. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill analysis was read.) 
 
 The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
 The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from York County, Mr. Ron Miller. 
 Mr. R. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ask for an affirmative vote on 
HB 1707 to name the new bridge over I-83 at the Loganville 
interchange the Chief Rodney P. Miller Memorial Bridge. Chief 
Rodney lost his life while responding to an accident on I-83 a 
short distance south of this bridge. 
 The York Daily Record newspaper, in an editorial, 
"Mourning the loss of…hero," wrote, "They are on call at all 
hours. 
 "They get pulled out of their warm, safe beds in the middle 
of the night to respond to fires, crashes, floods and other 
emergencies. 
 "They venture out in all kinds of weather – blizzards, 
torrential downpours, unbearable heat. 
 "They save…lives – in many cases, the lives of people who 
are not exactly innocent victims, whose foolishness puts their 
own and others' lives in danger. 
 "They are, quite simply, heroes – typically unassuming, 
regular folks, many of whom are not paid a cent for their 
sacrifices. 
 "Friends, neighbors, co-workers… 
 "Firefighters. 
 "And when one of these hometown heroes dies in the line 
of duty, it is devastating – made doubly so when the lost hero is 
someone as beloved and dedicated as Loganville Fire Chief 
Rodney Paul Miller." 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to share a brief story about the 
dedication of Chief Rodney. A few years ago there was a fire 
incident of extended duration at the company where I worked 
for 25 years prior to serving in the House. The hours spent on 
scene by the chief turned into days. At some point Chief 
Rodney was asked how long he had been there, and his response 
was that he did not know, and then he asked, "What day is 
this?" 
 Mr. Speaker, this bridge naming is appropriate to honor the 
service of Chief Miller to the community he loved and to 
remind our community of the value of service and inspire others 
to also volunteer. 
 I ask my colleagues to join me in voting to honor Chief 
Rodney P. Miller by naming this bridge in his honor. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 

 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the bill pass finally? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the bill passed finally. 
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 Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 
 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS  

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 321, PN 2693, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 

(Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, in sexual offenses, further providing for definitions; in minors, 
further providing for the offense of sexual abuse of children; and, in 
sentencing, providing for sentencing for offenses involving sexual 
abuse of children. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Moved by the lady, Mrs. Toepel, that the 
House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
 I now recognize the lady, Mrs. Toepel, for a brief 
description of the Senate amendments. 
 Mrs. TOEPEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Senate amendments provide that the grading for the 
offense of sexual abuse of children, whether the making, 
viewing, or distributing of child pornography, is enhanced one 
degree if there is indecent contact with a child. 
 It also directs the Pennsylvania Commission on Sentencing 
to provide enhancements if there are certain aggravating factors, 
and the Senate added language relating to the aggravating factor 
of depicting children who have not yet reached puberty. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 

Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 414, PN 2765, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Titles 23 (Domestic Relations) and 42 (Judiciary 

and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in 
child custody, further providing for factors to consider when awarding 
custody; providing for consideration of child abuse and involvement 
with child protective services; in child protective services, further 
providing for release of information in confidential reports and for 
county agency requirements for general protective services; and in 
juvenile matters, further providing for inspection of court files and 
records and for law enforcement records. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. O'Neill, that 
the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman, Mr. O'Neill, for a 
brief description of Senate amendments. 
 Mr. O'NEILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Senate inserted language into the bill that is agreed to. 
What it does, the Senate adds language to provide that when the 
court determines whether a party in a custody proceeding has 
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been identified as a perpetrator of child abuse, whether the child 
has been identified as a victim of child abuse or whether the 
family has received general protective services or the child has 
received child protective services, the court also asks questions 
of the parties concerned. 
 It also inserted that the court be given information 
regarding the provisions of protective services, which includes 
both general protective services and child protective services. 
The Department of Public Welfare will also have access to these 
records. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House concur in 
the amendments inserted by the Senate? 
 On that question, is the gentleman, Mr. Caltagirone, 
seeking recognition on the bill? I apologize. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 

Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 546, PN 2595, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 

known as the Second Class County Code, in employees' retirement 
system, further defining "compensation"; further providing for 
retirement board; providing for tax qualification; and further providing 
for employees eligible for retirement allowances and for amount of 
retirement allowances. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, that 
the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, for a 
brief description of the Senate amendments. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This bill, which was sponsored by myself and my fellow 
leader, Representative Dermody, went over to the Senate and it 
passed 50 to nothing on the changes. It is the Allegheny County 
Employees' Retirement System bill. A compromise was reached 
with respect to the definition of "compensation" to and aspects 
to nonuniformed employees, for public safety employees. 
 I would ask all the members to please concur. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kotik Pyle 
Aument Evans Krieger Quinn 
Baker Everett Kula Rapp 
Barbin Fabrizio Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Barrar Farina Longietti Readshaw 
Benninghoff Farry Lucas Reed 
Bishop Fee Mackenzie Reese 
Bizzarro Fleck Mahoney Regan 
Bloom Flynn Major Roae 
Boback Frankel Maloney Rock 
Boyle, B. Freeman Markosek Roebuck 
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Boyle, K. Gabler Marshall Ross 
Bradford Gainey Marsico Rozzi 
Briggs Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brooks Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, R. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brown, V. Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Brownlee Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Burns Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Caltagirone Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Carroll Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Causer Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Christiana Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clay Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Clymer Haluska Millard Sims 
Cohen Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Conklin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Corbin Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, D. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Costa, P. Harper Miranda Stern 
Cox Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Culver Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Cutler Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, M. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Daley, P. Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neuman Tobash 
Deasy Kampf O'Brien Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Neill Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich Oberlander Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Painter Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Parker Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Pashinski Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Payne Waters 
Donatucci Kim Peifer Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Petrarca Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petri White 
Emrick Knowles Pickett Youngblood 
English Kortz 
 
 NAYS–3 
 
Davidson Gibbons Neilson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 726, PN 2778, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child protective services, 
further providing for definitions; providing for exclusions from child 
abuse; further providing for disposition of founded and indicated 
reports, for amendment or expunction of information, for investigation 
of reports and for evidence in court proceedings. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 

 The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. Petri, that 
the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Petri, for a brief 
description of the Senate amendments. 
 Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Most of the changes relate to clarifications. There are some 
other changes that were made. The Senate narrows the 
exception for reasonable disciplinary force to exclude 
individuals who are authorized by a parent to use reasonable 
disciplinary force for supervision and control; for an example, a 
grandparent who acts as a paternal figure but is not a legal 
guardian. 
 The Senate further clarified the exception from child abuse 
regarding peer-to-peer disputes to note that the exemption does 
not apply to certain sexual offenses that are subject to 
mandatory reporting requirements or physical and mental 
injuries resulting from a mutual dispute, fight, or scuffle 
between siblings as an exemption from child abuse. 
 Leaving a child unsupervised with a sexually violent 
predator, delinquent, or tier II or tier III sex offender whose 
victim is under the age of 18 constitutes child abuse under the 
Senate amendments. This is a further clarification of "likelihood 
of sexual abuse." 
 The Senate also incorporated Representative Aument's  
HB 433 into this bill, and I want to thank the Representative for 
his good work on this bill. 
 Lastly, fabricating, inducing, or intentionally exaggerating 
a medical symptom or a disease where it results in a potentially 
harmful medical procedure constitutes child abuse under the 
revised bill. 
 Those are the changes, essentially, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
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Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 892, PN 2779, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in licensing of drivers, further providing for 
learners' permits; and, in operation of vehicles general provisions, 
further providing for obedience to traffic-control devices. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. Grove, that 
the House concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Grove, for a 
brief description of the Senate amendments. 
 Mr. GROVE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 HB 892 was amended in the Senate to add two surcharges 
to a violation of section 3111 of the Vehicle Code, or failure to 
obey traffic-control devices. The surcharges include $10 to the 
Medical Services Operating Fund, which funds grants to our 
emergency service providers, and the surcharge under Title 42, 
section 3711, which is also a $10 fee between the Judicial 
Computer System Augmentation Account and Access to Justice 
Account. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph English Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evankovich Kotik Pyle 
Baker Evans Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Everett Kula Rapp 
Barrar Fabrizio Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farina Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Farry Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fee Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Fleck Mahoney Regan 
Boback Flynn Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Frankel Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Freeman Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gabler Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gainey Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gibbons Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillen Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gillespie McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Gingrich McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Godshall McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Goodman McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Greiner Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grell Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Grove Miccarelli Schlossberg 
Clay Hackett Micozzie Schreiber 
Clymer Haggerty Millard Simmons 
Cohen Hahn Miller, D. Sims 
Conklin Haluska Miller, R. Smith 
Corbin Hanna Milne Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhai Mirabito Sonney 
Costa, P. Harhart Miranda Stephens 
Cox Harkins Molchany Stern 
Culver Harper Moul Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, A. Mullery Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mundy Tallman 
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Taylor 
Davidson Helm Mustio Thomas 
Davis Hennessey Neilson Tobash 
Dean Hickernell Neuman Toepel 
Deasy James O'Brien Toohil 
DeLissio Kampf O'Neill Truitt 
Delozier Kauffman Oberlander Turzai 
DeLuca Kavulich Painter Vereb 
Denlinger Keller, F. Parker Vitali 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pashinski Waters 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Payne Watson 
Donatucci Killion Peifer Wheatley 
Dunbar Kim Petrarca White 
Ellis Kinsey Petri Youngblood 
Emrick Kirkland 
 
 NAYS–3 
 
Knowles Metzgar Swanger 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
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 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS  

 The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 731, PN 1649, 
entitled: 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for burglary, for 
robbery, for grading of theft offenses and for the offense of retail theft. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 
amendments? 
 
 The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, that 
the House concur in the amendments. 
 The Speaker recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin 
County, Mr. Marsico, for a brief description of the Senate 
amendments. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Senate removed two House amendments. The one 
amendment, the bill increases the grading for robbery, burglary, 
and thefts where the object of the crime was a controlled 
substance. The Senate removed the provision increasing the 
grading for theft. 
 The bill also contains a provision increasing the maximum 
penalty by 5 years for theft where the victim was a political 
subdivision, charity, or involved in a breach of fiduciary duty. 
That was also removed by the Senate. 
 So I ask the members to concur. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 
amendments? 
 The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–189 
 
Adolph Evans Krieger Pyle 
Aument Everett Kula Quinn 
Baker Fabrizio Lawrence Rapp 
Barbin Farina Longietti Ravenstahl 
Barrar Farry Lucas Readshaw 
Benninghoff Fee Mackenzie Reed 
Bishop Fleck Mahoney Reese 
Bizzarro Flynn Major Regan 
Bloom Frankel Maloney Roae 
Boback Freeman Markosek Rock 
Boyle, B. Gabler Marshall Roebuck 
Boyle, K. Gibbons Marsico Ross 
Bradford Gillen Masser Rozzi 
Briggs Gillespie Matzie Sabatina 
Brooks Gingrich McCarter Saccone 
Brown, R. Godshall McGeehan Sainato 
Brownlee Goodman McGinnis Samuelson 
Burns Greiner McNeill Sankey 

Caltagirone Grell Mentzer Santarsiero 
Carroll Grove Metcalfe Saylor 
Causer Hackett Metzgar Scavello 
Christiana Haggerty Miccarelli Schlossberg 
Clay Hahn Micozzie Schreiber 
Clymer Haluska Millard Simmons 
Cohen Hanna Miller, D. Sims 
Conklin Harhai Miller, R. Smith 
Corbin Harhart Milne Snyder 
Costa, D. Harkins Mirabito Sonney 
Costa, P. Harper Miranda Stephens 
Cox Harris, A. Molchany Stern 
Culver Heffley Moul Stevenson 
Cutler Helm Mullery Sturla 
Daley, P. Hennessey Mundy Swanger 
Davidson Hickernell Murt Tallman 
Davis James Mustio Taylor 
Deasy Kampf Neilson Tobash 
DeLissio Kauffman Neuman Toepel 
Delozier Kavulich O'Brien Toohil 
DeLuca Keller, F. O'Neill Truitt 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Oberlander Turzai 
Dermody Keller, W. Painter Vereb 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Vitali 
Donatucci Kim Payne Waters 
Dunbar Kirkland Peifer Watson 
Ellis Knowles Petrarca Wheatley 
Emrick Kortz Petri White 
English Kotik Pickett Youngblood 
Evankovich 
 
 NAYS–8 
 
Brown, V. Dean Harris, J. Parker 
Daley, M. Gainey Kinsey Thomas 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the amendments to House amendments were concurred in. 
 Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER  

 Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been 
prepared for presentation to the Governor, and the same being 
correct, the titles were publicly read as follows: 
 
 HB 321, PN 2693 

 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 

(Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, in sexual offenses, further providing for definitions; in minors, 
further providing for the offense of sexual abuse of children; and, in 
sentencing, providing for sentencing for offenses involving sexual 
abuse of children. 
 
 HB 414, PN 2765 

 
An Act amending Titles 23 (Domestic Relations) and 42 (Judiciary 

and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in 
child custody, further providing for factors to consider when awarding 
custody; providing for consideration of child abuse and involvement 
with child protective services; in child protective services, further 
providing for release of information in confidential reports and for 
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county agency requirements for general protective services; and in 
juvenile matters, further providing for inspection of court files and 
records and for law enforcement records. 
 
 HB 546, PN 2595 

 
An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P.L.723, No.230), 

known as the Second Class County Code, in employees' retirement 
system, further defining "compensation"; further providing for 
retirement board; providing for tax qualification; and further providing 
for employees eligible for retirement allowances and for amount of 
retirement allowances. 
 
 HB 726, PN 2778 

 
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the 

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child protective services, 
further providing for definitions; providing for exclusions from child 
abuse; further providing for disposition of founded and indicated 
reports, for amendment or expunction of information, for investigation 
of reports and for evidence in court proceedings. 
 
 HB 892, PN 2779 

 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 

Consolidated Statutes, in licensing of drivers, further providing for 
learners' permits; and, in operation of vehicles general provisions, 
further providing for obedience to traffic-control devices. 
 
 Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, 
signed the same. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 
 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION  

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 587, 
PN 2773, entitled: 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in falsification and intimidation, 
further providing for the offense of impersonating a notary public or a 
holder of a professional or occupational license. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to.  
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 490, 
PN 513, entitled: 

 
An Act amending the act of August 5, 1941 (P.L.752, No.286), 

known as the Civil Service Act, further providing for powers and duties 
of director. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1271, 
PN 2774, entitled: 

 
 
 

An Act authorizing the release of all restrictions imposed by the 
Project 70 Act on a portion of certain lands situated in the Borough of 
Brentwood, Allegheny County, in exchange for the imposition of 
Project 70 restrictions on other lands owned by the Borough of 
Brentwood, Allegheny County. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of  
SB 1024, PN 1645, entitled: 

 
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) and 42 

(Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, in inchoate crimes, further providing for possession of firearm 
or other dangerous weapon in court facility; in arson, criminal mischief 
and other property destruction, further providing for arson and related 
offenses; in sentencing, further providing for sentences for second and 
subsequent offenses; and providing for sentencing for arson offenses. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. MARSICO  offered the following amendment  
No. A04972: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 11, by striking out "device or" 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Mr. Speaker, this corrects a drafting error 
to make clear that an explosive or incendiary device is not 
permitted in a courthouse regardless of whether the actor 
intends to commit a crime with it. 
 I ask for an affirmative vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
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Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. CLYMER  offered the following amendment  
No. A04974: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 9, by inserting after "offenses" 
 and for sentences for arson of a historic resource 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 25, by striking out "and" and inserting a 
comma 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 25, by inserting after "(f)" 
 and (j) 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 26, by striking out "a subsection" and 
inserting 

 subsections 
Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 16 and 17 
(a.2)  Arson of historic resource.–A person commits a felony of 

the second degree if the person, with the intent of destroying or 
damaging a historic resource of another, does any of the following: 

(1)  Intentionally starts a fire or causes an explosion, 
whether on the person's own property or that of another. 

(2)  Aids, counsels, pays or agrees to pay another to 
cause a fire or explosion. 
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
(j)  Definitions.–As used in this section the following words and 

phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 
"Historic resource."  A building or structure, including a covered 

bridge, which: 
(1)  has been in existence for more than 100 years, 

including partial or complete reconstruction of a building or 
structure originally erected at least 100 years ago; or 

(2)  has been listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places or the Pennsylvania Register of Historic Places. 
"Occupied structure."  Any structure, vehicle or place adapted for 

overnight accommodation of persons or for carrying on business 
therein, whether or not a person is actually present. If a building or 
structure is divided into separately occupied units, any unit not 
occupied by the actor is an occupied structure of another. 

"Property of another."  A building or other property, whether real 
or personal, in which a person other than the actor has an interest which 
the actor has no authority to defeat or impair, even though the actor 
may also have an interest in the building or property. 

Amend Bill, page 5, line 19, by striking out "a section" and 
inserting 

 sections 
Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 

§ 9720.6.  Sentences for arson of a historic resource. 
(a)  Mandatory sentence.–Any person who commits a violation 

of 18 Pa.C.S. § 3301(a.2) (relating to arson and related offenses) shall 
be sentenced to a minimum sentence of at least one year of total 
confinement. 

(b)  Proof at sentencing.–Notice of the provisions of this section 
to the defendant shall not be required prior to conviction, but 
reasonable notice of the Commonwealth's intention to proceed under 
this section shall be provided after conviction and before sentencing. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Clymer. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, what we have in this amendment is arson of 
historic resource, and let me define "historic resource." It is "a 
building or structure, including a covered bridge, which has 
been in existence for more than 100 years, including partial or 
complete reconstruction of a building or structure originally 
erected at least 100 years ago; or" that structure "has been listed 
on the National Register of Historic Places or the Pennsylvania 
Register of Historic Places." 
 The genesis, Mr. Speaker – I think it is a good bill to 
protect our historic buildings – but the genesis really develops 
from a very historic bridge in East Rockhill Township that was 
burned, and it was over 100 years old, and there are several 
arsonists that burned it down. That bridge has been totally 
reconstructed, and should those people play with matches again 
and try to burn that bridge down, then they would be subjected 
to the penalties under this law, which is a felony of the second 
degree, and I would respectfully ask for an affirmative vote. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to 
the amendment? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware County, Mr. Vitali. 
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I first would like to commend the maker of the amendment 
and his passion for protecting historic resources. I totally share 
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in those concerns, and I fully believe that people who do 
damage through arson or otherwise to protected historic 
resources should be punished and, depending on the 
circumstances, punished very severely. 
 I do have a running concern about mandatory minimum 
sentences, and in this case, it would be a mandatory minimum 
sentence of 1 year, and I do that, I have that concern because 
each set of circumstances is different. Each defendant comes 
into court with a different background. Each set of facts, 
circumstances is different, and while I can see that in the 
overwhelming majority of cases a punishment in excess of  
1 year would be appropriate, I think we need to give judges the 
flexibility for that occasional case where maybe it is 9 months, 
maybe it is 6 months. I do not have the greatest imagination, but 
I am sure there can be conjured up fact scenarios where 1 year 
may not be appropriate.  
 And that is why, because this is a mandatory minimum 
sentence, I oppose it, but I do want to salute the maker for his 
good work on this and many other things. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–189 
 
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Pyle 
Aument Farina Krieger Quinn 
Baker Farry Kula Rapp 
Barrar Fee Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Fleck Longietti Readshaw 
Bizzarro Flynn Lucas Reed 
Bloom Frankel Mackenzie Reese 
Boback Freeman Mahoney Regan 
Boyle, K. Gabler Major Roae 
Bradford Gainey Maloney Rock 
Briggs Gibbons Markosek Roebuck 
Brooks Gillen Marshall Ross 
Brown, R. Gillespie Marsico Rozzi 
Brown, V. Gingrich Masser Sabatina 
Burns Godshall Matzie Saccone 
Caltagirone Goodman McGeehan Sainato 
Carroll Greiner McGinnis Samuelson 
Causer Grell McNeill Sankey 
Christiana Grove Mentzer Santarsiero 
Clay Hackett Metcalfe Saylor 
Clymer Haggerty Metzgar Scavello 
Cohen Hahn Miccarelli Schlossberg 
Conklin Haluska Micozzie Schreiber 
Corbin Hanna Millard Simmons 
Costa, D. Harhai Miller, D. Sims 
Costa, P. Harhart Miller, R. Smith 
Cox Harkins Milne Snyder 
Culver Harper Mirabito Sonney 
Cutler Harris, A. Miranda Stephens 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Molchany Stern 
Davidson Heffley Moul Stevenson 
Davis Helm Mullery Sturla 
Dean Hennessey Murt Swanger 
Deasy Hickernell Mustio Tallman 
DeLissio James Neilson Taylor 
Delozier Kampf Neuman Thomas 
DeLuca Kauffman O'Brien Tobash 
Denlinger Kavulich O'Neill Toepel 
Dermody Keller, F. Oberlander Toohil 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Painter Truitt 
Donatucci Keller, W. Parker Turzai 
Dunbar Killion Pashinski Vereb 
 
 

Ellis Kim Payne Waters 
Emrick Kinsey Peifer Watson 
English Kirkland Petrarca Wheatley 
Evankovich Knowles Petri White 
Evans Kortz Pickett Youngblood 
Everett 
 
 NAYS–8 
 
Barbin Boyle, B. Daley, M. Mundy 
Bishop Brownlee McCarter Vitali 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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? 

RULES SUSPENDED 

 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. Marsico, who moves 
for a suspension of the rules for the immediate consideration of 
amendment A05075. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend the rules, the 
Speaker recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin County,  
Mr. Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I ask the members to suspend the rules on amendment 
A5075. 
 The SPEAKER. I would generally appreciate it if the 
member would give just a real brief description of what the 
underlying amendment would be. Although we are not debating 
the amendment, I think it is fair— 
 Mr. MARSICO. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. —to give them a— 
 Mr. MARSICO. This amendment would clarify that 
intentionally setting a fire when someone is present on the 
premises applies only when the person's actions would 
constitute a felony offense under any other provision of the 
arson statute. 
 The SPEAKER. The Speaker thanks the gentleman. 
 On the motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Dermody. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I also would urge the members to support the motion to 
suspend. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–190 
 
Adolph English Knowles Pickett 
Aument Evankovich Kortz Pyle 
Baker Evans Kotik Quinn 
Barbin Everett Krieger Rapp 
Barrar Fabrizio Kula Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farina Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Farry Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fee Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Fleck Mahoney Regan 
Boback Flynn Major Rock 
Boyle, B. Frankel Maloney Roebuck 
Boyle, K. Freeman Markosek Ross 
Bradford Gabler Marshall Rozzi 
Briggs Gainey Marsico Sabatina 
Brooks Gibbons Masser Saccone 
Brown, R. Gillen Matzie Sainato 
Brown, V. Gillespie McCarter Samuelson 
Brownlee Gingrich McGeehan Sankey 
Burns Godshall McGinnis Santarsiero 
Caltagirone Goodman McNeill Saylor 
Carroll Greiner Mentzer Scavello 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Christiana Hackett Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clay Haggerty Micozzie Simmons 
Clymer Hahn Millard Sims 
Cohen Haluska Miller, D. Smith 
Conklin Hanna Miller, R. Snyder 
Corbin Harhai Milne Sonney 
Costa, D. Harhart Mirabito Stephens 
Costa, P. Harkins Miranda Stern 
Cox Harper Molchany Stevenson 
Culver Harris, A. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mundy Swanger 
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Tallman 
Davidson Helm Mustio Taylor 
Davis Hennessey Neilson Thomas 
Dean Hickernell Neuman Tobash 
Deasy James O'Brien Toepel 
DeLissio Kampf O'Neill Toohil 
Delozier Kauffman Oberlander Turzai 
DeLuca Kavulich Painter Vereb 
Denlinger Keller, F. Parker Vitali 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Pashinski Waters 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Payne Watson 
Donatucci Killion Peifer Wheatley 
Dunbar Kim Petrarca White 
Ellis Kinsey Petri Youngblood 
Emrick Kirkland 
 
 NAYS–7 
 
Cutler Lawrence Mullery Truitt 
Grell Metzgar Roae 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 A majority of the members required by the rules having 
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 

 Mr. MARSICO  offered the following amendment  
No. A05075: 
 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 5, by inserting after "he" 
 thereby 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 10, by striking out "the offense" and 
inserting 

 an offense under this section which is graded as a felony 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. Marsico. 
 Mr. MARSICO. I would like to thank the members for 
suspending the rules to offer this amendment, and I ask for an 
affirmative vote. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
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Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1725, 
PN 2776, entitled: 

 
An Act providing for school-to-work pilot programs; establishing 

the CareerBound Program; providing for a tax credit; and imposing 
powers and duties on the Department of Labor and Industry. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. GOODMAN  offered the following amendment  
No. A05018: 
 

Amend Bill, page 8, line 9, by inserting after "ACTIVITIES" 
 or which is integrated into a school partner's curriculum as 
a credit course 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Schuylkill County, Mr. Goodman. 
 Mr. GOODMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, amendment A5018, during the application 
process additional consideration must be given to proposed 
school-to-work pilot programs that are integrated into the school 
district construction curriculum – into the curriculum as an 
accredited course. That is what my amendment would do. 
 It is an agreed-to amendment. All the other two 
amendments have been pulled. I would ask all members for 
their support. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to 
the amendment? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Lehigh County, Mr. Mackenzie. 
 
 

 Mr. MACKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is agreed 
to. I appreciate the amendment being offered by Representative 
Goodman and would ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 



2013 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 2253 

 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? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 452, 
PN 2772, entitled: 

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

Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the offense of 
criminal surveillance. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. CALTAGIRONE  offered the following amendment 
No. A04982: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 10 and 11, by striking out "engages in 
surveillance while trespassing in a private place" and inserting 

 trespasses in a private place with the intent to engage in 
surveillance of another person 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 8, by striking out "casual or hostile 
intrusion or" 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 10, by inserting after "Observation" 
 or recording 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Berks County, Mr. Caltagirone. 
 Mr. CALTAGIRONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Very simply, the amendment clarifies the elements of 
offense and requires the intent as an element of the crime, and 
this amendment has been agreed to. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to 
the amendment? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Armstrong County, Mr. Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The previous speaker is correct. The amendment is agreed 
to. We would encourage the membership's positive vote. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 

Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. NEUMAN  offered the following amendment  
No. A05006: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 21 and 22 
(3)  Firefighters, as defined in section 2 of the act of 

December 16, 1998 (P.L.980, No.129), known as the Police 
Officer, Firefighter, Correction Employee and National Guard 
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Member Child Beneficiary Education Act, or special fire police, 
as provided for in 35 Pa.C.S. Ch. 74 Subch. D (relating to special 
fire police), engaged in the performance of their official 
firefighting or fire police duties. 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 22, by striking out "(3)" and inserting 

 (4) 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Washington County, Mr. Neuman. 
 Mr. NEUMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment includes firefighters and fire police within 
the legislation. It is my understanding that it is an agreed-to 
amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to 
the amendment? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Armstrong County, Mr. Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The prior speaker is exactly correct. This is an agreed-to 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
 
 

Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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. NEUMAN  offered the following amendment  
No. A05007: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 21 and 22 
(3)  Emergency medical responders, as defined in 35 

Pa.C.S. § 8103 (relating to definitions), engaged in the 
performance of their official duties. 
Amend Bill, page 2, line 22, by striking out "(3)" and inserting 

 (4) 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER. On that question, the Speaker recognizes 
the gentleman from Washington County, Mr. Neuman. 
 Mr. NEUMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you to 
the maker of the bill for talking with me about these issues, and 
he has been very good addressing these issues. 
 This one would also allow for emergency services 
personnel to use this in emergency situations. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER. The question is, will the House agree to 
the amendment? 
 On that question, the Speaker recognizes the gentleman 
from Armstrong County, Mr. Pyle. 
 Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The prior speaker is correct. This is an agreed-to 
amendment, and I thank the maker of the amendment for his 
sight in making this a better bill.  
 Please vote "yes." Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–197 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Briggs Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brooks Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, R. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brown, V. Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Brownlee Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Causer Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Christiana Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clay Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Cohen Haluska Millard Sims 
Conklin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Corbin Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, D. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Costa, P. Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Cox Harper Miranda Stern 
Culver Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Swanger 
Daley, P. Helm Mundy Tallman 
Davidson Hennessey Murt Taylor 
Davis Hickernell Mustio Thomas 
Dean James Neilson Tobash 
Deasy Kampf Neuman Toepel 
DeLissio Kauffman O'Brien Toohil 
Delozier Kavulich O'Neill Truitt 
DeLuca Keller, F. Oberlander Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, M.K. Painter Vereb 
Dermody Keller, W. Parker Vitali 
DiGirolamo Killion Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Kim Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kinsey Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kirkland Petrarca White 
Emrick Knowles Petri Youngblood 
English 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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. It is the Speaker's understanding that the 
gentleman, Mr. Neuman, is not offering up the other 
amendment? Correct. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(MATTHEW E. BAKER) PRESIDING 

 
VOTE CORRECTION  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentlelady, Mrs. Davidson, rise? 
 Mrs. DAVIDSON. Personal privilege. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Personal privilege? 
 Mrs. DAVIDSON. My button malfunctioned. I was 
recorded in the negative on HB 546. I would like to be recorded 
in the affirmative. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady, 
and her remarks will be spread upon the record. 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION  

 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1716, 
PN 2326, entitled: 

 
A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, reducing the size of the General 
Assembly. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment  
No. A03519: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 1, by striking out "an amendment" and 
inserting 

 distinct amendments 
Amend Bill, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "Pennsylvania," 

 further providing for terms of members of the General 
Assembly; and 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 7, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1.  The following distinct amendments to the 
Constitution of Pennsylvania are proposed in accordance with Article 
XI: 

(1)  That section 3 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 3.  Terms of members. 

(a)  Senators [shall be elected for the term of four years] and 
Representatives shall be elected for the term of two years. 

(b)  Senators in even-numbered districts elected at the general 
election in 2018 shall serve a two-year term. Senators in odd-numbered 
districts elected at the general election in 2016 shall serve a two-year 
term. Senators now elected and those whose terms are unexpired shall 
represent the districts in which they reside until the end of the terms for 
which they were elected. 

(2)  That section 16 of Article II be amended to read: 
Amend Bill, page 2, lines 3 through 25, by striking out all of said 
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lines and inserting 
Section 2.  (a)  Upon the first passage by the General Assembly 

of these proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. 

(b)  Upon the second passage by the General Assembly of these 
proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall submit the 
proposed constitutional amendments under section 1 of this resolution 
to the qualified electors of this Commonwealth as separate ballot 
questions at the first primary, general or municipal election which 
meets the requirements of and is in conformance with section 1 of 
Article XI of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and which occurs at 
least three months after the proposed constitutional amendments are 
passed by the General Assembly. 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 27, by striking out "this" and inserting 
 the 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 28, by inserting after "amendment" 
 under section 1(2) 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, is so recognized. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides us with a rare 
opportunity to look at how the House and Senate function. 
When Pennsylvania was founded in the 1680s, it was founded 
with only a House of Representatives and no Senate. The Senate 
came later. 
 It should be noted that all sorts of very important things 
happened before there was a Senate: Pennsylvania established 
religious freedom, one of the first in the country to do so; 
Pennsylvania fought the French and Indian War and defeated 
the combination of the French and Indians; Pennsylvania 
declared independence from Great Britain; Pennsylvania phased 
out slavery. The Pennsylvania government was not dependent 
on the existence of the Senate to do worthwhile things, so we 
ought to take this opportunity to look at how the Senate 
functions and how the House functions and see if we can make 
some improvements. 
 Now, the Senate was originally conceived as the 
representative of counties. It was assumed the House 
represented the people and the Senate represented counties, and 
so counties had specific representation in the Senate. At one 
time I believe every single county, no matter how small, had a 
State Senator, and some counties had multiple State Senators. 
Now, we cannot do that anymore because of the U.S. Supreme 
Court decisions in the 1960s. And the question is, if Senators 
cannot represent counties and they really represent the same 
people we do, why should they not function under the same 
rules that we function? We operate under 2-year terms. Why 
should they not operate under 2-year terms? I believe that if the 
Senators operated under 2-year terms and we operated under  
2-year terms and we are both operating under the same rules, we 

will be more likely to reach agreement. The fact that the Senate 
operates under different rules than we do is a hindrance to us 
reaching agreements. 
 So we could also extend the House term to 4 years, and if 
their term is 4 years, we would also be operating under the same 
rules, but this is an amendment that cuts their term from 4 years 
to 2 years. It is a prodemocracy amendment. It gives people the 
opportunity to vote. It keeps the Senators in political shape. 
There is nothing like having contests every 2 years to get one's 
political juices flowing and to see that one is accountable to the 
public. There are Senators who would be helped by a 2-year 
cycle just as House members are helped by a 2-year cycle. 
 I think this is an amendment that would gain widespread 
attention, and it is possible the Senate would vote for it. This 
legislation— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman kindly 
suspend. 
 For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. Scavello—   
Mr. Scavello, you approached the mike. For what purpose do 
you rise? 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. I just want to be on the list, sir, to make a 
remark on this particular issue. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be placed 
on the list. Thank you, sir. 
 I am sorry, Mr. Cohen. You may continue. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you. 
 I am interested in hearing what Senator Scavello has to say 
about this. 
 In short, Mr. Speaker, this bill offers an opportunity to 
make fundamental changes, not just the cosmetic changes of 
cutting our budget by 2 or 3 percent by getting rid of 50 House 
members, but to look at more fundamental changes as to how 
the legislature operates and why the legislature operates in a 
way that many people describe as dysfunctional. 
 I think this is an amendment that offers profound change, 
that offers a possibility of greater bipartisan cooperation 
because we would both be operating under the same rules, and  
I would urge your support of it. The whole bill is premised on 
the idea that we in the legislature are willing to do things that 
are against – that are at least apparently against our own 
political interests, and if the Senate may be willing to cut its 
own members, if they are willing to do that, maybe they are 
willing to take 2-year terms too. There certainly would be some 
positive elements in that. 
 I urge support. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, any constitutional amendment is probably one 
of the most serious things that we can consider in this legislative 
body, and while there are lots of serious subjects, I think of 
constitutional amendments as having a little higher priority in 
terms of our attention. That is because when we pose that 
question to the general public for a referendum approval at the 
end of the process, if they are to approve it, it is something that 
is a little deeper embedded in our fabric of how this 
Commonwealth would be governed. 
 Two points on this amendment. Number one, as I will 
maybe say on a few of the other amendments, the two bills that 
I have before us today, this one dealing with the size of the 
Senate, are fairly simple. They are easy to understand and they 
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are very much isolated to a single question, and that is the size 
of the respective bodies. 
 I would argue, Mr. Speaker, that while I may have other 
concerns about the length of terms of the Senate, and I do not 
really want to go too deeply into the merits of the amendment, 
per se, other than that the number of people in the House and 
the Senate and the irregular overlap that is created clearly has 
some advantage to this process, and that for us to give 
immediate consideration to this amendment I think is 
shortchanging us just a little bit. 
 It is not a concept that I have given a great deal of thought 
to, certainly not at all the level of thought that I have given to 
the underlying bill, and I would urge the members to oppose the 
amendment primarily because I think it is important for the 
Senate and the people of Pennsylvania to consider a very 
singular issue, and that is the size of the House or the Senate. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Scavello, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. SCAVELLO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to oppose the amendment, and for many reasons. One, 
my constituency also thinks that the House of Representatives 
should be on 4-year terms. You know, just think about it. You 
get elected and you have already started your campaign for the 
next term. You spend more time campaigning. And in the 
Senate you have 250,000, 260,000 people versus what we have, 
61,000, 62,000. If anything, we should be considering 
expanding that time. 
 Our folks want to see the job done, not us out there 
campaigning. So I oppose the amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Thomas waives off. Thank you,  
Mr. Thomas. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–27 
 
Briggs Donatucci Kortz O'Brien 
Brownlee Evans Longietti Roebuck 
Burns Frankel Mahoney Sainato 
Cohen Haluska McCarter Sims 
Daley, M. Hanna McGeehan Sturla 
Daley, P. Keller, W. Mirabito Wheatley 
Dermody Kirkland Mundy 
 
 NAYS–170 
 
Adolph Everett Krieger Quinn 
Aument Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Baker Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Barbin Farry Lucas Readshaw 
Barrar Fee Mackenzie Reed 
Benninghoff Fleck Major Reese 
Bishop Flynn Maloney Regan 
Bizzarro Freeman Markosek Roae 
Bloom Gabler Marshall Rock 
Boback Gainey Marsico Ross 
Boyle, B. Gibbons Masser Rozzi 
Boyle, K. Gillen Matzie Sabatina 

Bradford Gillespie McGinnis Saccone 
Brooks Gingrich McNeill Samuelson 
Brown, R. Godshall Mentzer Sankey 
Brown, V. Goodman Metcalfe Santarsiero 
Caltagirone Greiner Metzgar Saylor 
Carroll Grell Miccarelli Scavello 
Causer Grove Micozzie Schlossberg 
Christiana Hackett Millard Schreiber 
Clay Haggerty Miller, D. Simmons 
Clymer Hahn Miller, R. Smith 
Conklin Harhai Milne Snyder 
Corbin Harhart Miranda Sonney 
Costa, D. Harkins Molchany Stephens 
Costa, P. Harper Moul Stern 
Cox Harris, A. Mullery Stevenson 
Culver Harris, J. Murt Swanger 
Cutler Heffley Mustio Tallman 
Davidson Helm Neilson Taylor 
Davis Hennessey Neuman Thomas 
Dean Hickernell O'Neill Tobash 
Deasy James Oberlander Toepel 
DeLissio Kampf Painter Toohil 
Delozier Kauffman Parker Truitt 
DeLuca Kavulich Pashinski Turzai 
Denlinger Keller, F. Payne Vereb 
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Peifer Vitali 
Dunbar Killion Petrarca Waters 
Ellis Kim Petri Watson 
Emrick Kinsey Pickett White 
English Knowles Pyle Youngblood 
Evankovich Kotik 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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? 
 
 Mr. GIBBONS offered the following amendment  
No. A03521: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 
Proposing integrated amendments to the Constitution of the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, providing for a unicameral 
General Assembly. 
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 14; page 2, lines 1 through 

30, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting 
Section 1.  The following integrated amendments to the 

Constitution of Pennsylvania are proposed in accordance with Article 
XI: 

(1)  That section 1 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 1.  Legislative power. 

The legislative power of this Commonwealth shall be vested in a 
General Assembly[, which shall consist of a Senate and a House of 
Representatives]. 

(2)  That section 2 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 2.  Election of members; vacancies. 

Members of the General Assembly shall be chosen at the general 
election every second year. Their term of service shall begin on the 
first day of December next after their election. Whenever a vacancy 
shall occur [in either House], the presiding officer [thereof] shall issue 
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a writ of election to fill such vacancy for the remainder of the term. 
(3)  That section 3 of Article II be amended to read: 

§ 3.  Terms of members. 
[Senators] (a)  Except as provided in subsection (b), members 

shall be elected for the term of four years [and Representatives for the 
term of two years]. 

(b)  At the first general election after the adoption of the 
amendment adding this subsection, members from odd-numbered 
districts shall be elected for a term of two years, and members from 
even-numbered districts shall be elected for a term of four years. 

(4)  That section 4 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Sessions. 

The General Assembly shall be a continuing body during the 
term for which its [Representatives] members are elected. It shall meet 
at 12 o'clock noon on the first Tuesday of January each year. Special 
sessions shall be called by the Governor on petition of a majority of the 
members [elected to each House] or may be called by the Governor 
whenever in his opinion the public interest requires. 

(5)  That section 5 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 5.  Qualifications of members. 

[Senators] Members of the General Assembly shall be at least 25 
years of age [and Representatives 21 years of age]. They shall have 
been citizens and inhabitants of the State four years, and inhabitants of 
their respective districts one year next before their election (unless 
absent on the public business of the United States or of this State), and 
shall reside in their respective districts during their terms of service. 

(6)  That section 6 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 6.  Disqualification to hold other office. 

No [Senator or Representative] member of the General Assembly 
shall, during the time for which he was elected, be appointed to any 
civil office under this Commonwealth to which a salary, fee or 
perquisite is attached. No member of Congress or other person holding 
any office (except of attorney-at-law or in the National Guard or in a 
reserve component of the armed forces of the United States) under the 
United States or this Commonwealth to which a salary, fee or 
perquisite is attached shall be a member of [either House] the General 
Assembly during his continuance in office. 

(7)  That section 8 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 8.  Compensation. 

The members of the General Assembly shall receive such salary 
and mileage for regular and special sessions as shall be fixed by law, 
and no other compensation whatever, whether for service upon 
committee or otherwise. No member of [either House] the General 
Assembly shall during the term for which he may have been elected, 
receive any increase of salary, or mileage, under any law passed during 
such term. 

(8)  That section 9 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 9.  Election of officers; judge of election and qualifications of 

members. 
[The Senate shall, at the beginning and close of each regular 

session and at such other times as may be necessary, elect one of its 
members President pro tempore, who shall perform the duties of the 
Lieutenant Governor, in any case of absence or disability of that 
officer, and whenever the said office of Lieutenant Governor shall be 
vacant. The House of Representatives] The General Assembly shall 
elect one of its members as Speaker. [Each House] It shall choose its 
other officers, and shall judge of the election and qualifications of its 
members. 

(9)  That section 10 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 10.  Quorum. 

A majority of [each House] the General Assembly shall 
constitute a quorum, but a smaller number may adjourn from day to 
day and compel the attendance of absent members. 

(10)  That section 11 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 11.  Powers of [each house] the General Assembly; expulsion. 

[Each House] The General Assembly shall have power to 
determine the rules of its proceedings and punish its members or other 
persons for contempt or disorderly behavior in its presence, to enforce 

obedience to its process, to protect its members against violence or 
offers of bribes or private solicitation, and, with the concurrence of 
two-thirds, to expel a member, but not a second time for the same 
cause, and shall have all other powers necessary for the Legislature of a 
free State. A member expelled for corruption shall not thereafter be 
eligible to [either House] the General Assembly, and punishment for 
contempt or disorderly behavior shall not bar an indictment for the 
same offense. 

(11)  That section 12 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 12.  Journals; yeas and nays. 

[Each House] The General Assembly shall keep a journal of its 
proceedings and from time to time publish the same, except such parts 
as require secrecy, and the yeas and nays of the members on any 
question shall, at the desire of any two of them, be entered on the 
journal. 

(12)  That section 13 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 13.  Open sessions. 

The sessions of [each House] the General Assembly and of 
committees of the whole shall be open, unless when the business is 
such as ought to be kept secret. 

(13)  That section 14 of Article II be repealed: 
[§ 14.  Adjournments. 

Neither House shall, without the consent of the other, adjourn for 
more than three days, nor to any other place than that in which the two 
Houses shall be sitting.] 

(14)  That section 15 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 15.  Privileges of members. 

The members of the General Assembly shall in all cases, except 
treason, felony, violation of their oath of office, and breach or surety of 
the peace, be privileged from arrest during their attendance at the 
sessions of [their respective Houses] the General Assembly and in 
going to and returning from the same; and for any speech or debate in 
[either House] the General Assembly, they shall not be questioned in 
any other place. 

(15)  That section 16 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 16.  Legislative districts. 

The Commonwealth shall be divided into [50 senatorial and 203 
representative] 201 legislative districts, which shall be composed of 
compact and contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as 
practicable. Each [senatorial] legislative district shall elect one 
[Senator, and each representative district one Representative] member 
of the General Assembly. Unless absolutely necessary no county, city, 
incorporated town, borough, township or ward shall be divided in 
forming [either a senatorial or representative] a legislative district. 

(16)  That section 17(b) of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 17.  Legislative Reapportionment Commission. 

* * * 
(b)  The commission shall consist of [five] three members: [four] 

two of whom shall be the majority and minority leaders of [both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives] the General Assembly, or 
deputies appointed by each of them, and a chairman selected as 
hereinafter provided. No later than 60 days following the official 
reporting of the Federal decennial census as required by Federal law, 
the [four] two members shall be certified by the [President pro tempore 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives] Speaker 
of the General Assembly to the elections officer of the Commonwealth 
who under law shall have supervision over elections. 

The [four] two members within 45 days after their certification 
shall select the [fifth] third member, who shall serve as chairman of the 
commission, and shall immediately certify his name to such elections 
officer. The chairman shall be a citizen of the Commonwealth other 
than a local, State or Federal official holding an office to which 
compensation is attached. 

If the [four] two members fail to select the [fifth] third member 
within the time prescribed, a majority of the entire membership of the 
Supreme Court within 30 days thereafter shall appoint the chairman as 
aforesaid and certify his appointment to such elections officer. 

Any vacancy in the commission shall be filled within 15 days in 
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the same manner in which such position was originally filled. 
* * * 
(17)  That section 1 of Article III be amended to read: 

§ 1.  Passage of laws. 
No law shall be passed except by bill, and no bill shall be so 

altered or amended, on its passage through [either House] the General 
Assembly, as to change its original purpose. 

(18)  That section 4 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Consideration of bills. 

Every bill shall be considered on three different days [in each 
House]. All amendments made thereto shall be printed for the use of 
the members before the final vote is taken on the bill and before the 
final vote is taken, upon written request addressed to the presiding 
officer of [either House] the General Assembly by at least 25% of the 
members elected to [that House] the General Assembly, any bill shall 
be read at length [in that House]. No bill shall become a law, unless on 
its final passage the vote is taken by yeas and nays, the names of the 
persons voting for and against it are entered on the journal, and a 
majority of the members elected to [each House] the General Assembly 
is recorded thereon as voting in its favor. 

(19)  That section 5 of Article III be repealed: 
[§ 5.  Concurring in amendments; conference committee reports. 

No amendment to bills by one House shall be concurred in by the 
other, except by the vote of a majority of the members elected thereto, 
taken by yeas and nays, and the names of those voting for and against 
recorded upon the journal thereof; and reports of committees of 
conference shall be adopted in either House only by the vote of a 
majority of the members elected thereto, taken by yeas and nays, and 
the names of those voting recorded upon the journals.] 

(20)  That section 8 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 8.  Signing of bills. 

The presiding officer of [each House] the General Assembly 
shall, in the presence of the [House over which he presides] General 
Assembly, sign all bills and joint resolutions passed by the General 
Assembly, after their titles have been publicly read immediately before 
signing; and the fact of signing shall be entered on the journal. 

(21)  That section 9 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 9.  Action on concurrent orders and resolutions. 

Every order, resolution or vote, [to which the concurrence of 
both Houses may be necessary,] except on the question of adjournment, 
shall be presented to the Governor and before it shall take effect be 
approved by him, or being disapproved, shall be repassed by two-thirds 
of [both Houses] the General Assembly according to the rules and 
limitations prescribed in case of a bill. 

(22)  That section 10 of Article III be repealed: 
[§ 10.  Revenue bills. 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives, but the Senate may propose amendments as in other 
bills.] 

(23)  That section 13 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 13.  Vote denied members with personal interest. 

A member who has a personal or private interest in any measure 
or bill proposed or pending before the General Assembly shall disclose 
the fact to the [House of which he is a member] General Assembly, and 
shall not vote thereon. 

(24)  That section 17 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 17.  Appointment of legislative officers and employees. 

The General Assembly shall prescribe by law the number, duties 
and compensation of the officers and employees [of each House], and 
no payment shall be made from the State Treasury, or be in any way 
authorized, to any person, except to an acting officer or employee 
elected or appointed in pursuance of law. 

(25)  That section 30 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 30.  Charitable and educational appropriations. 

No appropriation shall be made to any charitable or educational 
institution not under the absolute control of the Commonwealth, other 
than normal schools established by law for the professional training of 
teachers for the public schools of the State, except by a vote of two-

thirds of all the members elected to [each House] the General 
Assembly. 

(26)  That section 2 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 2.  Duties of Governor; election procedure; tie or contest. 

The supreme executive power shall be vested in the Governor, 
who shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed; he shall be 
chosen on the day of the general election, by the qualified electors of 
the Commonwealth, at the places where they shall vote for 
Representatives. The returns of every election for Governor shall be 
sealed up and transmitted to the seat of government, directed to the 
[President of the Senate] Speaker of the General Assembly, who shall 
open and publish them in the presence of the members [of both 
Houses] of the General Assembly. The person having the highest 
number of votes shall be Governor, but if two or more be equal and 
highest in votes, one of them shall be chosen Governor by the [joint] 
vote of the members of [both Houses] the General Assembly. 
Contested elections shall be determined by a committee, to be selected 
from [both Houses of] the General Assembly, and formed and 
regulated in such manner as shall be directed by law. 

(27)  That section 4 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Lieutenant Governor. 

A Lieutenant Governor shall be chosen jointly with the Governor 
by the casting by each voter of a single vote applicable to both offices, 
for the same term, and subject to the same provisions as the Governor[; 
he shall be President of the Senate. As such, he may vote in case of a 
tie on any question except the final passage of a bill or joint resolution, 
the adoption of a conference report or the concurrence in amendments 
made by the House of Representatives]. 

(28)  That section 8 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 8.  Appointing power. 

(a)  The Governor shall appoint a Secretary of Education and 
such other officers as he shall be authorized by law to appoint. The 
appointment of the Secretary of Education and of such other officers as 
may be specified by law, shall be subject to the consent of two-thirds or 
a majority of the members elected to the [Senate] General Assembly as 
is specified by law. 

(b)  The Governor shall fill vacancies in offices to which he 
appoints by nominating to the [Senate] General Assembly a proper 
person to fill the vacancy within 90 days of the first day of the vacancy 
and not thereafter. The [Senate] General Assembly shall act on each 
executive nomination within 25 legislative days of its submission. If 
the [Senate] General Assembly has not voted upon a nomination within 
15 legislative days following such submission, any [five] 25 members 
of the [Senate] General Assembly may, in writing, request the 
presiding officer of the [Senate] General Assembly to place the 
nomination before the entire [Senate] General Assembly body whereby 
the nomination must be voted upon prior to the expiration of five 
legislative days or 25 legislative days following submission by the 
Governor, whichever occurs first. If the nomination is made during a 
recess or after adjournment sine die, the [Senate] General Assembly 
shall act upon it within 25 legislative days after its return or 
reconvening. If the [Senate] General Assembly for any reason fails to 
act upon a nomination submitted to it within the required 25 legislative 
days, the nominee shall take office as if the appointment had been 
consented to by the [Senate] General Assembly. The Governor shall in 
a similar manner fill vacancies in the offices of Lieutenant Governor, 
Auditor General, State Treasurer, justice, judge, justice of the peace 
and in any other elective office he is authorized to fill. In the case of a 
vacancy in an elective office, a person shall be elected to the office on 
the next election day appropriate to the office unless the first day of the 
vacancy is within two calendar months immediately preceding the 
election day in which case the election shall be held on the second 
succeeding election day appropriate to the office. 

(c)  In acting on executive nominations, the [Senate] General 
Assembly shall sit with open doors. The votes shall be taken by yeas 
and nays and shall be entered on the journal. 

(29)  That section 9 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 9.  Pardoning power; Board of Pardons. 
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(a)  In all criminal cases except impeachment the Governor shall 
have power to remit fines and forfeitures, to grant reprieves, 
commutation of sentences and pardons; but no pardon shall be granted, 
nor sentence commuted, except on the recommendation in writing of a 
majority of the Board of Pardons, and, in the case of a sentence of 
death or life imprisonment, on the unanimous recommendation in 
writing of the Board of Pardons, after full hearing in open session, 
upon due public notice. The recommendation, with the reasons therefor 
at length, shall be delivered to the Governor and a copy thereof shall be 
kept on file in the office of the Lieutenant Governor in a docket kept 
for that purpose. 

(b)  The Board of Pardons shall consist of the Lieutenant 
Governor who shall be chairman, the Attorney General and three 
members appointed by the Governor with the consent of a majority of 
the members elected to the [Senate] General Assembly for terms of six 
years. The three members appointed by the Governor shall be residents 
of Pennsylvania. One shall be a crime victim, one a corrections expert 
and the third a doctor of medicine, psychiatrist or psychologist. The 
board shall keep records of its actions, which shall at all times be open 
for public inspection. 

(30)  That section 12 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 12.  Power to convene and adjourn the General Assembly. 

He may, on extraordinary occasions, convene the General 
Assembly[, and in case of disagreement between the two Houses, with 
respect to the time of adjournment, adjourn them to such time as he 
shall think proper, not exceeding four months]. He shall have power to 
convene the [Senate] General Assembly in extraordinary session by 
proclamation for the transaction of Executive business. 

(31)  That section 14 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 14.  Vacancy in office of Lieutenant Governor. 

In case of the death, conviction on impeachment, failure to 
qualify or resignation of the Lieutenant Governor[, or in case he should 
become Governor under section 13 of this article, the President pro 
tempore of the Senate shall become Lieutenant Governor for the 
remainder of the term], the Governor shall appoint, in accordance with 
section 8 of this article, a Lieutenant Governor. The appointment shall 
be subject to the consent of a majority of the members elected to the 
General Assembly. The appointee, upon approval, shall serve for the 
remainder of the term. In case of the disability of the Lieutenant 
Governor, the powers, duties and emoluments of the office shall 
devolve upon the [President pro tempore of the Senate] Speaker of the 
General Assembly until the disability is removed. Should there be no 
Lieutenant Governor, the [President pro tempore of the Senate] 
Speaker of the General Assembly shall become Governor if a vacancy 
shall occur in the office of Governor and in case of the disability of the 
Governor, the powers, duties and emoluments of the office shall 
devolve upon the [President pro tempore of the Senate] Speaker of the 
General Assembly until the disability is removed. His seat as [Senator] 
member of the General Assembly shall become vacant whenever he 
shall become Governor and shall be filled by election as any other 
vacancy in the [Senate] General Assembly. 

(32)  That section 15 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 15.  Approval of bills; vetoes. 

Every bill which shall have passed [both Houses] the General 
Assembly shall be presented to the Governor; if he approves he shall 
sign it, but if he shall not approve he shall return it with his objections 
to the [House in which it shall have originated] General Assembly, 
which [House] shall enter the objections at large upon their journal, and 
proceed to re-consider it. If after such re-consideration, two-thirds of 
all the members elected to [that House] the General Assembly shall 
agree to pass the bill, [it shall be sent with the objections to the other 
House by which likewise it shall be re-considered, and if approved by 
two-thirds of all the members elected to that House] it shall be a law; 
but in such cases the votes of [both Houses] the General Assembly 
shall be determined by yeas and nays, and the names of the members 
voting for and against the bill shall be entered on the [journals of each 
House, respectively] journal. If any bill shall not be returned by the 
Governor within ten days after it shall have been presented to him, the 

same shall be a law in like manner as if he had signed it, unless the 
General Assembly, by their adjournment, prevent its return, in which 
case it shall be a law, unless he shall file the same, with his objections, 
in the office of the Secretary of the Commonwealth, and give notice 
thereof by public proclamation within 30 days after such adjournment. 

(33)  That section 13(b) and (d) of Article V be amended to read: 
§ 13.  Election of justices, judges and justices of the peace; vacancies. 

* * * 
(b)  A vacancy in the office of justice, judge or justice of the 

peace shall be filled by appointment by the Governor. The appointment 
shall be with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the members 
elected to the [Senate] General Assembly, except in the case of justices 
of the peace which shall be by a majority. The person so appointed 
shall serve for a term ending on the first Monday of January following 
the next municipal election more than ten months after the vacancy 
occurs or for the remainder of the unexpired term whichever is less, 
except in the case of persons selected as additional judges to the 
Superior Court, where the General Assembly may stagger and fix the 
length of the initial terms of such additional judges by reference to any 
of the first, second and third municipal elections more than ten months 
after the additional judges are selected. The manner by which any 
additional judges are selected shall be provided by this section for the 
filling of vacancies in judicial offices. 

* * * 
(d)  At the primary election in 1969, the electors of the 

Commonwealth may elect to have the justices and judges of the 
Supreme, Superior, Commonwealth and all other statewide courts 
appointed by the Governor from a list of persons qualified for the 
offices submitted to him by the Judicial Qualifications Commission. If 
a majority vote of those voting on the question is in favor of this 
method of appointment, then whenever any vacancy occurs thereafter 
for any reason in such court, the Governor shall fill the vacancy by 
appointment in the manner prescribed in this subsection. Such 
appointment shall not require the consent of the [Senate] General 
Assembly. 

* * * 
(34)  That section 3 of Article VI be amended to read: 

§ 3.  Oath of office. 
[Senators, Representatives] Members of the General Assembly 

and all judicial, State and county officers shall, before entering on the 
duties of their respective offices, take and subscribe the following oath 
or affirmation before a person authorized to administer oaths. 

"I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support, obey and 
defend the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of this 
Commonwealth and that I will discharge the duties of my office with 
fidelity." 

[The oath or affirmation shall be administered to a member of the 
Senate or to a member of the House of Representatives in the hall of 
the House to which he shall have been elected.] 

Any person refusing to take the oath or affirmation shall forfeit 
his office. 

(35)  That section 4 of Article VI be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Power of impeachment. 

[The House of Representatives shall have the sole power of 
impeachment.] The General Assembly shall have the sole power of 
impeachment. A majority of the members elected to the General 
Assembly must concur in the impeachment. Proceeding for 
impeachment may be initiated in either a regular session or a special 
session of the General Assembly. 

(36)  That section 5 of Article VI be amended to read: 
§ 5.  Trial of impeachments. 

[All impeachments shall be tried by the Senate. When sitting for 
that purpose the Senators shall be upon oath or affirmation. No person 
shall be convicted without the concurrence of two-thirds of the 
members present.] Upon the adoption of a resolution of impeachment, 
which resolution shall give reasonable notice of the acts or omissions 
alleged to constitute impeachable offenses but need not conform to any 
particular style, a notice of an impeachment of any officer, other than a 
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justice of the Supreme Court, shall be forthwith served upon the Chief 
Justice, by the Clerk of the General Assembly, who shall thereupon call 
a session of the Supreme Court to meet at the Capitol in an expeditious 
fashion after such notice to try the impeachment. A notice of an 
impeachment of the Chief Justice or any justice of the Supreme Court 
shall be served by the Clerk of the General Assembly, upon the 
President Judge of the Superior Court, and he or she thereupon shall 
choose, at random, seven judges of the Superior Court to meet within 
30 days at the Capitol, to sit as a court to try such impeachment, which 
court shall organize by electing one of its number to preside. The case 
against the impeached civil officer shall be brought in the name of the 
General Assembly and shall be managed by two members of the 
General Assembly, appointed by the General Assembly, who may 
make technical or procedural amendments to the articles of 
impeachment as they deem necessary. The trial shall be conducted in 
the manner of a civil proceeding and the impeached civil officer shall 
not be allowed to invoke a privilege against self-incrimination, except 
as otherwise applicable in a general civil case. No person shall be 
convicted without the concurrence of two-thirds of the members of the 
court of impeachment that clear and convincing evidence exists 
indicating that such person is guilty of one or more impeachable 
offenses. No officer shall exercise his or her official duties after he or 
she shall have been impeached and notified thereof, until he or she 
shall have been acquitted. 

(37)  That section 7 of Article VI be amended to read: 
§ 7.  Removal of civil officers. 

All civil officers shall hold their offices on the condition that 
they behave themselves well while in office, and shall be removed on 
conviction of misbehavior in office or of any infamous crime. 
Appointed civil officers, other than judges of the courts of record, may 
be removed at the pleasure of the power by which they shall have been 
appointed. All civil officers elected by the people, except the Governor, 
the Lieutenant Governor, members of the General Assembly and 
judges of the courts of record, shall be removed by the Governor for 
reasonable cause, after due notice and full hearing, on the address of 
two-thirds of the [Senate] General Assembly. 

(38)  That section 2 of Article VII be amended to read: 
§ 2.  General election day. 

The general election shall be held biennially on the Tuesday next 
following the first Monday of November in each even-numbered year, 
but the General Assembly may by law fix a different day, two-thirds of 
all the members [of each House] consenting thereto: Provided, That 
such election shall always be held in an even-numbered year. 

(39)  That section 3 of Article VII be amended to read: 
§ 3.  Municipal election day; offices to be filled on election days. 

All judges elected by the electors of the State at large may be 
elected at either a general or municipal election, as circumstances may 
require. All elections for judges of the courts for the several judicial 
districts, and for county, city, ward, borough, and township officers, for 
regular terms of service, shall be held on the municipal election day; 
namely, the Tuesday next following the first Monday of November in 
each odd-numbered year, but the General Assembly may by law fix a 
different day, two-thirds of all the members [of each House] consenting 
thereto: Provided, That such elections shall be held in an odd-
numbered year: Provided further, That all judges for the courts of the 
several judicial districts holding office at the present time, whose terms 
of office may end in an odd-numbered year, shall continue to hold their 
offices until the first Monday of January in the next succeeding even-
numbered year. 

(40)  That section 17(b) of Article VIII be amended to read: 
§ 17.  Special emergency legislation. 

* * * 
(b)  Notwithstanding the provisions of Article III, section 29 

subsequent to a Presidential declaration of an emergency or of a major 
disaster in any part of this Commonwealth, the General Assembly shall 
have the authority by a vote of two-thirds of all members [elected to 
each House] to make appropriations limited to moneys required for 
Federal emergency or major disaster relief. This subsection may apply 

retroactively to any Presidential declaration of an emergency or of a 
major disaster in 1976 or 1977. 

(41)  That section 1 of Article XI be amended to read: 
§ 1.  Proposal of amendments by the General Assembly and their 

adoption. 
Amendments to this Constitution may be proposed in the [Senate 

or House of Representatives] General Assembly; and if the same shall 
be agreed to by a majority of the members elected [to each House], 
such proposed amendment or amendments shall be entered on their 
journals with the yeas and nays taken thereon, and the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall cause the same to be published three months 
before the next general election, in at least two newspapers in every 
county in which such newspapers shall be published; and if, in the 
General Assembly next afterwards chosen, such proposed amendment 
or amendments shall be agreed to by a majority of the members elected 
[to each House], the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall cause the 
same again to be published in the manner aforesaid; and such proposed 
amendment or amendments shall be submitted to the qualified electors 
of the State in such manner, and at such time at least three months after 
being so agreed to by the [two Houses] General Assembly, as the 
General Assembly shall prescribe; and, if such amendment or 
amendments shall be approved by a majority of those voting thereon, 
such amendment or amendments shall become a part of the 
Constitution; but no amendment or amendments shall be submitted 
oftener than once in five years. When two or more amendments shall 
be submitted they shall be voted upon separately. 

(a)  In the event a major emergency threatens or is about to 
threaten the Commonwealth and if the safety or welfare of the 
Commonwealth requires prompt amendment of this Constitution, such 
amendments to this Constitution may be proposed in the [Senate or 
House of Representatives] General Assembly at any regular or special 
session of the General Assembly, and if agreed to by at least two-thirds 
of the members elected [to each House], a proposed amendment shall 
be entered on the journal of [each House] the General Assembly with 
the yeas and nays taken thereon and the official in charge of statewide 
elections shall promptly publish such proposed amendment in at least 
two newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are 
published. Such amendment shall then be submitted to the qualified 
electors of the Commonwealth in such manner, and at such time, at 
least one month after being agreed to by [both Houses] the General 
Assembly as the General Assembly prescribes. 

(b)  If an emergency amendment is approved by a majority of the 
qualified electors voting thereon, it shall become part of this 
Constitution. When two or more emergency amendments are submitted 
they shall be voted on separately. 

Section 2.  (a)  Upon the first passage by the General Assembly 
of these proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. 

(b)  Upon the second passage by the General Assembly of these 
proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall submit the 
proposed constitutional amendments under section 1 to the qualified 
electors of this Commonwealth as a single ballot question at the first 
primary, general or municipal election which meets the requirements of 
and is in conformance with section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and which occurs at least three months after the 
proposed constitutional amendments are passed by the General 
Assembly. 
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 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Gibbons, is recognized. 
 Are you withdrawing the amendment, Mr. Gibbons? Thank 
you very much. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. SAMUELSON offered the following amendment  
No. A04989: 
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 30, by striking out the period after 
"reapportionment" and inserting 
, provided that a nonpartisan redistricting process has been adopted 
which replaces section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania as written on the date of the adoption of this amendment. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, is recognized. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Mr. Speaker, may I have a question of 
the Parliamentarian? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Kindly come to the rostrum. 
 
 (Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the 
gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, is recognized. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This amendment provides that the bill reducing the size of 
the Senate can take effect provided that a nonpartisan 
redistricting process has been adopted to replace section 17 of 
Article II of the Constitution. I have a similar amendment to 
offer to the upcoming bill on the House, the size of the House.  
I think it is very important that if we are talking about reducing 
the size of the legislature, it matters who is in charge of 
reducing the size of the legislature. If we adopt this bill without 
a nonpartisan redistricting process, you can look up in the 
Constitution of Pennsylvania who is going to be doing the 
reducing, and the Constitution of Pennsylvania says that it is a 
Reapportionment Commission made up of two House leaders 
and two Senate leaders and a fifth person chosen by those 
House and Senate leaders. So in the case of this bill, if the 
Senate is to be reduced from 50 members to 38 members, and 
the people in charge of doing the reduction are the Senate 
leaders, you know what is going to happen. The two Senate 
leaders – one Democratic, one Republican – will use the 
reapportionment process as payback time. For a period of  
10 years they can keep a list of who dares to buck the party line, 
who dares to speak out on the House floor or the Senate floor; 
in this case, who dares to vote independently. And then at the 
end of that 10 years they can take out – in the spirit of the 
season, I guess they might call it a naughty and nice list – they 
can take out that list, and the Senate leaders on the current 
redistricting commission would be empowered to make the 

choice of which 12 Senate seats get eliminated. That is recipe 
for disaster. It is a recipe for concentrating additional power in 
the hands of those Senate leaders. 
 So I think if we are going to reduce the size of the 
legislature, it matters who reduces the size of the legislature. 
Other States do it in a nonpartisan way. The State of Iowa has a 
nonpartisan redistricting process. The State of California has a 
nonpartisan redistricting process. This amendment would make 
sure that the effective date of this bill would – that this bill 
would take effect provided that a nonpartisan redistricting 
process has been adopted. It gives the legislature 7 years until 
the next redistricting process to enact that nonpartisan 
redistricting process, but puts this language directly in this bill 
saying that we can only – that the Senate, the bill to reduce the 
size of the Senate can take effect only if it is done in a 
nonpartisan method and not done with the concentration of 
power in the hands of the party leaders. 
 I urge a "yes" vote on amendment 4989. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on this amendment I would ask the members 
to vote "no" again, number one, because I think it is important 
that we pose this question to the Senate in a very simple 
manner. 
 As to the underlying substance of this amendment, how our 
reapportionment process is handled, I certainly would not be 
disagreeable to considering what that process should be, but  
I would add, Mr. Speaker, that sometimes I find it interesting 
when you are back home and you are around your district and a 
constituent will say to you, "I could never work in a political 
atmosphere like you work," and I kind of look at them and 
pause and say, well, the politics of Little League, your volunteer 
fire company, the politics of the church, the politics of the place 
you work, and sometimes if it is somebody that does not just 
live alone, the politics of their household is always as animated 
as the politics that we work in. 
 Now, the political nature that we work in is, you know, 
generally described as Republican and Democrat or 
conservative and liberal, but the fact is that in any organization 
there is a great deal of politics, in the small "p" kind of way. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, to just bring out an amendment today that 
would create something considered nonpartisan without full 
deliberation and understanding of just who that is and who is 
picking those people that are, quote, "nonpartisan," although  
I would admit I have found very few people that are not; they 
may not be partisan in the Republican and Democrat way, but 
all of us by our own nature and our own opinion are political all 
the time, and not necessarily in the Republican and Democrat 
definition of the word that we tend to live in on this body. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, while the process by which our 
reapportionment may take place is most worthy of discussion 
and debate, I would simply ask the members to reject it at this 
point in time and allow us to move forward with the underlying 
bill. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge an affirmative vote for the 
Samuelson amendment. 
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 Mr. Speaker, I would characterize this amendment as 
targeting gerrymandering, and I would remind all of us here that 
of course the process of gerrymandering is what is now cited as 
the biggest wrong in the Congress in Washington. What it has 
resulted in in Washington is extreme partisanship paralyzing 
Congress. Now, that has not happened here in Pennsylvania, but 
if we allow gerrymandering to happen, then we are, in all 
likelihood, going to suffer the same problems that happened in 
Washington. 
 So if you follow the news and follow the studies on this, 
gerrymandering is cited as the biggest problem with government 
in today's world, and what the Samuelson amendment does is 
makes sure that gerrymandering cannot happen. So you can get 
to the root of all the problems in politics by supporting the 
Samuelson amendment and making sure that we do not have 
gerrymandering paralyze us like it has paralyzed Washington. 
We do not want to follow the example of the Congress in 
Washington. We want to be sure that we act in a nonpartisan 
way, and the Samuelson amendment will ensure that that 
happens. 
 So I urge a "yes" vote on the Samuelson amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Saylor. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to remind some people here who have been here 
a while that some of us have gone through different 
reapportionments, and what I have seen over those 
reapportionments, whether it has been Congressional districts or 
House districts or Senate districts, as the gentleman from 
Jefferson County pointed out earlier, sometimes we get a little 
upset as members when people try to reach, maybe try and 
reach from Philadelphia out into our counties, or maybe merge 
Senate or House seats together. So to talk about being 
nonpartisan, Republican/Democrat; that is not 
Republican/Democrat. We know it takes place, and I think that 
far before we sit here today trying to vote on this amendment, 
we need to take those kinds of things into consideration. 
 Reapportionment now, yes. Does it play politics? Yes, it 
does, but so will it if we have a, quote, unquote, "nonpartisan 
group." As the gentleman from Jefferson pointed out, if you are 
from Philadelphia and you are on the reapportionment 
committee, you are going to try and reach out and grab some 
people in other counties to keep your district, or you might be 
from York County, where I am from, and you might decide to 
make your seat a safer Democratic or safer Republican seat and 
reach into other people. Partisanship is based upon not always 
Republican/Democratic politics but from where you are from 
sometimes, and we need to keep that in mind. When you talk 
about nonpartisan, it is not Republican/Democrat all the time 
around here; sometimes it is just from the region you are from. 
And we see that on a lot of bills. A lot of bills that pass or that 
are defeated in this chamber sometimes depend on where the 
bill is being proposed from. 
 So I ask for a negative vote as well on this amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, for 
the second time. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I appreciate the gentleman from York pointing out to the 
members that have been here a long time that we do have 

memories of past redistricting processes, and I believe that each 
of us can remember instances where the existing 
Reapportionment Commission, made up of Senate leaders and 
House leaders, has used the reapportionment process to 
eliminate the seats of Senate or House members who have dared 
to be independent. Sometimes that action happens years later, 
somebody bucks the party leadership and then years later they 
find out that their seat has been eliminated. You and I can think 
of examples when that has happened, when we are talking about 
one or two Senators or one or two House members. Just think if 
those Senate leaders, in the case of HB 1716, just think if those 
Senate leaders had the power to eliminate the seats of  
12 Senators. The two party leaders could get together and 
decide which 12 Senators have been the most troublesome, 
which 12 Senators have been the most independent, which  
12 Senators have dared to speak up on the Senate floor, which 
12 Senators do not go along to get along. 
 So if we reduce the size of the Senate, in the case of the bill 
that is before us right now, if we reduce the size of the Senate 
but leave the power to decide which Senate seats get reduced, 
get eliminated, in the hands of those Senate leaders, we are 
going to have a process that is filled with gerrymandering like 
we have never seen before in the history of Pennsylvania. If we 
do not change the system, if we do not change to a nonpartisan 
redistricting process, we are going to concentrate additional 
power in the hands of those Senate leaders. We need a fair and 
open and a nonpartisan redistricting process. Other States do it 
in a nonpartisan way. 
 I believe we need to adopt this amendment to make sure 
that the bill to reduce the size of the legislature, in the Senate 
and then later on in the House, is done in a nonpartisan way.  
I urge a "yes" vote on amendment 4989. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Miller, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. D. MILLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Samuelson 
amendment. I do that in support of the maker of the underlying 
bill as well, whom I commend for bringing this bill and its 
partner up. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think what is important is to remember why 
these bills are offered, and obviously, I speak from my own 
perspective and my vote as well in State Government in 
affirmative for both these bills. But I think that it is important to 
remember that these bills are brought up because there is a 
problem in this State, and, Mr. Speaker, there is a problem in 
that residents overwhelmingly believe that there is a break of 
trust that is in Harrisburg. Mr. Speaker, I believe that these bills 
are a well-intentioned effort to restore faith with the residents, 
with our citizens in their trust of Harrisburg, and because of 
that, I was very proud to vote in the affirmative for these bills. 
 However, I believe that we are doing a disservice to their 
well-intention. I believe that we are not recognizing what the 
public wants to see, which is they want to see us vote in a way 
that is not in our self-interest, and, Mr. Speaker, I believe the 
way to do that is to be sure that from the get-go, from the start 
of this endeavor that these bills be done in a nonpartisan 
manner, that reduction to the Senate be done in a way that helps 
be sure that people recognize that we are operating in a way that 
we hope will make them believe that we remember why we are 
here. And, Mr. Speaker, I believe to not do it in a way that is 
nonpartisan will undercut the chance of success in not only 
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these bills passing but also will undercut their chance at success 
in restoring faith in the citizenry of Pennsylvania. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask everyone to please consider voting in the 
affirmative for the Samuelson amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentlelady, Mrs. Dean, on the 
amendment. 
 Mrs. DEAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise in support of the Samuelson amendment. 
 I think the underlying bill is an effort to "reform," and we 
throw that word around here a lot – let us reform this, let us 
reform that, let us fix this, let us be reformers. I think this 
amendment is a perfect reform. It is actually something that the 
people are crying for: to take partisanship out of representation. 
 So I commend the maker of this amendment, and  
I encourage everybody, vote "yes" on the Samuelson reform 
measure. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–96 
 
Barbin Deasy Kim Painter 
Bishop DeLissio Kinsey Parker 
Bizzarro Delozier Kirkland Pashinski 
Boyle, B. DeLuca Kortz Petrarca 
Boyle, K. Dermody Kotik Rapp 
Bradford Donatucci Kula Ravenstahl 
Briggs Evans Longietti Readshaw 
Brooks Fabrizio Lucas Roebuck 
Brown, V. Farina Mahoney Rozzi 
Brownlee Flynn Markosek Sabatina 
Burns Frankel Matzie Sainato 
Caltagirone Freeman McCarter Samuelson 
Carroll Gainey McGeehan Santarsiero 
Clay Gibbons McNeill Schlossberg 
Cohen Gillen Miccarelli Schreiber 
Conklin Goodman Miller, D. Sims 
Costa, D. Haggerty Mirabito Snyder 
Costa, P. Haluska Miranda Sturla 
Cox Hanna Molchany Thomas 
Daley, M. Harhai Mullery Vitali 
Daley, P. Harkins Mundy Waters 
Davidson Harris, J. Neilson Wheatley 
Davis Kavulich Neuman White 
Dean Keller, W. O'Brien Youngblood 
 
 NAYS–101 
 
Adolph Gillespie Major Reese 
Aument Gingrich Maloney Regan 
Baker Godshall Marshall Roae 
Barrar Greiner Marsico Rock 
Benninghoff Grell Masser Ross 
Bloom Grove McGinnis Saccone 
Boback Hackett Mentzer Sankey 
Brown, R. Hahn Metcalfe Saylor 
Causer Harhart Metzgar Scavello 
Christiana Harper Micozzie Simmons 
Clymer Harris, A. Millard Smith 
Corbin Heffley Miller, R. Sonney 
Culver Helm Milne Stephens 
Cutler Hennessey Moul Stern 
Denlinger Hickernell Murt Stevenson 
DiGirolamo James Mustio Swanger 
Dunbar Kampf O'Neill Tallman 
Ellis Kauffman Oberlander Taylor 

Emrick Keller, F. Payne Tobash 
English Keller, M.K. Peifer Toepel 
Evankovich Killion Petri Toohil 
Everett Knowles Pickett Truitt 
Farry Krieger Pyle Turzai 
Fee Lawrence Quinn Vereb 
Fleck Mackenzie Reed Watson 
Gabler 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 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? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Markosek, for a suspension of the rules for 
amendment 5067. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Markosek. 
 Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment would establish a 6-year term 
for the Senate and a 4-year term for the House. I would ask that 
we suspend the rules to consider the amendment. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the suspension of the 
rules, the gentleman, Mr. Saylor, is recognized. 
 Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise and oppose the suspension of the rules. Thank you. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–81 
 
Barbin DeLissio Kinsey Parker 
Bishop DeLuca Kirkland Pashinski 
Bizzarro Dermody Kortz Ravenstahl 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Kotik Readshaw 
Bradford Evans Kula Roebuck 
Briggs Fabrizio Longietti Rozzi 
Brown, V. Farina Mahoney Sabatina 
Brownlee Flynn Markosek Sainato 
Burns Frankel Matzie Santarsiero 
Caltagirone Gainey McCarter Schlossberg 
Carroll Gibbons McGeehan Schreiber 
Clay Goodman McNeill Sims 
Cohen Hackett Miller, D. Snyder 
Conklin Haluska Mirabito Sturla 
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Costa, D. Hanna Miranda Thomas 
Costa, P. Harhai Molchany Vitali 
Daley, M. Harkins Mundy Waters 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Neuman Wheatley 
Davidson Kavulich O'Brien White 
Dean Keller, W. Painter Youngblood 
Deasy 
 
 NAYS–116 
 
Adolph Fleck Lucas Quinn 
Aument Freeman Mackenzie Rapp 
Baker Gabler Major Reed 
Barrar Gillen Maloney Reese 
Benninghoff Gillespie Marshall Regan 
Bloom Gingrich Marsico Roae 
Boback Godshall Masser Rock 
Boyle, K. Greiner McGinnis Ross 
Brooks Grell Mentzer Saccone 
Brown, R. Grove Metcalfe Samuelson 
Causer Haggerty Metzgar Sankey 
Christiana Hahn Miccarelli Saylor 
Clymer Harhart Micozzie Scavello 
Corbin Harper Millard Simmons 
Cox Harris, A. Miller, R. Smith 
Culver Heffley Milne Sonney 
Cutler Helm Moul Stephens 
Davis Hennessey Mullery Stern 
Delozier Hickernell Murt Stevenson 
Denlinger James Mustio Swanger 
DiGirolamo Kampf Neilson Tallman 
Dunbar Kauffman O'Neill Taylor 
Ellis Keller, F. Oberlander Tobash 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Payne Toepel 
English Killion Peifer Toohil 
Evankovich Kim Petrarca Truitt 
Everett Knowles Petri Turzai 
Farry Krieger Pickett Vereb 
Fee Lawrence Pyle Watson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in 
the negative and the motion was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 
members, all other amendments filed have been ruled out of 
order, including the late-filed amendments, as violating the 
single-subject rule. 

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED  

 Mr. DERMODY. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman,  
Mr. Dermody, is recognized. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to appeal the ruling of the Chair 
on that issue. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
 

 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am not going to belabor the point, because  
I made this same argument last session— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please 
suspend. 
 
 On the question, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question raised by the 
gentleman, Mr. Dermody, you are recognized, sir. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As I started to say, I am not going to belabor the point, but  
I made this same argument last session, and I still firmly believe 
that the single subject of the Constitution is the Constitution, 
and I have some support for that with some former Speakers, 
Speaker Seltzer and Speaker Ryan. And Speaker Ryan once said 
that "In the case of the constitutional amendment before us and 
the bill which is an amendment to the Constitution, I suggest 
that the basic document is the Constitution, and if we are 
suggesting an amendment to it, then the entire Constitution is 
fair game for amendment." I am in agreement with Speaker 
Ryan, and I ask that my colleagues vote with me in supporting 
that all the amendments that you ruled out of order are in order 
because they amend the Constitution. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the motion to the appeal of the Chair, the gentleman, 
Mr. Turzai, is recognized. 
 Mr. TURZAI. We rise in opposition to the motion to appeal 
the Chair. The provision or the ruling that is being cited has 
been subsequently addressed in State appellate court cases and 
has made it clear what the position should be on single-subject 
rule. The single-subject rule has been significantly tightened 
through appellate court decisions, both of the Supreme Court 
and the Superior Court. 
 We would ask members to please vote to uphold the 
opinion of the Chair. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY  

 Mr. TURZAI. If I might, I would like to ask a question of 
the Speaker. Mr. Speaker, to uphold the opinion of the Chair, 
how should the members vote? Would that be "aye" or "nay"? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. To uphold the motion of the 
Chair, one would vote "aye." 
 Mr. TURZAI. Okay. So we are asking the members to 
uphold the opinion of the Chair. So the members would be 
voting "aye" to uphold the ruling of the Chair, correct? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You are welcome. 
 Those in favor of sustaining the Chair's decision will vote 
"aye"; those opposed, "no." 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–108 
 
Adolph Fleck Lucas Rapp 
Aument Gabler Mackenzie Reed 
Baker Gillen Major Reese 
Barrar Gillespie Maloney Regan 
Benninghoff Gingrich Marshall Roae 
Bloom Godshall Marsico Rock 
Boback Greiner Masser Ross 
Brooks Grell McGinnis Saccone 
Brown, R. Grove Mentzer Sankey 
Causer Hackett Metcalfe Saylor 
Christiana Hahn Metzgar Scavello 
Clymer Harhart Miccarelli Simmons 
Corbin Harper Micozzie Smith 
Cox Harris, A. Millard Sonney 
Culver Heffley Miller, R. Stephens 
Cutler Helm Milne Stern 
Delozier Hennessey Moul Stevenson 
Denlinger Hickernell Murt Swanger 
DiGirolamo James Mustio Tallman 
Dunbar Kampf O'Neill Taylor 
Ellis Kauffman Oberlander Tobash 
Emrick Keller, F. Payne Toepel 
English Keller, M.K. Peifer Toohil 
Evankovich Killion Petri Truitt 
Everett Knowles Pickett Turzai 
Farry Krieger Pyle Vereb 
Fee Lawrence Quinn Watson 
 
 NAYS–89 
 
Barbin DeLissio Kinsey Parker 
Bishop DeLuca Kirkland Pashinski 
Bizzarro Dermody Kortz Petrarca 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Kotik Ravenstahl 
Boyle, K. Evans Kula Readshaw 
Bradford Fabrizio Longietti Roebuck 
Briggs Farina Mahoney Rozzi 
Brown, V. Flynn Markosek Sabatina 
Brownlee Frankel Matzie Sainato 
Burns Freeman McCarter Samuelson 
Caltagirone Gainey McGeehan Santarsiero 
Carroll Gibbons McNeill Schlossberg 
Clay Goodman Miller, D. Schreiber 
Cohen Haggerty Mirabito Sims 
Conklin Haluska Miranda Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Molchany Sturla 
Costa, P. Harhai Mullery Thomas 
Daley, M. Harkins Mundy Vitali 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Neilson Waters 
Davidson Kavulich Neuman Wheatley 
Davis Keller, W. O'Brien White 
Dean Kim Painter Youngblood 
Deasy 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the negative, the decision of the Chair stood as 
the judgment of the House. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision of the Chair is 
upheld. 
 

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Thomas, rise? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Parliamentary inquiry. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I will accept that my math 
skills are not that good, but the last time I checked there are 101 
over here minus 2, which is then – what is that? – 99. And there 
are only a number of members over here, and the last 2 votes  
I saw all red over here and all green over here, and I saw 108 
over here and I saw 103 over here and no green votes over here. 
You know, I do not know who is here and who is not here. Help 
me out. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 
members, there are 110 Republicans and 92 Democrats. 
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1234, 
PN 1901, entitled: 

 
A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, reducing the size of the General 
Assembly. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Thomas, rise? 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am withdrawing my inquiry. I did not know that you had 
grown that much. I did not know you had 111 members over 
there. Is it 110? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are at 110, Mr. Thomas, 
but I like your optimism. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Leader, we have got to go to work. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The following amendments to 
HB 1234 are out of order as violating the single-subject rule: 
amendment 3539 by Mr. Cohen; amendment 4985 by  
Mr. Samuelson and amendment 4986 by Mr. Samuelson; 
amendment 4996 by the gentleman, Mr. DeLuca; and the 
following four amendments by Mr. Cohen – amendments 
A5009, 5011, 5013, and 5015 – are all out of order; and the 
following amendments by the gentleman, Mr. Conklin – 5070, 
5072 – are out of order. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Mr. Speaker? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman— 
 Mr. DERMODY. Are you finished with your ruling? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are not quite finished,  
Mr. Dermody. Thank you. 
 Additionally, the following Cohen amendment is ruled out 
of order because it has already been defeated: amendment 3538. 
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RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman,  
Mr. Dermody, is recognized. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, once again I would like to appeal the ruling of 
the Chair on the amendments being out of order. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Mr. Speaker, on the ruling. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has made a 
motion to appeal the decision of the Chair. 
 
 On the question, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Dermody, is recognized. 
 Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, for the same reasons that we just discussed on 
the previous bill, I would like to appeal the ruling of the Chair 
that these amendments are out of order for violation of the 
single-subject rule. 
 Just briefly, I would also like to point out that I believe the 
court case that was referred to did not have anything to do with 
the amendments to the Constitution, and the Constitution is the 
Constitution, all parts; therefore, all these amendments are in 
order. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, on the 
motion to appeal the decision of the Chair. 
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The ruling of the Chair, with respect to the amendments, is 
that they in fact violate the single-subject rule. As we know 
from appellate decisions, both at the Superior Court level and 
the Supreme Court level, that the single-subject rule has been 
considerably tightened. The ruling of the Chair is accurate. Each 
of those amendments should be ruled accordingly. 
 We would ask that the members support the ruling of the 
Chair, and in supporting the ruling of the Chair, the members 
should be voting "yes" to support the ruling of the Chair. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, is recognized on 
the motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. VITALI. I support the minority leader's motion here. It 
is highly inappropriate to group these amendments together. 
This is gross partisanship, and it just underlies – it is gross 
partisanship. It is shutting out the minority, and it is exactly why 
we need these amendments, because this is just trying to ram 
down the throats of this chamber something that is designed 
solely to benefit one party. This is highly inappropriate. It is not 
something we should be doing, and the fact that we are 
grouping these all together just underscores the need for many 
of these amendments, which just try to make this process – to 
take some partisanship out of this process. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 
gentleman, the Speaker is following the precedent of the former 
Speaker, Speaker McCall, that groups the amendments together. 
That transpired on September 27, 2010. 

 On the motion, the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, is recognized. 
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I have several amendments in 
the category that are being disputed here, and I think they deal 
with the terms of legislators serving in the legislature, and they 
ought to be viewed as germane. 
 I think it is relevant what the minimum age requirement to 
be a Senator or a Representative is. It is relevant how bills are 
considered. It is relevant whether, especially when we are 
talking about abolishing large numbers of legislative seats, it is 
relevant whether or not a Governor is prohibited from 
appointing a member of the legislature to office. It seems if we 
are going to be abolishing legislative seats, a Governor ought to 
be able to appoint legislators to office. 
 The rules are, I guess, whatever the leadership and a 
majority of the members want them to be, but I think that the 
less predictable the rules are, the less consideration given to the 
minority party by rulings of the various Speakers, the less 
respect the public is going to have for the legislative process. 
And the Chair here can find rulings to support his position and 
we can find rulings to oppose the position. The fact is, on all 
these parliamentary issues, there have been rulings both ways 
over a period of many, many years. It is in the interest of the 
House to represent the public as a whole. Majorities are 
temporary. Majorities come, majorities go. The measure of any 
legislature is the degree to which it represents the minority. It is 
better for gaining public support. It is better for perception of 
public legitimacy if the minority gets to present its amendments. 
The fact that you are selectively choosing rulings against the 
will of the minority is not to your benefit in the court of public 
opinion. 
 I would urge that we vote "no" on the ruling of the Chair 
and we affirm Democratic leader Dermody's position that the 
ruling of the Chair should be overturned. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, on 
the motion. 
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you. 
 I rise to also speak against the ruling of the Chair. I know 
the ruling of the Chair ruled a whole series of amendments out 
of order. I would like to take note of two amendments that  
I filed that were just ruled out of order on the subject of 
nonpartisan redistricting. During our earlier dialogue there was 
some concern that we do not have specifics about what specific 
reapportionment process we would use. Well, the two 
amendments that were just ruled out of order – I had 
amendment 4985, which was based on the Iowa nonpartisan 
redistricting process. The Speaker pro tem just ruled that out of 
order. I had amendment 4986, which is based on the California 
nonpartisan redistricting process. The Speaker pro tem just 
ruled that out of order. 
 I think we have to challenge the ruling of the Chair in order 
to have the opportunity to debate and discuss these two specific 
proposals on redistricting reform, and I urge a vote against the 
ruling of the Chair. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. DeLuca, on the 
motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am a little confused about this single subject 
because of the fact when I introduced HB 368 and as I look at it, 
it says an amendment to the Constitution. I think that is what we 
are doing today with the cutting of the State House. Now, this 
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has nothing to do about trying to kill this bill or anything else. 
This has to do with the full body here. As we start cutting down 
members – we are a full-time legislature, and this bill says and 
my amendment says the fact is that we should be a full-time 
legislature and we should limit the outside income the same as 
the Federal government does, but, Mr. Speaker, if we are going 
to introduce bills and it says amend the Constitution, that is just 
what I am hearing with this bill right here. It is to amend the 
Constitution. That is a single subject. 
 Therefore, I support the minority leader's position on this 
piece of legislation. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, on the 
motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I am rising to support my 
leader in appealing the rule of the Chair, and now do  
I understand that I am truly in a minority against 110 votes, but 
it is the right thing to do. To appeal the rule of the Chair is the 
right thing to do and is grounded in the Speaker's introduction 
on this bill. And the first thing that the Speaker said was 
amending the Constitution is not something that we should take 
lightly. That is serious business, because we are having a 
conversation about whether or not the people of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will be fairly represented in the 
absence of politics, in the absence of economics, in the absence 
of race, in the absence of gender, and even in the absence of 
sexual orientation. 
 And so, Mr. Speaker, any effort to close off an honest 
conversation about changing our Constitution should never be 
entertained, should never be entertained. And so the right thing 
to do tonight is to appeal the rule of the Chair and allow us to 
entertain good, thoughtful amendments that have been filed to 
this bill, and these amendments are not about stopping the 
conversation. The amendments are really about, how can we be 
the best that we can be as a lawmaking body? How can we put 
forth our best in representing the people of Pennsylvania? 
 And I do not buy that notion that the people of 
Pennsylvania want to reduce the size of the General Assembly 
because it needs to be reduced. What people are saying is, the 
cost of the General Assembly needs to be handled in a different 
way. If people had a way, had their own way, they would want 
more people in the General Assembly, because we happen to be 
operating under a Constitution where we stand as fiduciaries 
and the delegates to the people that we represent. They can only 
speak through us, and we should not be entertaining a 
conversation where their voices and/or their quality grounded 
ideas cannot be advanced. And so, Mr. Speaker, any efforts to 
close that off is just wrong, w-r-o-n-g, just wrong. 
 Support, support the Democratic leader in appealing the 
rule of the Chair. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Hanna, on the 
motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to join Leader Dermody in his motion to 
appeal the ruling of the Chair, and I do so because, as has been 
noted by the minority leader, two prior speakers made it very 
clear that the single-subject rule applied to the Constitution is 
the Constitution. The Constitution is the single subject, and any 
constitutional amendment is therefore part of the single subject. 
 

 Now, Mr. Speaker, we can take it even a step further with a 
number of these amendments that are offered here today that 
have been ruled out of order. The gentleman, the Speaker, has 
offered his bill, which begins by saying that it is an amendment 
to the Constitution, Article II, section 16. Mr. Speaker, at least a 
number of the amendments that are offered here and have been 
ruled out of order are not just amendments to the Constitution 
but are in fact amendments to Article II of the Constitution, so 
they clearly should not be found to violate the single subject. 
 In particular, the Samuelson amendments go even further, 
as they address the very gerrymandering question that we talked 
about before. In the case of the Samuelson amendments, they 
amend Article II of the Constitution, so they should not violate 
the single subject, and they go to the very heart of the argument 
that the Speaker made against Mr. Samuelson's earlier 
amendment when he said that it was not specific enough as to 
what the nonpartisan nature of the Reapportionment 
Commission would be. Well, the Samuelson amendments that 
have been ruled out of order would give you the opportunity to 
vote in favor of a very specific Reapportionment Commission 
that has been adopted and has been in working order in the State 
of California. A separate amendment would give you an 
opportunity to vote for a Reapportionment Commission that has 
been adopted and is working in the State of Iowa. Those 
amendments would give you a chance to stand up for what is 
probably the most important change that we can make, and that 
is to address redistricting and reapportionment and stop the 
gerrymandering, and they would give you an opportunity to do 
so and do so in a very specific way, which I would hope that the 
Speaker could support since he was most concerned that the 
nonspecificity of the earlier Samuelson amendment was the 
reason to oppose it. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we are asking that we do not uphold the 
ruling of the Chair and that we allow an argument on these 
amendments so that we can strike at the very heart of the 
problems that are going on in Washington today and that we do 
not want to see happen in Pennsylvania and that we can correct 
by adoption of the Samuelson amendments and some of the 
other amendments that have been adopted. Again, they do not 
violate the single-subject rule, as has been said by Speaker Ryan 
and Speaker Seltzer. The single subject of a Constitutional 
amendment is the Constitution, and these amendments not only 
say that they are limited to the Constitution, but they are limited 
to Article II of the Constitution, the same as the underlying bill. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I would urge all of us to reject the ruling 
of the Chair and allow a substantive discussion of these very 
worthwhile amendments as we try and address these 
constitutional issues. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Conklin, on the 
motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair.  
 Mr. CONKLIN. I want to thank the Speaker. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the Speaker so much for not 
calling everything "not germane" anymore. My fellow colleague 
from the city of Lancaster is probably glad to hear that now we 
have a new phrase, that it is "single-subject matter." I do 
appreciate that. It is a nice changeup from the past.  
 But, Mr. Speaker, when I look at this bill – and I am only 
going to reiterate what many of my other colleagues have said – 
the single subject is the Constitution. Now, my fear is, not that 
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we would ever get partisan in this room by any chance, but 
when I have looked up at the last few votes, it has been strictly 
partisan. And my fear is that looking at our past history, looking 
at today's history, I am afraid that without using my 
amendments, having the public involved, not using amendments 
by Mr. Samuelson – I am sorry to use his name – and others by 
having the public involved, history will repeat itself. History 
being, when we looked at today, strictly partisan; done by, what 
is considered by someone else.  
 My biggest fear, Mr. Speaker, is that the Speaker of the 
House himself I believe is doing a great bill. I think he is doing 
a great justice to the folks. I support what he is doing. But can 
we not support that by allowing the people of Pennsylvania to 
be involved? It seems to me like one more time that we are 
using partisan politics to shut out the people of Pennsylvania.  
 I believe these amendments are in order. I believe that we 
are going down another course that they can be taken to court 
by saying that the single-subject matter was not violated, that 
this good bill that the Speaker of our House is going to run can 
be thrown out just because we are violating the law by not 
allowing these amendments to be put in place. We are using our 
own interpretations, not the interpretation that should be done 
and that is the say of the people.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am asking folks, give these amendments 
a chance. Do not allow such a great bill that the gentleman from 
Punxsutawney can be bringing out only to be overturned in 
court because we used partisan measures on this own floor to 
make sure that they are turned away.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am asking those folks, disagree with the 
ruling of the Chair, not that he is doing a bad job – he is doing 
the best he can – but in this place, let us do what the 
Constitution calls for. Let us follow the Constitution. These 
amendments are constitutional. All we are doing is asking the 
people to have the say and not partisan politics.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 On the motion to appeal the ruling of the Chair, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Turzai.  
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 I want to make quite clear that the amendments in question 
do not constitute all of the amendments that have been filed. In 
fact, many amendments will be addressed as they come up for 
an individual vote on their merits because they are tightly 
related to the underlying constitutional amendment, which is to 
reduce the size of the House of Representatives from  
203 members to 153 members. The amendments that have been 
ruled as a violative by the Chair of the single subject are those 
that do not address that particular issue that is part of the 
constitutional amendment underlying this.  
 As earlier stated, rule 20 of the rules, which is in large part 
based on Supreme Court and Superior Court rulings of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, "Bills Confined to One 
Subject," is what is at stake here. "No bill shall be passed 
containing more than one subject, which shall be clearly 
expressed in its title…," and that is based on the Constitution, 
Article III, section 3.  
 Furthermore, in 2002, in the Pennsylvania Commonwealth 
Court's decision of Mellow, the court said, "…the procedure to 
be used in proposing such" constitutional "amendments is 
exclusively committed to the legislature." And in 2005, in the 
 

Pennsylvania Supreme Court's decision of Grimaud, 
G-R-I-M-A-U-D, the court further clarified that "Because the 
plain language…" of the Constitution "…does not require the 
legislature to engage in a specific procedure while proposing 
amendments, we will not inquire into these internal procedures 
nor look beyond the recorded votes, for judicial review is 
precluded pursuant to the Political Question Doctrine."  
 Here we have a constitutional amendment that reduces the 
size of the legislature of the House from 203 members to  
153 members. It is a reform that we want to get to the merits.  
 In addition, this is not a partisan effort. In fact, a 
constitutional amendment that was quite similar to what is being 
proposed today passed this House in a bipartisan manner by  
140 votes to 49 votes, with Republicans and Democrats on the 
"for" side and Republicans and Democrats on the "against" side. 
But it did pass last session by a vote of 140-49. This is clearly a 
constitutional amendment of historic proportions. It is akin to 
one we did last session that had significant bipartisan support of 
140-49.  
 Other amendments will be considered that are more tightly 
drawn, but it is clear, given precedent and Supreme Court and 
Superior Court rulings, that the ruling of the Chair is correct 
with respect to the specific amendments at issue.  
 Please uphold the ruling of the Chair and vote "yes." Thank 
you very much.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.   
 Those in favor of sustaining the Chair's decision will vote 
"aye"; those opposed, "no." 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–109 
 
Adolph Gabler Mackenzie Reed 
Aument Gillen Major Reese 
Baker Gillespie Maloney Regan 
Barrar Gingrich Marshall Roae 
Benninghoff Godshall Marsico Rock 
Bloom Greiner Masser Ross 
Boback Grell McGinnis Saccone 
Brooks Grove Mentzer Sankey 
Brown, R. Hackett Metcalfe Saylor 
Causer Hahn Metzgar Scavello 
Christiana Harhart Miccarelli Simmons 
Clymer Harper Micozzie Smith 
Corbin Harris, A. Millard Sonney 
Cox Heffley Miller, R. Stephens 
Culver Helm Milne Stern 
Cutler Hennessey Moul Stevenson 
Delozier Hickernell Murt Swanger 
Denlinger James Mustio Tallman 
DiGirolamo Kampf O'Neill Taylor 
Dunbar Kauffman Oberlander Thomas 
Ellis Keller, F. Payne Tobash 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Peifer Toepel 
English Killion Petri Toohil 
Evankovich Knowles Pickett Truitt 
Everett Krieger Pyle Turzai 
Farry Lawrence Quinn Vereb 
Fee Lucas Rapp Watson 
Fleck 
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 NAYS–88 
 
Barbin Deasy Kim Painter 
Bishop DeLissio Kinsey Parker 
Bizzarro DeLuca Kirkland Pashinski 
Boyle, B. Dermody Kortz Petrarca 
Boyle, K. Donatucci Kotik Ravenstahl 
Bradford Evans Kula Readshaw 
Briggs Fabrizio Longietti Roebuck 
Brown, V. Farina Mahoney Rozzi 
Brownlee Flynn Markosek Sabatina 
Burns Frankel Matzie Sainato 
Caltagirone Freeman McCarter Samuelson 
Carroll Gainey McGeehan Santarsiero 
Clay Gibbons McNeill Schlossberg 
Cohen Goodman Miller, D. Schreiber 
Conklin Haggerty Mirabito Sims 
Costa, D. Haluska Miranda Snyder 
Costa, P. Hanna Molchany Sturla 
Daley, M. Harhai Mullery Vitali 
Daley, P. Harkins Mundy Waters 
Davidson Harris, J. Neilson Wheatley 
Davis Kavulich Neuman White 
Dean Keller, W. O'Brien Youngblood 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–5 
 
Cruz Galloway Gergely Maher 
Day 
 
 
 Less than a majority of the members elected to the House 
having voted in the negative, the decision of the Chair stood as 
the judgment of the House. 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ruling of the Chair is 
sustained. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. GIBBONS offered the following amendment  
No. A03520: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 
Proposing integrated amendments to the Constitution of the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, providing for a unicameral 
General Assembly. 
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 13; page 2, lines 1 through 

30; page 3, line 1, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting 

Section 1.  The following integrated amendments to the 
Constitution of Pennsylvania are proposed in accordance with Article 
XI: 

(1)  That section 1 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 1.  Legislative power. 

The legislative power of this Commonwealth shall be vested in a 
General Assembly[, which shall consist of a Senate and a House of 
Representatives]. 

(2)  That section 2 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 2.  Election of members; vacancies. 

Members of the General Assembly shall be chosen at the general 
election every second year. Their term of service shall begin on the 
first day of December next after their election. Whenever a vacancy 
shall occur [in either House], the presiding officer [thereof] shall issue 
a writ of election to fill such vacancy for the remainder of the term. 

(3)  That section 3 of Article II be amended to read: 

§ 3.  Terms of members. 
[Senators] (a)  Except as provided in subsection (b), members 

shall be elected for the term of four years [and Representatives for the 
term of two years]. 

(b)  At the first general election after the adoption of the 
amendment adding this subsection, members from odd-numbered 
districts shall be elected for a term of two years, and members from 
even-numbered districts shall be elected for a term of four years. 

(4)  That section 4 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Sessions. 

The General Assembly shall be a continuing body during the 
term for which its [Representatives] members are elected. It shall meet 
at 12 o'clock noon on the first Tuesday of January each year. Special 
sessions shall be called by the Governor on petition of a majority of the 
members [elected to each House] or may be called by the Governor 
whenever in his opinion the public interest requires. 

(5)  That section 5 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 5.  Qualifications of members. 

[Senators] Members of the General Assembly shall be at least 25 
years of age [and Representatives 21 years of age]. They shall have 
been citizens and inhabitants of the State four years, and inhabitants of 
their respective districts one year next before their election (unless 
absent on the public business of the United States or of this State), and 
shall reside in their respective districts during their terms of service. 

(6)  That section 6 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 6.  Disqualification to hold other office. 

No [Senator or Representative] member of the General Assembly 
shall, during the time for which he was elected, be appointed to any 
civil office under this Commonwealth to which a salary, fee or 
perquisite is attached. No member of Congress or other person holding 
any office (except of attorney-at-law or in the National Guard or in a 
reserve component of the armed forces of the United States) under the 
United States or this Commonwealth to which a salary, fee or 
perquisite is attached shall be a member of [either House] the General 
Assembly during his continuance in office. 

(7)  That section 8 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 8.  Compensation. 

The members of the General Assembly shall receive such salary 
and mileage for regular and special sessions as shall be fixed by law, 
and no other compensation whatever, whether for service upon 
committee or otherwise. No member of [either House] the General 
Assembly shall during the term for which he may have been elected, 
receive any increase of salary, or mileage, under any law passed during 
such term. 

(8)  That section 9 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 9.  Election of officers; judge of election and qualifications of 

members. 
[The Senate shall, at the beginning and close of each regular 

session and at such other times as may be necessary, elect one of its 
members President pro tempore, who shall perform the duties of the 
Lieutenant Governor, in any case of absence or disability of that 
officer, and whenever the said office of Lieutenant Governor shall be 
vacant. The House of Representatives] The General Assembly shall 
elect one of its members as Speaker. [Each House] It shall choose its 
other officers, and shall judge of the election and qualifications of its 
members. 

(9)  That section 10 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 10.  Quorum. 

A majority of [each House] the General Assembly shall 
constitute a quorum, but a smaller number may adjourn from day to 
day and compel the attendance of absent members. 

(10)  That section 11 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 11.  Powers of [each house] the General Assembly; expulsion. 

[Each House] The General Assembly shall have power to 
determine the rules of its proceedings and punish its members or other 
persons for contempt or disorderly behavior in its presence, to enforce 
obedience to its process, to protect its members against violence or 
offers of bribes or private solicitation, and, with the concurrence of 
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two-thirds, to expel a member, but not a second time for the same 
cause, and shall have all other powers necessary for the Legislature of a 
free State. A member expelled for corruption shall not thereafter be 
eligible to [either House] the General Assembly, and punishment for 
contempt or disorderly behavior shall not bar an indictment for the 
same offense. 

(11)  That section 12 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 12.  Journals; yeas and nays. 

[Each House] The General Assembly shall keep a journal of its 
proceedings and from time to time publish the same, except such parts 
as require secrecy, and the yeas and nays of the members on any 
question shall, at the desire of any two of them, be entered on the 
journal. 

(12)  That section 13 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 13.  Open sessions. 

The sessions of [each House] the General Assembly and of 
committees of the whole shall be open, unless when the business is 
such as ought to be kept secret. 

(13)  That section 14 of Article II be repealed: 
[§ 14.  Adjournments. 

Neither House shall, without the consent of the other, adjourn for 
more than three days, nor to any other place than that in which the two 
Houses shall be sitting.] 

(14)  That section 15 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 15.  Privileges of members. 

The members of the General Assembly shall in all cases, except 
treason, felony, violation of their oath of office, and breach or surety of 
the peace, be privileged from arrest during their attendance at the 
sessions of [their respective Houses] the General Assembly and in 
going to and returning from the same; and for any speech or debate in 
[either House] the General Assembly, they shall not be questioned in 
any other place. 

(15)  That section 16 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 16.  Legislative districts. 

The Commonwealth shall be divided into [50 senatorial and 203 
representative] 201 legislative districts, which shall be composed of 
compact and contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as 
practicable. Each [senatorial] legislative district shall elect one 
[Senator, and each representative district one Representative] member 
of the General Assembly. Unless absolutely necessary no county, city, 
incorporated town, borough, township or ward shall be divided in 
forming [either a senatorial or representative] a legislative district. 

(16)  That section 17(b) of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 17.  Legislative Reapportionment Commission. 

* * * 
(b)  The commission shall consist of [five] three members: [four] 

two of whom shall be the majority and minority leaders of [both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives] the General Assembly, or 
deputies appointed by each of them, and a chairman selected as 
hereinafter provided. No later than 60 days following the official 
reporting of the Federal decennial census as required by Federal law, 
the [four] two members shall be certified by the [President pro tempore 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives] Speaker 
of the General Assembly to the elections officer of the Commonwealth 
who under law shall have supervision over elections. 

The [four] two members within 45 days after their certification 
shall select the [fifth] third member, who shall serve as chairman of the 
commission, and shall immediately certify his name to such elections 
officer. The chairman shall be a citizen of the Commonwealth other 
than a local, State or Federal official holding an office to which 
compensation is attached. 

If the [four] two members fail to select the [fifth] third member 
within the time prescribed, a majority of the entire membership of the 
Supreme Court within 30 days thereafter shall appoint the chairman as 
aforesaid and certify his appointment to such elections officer. 

Any vacancy in the commission shall be filled within 15 days in 
the same manner in which such position was originally filled. 

* * * 

(17)  That section 1 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 1.  Passage of laws. 

No law shall be passed except by bill, and no bill shall be so 
altered or amended, on its passage through [either House] the General 
Assembly, as to change its original purpose. 

(18)  That section 4 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Consideration of bills. 

Every bill shall be considered on three different days [in each 
House]. All amendments made thereto shall be printed for the use of 
the members before the final vote is taken on the bill and before the 
final vote is taken, upon written request addressed to the presiding 
officer of [either House] the General Assembly by at least 25% of the 
members elected to [that House] the General Assembly, any bill shall 
be read at length [in that House]. No bill shall become a law, unless on 
its final passage the vote is taken by yeas and nays, the names of the 
persons voting for and against it are entered on the journal, and a 
majority of the members elected to [each House] the General Assembly 
is recorded thereon as voting in its favor. 

(19)  That section 5 of Article III be repealed: 
[§ 5.  Concurring in amendments; conference committee reports. 

No amendment to bills by one House shall be concurred in by the 
other, except by the vote of a majority of the members elected thereto, 
taken by yeas and nays, and the names of those voting for and against 
recorded upon the journal thereof; and reports of committees of 
conference shall be adopted in either House only by the vote of a 
majority of the members elected thereto, taken by yeas and nays, and 
the names of those voting recorded upon the journals.] 

(20)  That section 8 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 8.  Signing of bills. 

The presiding officer of [each House] the General Assembly 
shall, in the presence of the [House over which he presides] General 
Assembly, sign all bills and joint resolutions passed by the General 
Assembly, after their titles have been publicly read immediately before 
signing; and the fact of signing shall be entered on the journal. 

(21)  That section 9 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 9.  Action on concurrent orders and resolutions. 

Every order, resolution or vote, [to which the concurrence of 
both Houses may be necessary,] except on the question of adjournment, 
shall be presented to the Governor and before it shall take effect be 
approved by him, or being disapproved, shall be repassed by two-thirds 
of [both Houses] the General Assembly according to the rules and 
limitations prescribed in case of a bill. 

(22)  That section 10 of Article III be repealed: 
[§ 10.  Revenue bills. 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives, but the Senate may propose amendments as in other 
bills.] 

(23)  That section 13 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 13.  Vote denied members with personal interest. 

A member who has a personal or private interest in any measure 
or bill proposed or pending before the General Assembly shall disclose 
the fact to the [House of which he is a member] General Assembly, and 
shall not vote thereon. 

(24)  That section 17 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 17.  Appointment of legislative officers and employees. 

The General Assembly shall prescribe by law the number, duties 
and compensation of the officers and employees [of each House], and 
no payment shall be made from the State Treasury, or be in any way 
authorized, to any person, except to an acting officer or employee 
elected or appointed in pursuance of law. 

(25)  That section 30 of Article III be amended to read: 
§ 30.  Charitable and educational appropriations. 

No appropriation shall be made to any charitable or educational 
institution not under the absolute control of the Commonwealth, other 
than normal schools established by law for the professional training of 
teachers for the public schools of the State, except by a vote of two-
thirds of all the members elected to [each House] the General 
Assembly. 
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(26)  That section 2 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 2.  Duties of Governor; election procedure; tie or contest. 

The supreme executive power shall be vested in the Governor, 
who shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed; he shall be 
chosen on the day of the general election, by the qualified electors of 
the Commonwealth, at the places where they shall vote for 
Representatives. The returns of every election for Governor shall be 
sealed up and transmitted to the seat of government, directed to the 
[President of the Senate] Speaker of the General Assembly, who shall 
open and publish them in the presence of the members [of both 
Houses] of the General Assembly. The person having the highest 
number of votes shall be Governor, but if two or more be equal and 
highest in votes, one of them shall be chosen Governor by the [joint] 
vote of the members of [both Houses] the General Assembly. 
Contested elections shall be determined by a committee, to be selected 
from [both Houses of] the General Assembly, and formed and 
regulated in such manner as shall be directed by law. 

(27)  That section 4 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Lieutenant Governor. 

A Lieutenant Governor shall be chosen jointly with the Governor 
by the casting by each voter of a single vote applicable to both offices, 
for the same term, and subject to the same provisions as the Governor[; 
he shall be President of the Senate. As such, he may vote in case of a 
tie on any question except the final passage of a bill or joint resolution, 
the adoption of a conference report or the concurrence in amendments 
made by the House of Representatives]. 

(28)  That section 8 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 8.  Appointing power. 

(a)  The Governor shall appoint a Secretary of Education and 
such other officers as he shall be authorized by law to appoint. The 
appointment of the Secretary of Education and of such other officers as 
may be specified by law, shall be subject to the consent of two-thirds or 
a majority of the members elected to the [Senate] General Assembly as 
is specified by law. 

(b)  The Governor shall fill vacancies in offices to which he 
appoints by nominating to the [Senate] General Assembly a proper 
person to fill the vacancy within 90 days of the first day of the vacancy 
and not thereafter. The [Senate] General Assembly shall act on each 
executive nomination within 25 legislative days of its submission. If 
the [Senate] General Assembly has not voted upon a nomination within 
15 legislative days following such submission, any [five] 25 members 
of the [Senate] General Assembly may, in writing, request the 
presiding officer of the [Senate] General Assembly to place the 
nomination before the entire [Senate] General Assembly body whereby 
the nomination must be voted upon prior to the expiration of five 
legislative days or 25 legislative days following submission by the 
Governor, whichever occurs first. If the nomination is made during a 
recess or after adjournment sine die, the [Senate] General Assembly 
shall act upon it within 25 legislative days after its return or 
reconvening. If the [Senate] General Assembly for any reason fails to 
act upon a nomination submitted to it within the required 25 legislative 
days, the nominee shall take office as if the appointment had been 
consented to by the [Senate] General Assembly. The Governor shall in 
a similar manner fill vacancies in the offices of Lieutenant Governor, 
Auditor General, State Treasurer, justice, judge, justice of the peace 
and in any other elective office he is authorized to fill. In the case of a 
vacancy in an elective office, a person shall be elected to the office on 
the next election day appropriate to the office unless the first day of the 
vacancy is within two calendar months immediately preceding the 
election day in which case the election shall be held on the second 
succeeding election day appropriate to the office. 

(c)  In acting on executive nominations, the [Senate] General 
Assembly shall sit with open doors. The votes shall be taken by yeas 
and nays and shall be entered on the journal. 

(29)  That section 9 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 9.  Pardoning power; Board of Pardons. 

(a)  In all criminal cases except impeachment the Governor shall 
have power to remit fines and forfeitures, to grant reprieves, 

commutation of sentences and pardons; but no pardon shall be granted, 
nor sentence commuted, except on the recommendation in writing of a 
majority of the Board of Pardons, and, in the case of a sentence of 
death or life imprisonment, on the unanimous recommendation in 
writing of the Board of Pardons, after full hearing in open session, 
upon due public notice. The recommendation, with the reasons therefor 
at length, shall be delivered to the Governor and a copy thereof shall be 
kept on file in the office of the Lieutenant Governor in a docket kept 
for that purpose. 

(b)  The Board of Pardons shall consist of the Lieutenant 
Governor who shall be chairman, the Attorney General and three 
members appointed by the Governor with the consent of a majority of 
the members elected to the [Senate] General Assembly for terms of six 
years. The three members appointed by the Governor shall be residents 
of Pennsylvania. One shall be a crime victim, one a corrections expert 
and the third a doctor of medicine, psychiatrist or psychologist. The 
board shall keep records of its actions, which shall at all times be open 
for public inspection. 

(30)  That section 12 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 12.  Power to convene and adjourn the General Assembly. 

He may, on extraordinary occasions, convene the General 
Assembly[, and in case of disagreement between the two Houses, with 
respect to the time of adjournment, adjourn them to such time as he 
shall think proper, not exceeding four months]. He shall have power to 
convene the [Senate] General Assembly in extraordinary session by 
proclamation for the transaction of Executive business. 

(31)  That section 14 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 14.  Vacancy in office of Lieutenant Governor. 

In case of the death, conviction on impeachment, failure to 
qualify or resignation of the Lieutenant Governor[, or in case he should 
become Governor under section 13 of this article, the President pro 
tempore of the Senate shall become Lieutenant Governor for the 
remainder of the term] , the Governor shall appoint, in accordance with 
section 8 of this article, a Lieutenant Governor. The appointment shall 
be subject to the consent of a majority of the members elected to the 
General Assembly. The appointee, upon approval, shall serve for the 
remainder of the term. In case of the disability of the Lieutenant 
Governor, the powers, duties and emoluments of the office shall 
devolve upon the [President pro tempore of the Senate] Speaker of the 
General Assembly until the disability is removed. Should there be no 
Lieutenant Governor, the [President pro tempore of the Senate] 
Speaker of the General Assembly shall become Governor if a vacancy 
shall occur in the office of Governor and in case of the disability of the 
Governor, the powers, duties and emoluments of the office shall 
devolve upon the [President pro tempore of the Senate] Speaker of the 
General Assembly until the disability is removed. His seat as [Senator] 
member of the General Assembly shall become vacant whenever he 
shall become Governor and shall be filled by election as any other 
vacancy in the [Senate] General Assembly. 

(32)  That section 15 of Article IV be amended to read: 
§ 15.  Approval of bills; vetoes. 

Every bill which shall have passed [both Houses] the General 
Assembly shall be presented to the Governor; if he approves he shall 
sign it, but if he shall not approve he shall return it with his objections 
to the [House in which it shall have originated] General Assembly, 
which [House] shall enter the objections at large upon their journal, and 
proceed to re-consider it. If after such re-consideration, two-thirds of 
all the members elected to [that House] the General Assembly shall 
agree to pass the bill, [it shall be sent with the objections to the other 
House by which likewise it shall be re-considered, and if approved by 
two-thirds of all the members elected to that House] it shall be a law; 
but in such cases the votes of [both Houses] the General Assembly 
shall be determined by yeas and nays, and the names of the members 
voting for and against the bill shall be entered on the [journals of each 
House, respectively] journal. If any bill shall not be returned by the 
Governor within ten days after it shall have been presented to him, the 
same shall be a law in like manner as if he had signed it, unless the 
General Assembly, by their adjournment, prevent its return, in which 
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case it shall be a law, unless he shall file the same, with his objections, 
in the office of the Secretary of the Commonwealth, and give notice 
thereof by public proclamation within 30 days after such adjournment. 

(33)  That section 13(b) and (d) of Article V be amended to read: 
§ 13.  Election of justices, judges and justices of the peace; vacancies. 

* * * 
(b)  A vacancy in the office of justice, judge or justice of the 

peace shall be filled by appointment by the Governor. The appointment 
shall be with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the members 
elected to the [Senate] General Assembly, except in the case of justices 
of the peace which shall be by a majority. The person so appointed 
shall serve for a term ending on the first Monday of January following 
the next municipal election more than ten months after the vacancy 
occurs or for the remainder of the unexpired term whichever is less, 
except in the case of persons selected as additional judges to the 
Superior Court, where the General Assembly may stagger and fix the 
length of the initial terms of such additional judges by reference to any 
of the first, second and third municipal elections more than ten months 
after the additional judges are selected. The manner by which any 
additional judges are selected shall be provided by this section for the 
filling of vacancies in judicial offices. 

* * * 
(d)  At the primary election in 1969, the electors of the 

Commonwealth may elect to have the justices and judges of the 
Supreme, Superior, Commonwealth and all other statewide courts 
appointed by the Governor from a list of persons qualified for the 
offices submitted to him by the Judicial Qualifications Commission. If 
a majority vote of those voting on the question is in favor of this 
method of appointment, then whenever any vacancy occurs thereafter 
for any reason in such court, the Governor shall fill the vacancy by 
appointment in the manner prescribed in this subsection. Such 
appointment shall not require the consent of the [Senate] General 
Assembly. 

* * * 
(34)  That section 3 of Article VI be amended to read: 

§ 3.  Oath of office. 
[Senators, Representatives] Members of the General Assembly 

and all judicial, State and county officers shall, before entering on the 
duties of their respective offices, take and subscribe the following oath 
or affirmation before a person authorized to administer oaths. 

"I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support, obey and 
defend the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of this 
Commonwealth and that I will discharge the duties of my office with 
fidelity." 

[The oath or affirmation shall be administered to a member of the 
Senate or to a member of the House of Representatives in the hall of 
the House to which he shall have been elected.] 

Any person refusing to take the oath or affirmation shall forfeit 
his office. 

(35)  That section 4 of Article VI be amended to read: 
§ 4.  Power of impeachment. 

[The House of Representatives shall have the sole power of 
impeachment.] The General Assembly shall have the sole power of 
impeachment. A majority of the members elected to the General 
Assembly must concur in the impeachment. Proceeding for 
impeachment may be initiated in either a regular session or a special 
session of the General Assembly. 

(36)  That section 5 of Article VI be amended to read: 
§ 5.  Trial of impeachments. 

[All impeachments shall be tried by the Senate. When sitting for 
that purpose the Senators shall be upon oath or affirmation. No person 
shall be convicted without the concurrence of two-thirds of the 
members present.] Upon the adoption of a resolution of impeachment, 
which resolution shall give reasonable notice of the acts or omissions 
alleged to constitute impeachable offenses but need not conform to any 
particular style, a notice of an impeachment of any officer, other than a 
justice of the Supreme Court, shall be forthwith served upon the Chief 
Justice, by the Clerk of the General Assembly, who shall thereupon call 

a session of the Supreme Court to meet at the Capitol in an expeditious 
fashion after such notice to try the impeachment. A notice of an 
impeachment of the Chief Justice or any justice of the Supreme Court 
shall be served by the Clerk of the General Assembly, upon the 
President Judge of the Superior Court, and he or she thereupon shall 
choose, at random, seven judges of the Superior Court to meet within 
30 days at the Capitol, to sit as a court to try such impeachment, which 
court shall organize by electing one of its number to preside. The case 
against the impeached civil officer shall be brought in the name of the 
General Assembly and shall be managed by two members of the 
General Assembly, appointed by the General Assembly, who may 
make technical or procedural amendments to the articles of 
impeachment as they deem necessary. The trial shall be conducted in 
the manner of a civil proceeding and the impeached civil officer shall 
not be allowed to invoke a privilege against self-incrimination, except 
as otherwise applicable in a general civil case. No person shall be 
convicted without the concurrence of two-thirds of the members of the 
court of impeachment that clear and convincing evidence exists 
indicating that such person is guilty of one or more impeachable 
offenses. No officer shall exercise his or her official duties after he or 
she shall have been impeached and notified thereof, until he or she 
shall have been acquitted. 

(37)  That section 7 of Article VI be amended to read: 
§ 7.  Removal of civil officers. 

All civil officers shall hold their offices on the condition that 
they behave themselves well while in office, and shall be removed on 
conviction of misbehavior in office or of any infamous crime. 
Appointed civil officers, other than judges of the courts of record, may 
be removed at the pleasure of the power by which they shall have been 
appointed. All civil officers elected by the people, except the Governor, 
the Lieutenant Governor, members of the General Assembly and 
judges of the courts of record, shall be removed by the Governor for 
reasonable cause, after due notice and full hearing, on the address of 
two-thirds of the [Senate] General Assembly. 

(38)  That section 2 of Article VII be amended to read: 
§ 2.  General election day. 

The general election shall be held biennially on the Tuesday next 
following the first Monday of November in each even-numbered year, 
but the General Assembly may by law fix a different day, two-thirds of 
all the members [of each House] consenting thereto: Provided, That 
such election shall always be held in an even-numbered year. 

(39)  That section 3 of Article VII be amended to read: 
§ 3.  Municipal election day; offices to be filled on election days. 

All judges elected by the electors of the State at large may be 
elected at either a general or municipal election, as circumstances may 
require. All elections for judges of the courts for the several judicial 
districts, and for county, city, ward, borough, and township officers, for 
regular terms of service, shall be held on the municipal election day; 
namely, the Tuesday next following the first Monday of November in 
each odd-numbered year, but the General Assembly may by law fix a 
different day, two-thirds of all the members [of each House] consenting 
thereto: Provided, That such elections shall be held in an odd-
numbered year: Provided further, That all judges for the courts of the 
several judicial districts holding office at the present time, whose terms 
of office may end in an odd-numbered year, shall continue to hold their 
offices until the first Monday of January in the next succeeding even-
numbered year. 

(40)  That section 17(b) of Article VIII be amended to read: 
§ 17.  Special emergency legislation. 

* * * 
(b)  Notwithstanding the provisions of Article III, section 29 

subsequent to a Presidential declaration of an emergency or of a major 
disaster in any part of this Commonwealth, the General Assembly shall 
have the authority by a vote of two-thirds of all members [elected to 
each House] to make appropriations limited to moneys required for 
Federal emergency or major disaster relief. This subsection may apply 
retroactively to any Presidential declaration of an emergency or of a 
major disaster in 1976 or 1977. 
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(41)  That section 1 of Article XI be amended to read: 
§ 1.  Proposal of amendments by the General Assembly and their 

adoption. 
Amendments to this Constitution may be proposed in the [Senate 

or House of Representatives] General Assembly; and if the same shall 
be agreed to by a majority of the members elected [to each House], 
such proposed amendment or amendments shall be entered on their 
journals with the yeas and nays taken thereon, and the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall cause the same to be published three months 
before the next general election, in at least two newspapers in every 
county in which such newspapers shall be published; and if, in the 
General Assembly next afterwards chosen, such proposed amendment 
or amendments shall be agreed to by a majority of the members elected 
[to each House], the Secretary of the Commonwealth shall cause the 
same again to be published in the manner aforesaid; and such proposed 
amendment or amendments shall be submitted to the qualified electors 
of the State in such manner, and at such time at least three months after 
being so agreed to by the [two Houses] General Assembly, as the 
General Assembly shall prescribe; and, if such amendment or 
amendments shall be approved by a majority of those voting thereon, 
such amendment or amendments shall become a part of the 
Constitution; but no amendment or amendments shall be submitted 
oftener than once in five years. When two or more amendments shall 
be submitted they shall be voted upon separately. 

(a)  In the event a major emergency threatens or is about to 
threaten the Commonwealth and if the safety or welfare of the 
Commonwealth requires prompt amendment of this Constitution, such 
amendments to this Constitution may be proposed in the [Senate or 
House of Representatives] General Assembly at any regular or special 
session of the General Assembly, and if agreed to by at least two-thirds 
of the members elected [to each House], a proposed amendment shall 
be entered on the journal of [each House] the General Assembly with 
the yeas and nays taken thereon and the official in charge of statewide 
elections shall promptly publish such proposed amendment in at least 
two newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are 
published. Such amendment shall then be submitted to the qualified 
electors of the Commonwealth in such manner, and at such time, at 
least one month after being agreed to by [both Houses] the General 
Assembly as the General Assembly prescribes. 

(b)  If an emergency amendment is approved by a majority of the 
qualified electors voting thereon, it shall become part of this 
Constitution. When two or more emergency amendments are submitted 
they shall be voted on separately. 

Section 2.  (a)  Upon the first passage by the General Assembly 
of these proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. 

(b)  Upon the second passage by the General Assembly of these 
proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall submit the 
proposed constitutional amendments under section 1 to the qualified 
electors of this Commonwealth as a single ballot question at the first 
primary, general or municipal election which meets the requirements of 
and is in conformance with section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and which occurs at least three months after the 
proposed constitutional amendments are passed by the General 
Assembly. 
 
 

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

VOTE CORRECTION  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Thomas, rise?  
 Mr. THOMAS. To correct the vote. My button 
malfunctioned. Record me in the negative.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir, we will. His remarks 
will be spread upon the record. Thank you, sir. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1234 CONTINUED  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the 
gentleman, Mr. Gibbons, is recognized.  
 Mr. GIBBONS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I want to thank the gentleman from Jefferson for bringing 
this issue forward for us to discuss today.  
 The idea of the right size of the legislature has been an 
issue that I have been interested in since first elected in 2006, 
and I think many of us have wondered about what is that right 
size for the Pennsylvania General Assembly. 
 Now, I have heard a lot of different numbers out there, and 
in this bill, the underlying bill, the Speaker has chosen to take 
the House to 153 members. But as I looked at all the different 
numbers, the number that stuck out to me is the number one – 
not one member, but one chamber; a unicameral General 
Assembly. Let us get rid of the duplication. Let us eliminate the 
ineffective waste that goes back and forth between the two 
chambers.  
 I am not going to sit here and give the long history of all of 
the different States or countries that have had unicameral 
legislative bodies over the years other than mention one specific 
one, and that is Nebraska. The State of Nebraska is the only 
United States State that has – United States territorial 
government that has a unicameral, one-chamber legislative 
body. That body came around back during the Great Depression 
in the 1930s, and the gentleman who championed that,  
U.S. Senator George William Norris, stated back then that the 
two-house system was outdated, inefficient, and unnecessary, 
and I believe that statement is as true today as it was back in the 
1930s.  
 And the reason I talk about Nebraska as a specific change is 
because when I look at the size of the House and why I think 
most people, most of our constituents, are interested in this 
issue, it is because they are concerned about how much it costs 
to run this body and to run the Senate across the hall. The fact is 
that our General Assembly is fairly expensive to run, but we can 
reduce that cost significantly by eliminating the duplication and 
getting down to one chamber. In Nebraska, when they made that 
change back during the Great Depression, they were able to 
reduce their costs by 50 percent in the first year that their 
unicameral legislature operated.  
 The way I see it, we could probably reduce our costs by at 
least a third, if not more, by getting rid of the duplicative 
committees, the duplicative constituent service offices that the 
Senate and House members offer, sometimes in the same 
communities but certainly serving the same constituents. There 
is so much duplication that goes on, the back and forth, the 
waste, that we could get rid of by having just one chamber.  
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 In addition to reducing cost, which I think should be the 
overarching goal here, I think we could also increase the 
effectiveness of getting bills passed into law. By having one 
chamber, one thoughtful chamber, we are going to not have bills 
get caught up between the House and the Senate any longer. 
How many bills do we send to the Senate each year and how 
many do they send to us that never make it to the Governor's 
desk? You know, we are representing the people, and the only 
difference between these two bodies is basically the number of 
people they represent and how that number is cut up. All of the 
people's voices are represented in each chamber, and they are 
represented both on a proportional basis. So I think it is time 
that we make that system work better, more efficiently, for the 
people of Pennsylvania.  
 I know the gentleman from Jefferson has often said that one 
of his overarching goals is to get greater efficiency within the 
chamber, and I can understand that. Certainly from his role on 
the Speaker's rostrum that would be something important, 
something that he would want to see, and he would probably 
have a better perspective on that than probably any of us here. 
But with that being said, I do think we cannot pass up this 
opportunity to not just create greater efficiency, but reduce the 
cost and to get bills into law in a better way.  
 So that is why I am offering this amendment. The 
amendment would create a 201-member General Assembly, 
single-chamber, unicameral legislative body, which will 
hopefully reduce somewhere around $90 million, about a third 
of the cost of the General Assembly, and I think get rid of this 
outdated, inefficient, and unnecessary bicameral system.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Daley, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 In 1988 I introduced a bill that would create a unicameral 
legislature, and that year I had about 18 members that 
cosponsored that. And in '90 I reintroduced it and I had 14, and 
I think it was '94 I had 7. And at that time there was not a lot of 
talk about reform.  
 Fundamentally, as a former American history teacher, and I 
am sure you remember your classes in history, that when our 
Founders really created our Constitution, it was based upon an 
amalgamation of French and English law during a very 
tumultuous time in which there were all kinds of revolutions 
going on throughout the world so that the people could assert 
themselves in a position of governance. And in Pennsylvania, 
you are sitting in the House Assembly, which is really what we 
had in Pennsylvania since the founding of Pennsylvania until 
we adopted the Constitution in 1794 and 1789. Then we created 
a whole new body, not just one chamber, which we had that was 
ruled by all those folks up there on the Apotheosis – the former 
Speaker, William Penn, and Ben Franklin. We had a unicameral 
legislature. It worked really quite well.  
 But what is the purpose of a bicameral legislature? It is 
checks and balances, because in English law, the House of 
Lords would govern the House of Commons, and anything the 
commoners would want – who were, by the way, elected by the 
people, and the House of Lords were appointed because of their 
bloodline – it was transposed into the American Constitution as 
a checks and balances over the authority of the masses. That is 
why we have a bicameral legislature. We have checks and 
balances of what we do and what they do, and ours said it 

actually was not elected until they actually did the 
Constitutional Convention, I think in 1968. It was appointed by 
county chairmen and State chairmen to be in the Senate. Our 
United States Senators were appointed until we adopted a 
constitutional amendment called direct election of Senators. 
They are appointed by the State parties. It was the check and 
balance of the House of Lords over the House of Commons.  
 And I believe that, quite honestly, we have risen to a point 
now that we can be governed by one legislature. It makes good 
sense. There is no reason why you should have a House of 
Lords and a House of Commons. There is no reason why we 
should have an upper chamber and a lower chamber. There is no 
reason why we should have them checking and balancing over 
us because that is why we have the Supreme Court, that is why 
we have the Governor that can veto. It does not make good 
sense. It is redundant. It wastes a lot of time and money. And 
quite honestly, eventually––  Nebraska does work quite well, 
even though it is much smaller. They do not meet as often as we 
do, but they do a heck of a good job. I study it and I studied it.  
I used to teach it. It makes good sense.  
 Although today I am sure that we are not going to adopt 
this amendment – even though that I think that we should – 
someday we will adopt this amendment. It may not be any of us, 
but someday this body will be the body that once again governs 
Pennsylvania.  
 And I ask for an affirmative vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  

LEAVE OF ABSENCE  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of a 
request for a leave of absence for the gentleman, Mr. BRIGGS, 
from Montgomery County for the day. Without objection, the 
leave will be so granted.  

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1234 CONTINUED  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, on the amendment.  
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most momentous decision of the 
unicameral Pennsylvania Legislature for the first 100 years of 
our history was declaring independence from Great Britain. And 
one can imagine what would happen today, if we had today's 
legislature voting on declaring independence from Great 
Britain. We would have arguments about exactly what the 
wording should be. We would have Democrats and Republicans 
coming up with different versions of independence from Great 
Britain. The two majority parties would be arguing over who 
would get the credit, and you know, years could go by before 
we get around to declaring independence from Great Britain.  
 The fact is we have so many checks and balances in our 
current system that our system is largely dysfunctional. People 
want something to happen. They are not interested in watching 
everybody stop everybody else.  
 What the legislature is best at today is defeating legislation. 
We are great at defeating legislation. The overwhelming 
majority of bills that get introduced in the Pennsylvania 
Legislature do not pass. We are really superb at defeating 
legislation, but people want us to get things done. And having 
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two legislative bodies is an impediment. It is a much bigger 
impediment than the number of members of the House.  
 We are told that the purpose of the amendment reducing the 
number of House members is to increase efficiency. Well, if 
you only had one legislative body, that certainly would increase 
efficiency. Now, this is hardly a radical idea. Not only does 
Nebraska have a unicameral body, but all our city councils are 
unicameral. All our county commissioners are unicameral. All 
our school boards are unicameral. There is nothing new about 
unicameralism. The only things in America that are not 
unicameral are the 49 State legislatures. Everything else 
everywhere else is unicameral. Now, that did not come about by 
accident.  
 There used to be bicameral city councils. Philadelphia used 
to have a Select Council and a Common Council, something 
like the House of Lords and the House of Commons that 
Representative Daley talked about. We had a very large 
Common Council and a very small Select Council, and 
eventually, about 100 years ago, people said they have had 
enough of that.  
 I think Richmond, Virginia, was the last city council to go 
unicameral. The bicameral city council in Richmond, Virginia, 
lasted until the late 1940s, early 1950s. The verdict is in: 
Unicameral systems are more effective.  
 Now, in addition to being more effective, unicameral 
legislative bodies save more money. Some people believe that 
the purpose of reducing the size of the legislature is to save 
money – the prime sponsor of this bill is not among those 
people – but the overwhelming majority of people in this 
Commonwealth who favor smaller legislature want to do it to 
save money.  
 Now, if we get rid of 50 State legislative positions, we,  
in the opinion of Brad Bumsted of the Greensburg  
Tribune-Review, who is a leading advocate of it, we would save 
$8 million. Now, we have a $300 million budget right now, and 
we would save $8 million according to Brad Bumsted. That is a 
little less than 3 percent of the legislative budget.  
 If we get rid of the whole Senate – right now the House 
costs twice as much to run as the Senate; the Senate is about 
one-third of the total – we would save one-third, plus, we would 
save a little extra because the prime sponsor of this amendment 
has knocked off two House members. The big savings would be 
that we do not have duplicate staff structures in both the House 
and the Senate, and that we will not have duplicate 
administrative structures. And not only will we save money, but 
lobbyists will save money. And there are loads of public-sector 
lobbyists – Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, the county commissioners, 
the School Boards Association, we could go on and on and on – 
and these public-sector lobbyists, they would all save money. 
So costs would be cut down at a local level and we would spend 
less money. There would be a considerable savings.  
 So if we really want savings in government and if we really 
want efficiency in government, this is the proposal that creates 
savings and greatest possible efficiency. I urge support of the 
Gibbons amendment.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Boyle, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. B. BOYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I happen to support the underlying bill from 
the gentleman from Jefferson County and voted for it last year 
and intend to vote for the underlying bill again this term. I voted 

for it last time and will do so again this time with the Gibbons 
amendment included in it.  
 I do not want to repeat all the points that the previous 
speaker made, but I truly believe that this is the best way to 
achieve a number of goals – reducing the size of the legislature, 
reducing our expenses, but while at the same time protecting the 
great advantage we have, which is the relatively small size of 
our legislative districts.  
 I take great pride in the personal relationship that I have 
with many of my constituents. And in talking to a number of my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, I think one of the big 
advantages we have in this chamber, as opposed to other 
legislative bodies, is the fact that we represent somewhere 
between 61,000 and 65,000 people. The fact that, for many of 
us from compact districts, we are able to knock on literally 
every single door in the district; once you start getting bigger 
districts, you do lose a bit of that personal touch and that 
personal connection. So, Mr. Speaker, shrinking the size of the 
legislature, but doing it in a unicameral way, is a way that we 
can reduce the size and reduce the cost of the legislature while 
still at the same time protecting the relatively small district sizes 
that we have now.  
 One other point about this that I think needs to be made. 
The Pennsylvania Legislature for over a century was a 
unicameral body. It was only in the late 18th century that 
Pennsylvania, like many States, switched to a bicameral 
legislature to be more modeled after what we have at the 
Federal level. So for a period of time we had a State Senate that 
was based on county and a State House that was based on 
population, much like what we have at the Federal level.  
 However, Mr. Speaker, ever since 50 years ago the 
Supreme Court ruled in its one-person-one-vote ruling that this 
was unconstitutional, and since then we have had a State Senate 
that is made up exactly the same as the State House – based on 
population. So in today's world, and ever since the early 1960s, 
there is really no longer a functional reason to have a bicameral 
legislature. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am again proud to support this 
amendment. I think it is well thought out, would achieve a lot of 
the goals of the underlying bill, and do so while also mitigating 
the potential disadvantages in the underlying bill. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Freeman, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. FREEMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Gibbons amendment.  
 I know that the gentleman from Lawrence County has put a 
lot of thought into the drafting of this language and has done a 
very good job in terms of considering all the elements that need 
to go into a unicameral structure of a legislative body.  
 The proposal that we have before us in this amendment 
would bring about more fundamental reform to the legislative 
process and more significant change to the political culture here 
in Pennsylvania than just about anything else that we could 
adopt as a legislative body, with the possible exceptions of 
reapportionment reform, which is long overdue, and campaign 
finance reform, which is sorely needed in our Commonwealth.  
 The argument for bicameralism, for having a two-house 
State legislature, really has faded over time. As the gentleman 
from Philadelphia who spoke before me mentioned, at one point 
in our history most local units of government were bicameral. 
Many city councils had an upper house and a lower house. They 
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began to realize how redundant that was, how unnecessary it 
was, and how it really undercut the effectiveness of municipal 
bodies to get the job done in terms of their charges.  
 The most fundamental thing that has changed, the reason 
we do not need bicameralism, is largely the U.S. Supreme Court 
decisions that were handed down back in the early 1960s that 
established the concept of reapportionment along the lines of 
one person, one vote. Prior to that time, most State bodies, most 
State legislative bodies had two houses, one based upon 
geographic representation and the other upon population. But 
after those Supreme Court rulings on reapportionment, all 
districts, whether the Senate districts or the House districts, 
have to be roughly equal in size as far as population goes. That 
is the standard we live by, that is the standard that the courts 
have held as constitutional. And so the idea of a bicameral body 
on the State level truly is duplicative, unnecessary.  
 We obviously recognize the need for that at the Federal 
level, because the Federal level recognizes one chamber 
representing States and the other representing people. But at the 
State level there is no need for that distinction anymore. It is 
duplicative.  
 Most modern democracies in the world today have adopted 
some form of unicameralism. The Scandinavian countries, 
Israel, all of the Provinces of Canada have unicameral bodies. 
Those legislative institutions or parliaments that still have a 
bicameral structure to them do not give the same balance of 
power to the upper chamber. That chamber is simply a review 
body on legislation. It does not have the ability to stop 
legislation from the popularly elected body over a long period 
of time. They have to acquiesce it. But there really is, again, no 
reason to have two bodies in one legislative assembly at the 
State level.  
 Unicameralism also brings a number of benefits that really 
would improve our process here in Harrisburg. It requires 
legislators to be more thoughtful and careful in the crafting of 
legislation. We would no longer assume that the other chamber 
is going to clean up the mess of a poorly drafted bill. We would 
have to do a better job in committee and on the floor of this 
House in ensuring that the legislation that leaves this place and 
heads to the Governor's desk is properly drafted, properly 
crafted. 
 Unicameralism also makes the legislative body more 
accountable to the people, because it squarely rests 
responsibility for legislative action in one body. You can no 
longer play the blame game where, oh, it is not our fault that 
this bill did not become law, the Senate blocked it. The Senate 
cannot make that same accusation of us. It also prevents 
lobbyists and interest groups from playing one body off against 
the other – and let us be honest about that, that happens. 
Oftentimes if an interest group cannot get their way in one 
chamber, they will go to the other chamber and they will bottle 
up a piece of legislation that may have passed overwhelmingly 
in the other chamber. So the structure of bicameralism really 
plays to special interest politics, something the public is sick 
and tired of because they know it distorts the legislative process.  
 For those who worry about the lack of checks and balances, 
that would still exist. In fact, when Senator George Norris made 
the case for unicameralism in Nebraska back in the 1930s, he 
clearly pointed out that you still have a Governor who can veto 
legislative measures. You still have a court system, which can 
rule on the constitutionality and appropriateness of legislative 
 

measures. So checks and balances would still exist through the 
executive branch and through the judicial branch.  
 And there is always the possibility within a unicameral 
structure to find some other means to allow for a second set of 
eyes in reviewing legislation as it works through the committee 
system to the floor of a General Assembly. In the Scandinavian 
countries of Norway and Sweden they appoint a separate, 
smaller committee that overlooks the legislation that comes out 
of the standing committees to make sure it is drafted properly 
and achieves the goal that was set in mind with the legislation. 
 Unicameralism will ensure real reductions in costs. There is 
no need for the whole support system that exists with a second 
chamber. We would save far more in this proposal than what is 
envisioned in the bill in chief. The bill in chief talks about 
reducing the House by 50 members. You might receive some 
measure of cost savings because you now have eliminated the 
salary of 50 members of the House, but keep in mind, as our 
districts get larger, as they would in a 153-member chamber, 
chances are we are going to need more staff to deliver the 
services and do the constituent work that is needed in now a 
vastly larger district.  
 If you really want to reduce the cost of the legislature, go 
with unicameralism, go with what this amendment is proposing, 
because you do away with an entirely duplicative system, a 
support system that would not have to be there because you 
have done away with the second chamber.  
 Unicameralism will lead to greater reductions in the costs 
and greater efficiencies and effectiveness. Unicameralism, when 
it was adopted in Nebraska in 1937, had dramatic results. The 
number of committees went down from 61 to 18. The number of 
bills introduced dropped by half. And even though the 
legislature as a unicameral body sat as long as it did when it was 
in a bicameral form, they were able to pass into law more bills 
that had more of an effect and actually addressed the needs of 
the people in Nebraska at that time, all of this while cutting the 
cost of the legislature in half. So there is a real cost savings with 
unicameralism, as demonstrated by the Nebraska example.  
 Of all the benefits that are most important, however, as 
offered in this proposal, it is to create accountability and 
responsibility. No more gridlock. No more pointing the finger 
of blame to the other chamber. We would be the legislative 
body responsible for legislative action, and that the people will 
understand and react to.  
 So I urge the members of this House to vote for the 
Gibbons amendment, vote for genuine change, for real reform 
in the procedures of Pennsylvania. Let us have unicameralism. 
Let us give the people back the power they deserve through a 
single body of the legislature.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I just rise to ask my colleagues that as we 
debate this amendment, and at some point debate the underlying 
bill, that we keep some things in mind. 
 Number one, there are 12.5 million people in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. We did not have 12.5 million 
people when we had a unicameral system. When we had these 
other systems, women were not treated equally. They did not 
have access to government the same way men had access. 
People of color – it is interesting that in this great 
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Commonwealth, where we have almost a million and a half 
Latinos, we have one Latino Representative, one Latino 
Representative. We would not have that when we had this 
unicameral system, nor would we have that one Latino 
Representative if things were the way that they used to be.  
 Mr. Speaker, then we did not have so much disparity in our 
economic system. We truly have communities where people are 
doing well, and there are other communities where people are 
literally dying because they do not have access to the same 
benefits and resources that others have access to.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, as we continue with this debate, let us not 
forget that the world has changed. This system that we used to 
have, do you think it would have permitted the United States 
Supreme Court to knock down DOMA, Defense of Marriage 
Act? If we went back to where we were, would we even have a 
conversation about DOMA or other lifestyles? The world has 
changed. Pennsylvania has changed. Pennsylvania, the people 
of Pennsylvania, the 12.5 million-plus people in Pennsylvania 
need to be represented, and democracy demands not that we 
agree on everything, but that we have an opportunity to debate 
and reach a compromise and/or a resolution.  
 And, Mr. Speaker, I know the folks want to go. I want to go 
too. But I want all of us to be reminded of this world that we 
used to have and the Pennsylvania that we currently live in.  
 And I just offer in closing one recommendation: The people 
of Pennsylvania should have the power of referendum. We 
should have the power of referendum if we are truly a— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman kindly 
suspend.  
 Mr. THOMAS.  ―people-driven body.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is welcome.  
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. O'Brien, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. O'BRIEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 As the debate has gone on this evening, there is a term that 
has been used over and over and over again, "the upper 
chamber"; almost an air of deference and reverence to the upper 
chamber.  
 Now, in the old Pennsylvania State House, better known as 
Independence Hall, where the Continental Congress met and 
subsequently the United States House of Representatives met, 
they met on the first floor. They met on the first floor. The 
Senate, there was no room for. They met upstairs – the upper 
chamber; not on the first floor, but upstairs. The upper chamber 
has no sense of reverence to it. It has no sense of superiority to 
it. It is simply a coequal chamber. 
 Now, if that is the case, and in 1962 under Baker v. Carr 
they made it a proportional chamber, they are obsolete. They are 
obsolete – even on the same floor now.  
 It is time to forget this false sense of reverence, to move 
towards what is fiscally prudent, to abolish the Senate.  
I encourage a "yes" vote.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. Mr. Gibbons, are you seeking second? No.  
 On the amendment, the gentleman, Mr. Smith, is 
recognized.  
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will be fairly brief. I urge the members, first of all, to 
oppose this amendment.  
 
 

 I have heard a lot of debate about what is right or wrong 
with our current system, what is wrong with the Senate, and I do 
not really think this debate that I hoped to engage this 
legislature in relative to the two bills that I proposed this session 
is productive in debating the Senate. We can talk about what is 
ideal and we can certainly shoot for the ideal, but I think that we 
all need to be honest with ourselves about what is practical.  
 Certainly, I have spent a fair amount of time over the last 
couple of years talking about reducing the size of the 
legislature, and I would like to believe – I cannot swear to this – 
I would like to believe that I have gained some level of support 
from the other end of this building. And so when we debate 
reducing the size of the legislature and complicate it by the 
secondary question of eliminating one of the two bodies, 
essentially I think that it is counterproductive. I think it is 
counterproductive in the sense of being able to do something.  
 If you really think that it is a good thing to try to reduce the 
size of the legislature as a whole, I would urge you to vote 
against this amendment, allow us to send the two bills to the 
Senate – one addressing the House, one addressing the Senate – 
and see where they are and see what they are willing to do along 
those lines. That is really at the crux of this, because I do not 
think it is practical to think that the Senate is going to take this 
issue up at all.  
 And I would just urge the members to allow us to give the 
Senate one clear shot at these two – I would sometimes argue 
that they are two separate issues, in some respects; the size of 
the House, the size of the Senate are two separate issues – that 
we should allow them the opportunity to debate that and 
consider that straightforward. It has certainly been a part of 
what the public debate has been about over the last 2 years, and 
I would urge the members to stay focused on what it is that we 
could actually get done versus what might be ideal in somebody 
else's version of the most ideal form of government.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–73 
 
Bishop DeLuca Kinsey Painter 
Bizzarro Dermody Kirkland Parker 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Kortz Petrarca 
Boyle, K. Evans Kotik Ravenstahl 
Bradford Fabrizio Longietti Readshaw 
Brown, V. Farina Mahoney Roebuck 
Brownlee Flynn Markosek Rozzi 
Burns Frankel Matzie Sabatina 
Clay Freeman McCarter Sainato 
Cohen Gainey McNeill Samuelson 
Conklin Gibbons Mirabito Schreiber 
Costa, D. Haggerty Miranda Sims 
Costa, P. Haluska Molchany Snyder 
Daley, M. Hanna Mullery Sturla 
Daley, P. Harhai Mundy Waters 
Davidson Harkins Neilson Wheatley 
Davis Keller, W. Neuman White 
Dean Kim O'Brien Youngblood 
Deasy 
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 NAYS–123 
 
Adolph Fleck Lucas Reed 
Aument Gabler Mackenzie Reese 
Baker Gillen Major Regan 
Barbin Gillespie Maloney Roae 
Barrar Gingrich Marshall Rock 
Benninghoff Godshall Marsico Ross 
Bloom Goodman Masser Saccone 
Boback Greiner McGeehan Sankey 
Brooks Grell McGinnis Santarsiero 
Brown, R. Grove Mentzer Saylor 
Caltagirone Hackett Metcalfe Scavello 
Carroll Hahn Metzgar Schlossberg 
Causer Harhart Miccarelli Simmons 
Christiana Harper Micozzie Smith 
Clymer Harris, A. Millard Sonney 
Corbin Harris, J. Miller, D. Stephens 
Cox Heffley Miller, R. Stern 
Culver Helm Milne Stevenson 
Cutler Hennessey Moul Swanger 
DeLissio Hickernell Murt Tallman 
Delozier James Mustio Taylor 
Denlinger Kampf O'Neill Thomas 
DiGirolamo Kauffman Oberlander Tobash 
Dunbar Kavulich Pashinski Toepel 
Ellis Keller, F. Payne Toohil 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Peifer Truitt 
English Killion Petri Turzai 
Evankovich Knowles Pickett Vereb 
Everett Krieger Pyle Vitali 
Farry Kula Quinn Watson 
Fee Lawrence Rapp 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Maher 
Cruz       Galloway 
 
 
 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? 
  
 Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment  
No. A03415: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 9 through 13; page 2, lines 1 through 3, 
by striking out all of said lines on said pages and inserting 

[The] (a)  (1)  Except as otherwise provided in this subsection, 
the Commonwealth shall be divided into 50 senatorial and 203 
representative districts, which shall be composed of compact and 
contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as practicable. 

(2)  Beginning with the legislative session that commences the 
first Tuesday of January 2023, the Commonwealth shall be divided into 
193 representative districts, which shall be composed of compact and 
contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as practicable. 

(3)  Beginning with the legislative session that commences the 
first Tuesday of January 2033, the Commonwealth shall be divided into 
183 representative districts, which shall be composed of compact and 
contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as practicable. 

(4)  Beginning with the legislative session that commences the 
first Tuesday of January 2043, the Commonwealth shall be divided into 
173 representative districts, which shall be composed of compact and 
contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as practicable. 

(5)  Beginning with the legislative session that commences the 

first Tuesday of January 2053, the Commonwealth shall be divided into 
163 representative districts, which shall be composed of compact and 
contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as practicable. 

(6)  Beginning with the legislative session that commences the 
first Tuesday of January 2063, the Commonwealth shall be divided into 
153 representative districts, which shall be composed of compact and 
contiguous territory as nearly equal in population as practicable. 

(b)  Each senatorial district shall elect one Senator, and each 
representative district one Representative. Unless absolutely necessary 
no county, city, incorporated town, borough, township or ward shall be 
divided in forming either a senatorial or representative district. 

Section 2.  (a)  The first elections after reapportionment of the 
Commonwealth under section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania to conform to the amendment under section 1 of this 
Joint Resolution, as it relates to the addition of section 16(a)(2) of 
Article II, shall be held in the year 2022. 

(b)  The first elections after reapportionment of the 
Commonwealth under section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania to conform to the amendment under section 1 of this 
Joint Resolution, as it relates to the addition of section 16(a)(3) of 
Article II, shall be held in the year 2032. 

(c)  The first elections after reapportionment of the 
Commonwealth under section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania to conform to the amendment under section 1 of this 
Joint Resolution, as it relates to the addition of section 16(a)(4) of 
Article II, shall be held in the year 2042. 

(d)  The first elections after reapportionment of the 
Commonwealth under section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania to conform to the amendment under section 1 of this 
Joint Resolution, as it relates to the addition of section 16(a)(5) of 
Article II, shall be held in the year 2052. 

(e)  The first elections after reapportionment of the 
Commonwealth under section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania to conform to the amendment under section 1 of this 
Joint Resolution, as it relates to the addition of section 16(a)(6) of 
Article II, shall be held in the year 2062. 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 4, by striking out "2" and inserting 
 3 

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 27 through 30; page 3, line 1, by 
striking out all of said lines on said pages 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, is recognized.  
 Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment reduces the size 
of the House at a more gradual pace. Under this amendment, we 
would have 193 members in January 2023, 183 in January '33, 
173 in January '43, 163 in '53, and 153 in '63. The reason for 
this amendment – which I believe is very similar, if not 
identical, to an earlier amendment introduced by Mr. Kauffman 
in the State Government Committee – the reason for this 
amendment is to ease the transition. If this amendment—  If this 
underlying bill passes and 50 House seats are eliminated, we are 
going to have a lot of jockeying back and forth among people 
who live near each other.  
 Right now I think we have four legislative races in which 
two members are going to be running against each other. If we 
get rid of 50 seats at one time, we have potentially 50 such races 
involving potentially 100 members of the House, which is half 
the legislative body. In addition to all the other normal problems 
of getting anything done, having roughly 100 people thinking of 
running against each other for an extended period of time, that 
is going to be a process that is greatly going to slow things 
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down for whatever period of time. Both houses of the 
legislature approve this and the voters have approved it.  
 So this amendment seeks to slow down the process and 
allow a much more cooperative, amicable relationship between 
the members by eliminating the number of people who will be 
running against each other. This will be much closer to the 
situation that exists now in terms of the numbers of people who 
are placed in the same district against each other than the 
legislation that is before us.  
 I think this is a moderate proposal and I would hope it 
would get support. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I know when I first started talking about reducing the size 
of the House 2 years ago that many people who I would be in 
contact with or that contacted me about it were somewhat 
dismayed, if you will, that it takes a couple of sessions and a 
referendum from the general public to amend the Constitution, 
and then the fact that even then I had suggested that the effect of 
it would not take place until the next reapportionment.  
 Consequently, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members to 
vote against this amendment.  
 I think the general public that is supportive of this concept 
of reducing the size of the legislature will find the timeline that 
is proposed to be rather long, and that, again, the process of a 
constitutional amendment truly does allow us, the legislature, to 
have a couple of cracks at this issue – two legislative sessions 
and ultimately nothing happens unless the general public 
approves it. The timeline already is fairly slow, and I am not 
disputing or complaining about that timeline; it is what it is and 
it is something that I think there needs to be some adjustment 
period to get to it.  
 However, the level of reduction that is proposed in these 
two bills in concurrence with the next reapportionment seems to 
me to give everybody affected, either directly as a member of a 
legislative body or the general public, the time that they need to 
understand the changes that are coming, and I would ask the 
members to vote "no."  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
  
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–35 
 
Bishop Daley, P. Kirkland Ravenstahl 
Brooks Davidson Kortz Readshaw 
Brown, V. DeLissio Mahoney Roae 
Brownlee Dermody McCarter Roebuck 
Causer Evans Miranda Sims 
Clay Gibbons O'Brien Vitali 
Cohen Hanna Painter Waters 
Costa, P. Harris, J. Parker Youngblood 
Daley, M. Kinsey Rapp 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 NAYS–161 
 
Adolph Fee Kula Pickett 
Aument Fleck Lawrence Pyle 
Baker Flynn Longietti Quinn 
Barbin Frankel Lucas Reed 
Barrar Freeman Mackenzie Reese 
Benninghoff Gabler Major Regan 
Bizzarro Gainey Maloney Rock 
Bloom Gillen Markosek Ross 
Boback Gillespie Marshall Rozzi 
Boyle, B. Gingrich Marsico Sabatina 
Boyle, K. Godshall Masser Saccone 
Bradford Goodman Matzie Sainato 
Brown, R. Greiner McGeehan Samuelson 
Burns Grell McGinnis Sankey 
Caltagirone Grove McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Hackett Mentzer Saylor 
Christiana Haggerty Metcalfe Scavello 
Clymer Hahn Metzgar Schlossberg 
Conklin Haluska Miccarelli Schreiber 
Corbin Harhai Micozzie Simmons 
Costa, D. Harhart Millard Smith 
Cox Harkins Miller, D. Snyder 
Culver Harper Miller, R. Sonney 
Cutler Harris, A. Milne Stephens 
Davis Heffley Mirabito Stern 
Dean Helm Molchany Stevenson 
Deasy Hennessey Moul Sturla 
Delozier Hickernell Mullery Swanger 
DeLuca James Mundy Tallman 
Denlinger Kampf Murt Taylor 
DiGirolamo Kauffman Mustio Thomas 
Donatucci Kavulich Neilson Tobash 
Dunbar Keller, F. Neuman Toepel 
Ellis Keller, M.K. O'Neill Toohil 
Emrick Keller, W. Oberlander Truitt 
English Killion Pashinski Turzai 
Evankovich Kim Payne Vereb 
Everett Knowles Peifer Watson 
Fabrizio Kotik Petrarca Wheatley 
Farina Krieger Petri White 
Farry 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Maher 
Cruz                       Galloway 
 
 
 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? 
 
 Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment  
No. A03416: 
 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 1, by inserting after "reapportionment" 
 plan is approved by the Pennsylvania Supreme Court 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, is recognized. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, this should be an amendment that everybody 
would agree to because there is an obvious practical problem of 
what happens in 2022 if the Supreme Court throws out the first 
draft of the legislative redistricting plan.  
 If we have a situation where the Constitution requires there 
to be a 153-member body and the Supreme Court says that the 
plan adopted by the Reapportionment Commission is not 
acceptable, then how do elections get run? We were able to get 
around the Supreme Court rejection in 2011 simply because we 
had other districts in place. So we could run in the old districts. 
If the Supreme Court says there is no way to accept the 
constitutionality of whatever redistricting plan and we have a 
mandated loss of districts, we are in a very, very difficult 
situation. We do not have a legislative body. We do not have a 
means of calling elections.  
 Now, we found that the redistricting commission process is 
certainly very difficult to do over quickly. It requires public 
input. There are a series of deadlines in the redistricting 
commission. It is not something that the redistricting 
commission can quickly whip up a new plan. It has got to have 
public hearings first, and then it comes up with a new plan 
based on the public hearings, and that creates a need for another 
set of public hearings, and then finally they come up with a final 
plan. They are not going to be able to do all of this and have 
elections if we are losing 50 seats. This automatically 
invalidates the current redistricting plan for the 2022 elections.  
 So therefore, you know, it would seem to me it ought to be 
contingent upon a plan being approved by the Supreme Court. 
That would put a lot of pressure on the Supreme Court to 
approve the plan, and it would stop significant embarrassment 
from occurring. Can we imagine what happens if the Supreme 
Court says that the plan is unconstitutional and no elections can 
be held until 2023, or that we are going to have a primary in 
July or August or September? 
 Under the status quo, there is a tremendous potential for 
chaos if the Supreme Court throws out the plan in 2022. We had 
enough chaos when the Supreme Court threw out the plan in 
2012. It will be nothing like what will happen under this 
scenario.  
 I do not think this fundamentally, unlike the other 
amendments, I do not think this fundamentally changes 
anything, but it solves a serious problem in the drafting of this 
amendment. I think this is closer to being a technical 
amendment – it is certainly not a major policy amendment – and 
I would urge everybody to support it. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this amendment almost begs failure on behalf 
of the next Reapportionment Commission, hypothetically, if 
these bills were to ultimately effect a change in the Constitution. 
The very fact you would put that in this bill would sort of 
suggest that we anticipate they are going to fail.  
 Consequently, Mr. Speaker, I would oppose this 
amendment; however, I would also respond just a little bit to the 
argument on the merits.  
 
 

 Clearly, if the Supreme Court were to find itself in a 
position where it could not approve new maps in the next 
reapportionment and that were to be in conflict with the timeline 
of when the new maps would take place, it is something that 
they would have the full authority to address in their order. If 
that order necessitated an extension, the courts would clearly 
have the ability to do that.  
 And I would urge the members to vote against this 
amendment, mostly because I think that it is almost, it is almost 
begging a failure of the next Reapportionment Commission and 
creates its own set of diversionary tactics and decisions that 
could complicate that process even further.  
 I urge the members to vote "no." Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–76 
 
Bishop Deasy Kim Painter 
Bizzarro DeLissio Kinsey Parker 
Boyle, B. Dermody Kirkland Pashinski 
Boyle, K. Donatucci Kortz Petrarca 
Bradford Evans Kotik Ravenstahl 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Longietti Readshaw 
Brownlee Farina Mahoney Roebuck 
Burns Flynn Markosek Sabatina 
Caltagirone Frankel Matzie Sainato 
Carroll Freeman McCarter Schlossberg 
Clay Gainey McGeehan Schreiber 
Cohen Gibbons McNeill Sims 
Conklin Haluska Miller, D. Sturla 
Costa, D. Hanna Miranda Thomas 
Costa, P. Harhai Molchany Vitali 
Daley, M. Harkins Mullery Waters 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Mundy Wheatley 
Davidson Kavulich Neilson White 
Davis Keller, W. O'Brien Youngblood 
 
 NAYS–120 
 
Adolph Fleck Lucas Reed 
Aument Gabler Mackenzie Reese 
Baker Gillen Major Regan 
Barbin Gillespie Maloney Roae 
Barrar Gingrich Marshall Rock 
Benninghoff Godshall Marsico Ross 
Bloom Goodman Masser Rozzi 
Boback Greiner McGinnis Saccone 
Brooks Grell Mentzer Samuelson 
Brown, R. Grove Metcalfe Sankey 
Causer Hackett Metzgar Santarsiero 
Christiana Haggerty Miccarelli Saylor 
Clymer Hahn Micozzie Scavello 
Corbin Harhart Millard Simmons 
Cox Harper Miller, R. Smith 
Culver Harris, A. Milne Snyder 
Cutler Heffley Mirabito Sonney 
Dean Helm Moul Stephens 
Delozier Hennessey Murt Stern 
DeLuca Hickernell Mustio Stevenson 
Denlinger James Neuman Swanger 
DiGirolamo Kampf O'Neill Tallman 
Dunbar Kauffman Oberlander Taylor 
Ellis Keller, F. Payne Tobash 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Peifer Toepel 
English Killion Petri Toohil 
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Evankovich Knowles Pickett Truitt 
Everett Krieger Pyle Turzai 
Farry Kula Quinn Vereb 
Fee Lawrence Rapp Watson 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Maher 
Cruz                       Galloway 
 
 
 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? 
 
 Mr. COHEN offered the following amendment  
No. A03518: 
 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 
Proposing integrated amendments to the Constitution of the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, further providing for election 
of members and for terms of members. 
Amend Bill, page 1, lines 5 through 13; page 2, lines 1 through 

30; page 3, line 1, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting 

Section 1.  The following integrated amendments to the 
Constitution of Pennsylvania are proposed in accordance with Article 
XI: 

(1)  That section 2 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 2.  Election of members; vacancies. 

Members of the General Assembly shall be chosen at the general 
election [every second year]. Their term of service shall begin on the 
first day of December next after their election. Whenever a vacancy 
shall occur in either House, the presiding officer thereof shall issue a 
writ of election to fill such vacancy for the remainder of the term. 

(2)  That section 3 of Article II be amended to read: 
§ 3.  Terms of members. 

[Senators] (a)  Except as provided under subsection (b), members 
shall be elected for the term of four years [and Representatives for the 
term of two years]. 

(b)  At the first general election after the adoption of the 
amendment adding this subsection, members from odd-numbered 
districts shall be elected for terms of two years. 

Section 2.  (a)  Upon the first passage by the General Assembly 
of these proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. 

(b)  Upon the second passage by the General Assembly of these 
proposed constitutional amendments, the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth shall proceed immediately to comply with the 
advertising requirements of section 1 of Article XI of the Constitution 
of Pennsylvania and shall transmit the required advertisements to two 
newspapers in every county in which such newspapers are published in 
sufficient time after passage of these proposed constitutional 
amendments. The Secretary of the Commonwealth shall submit the 
proposed constitutional amendments under section 1 of this resolution 
to the qualified electors of this Commonwealth as a single ballot 
question at the first primary, general or municipal election which meets 

the requirements of and is in conformance with section 1 of Article XI 
of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and which occurs at least three 
months after the proposed constitutional amendments are passed by the 
General Assembly. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Cohen, is recognized. 
 Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, some of you probably remember the decision, 
the grand jury that convicted the former Democratic whip. After 
the conviction they held hearings on the structural issues raised 
by the trials and concluded that among the things that led to 
criminal activities, as they saw it in the Commonwealth, was the 
fact that we were running for elections every 2 years. They 
recommended that we run every 4 years. I think that is advisable 
for a variety of reasons.  
 First, as I said earlier, it is good for us and the Senate to be 
on the same schedule, because the political realities are similar 
if we are on the same election schedule and it would be easier to 
reach agreement on legislation. Secondly, there would be less 
focus on raising money. There would be less focus on 
partisanship. There would be more focus on actually doing the 
people's business and solving the urgent public problems of 
Pennsylvania. Third, to the degree that partisanship creates extra 
spending, that spending would be reduced.  
 I agree with the grand jury that a 4-year term for the House 
of Representatives makes sense. I believe that it is good for us 
to be under the same election timetable as the Senate. And for 
those two most urgent reasons, I urge support of this 
amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I oppose the amendment, not entirely because 
I think it is misguided or that it is so wrong, I think it is more 
about trying to get something done. I would go back to that. If 
we want to talk about how to get something done at this point,  
I think we need to stay focused on the underlying bills to stay 
with that course that has been established.  
 As I mentioned earlier, I have spent a fair amount of time 
building support. I know there is wide public support that I am 
aware of for the underlying bills. The big question is, what is 
the level of support in the State Senate for these two bills that 
we are discussing here today? 
 Consequently, Mr. Speaker, I think the ramifications of 
changing the length of the terms for House members is 
something that, while it may make some sense and it may be 
something people might be willing to support in a general sense, 
I would simply urge the members to seek to consider that in a 
separate way on a separate day and allow us to remain focused 
on reducing the size of the legislature.  
 I would appreciate a "no" vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–79 
 
Barbin Dean Keller, W. Painter 
Bishop Deasy Kim Parker 
Bizzarro DeLuca Kinsey Pashinski 
Boyle, B. Dermody Kirkland Petrarca 
Boyle, K. Donatucci Kortz Ravenstahl 
Bradford Evans Kotik Readshaw 
Brown, V. Fabrizio Kula Roebuck 
Brownlee Farina Longietti Rozzi 
Burns Flynn Mahoney Sabatina 
Caltagirone Frankel Markosek Sainato 
Carroll Gainey Matzie Santarsiero 
Clay Gibbons McCarter Schreiber 
Cohen Goodman McGeehan Sims 
Conklin Haggerty McNeill Snyder 
Costa, D. Haluska Miranda Sturla 
Costa, P. Hanna Molchany Thomas 
Daley, M. Harhai Mullery Waters 
Daley, P. Harkins Mundy Wheatley 
Davidson Harris, J. Neilson Youngblood 
Davis Kavulich O'Brien 
 
 NAYS–117 
 
Adolph Gabler Maloney Reese 
Aument Gillen Marshall Regan 
Baker Gillespie Marsico Roae 
Barrar Gingrich Masser Rock 
Benninghoff Godshall McGinnis Ross 
Bloom Greiner Mentzer Saccone 
Boback Grell Metcalfe Samuelson 
Brooks Grove Metzgar Sankey 
Brown, R. Hackett Miccarelli Saylor 
Causer Hahn Micozzie Scavello 
Christiana Harhart Millard Schlossberg 
Clymer Harper Miller, D. Simmons 
Corbin Harris, A. Miller, R. Smith 
Cox Heffley Milne Sonney 
Culver Helm Mirabito Stephens 
Cutler Hennessey Moul Stern 
DeLissio Hickernell Murt Stevenson 
Delozier James Mustio Swanger 
Denlinger Kampf Neuman Tallman 
DiGirolamo Kauffman O'Neill Taylor 
Dunbar Keller, F. Oberlander Tobash 
Ellis Keller, M.K. Payne Toepel 
Emrick Killion Peifer Toohil 
English Knowles Petri Truitt 
Evankovich Krieger Pickett Turzai 
Everett Lawrence Pyle Vereb 
Farry Lucas Quinn Vitali 
Fee Mackenzie Rapp Watson 
Fleck Major Reed White 
Freeman 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Maher 
Cruz               Galloway 
 
 
 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? 

 Mr. VITALI  offered the following amendment  
No. A03524:  
 

Amend Bill, page 2, line 3, by inserting after "district." 
 The division or formation of a district for the purpose of 
political advantage is prohibited. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali, is recognized.  
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 This is a relatively simple amendment. This simply adds 
one sentence to Article II, section 16, of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution that says as follows: "The division or formation of 
a district for the purpose of political advantage is prohibited." 
Let me repeat that: "The division or formation of a district for 
the purpose of political advantage is prohibited."  
 I hope I can count on your support, because I am very 
confident that the people I represent – and frankly, the people 
you represent – expect you to vote "yes" on this.  
 The purpose of this amendment is to make it very clear to 
the Pennsylvania Reapportionment Commission that they 
should not be drawing districts for political advantage. It is clear 
from the last reapportionment process that that is exactly what 
that body can do. That was proven quite clearly when the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court ruled unconstitutional their initial 
actions. But frankly, even on the second time around, clearly, 
given the current language in the Constitution, they – the 
Reapportionment Commission – clearly acted in some instances 
for their own political advantage and not in the best interest of 
the people of Pennsylvania.  
 The clearest example I can come up with is my district, the 
166th District of Pennsylvania. My district constitutes, my 
township constitutes almost a district in and of itself. The 
population around my district was relatively stable. But the 
Reapportionment Commission – and I am totally convinced it 
was due to the brass-knuckles partisanship of the Senate 
majority leader and the so-called neutral, a retired Supreme 
Court Justice, to preserve the 163d District for control of the 
Republican Party. I am convinced of that. I have been told that 
repeatedly by those who have been at the table, and there is no 
other— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please 
suspend. 

POINT OF ORDER 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Miccarelli, rise? 
 Mr. MICCARELLI. A point of order, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please 
state his point of order. 
 Mr. MICCARELLI. I think it is a little bit out of line for a 
member of the House to be questioning the motives of the 
Senate majority leader and others, as well as the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair agrees with the 
gentleman and asks that the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, curtail his 
remarks accordingly. 
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POINT OF ORDER 

 Mr. VITALI. Point of order. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
 Mr. VITALI. Could you cite which rule of the House 
prohibits me from questioning the motives of someone not in 
this chamber? 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the judgment of the Chair 
that he is off the subject matter of the amendment in question, 
and the gentleman may proceed on the amendment.  
 Mr. VITALI. Let me tie it in.  
 The reason this amendment is needed, the reason we need 
the statement that "the division or formation of a district for the 
purpose of political advantage is prohibited" is because that is 
exactly what has happened in the past, and I will stand by the 
example I just cited. It is, and every member of this chamber 
knows, who has taken a look at these maps, that is exactly what 
happens. And the partisanship is obvious; frankly, the 
partisanship is obvious even in the proceedings of this body 
today.  
 Partisanship is a fact, a dirty fact of life that the people of 
this State are sick of and want to change, and we have the 
opportunity to change that tonight. And you can vote against 
this, but you have the people who you represent to answer to if 
you do. 
 And the reason why attempting to eliminate partisanship in 
the redistricting process is so important at this juncture is that 
this bill, if passed, creates an enormous opportunity for 
partisanship and political advantage as 203 seats are shrunk 
down to 153 seats. All of the line drawing creates enormous 
opportunities for packing and cracking and really shoring up 
majorities of the party in power and making districts less 
competitive than they are now.  
 This is a very simple, straightforward amendment. It is 
desperately needed. People of this State want it. I urge you, do 
the will of the people that you represent and vote "yes" on this 
amendment. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  
 I would urge the members to reject this particular 
amendment to the constitutional amendment that is put forth in 
front of us.  
 The constitutional amendment in front of us reduces the 
size of the House of Representatives from 203 members to  
153 members. It is not a constitutional amendment that deals 
with or addresses reapportionment.  
 By way of example, I would make it clear that on both 
votes with respect to reapportionment on final maps, the 
minority leader and the majority leader voted in the affirmative 
both times in a bipartisan manner. And it is clear that the issue 
that the good gentleman from Delaware County speaks of is 
really off base with respect to the reapportionment process, but 
also the reapportionment process is irrelevant to the underlying 
constitutional amendment, the historic constitutional 
amendment that is being presented today.  
 I must say, I think that it is taking the public off what is the 
real issue. The real issue is, should the House of Representatives 
be reduced in size from 203 to 153? And I would urge members 
to vote against this particular amendment and let us get to the 
constitutional amendment underneath, which in considerable 

part was supported by 140 members, Republican and Democrat, 
of this chamber last session.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Again, I would ask members to please vote in opposition to 
this amendment and let us get to the underlying constitutional 
amendment. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Hanna, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge an affirmative vote for 
amendment A03524.  
 Mr. Speaker, 15 simple words; that is all the amendment is, 
15 simple words. Let me read them to you: "The division or 
formation of a district for the purpose of political advantage is 
prohibited." Period. Those are the 15 simple words of this 
amendment.  
 And the amendment places it squarely in the bill as 
proposed by the prime sponsor. The bill as proposed by the 
prime sponsor amends Article II, section 16. Those 15 simple 
words are added to that very section, Article II, section 16. The 
amendment is perfectly in order and the amendment makes 
perfect sense. It just simply provides that there should be no 
division of a district or formation of a district for political 
advantage.  
 This amendment should easily be adopted with a 
unanimous vote of this House. I urge is a "yes" vote. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
  
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–87 
 
Bishop DeLuca Kirkland Pashinski 
Bizzarro Dermody Kortz Petrarca 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Kotik Ravenstahl 
Boyle, K. Evans Kula Readshaw 
Bradford Fabrizio Longietti Roebuck 
Brown, V. Farina Mahoney Rozzi 
Brownlee Flynn Markosek Sabatina 
Burns Frankel Matzie Sainato 
Caltagirone Freeman McCarter Samuelson 
Carroll Gainey McGeehan Santarsiero 
Clay Gibbons McNeill Schlossberg 
Cohen Goodman Miller, D. Schreiber 
Conklin Haggerty Mirabito Sims 
Costa, D. Haluska Miranda Snyder 
Costa, P. Hanna Molchany Sturla 
Daley, M. Harhai Mullery Thomas 
Daley, P. Harkins Mundy Vitali 
Davidson Harris, J. Neilson Waters 
Davis Kavulich Neuman Wheatley 
Dean Keller, W. O'Brien White 
Deasy Kim Painter Youngblood 
DeLissio Kinsey Parker 
 
 NAYS–109 
 
Adolph Fleck Lucas Rapp 
Aument Gabler Mackenzie Reed 
Baker Gillen Major Reese 
Barbin Gillespie Maloney Regan 
Barrar Gingrich Marshall Roae 
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Benninghoff Godshall Marsico Rock 
Bloom Greiner Masser Ross 
Boback Grell McGinnis Saccone 
Brooks Grove Mentzer Sankey 
Brown, R. Hackett Metcalfe Saylor 
Causer Hahn Metzgar Scavello 
Christiana Harhart Miccarelli Simmons 
Clymer Harper Micozzie Smith 
Corbin Harris, A. Millard Sonney 
Cox Heffley Miller, R. Stephens 
Culver Helm Milne Stern 
Cutler Hennessey Moul Stevenson 
Delozier Hickernell Murt Swanger 
Denlinger James Mustio Tallman 
DiGirolamo Kampf O'Neill Taylor 
Dunbar Kauffman Oberlander Tobash 
Ellis Keller, F. Payne Toepel 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Peifer Toohil 
English Killion Petri Truitt 
Evankovich Knowles Pickett Turzai 
Everett Krieger Pyle Vereb 
Farry Lawrence Quinn Watson 
Fee 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–6 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Maher 
Cruz                       Galloway 
 
 
 Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of a 
request for a leave of absence for the gentleman,  
Mr. MULLERY, from Luzerne County. Without objection, the 
leave will be so granted.  

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1234 CONTINUED  

 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration?  
 
 Mr. VITALI  offered the following amendment  
No. A03523:  
 

Amend Bill, page 1, line 9, by inserting a bracket before "50" 
Amend Bill, page 1, line 9, by inserting after "50" 

] 38 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Vitali, is recognized.  
 Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 This is another relatively simple amendment, conceptually. 
What it would simply do is reduce the size of the Senate from 
50 to 38 members, essentially making the two legislative 
reduction bills be in the same vehicle.  
 
 

 And ironically, I do not support reducing either the size of 
the House or the Senate. And the reason, frankly, that I would 
like to put them both together is because if – I think, as the 
Speaker suggested, let us let them both run separately and see 
what happens. What simply would happen is the Senate would 
shrink the size of the House and not the size of the Senate, and I 
do not think that is the outcome I want. So I am introducing this 
amendment to keep them both together so that outcome is not 
achieved.  
 And the reason why I think that the status quo is something 
that should be preserved in this case is because I think it is good 
public policy not to make the number of people you represent 
too large. Right now we represent about 60,000 people, and that 
is small enough so that if you really wanted to, you can visit 
each individual person personally, and I have done that. It is 
small enough so that because you can do this with shoe leather, 
you are not dependent on special interest group money. You can 
win an election like this given the status quo without becoming 
dependent on special interest money. In fact, you can win 
elections even without the support of your own party. So it 
really gives you the opportunity for a lot of independence and a 
lot of freedom to just vote based on good public policy.  
 I think there is a value in keeping districts, the size of 
districts, smaller, because I think people want a State 
Representative that they will meet in the grocery store or meet, 
you know, just walking the streets. I think people want that 
one-on-one contact, that feeling of connectedness, that feeling 
that they can call you by first name on the street. And I think the 
larger the number of people we represent, the more you lose 
that.  
 Mr. Speaker, I do not think the cost issues cited for 
shrinking the size of the legislature are really justified. A, they 
are just such a small percentage of the total amount we spend; 
and B, you know, you are talking about 50 people in a State 
government that has hundreds of thousands of people. I mean, 
the size of State government is enormous, enormous the number 
of people, and to suggest that by reducing 50 of them you are 
going to cut costs in any meaningful way, in my view, is a false 
argument.  
 Mr. Speaker, so again, paradoxically, I think the way we 
maintain that touch with people, the way we maintain that 
one-to-one contact, that independence, is by combining these 
two bills together. So I would ask for a "yes" vote. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I found the gentleman's argument for his amendment 
because he is really against his amendment quite interesting to 
say the least.  
 The simple fact is, Mr. Speaker, we have proposed to do 
this through two bills, not that that is necessarily better, right, or 
whatever, it is just a different way to approach the Senate on 
this particular subject.  
 I know some may have a concern that the Senate might 
consider a constitutional amendment to reduce the size of the 
House and not consider reducing the size of the Senate. I would 
remind the members that whatever action takes place in this 
legislative session on these two issues is not the last bite of that 
apple, if you will, that this body gets.  
 
 



2286 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE DECEMBER 16 

 Clearly, for one, if either one of these bills were amended 
and sent back, we would have that opportunity to reconsider it, 
but more importantly, the entire constitutional – the process for 
amending the Constitution says we have to come back next 
session and do this all over again.  
 So I would suggest that to support this amendment as a way 
of, arguably, complicating, in a kind sense, complicating this 
issue for the Senate is not productive.  
 The fact is we have two separate questions: One is, what is 
the size of the House? And the second question is, what is the 
size of the Senate? We have proposed them in two separate bills 
as constitutional amendments. And if the Senate were to settle 
on something that the House of Representatives of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as a body disagreed with, we 
would have that opportunity to make that known and to have 
our voice heard once again, either on an amended bill from the 
Senate, or next session you just go a different direction because 
clearly they are not going in the direction that presumably the 
majority of this House was heading.  
 I would ask members to vote against the amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. The question recurs – pardon me. 
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Hanna. 
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge a "yes" vote on this amendment.  
 I would like to share with the members that I have the roll 
call in front of me from when this very language was offered on 
Monday, April 2, 2012, and this amendment passed with  
169 "yes" votes. There were only 25 "no" votes, and I believe 
only 11 from the other side of the aisle. So this very amendment 
passed the last time we dealt with this issue with a resounding 
169 yeses, and in the interest of consistency, I would certainly 
urge everyone to vote the same way this time.  
 So I would urge a "yes" on the amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith.  
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The minority whip's argument really is making my point. 
However, I would recommend that the fact that, presumably, we 
have given the other bill second consideration and it is in 
position for third consideration tomorrow, and likewise with 
this bill – it would be in order for third consideration tomorrow 
if given second this evening – and that the net effect of the vote 
that the gentleman is citing from last session is compounded in 
our votes for both of these bills on final passage.  
 I would urge the members to allow this bill to be 
considered in its singular nature and that the two bills would go 
as a comparative piece – a companion piece, excuse me – to the 
Senate. And I would ask the members to vote against this 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 
 
 
 

 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–88 
 
Bishop Davis Kavulich Parker 
Bizzarro Dean Keller, W. Pashinski 
Boback Deasy Kim Petrarca 
Boyle, B. DeLissio Kinsey Rapp 
Boyle, K. DeLuca Kirkland Ravenstahl 
Bradford Dermody Kortz Readshaw 
Brooks DiGirolamo Longietti Roebuck 
Brown, V. Donatucci Mahoney Rozzi 
Brownlee Evans Markosek Sabatina 
Burns Fabrizio Matzie Sainato 
Caltagirone Flynn McCarter Samuelson 
Carroll Frankel McGeehan Scavello 
Causer Freeman McNeill Schreiber 
Clay Gainey Miller, D. Sims 
Cohen Gibbons Mirabito Snyder 
Conklin Goodman Miranda Sturla 
Costa, D. Haggerty Molchany Thomas 
Costa, P. Haluska Mundy Vitali 
Cox Hanna Neilson Waters 
Daley, M. Harhai Neuman Wheatley 
Daley, P. Harkins O'Brien White 
Davidson Harris, J. O'Neill Youngblood 
 
 NAYS–107 
 
Adolph Gillespie Mackenzie Reese 
Aument Gingrich Major Regan 
Baker Godshall Maloney Roae 
Barbin Greiner Marshall Rock 
Barrar Grell Marsico Ross 
Benninghoff Grove Masser Saccone 
Bloom Hackett McGinnis Sankey 
Brown, R. Hahn Mentzer Santarsiero 
Christiana Harhart Metcalfe Saylor 
Clymer Harper Metzgar Schlossberg 
Corbin Harris, A. Miccarelli Simmons 
Culver Heffley Micozzie Smith 
Cutler Helm Millard Sonney 
Delozier Hennessey Miller, R. Stephens 
Denlinger Hickernell Milne Stern 
Dunbar James Moul Stevenson 
Ellis Kampf Murt Swanger 
Emrick Kauffman Mustio Tallman 
English Keller, F. Oberlander Taylor 
Evankovich Keller, M.K. Painter Tobash 
Everett Killion Payne Toepel 
Farina Knowles Peifer Toohil 
Farry Kotik Petri Truitt 
Fee Krieger Pickett Turzai 
Fleck Kula Pyle Vereb 
Gabler Lawrence Quinn Watson 
Gillen Lucas Reed 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Mullery 
Cruz       Galloway    Maher 
 
 
 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? 
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 Mr. SAMUELSON offered the following amendment  
No. A04984:  
 

Amend Bill, page 3, line 1, by inserting after "reapportionment" 
, provided that a nonpartisan redistricting process has been adopted 
which replaces section 17 of Article II of the Constitution of 
Pennsylvania as written on the date of the adoption of this amendment 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the 
gentleman, Mr. Samuelson, is recognized.  
 Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 HB 1234, the proposed reduction of 50 seats in the House 
of Representatives, would take effect – according to the way the 
bill is written now – after the next reapportionment. And it 
would set up a redistricting process like we have never seen 
before in Pennsylvania. If you want to know who is going to be 
in charge of this redistricting process, look at the Constitution of 
our State. It says clearly that the redistricting commission as it 
exists now is the two party leaders in the House and the two 
party leaders in the Senate and a fifth person chosen by those 
four party leaders. So the calendar says that this process is going 
to take place in the year 2021.  
 Now, I do not who is going to be the Democratic leader in 
the House in 2021. I do not know who is going to be the 
Republican leader in the House in the year 2021. But I do know 
that we should not give those two party leaders additional 
power, the power to control the most watched redistricting 
process in decades. Fifty seats to be eliminated, and those two 
people would get to decide which House members stay and 
which House members go.  
 If we adopt this bill without providing for a nonpartisan 
redistricting process, we would concentrate additional power in 
the hands of these party leaders. They could keep an enemies 
list for a decade. When the reapportionment of 2021 comes up, 
it would be payback time. These two party leaders could punish 
legislators who have been independent. These two party leaders 
could punish legislators who dare to speak out. These two party 
leaders could punish legislators who dare to challenge the party 
line.  
 Do not take my word for it. I want to read from a letter that 
was submitted by the Pennsylvania League of Women Voters to 
the State Government Committee as the State Government 
Committee was considering HB 1234. The statewide president 
of the League of Women Voters, Susan Carty, wrote:  
 "Regarding reducing the size of the legislature, we have 
repeatedly emphasized the need to accompany any such action 
with reforms in the redistricting process. Downsizing the 
legislature would entail a radical redrawing of district 
boundaries. As we have seen with congressional redistricting, 
downsizing means making decisions on eliminating districts. 
While this painful process is unavoidable, the League believes 
that the process for making these decisions should be fair and 
transparent. Under the current process, the Legislative 
Reapportionment Commission, made up primarily of the 
majority and minority leaders of the House and Senate, has final 
authority to draw House district boundaries" as they are drawn. 
"This system gives the leadership enormous power to reward or 
punish members of their respective caucuses."  
 

 Later the League says, "…we submit that redistricting 
reform be an integral part of any proposed amendment that 
reduces the size of the legislature." 
 If you ask your constituents what they think of providing 
for a nonpartisan redistricting process, they would tell you they 
are not happy when gerrymandering is the process that is used. 
They are not happy when redistricting is used to gain a political 
advantage for one party or the other. Our constituents believe 
that redistricting should be done by a nonpartisan entity.  
 This amendment provides that HB 1234 would take effect 
provided that a nonpartisan redistricting process has been 
adopted. We need a fair and open process. We need a 
nonpartisan process.  
 I urge a "yes" vote on amendment 4984. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Smith, on the 
amendment. 
 Mr. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, this is substantially similar to the amendment 
that was considered on the prior bill that deals with the Senate, 
and I would urge the members to vote against this amendment.  
 I would offer this up, that the process by which 
reapportionment is done is something that certainly is worthy of 
evaluation, of rethinking if there is a better way to do it; there 
might be a better way to do it. I do not believe that the sudden 
and simple version that is before us quite gets us there.  
 The simple fact is that reapportionment is a complex and 
complicated process. Even the courts have made, arguably, 
conflicting decisions over the three last reapportionments, or at 
least the directions that have been pushed have created some 
questions of consistency in terms of what the Legislative 
Reapportionment Commission is supposed to do.  
 However, Mr. Speaker, that being said, I would ask the 
members to vote against this amendment primarily so that we 
can put forth to the Senate two very straightforward and simple 
questions and would be more than willing to deal with a third 
complicated one at a later date. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Hanna, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, once again I rise to support Mr. Samuelson's 
amendment.  
 Mr. Speaker, this is the amendment that once again 
addresses the most serious problem we have in Washington 
today, and that is the gerrymandering that has gone on that has 
created the extreme partisanship that has so paralyzed the 
government in Washington. Mr. Samuelson's amendment 
addresses that and this is your opportunity to support that, and it 
does it, as the prior speaker noted, in a very simplistic way.  
 It says that this bill cannot take place until a nonpartisan 
redistricting process has been adopted. That gives this body  
7 years, you have 7 years to agree on what a nonpartisan 
redistricting process is. Certainly we can resolve the question of 
what is a nonpartisan redistricting process over the course of the 
next 7 years.  
 Adoption of the Samuelson amendment simply puts us in a 
position where we need to address gerrymandering and correct 
it. So this is your opportunity to make that vote today and say 
that you stand against what has paralyzed Washington in their 
deliberations.  
 I urge a "yes" vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–89 
 
Barbin DeLissio Kinsey Pashinski 
Bishop DeLuca Kirkland Petrarca 
Bizzarro Dermody Kortz Rapp 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Kotik Ravenstahl 
Boyle, K. Evans Kula Readshaw 
Bradford Fabrizio Longietti Roebuck 
Brooks Farina Mahoney Rozzi 
Brown, V. Flynn Markosek Sabatina 
Brownlee Frankel Matzie Sainato 
Burns Freeman McCarter Samuelson 
Caltagirone Gainey McGeehan Santarsiero 
Carroll Gibbons McNeill Schlossberg 
Clay Goodman Miller, D. Schreiber 
Cohen Haggerty Mirabito Sims 
Conklin Haluska Miranda Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Molchany Sturla 
Costa, P. Harhai Mundy Thomas 
Daley, M. Harkins Neilson Vitali 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Neuman Waters 
Davidson Kavulich O'Brien Wheatley 
Davis Keller, W. Painter White 
Dean Kim Parker Youngblood 
Deasy 
 
 NAYS–106 
 
Adolph Gabler Mackenzie Reed 
Aument Gillen Major Reese 
Baker Gillespie Maloney Regan 
Barrar Gingrich Marshall Roae 
Benninghoff Godshall Marsico Rock 
Bloom Greiner Masser Ross 
Boback Grell McGinnis Saccone 
Brown, R. Grove Mentzer Sankey 
Causer Hackett Metcalfe Saylor 
Christiana Hahn Metzgar Scavello 
Clymer Harhart Miccarelli Simmons 
Corbin Harper Micozzie Smith 
Cox Harris, A. Millard Sonney 
Culver Heffley Miller, R. Stephens 
Cutler Helm Milne Stern 
Delozier Hennessey Moul Stevenson 
Denlinger Hickernell Murt Swanger 
DiGirolamo James Mustio Tallman 
Dunbar Kampf O'Neill Taylor 
Ellis Kauffman Oberlander Tobash 
Emrick Keller, F. Payne Toepel 
English Keller, M.K. Peifer Toohil 
Evankovich Killion Petri Truitt 
Everett Knowles Pickett Turzai 
Farry Krieger Pyle Vereb 
Fee Lawrence Quinn Watson 
Fleck Lucas 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Mullery 
Cruz Galloway Maher 
 
 
 

 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? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman,  
Mr. Markosek, is recognized for suspension of the rules for 
consideration of amendment 5066. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On suspension, the 
gentleman, Mr. Markosek, is recognized.  
 Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to suspend the rules, and I would 
indicate that for the members, this is a suspension vote first, and 
the amendment that I have that was not timely filed would have, 
again, a 6-year term for the Senate and a 4-year term for House 
members.  
 We have heard all the arguments for and against. I would 
just add one thing about a 4-year term here in the House.  
 In my many years that I have been here, the one thing that 
the public seems to all agree with is the fact that a 2-year term is 
really – does not make a whole lot of sense. Almost every other 
elected official that we serve with, whether they be school board 
members, township commissioners, borough officials, they all 
have 4-year terms. Even our political people have a 4-year term. 
The chairs of our committees and our committee people of both 
parties have 4-year terms.  
 A 2-year term is, in effect, an anachronism. It was 
established years ago when people quite frankly did not want 
the job. And in those days, you know, okay, I will do my  
2 years and find somebody else to do 2 years. It is different 
today. We have lots of people who want these jobs and are— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please 
suspend. The Chair has been advised that perhaps we have gone 
afield from the motion to suspend and he may be debating the 
bill in chief.  
 Mr. MARKOSEK. This is a suspension motion and I would 
ask all of the members to give it a chance and let us please vote 
to suspend. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, on the 
motion to suspend.  
 Mr. TURZAI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I rise in opposition to the motion to suspend. 
 The underlying constitutional amendment of reducing the 
size of the House from 203 members to 153 members is one that 
has been vetted quite significantly both here in our chamber last 
session and this session, as well as in the public domain. Many, 
many periodicals and other media outlets have vetted and 
chimed both from a news perspective and from an opinion 
perspective on the underlying constitutional amendment.  
 The amendment that is not timely filed has not been so 
vetted. The rules should not be suspended, and we would urge 
the members to vote "no."  
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 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Hanna, on the 
motion to suspend.  
 Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge a "yes" vote on the motion to 
suspend.  
 Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Allegheny County 
deserves an opportunity to have his amendment fully debated 
and I would urge a "yes" vote so that we can debate that 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–86 
 
Barbin DeLissio Kinsey Pashinski 
Bishop DeLuca Kirkland Petrarca 
Bizzarro Dermody Kortz Ravenstahl 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Kotik Readshaw 
Boyle, K. Evans Kula Roebuck 
Bradford Fabrizio Longietti Rozzi 
Brown, V. Farina Mahoney Sabatina 
Brownlee Flynn Markosek Sainato 
Burns Frankel Matzie Samuelson 
Caltagirone Freeman McCarter Santarsiero 
Carroll Gainey McGeehan Schlossberg 
Clay Gibbons McNeill Schreiber 
Cohen Goodman Mirabito Sims 
Conklin Haggerty Miranda Snyder 
Costa, D. Haluska Molchany Sturla 
Costa, P. Hanna Mundy Thomas 
Daley, M. Harhai Neilson Vitali 
Daley, P. Harkins Neuman Waters 
Davidson Harris, J. O'Brien Wheatley 
Davis Kavulich Painter White 
Dean Keller, W. Parker Youngblood 
Deasy Kim 
 
 NAYS–109 
 
Adolph Gabler Mackenzie Rapp 
Aument Gillen Major Reed 
Baker Gillespie Maloney Reese 
Barrar Gingrich Marshall Regan 
Benninghoff Godshall Marsico Roae 
Bloom Greiner Masser Rock 
Boback Grell McGinnis Ross 
Brooks Grove Mentzer Saccone 
Brown, R. Hackett Metcalfe Sankey 
Causer Hahn Metzgar Saylor 
Christiana Harhart Miccarelli Scavello 
Clymer Harper Micozzie Simmons 
Corbin Harris, A. Millard Smith 
Cox Heffley Miller, D. Sonney 
Culver Helm Miller, R. Stephens 
Cutler Hennessey Milne Stern 
Delozier Hickernell Moul Stevenson 
Denlinger James Murt Swanger 
DiGirolamo Kampf Mustio Tallman 
Dunbar Kauffman O'Neill Taylor 
Ellis Keller, F. Oberlander Tobash 
Emrick Keller, M.K. Payne Toepel 
English Killion Peifer Toohil 
Evankovich Knowles Petri Truitt 
Everett Krieger Pickett Turzai 
 
 

Farry Lawrence Pyle Vereb 
Fee Lucas Quinn Watson 
Fleck 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Mullery 
Cruz Galloway Maher 
 
 
 Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in 
the negative and the motion was not agreed to. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 Bill was agreed to.  
 

* * * 
 
 The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1411, 
PN 2506, entitled:  

 
An Act providing for the posting of annual financial reports for 

public school entities, for the convening of an advisory committee, for 
posting of final adopted budgets for public school entities and for the 
Department of Education's establishment of a searchable Internet 
website detailing certain information concerning receipts and 
expenditures by public school entities. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
 
 Mr. CUTLER  offered the following amendment  
No. A04188:  
 

Amend Bill, page 12, by inserting between lines 24 and 25 
(x)  Copies of all currently effective contracts 

between the public school entity and any union. 
Amend Bill, page 13, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 

(iii)  Provide the department with copies of all 
union contracts as required under this act and at such 
times, which shall be at least quarterly, as directed by the 
department in consultation with the advisory committee. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Cutler.  
 Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Very briefly, this is just an amendment that would include 
all the school contracts on the Web site, and it is supported by 
the prime sponsor of the bill. I would certainly appreciate an 
affirmative vote. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 (Members proceeded to vote.) 
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 Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman, Mr. Hanna, rise?  
 Mr. HANNA. I believe the gentleman from Delaware is 
trying to indicate his switch will not operate.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Vitali, is your switch 
malfunctioning?  
 Mr. VITALI. I was signaling to be recognized for 
interrogation well before this vote was taken, and that is what  
I was— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Vitali, there is nothing in 
order but the taking of the vote.  
 Mr. VITALI. Well, it seems to me we ought to have full 
debate on this issue.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please 
suspend.  
 Mr. VITALI. I mean, mistakes happen, Mr. Speaker, and 
you may not have seen I was―  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please 
suspend.  
 With respect to this vote, Mr. Vitali, we were in process, 
and the Chair has been advised that you jumped up after the 
vote was in progress.  
 Mr. VITALI. I think we should err on the side of full 
debate.  
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–194 
 
Adolph Evankovich Kortz Pickett 
Aument Evans Kotik Pyle 
Baker Everett Krieger Quinn 
Barbin Fabrizio Kula Rapp 
Barrar Farina Lawrence Ravenstahl 
Benninghoff Farry Longietti Readshaw 
Bishop Fee Lucas Reed 
Bizzarro Fleck Mackenzie Reese 
Bloom Flynn Mahoney Regan 
Boback Frankel Major Roae 
Boyle, B. Freeman Maloney Rock 
Boyle, K. Gabler Markosek Roebuck 
Bradford Gainey Marshall Ross 
Brooks Gibbons Marsico Rozzi 
Brown, R. Gillen Masser Sabatina 
Brown, V. Gillespie Matzie Saccone 
Brownlee Gingrich McCarter Sainato 
Burns Godshall McGeehan Samuelson 
Caltagirone Goodman McGinnis Sankey 
Carroll Greiner McNeill Santarsiero 
Causer Grell Mentzer Saylor 
Christiana Grove Metcalfe Scavello 
Clay Hackett Metzgar Schlossberg 
Clymer Haggerty Miccarelli Schreiber 
Cohen Hahn Micozzie Simmons 
Conklin Haluska Millard Sims 
Corbin Hanna Miller, D. Smith 
Costa, D. Harhai Miller, R. Snyder 
Costa, P. Harhart Milne Sonney 
Cox Harkins Mirabito Stephens 
Culver Harper Miranda Stern 
Cutler Harris, A. Molchany Stevenson 
Daley, M. Harris, J. Moul Sturla 
Daley, P. Heffley Mundy Swanger 
Davidson Helm Murt Tallman 
Davis Hennessey Mustio Taylor 

Dean Hickernell Neilson Thomas 
Deasy James Neuman Tobash 
DeLissio Kampf O'Brien Toepel 
Delozier Kauffman O'Neill Toohil 
DeLuca Kavulich Oberlander Truitt 
Denlinger Keller, F. Painter Turzai 
Dermody Keller, M.K. Parker Vereb 
DiGirolamo Keller, W. Pashinski Waters 
Donatucci Killion Payne Watson 
Dunbar Kim Peifer Wheatley 
Ellis Kinsey Petrarca White 
Emrick Kirkland Petri Youngblood 
English Knowles 
 
 NAYS–0 
 
 NOT VOTING–1 
 
Vitali 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Mullery 
Cruz Galloway Maher 
 
 
 The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the amendment was 
agreed to. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 
 Mr. CLYMER  offered the following amendment  
No. A04502: 
 

Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 14 and 15 
"Charter school entity."  A charter school, cyber charter school or 

regional charter school as defined in section 1703-A of the act of 
March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known as the Public School Code of 
1949. 

Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 28 and 29 
"Expenditure and performance measure."  An annual measure 

developed by the Department of Education in consultation with the 
advisory committee established under section 5 that compares the 
public school entity instructional expenditures for each public school 
entity to that public school entity's student academic performance. The 
measure shall include, but not be limited to, academic growth as 
measured by the Pennsylvania Value-Added Assessment System. 

Amend Bill, page 7, lines 20 through 22, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 

(3)  A charter school entity. 
"Public school entity instructional expenditures."  Expenditures 

made from the General Fund for instructional and support services by 
the public school entity as reported on the public school entity's most 
recent annual financial report, to be determined by the Department of 
Education in consultation with the advisory committee established 
under section 5. The term shall include, but not be limited to, all 
functions related to instruction and support services pursuant to the 
Manual of Accounting and Related Financial Procedures. 

Amend Bill, page 9, lines 1 through 4, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

 plans for the department's development and 
establishment of the following: 

(i)  The third phase of SchoolWATCH, which 
shall consist of a searchable database detailing certain 
information concerning receipts and expenditures by 
public school entities; and 
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(ii)  The fourth phase of SchoolWATCH, under 
which the expenditure and performance measure for each 
public school entity shall be added to the searchable 
database. 

Amend Bill, page 9, line 6, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 

 paragraph (1) shall consist of the following: 
(i)  The following members, to be 

Amend Bill, page 9, lines 10 through 17, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 

(A)  Five school district business 
managers. 

(B)  Three charter school entity business 
managers. 

(C)  Three area vocational-technical 
school business managers. 
(ii)  The chairman and minority chairman of the 

Education Committee of the Senate. 
(iii)  The chairman and minority chairman of the 

Education Committee of the House of Representatives. 
(iv)  Two members who shall be selected by the 

secretary from among the citizens of this 
Commonwealth. 

Amend Bill, page 10, lines 13 through 16, by striking out all of 
lines 13 through 15 and "(B)  INDIVIDUAL" in line 16 and inserting 

 on the Internet database individual 
Amend Bill, page 11, lines 9 and 10, by striking out ", AT A 

MINIMUM, PROVIDE" and inserting 
 provide only 

Amend Bill, page 13, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
(5)  The Internet database shall not provide any 

additional information that is not specifically required or 
permitted under this act. 

Section 5.1.  Expenditure and performance measures to be posted. 
Within four years of the effective date of this act, the department, 

in consultation with the advisory committee, shall do all of the 
following: 

(1)  Develop the expenditure and performance measure. 
In developing the expenditure and performance measure, the 
department and the advisory committee shall: 

(i)  Consult with school district superintendents, 
charter school entity administrators, area vocational-
technical school chief administrative officers and 
curriculum directors representing school districts, charter 
school entities and area vocational-technical schools. 

(ii)  Use data submitted by each public school 
entity on its most recent annual financial report and 
relevant academic performance data as determined by the 
department in consultation with the advisory committee. 

(iii)  Not require public school entities to report 
any additional data. 
(2)  Include on the Internet database, as the fourth phase 

of SchoolWatch, the expenditure and performance measure for 
each public school entity, which the department shall update 
annually. 
Amend Bill, page 14, line 4, by striking out "AND 5(B)" and 

inserting 
, 5(b) and 5.1 

Amend Bill, page 14, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
(c.1)  Additional information.– 

(1)  A public school entity shall not be required to 
provide any additional information that is not specifically 
required or permitted under this act. 

(2)  No public school entity shall be required to provide 
additional information beyond the information required to be 
provided by any other public school entity. 
Amend Bill, page 14, line 16, by inserting after "PARAGRAPH." 

 The department shall provide 30 days' notice to the school district 

prior to the withholding. If the school district becomes compliant 
during the 30-day period, no funds shall be withheld. 

Amend Bill, page 15, line 4, by inserting after "ENTITY." 
 The department shall provide 30 days' notice to the charter school 
entity prior to directing a school district of residence to transfer 
required payments to the department or holding deducted amounts in 
escrow under this paragraph. If the charter school entity becomes 
compliant during the 30-day period, no funds shall be transferred to the 
department or held in escrow. 

Amend Bill, page 15, line 17, by inserting after "SCHOOL." 
 The department shall provide 30 days' notice to the area 

vocational-technical school prior to directing a school district to 
transfer required payments to the department or holding funds in 
escrow under this paragraph. If the area vocational-technical 
school becomes compliant during the 30-day period, no funds 
shall be transferred to the department or held in escrow. 

(4)  All decisions by the secretary under this subsection 
shall be appealable to the court of common pleas of the county in 
which the public school entity is located. No funds shall be 
withheld, transferred to the department or held in escrow under 
paragraphs (1), (2) or (3) until all appeals are exhausted. 

 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment, the 
gentleman, Mr. Clymer, is recognized.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, very briefly, what this does is, this 
amendment, is to clarify and make some technical changes to it. 
It expands the advisory committee to include two citizen 
members. Right now there are 15 members. This will make it  
17 members to be appointed by the Secretary of Education. It 
clarifies that the public school entities will not be subjected to 
additional reporting obligations that are not required or 
permitted under the act.  
 Mr. Speaker, it requires that the PDE (Pennsylvania 
Department of Education) and the advisory committee develop 
an expenditure and performance measure for which each public 
school entity posts a measure as phase four of SchoolWATCH 
within 14 years. Mr. Speaker, it requires the PDE and the 
advisory committee to consult with school administrators and 
curriculum directors in developing the expenditure and 
performance measures. Mr. Speaker, it ensures that the 
expenditure and performance measures will be based on already 
submitted data and will not require additional reporting.  
 And, Mr. Speaker, it says that this amendment makes all 
decisions of the Secretary appealable to the court of common 
pleas, and also to provide that no funds will be withheld or held 
in escrow until all appeals are exhausted.  
 Those are the changes that are made through this 
amendment. Thank you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Roebuck, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I rise to oppose the amendment.  
 What the amendment asks is that school districts now do 
more than they are required to under the legislation as originally 
proposed. It is going to cost school districts money with these 
expanded responsibilities. Secondly, it also changed the 
composition of the board, shifts more of that to the Department 
of Education and disproportionately gives to that agency or to 
that part of government power in this area.  
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 I think that what this does, it does not really help to address 
the fundamental intent of the bill. It expands the responsibility 
of school districts. It costs the school districts. It does not do 
that which is positive and I would ask that we vote against it.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman and recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Clymer, for the 
second time.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, what I said at the outset was 
that my amendment has this advisory committee, and we are 
going to expand it by two members, by citizens. And that 
advisory committee will be working with PDE, so they will 
work in concert with each other to provide the information that 
HB 1411 brings about. And remember that we are looking at 
ways to make the – so when there are expenditures that are 
being provided to the school districts that those expenditures are 
going to be accountable.  
 And so I think to have that as part of the policy makes 
sense, and so I would again say to my good friend from 
Philadelphia that what we are trying to do is just make 
accountability and transparency so that we have the quality of 
education that we need, and also, so that the citizens have the 
opportunity to see the expenditures that are being placed in the 
school districts so that those expenditures can be looked at and 
they can make decisions, that is the general public.  
 So again, I would ask support of the amendment. Thank 
you.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman.  
 The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Thomas, on the 
amendment.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the 
amendment stand for interrogation?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has agreed. 
You may proceed, sir.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, what is the relationship 
between the Speaker's bill, which talks about amending the 
Constitution to reduce the size of the legislature, and 
reorganizing charter schools?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I believe the gentleman is on a 
different bill. We have nothing to do with constitutional 
mandates or changes.  
 Mr. THOMAS. I understand that. And my question to you 
is, what are we attempting to do through this bill?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Well, that will be explained shortly. Right 
now we are doing the amendment. You will hear an explanation 
of the HB 1411.  
 Mr. THOMAS. On the amendment, it is my understanding 
that charter schools or public schools are subject to jurisdiction 
of local school districts and are subject to most of the 
parameters that the law provides for local school districts. So 
what are we doing here that is different from what is currently 
going on?  
 Mr. CLYMER. What you say is correct, that the cyber 
charter and charter schools are under the jurisdiction of the 
public schools. They are part of the public schools network. 
But— 
 Mr. THOMAS. I cannot hear you, Mr. Speaker. That might 
be why I got confused with amending the Constitution and 
charter schools.  
 Mr. CLYMER. What you said is correct, that the public 
schools can be defined as cyber charter and charter schools. But 
if you are asking me about the bill itself, that will be explained 

to you shortly. We are working on an amendment, an 
amendment to the bill, which I just, I thought I explained 
thoroughly as to what this amendment will do as it expands the 
advisory commission. The bill will provide that no funds will be 
withheld when there are problems.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker?  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please 
suspend.  
 Mr. THOMAS. I am trying to get an understanding. I read 
the amendment. The amendment talks about an advisory board 
and it talks about other responsibilities as it relates to charter 
schools.  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker––  
 Mr. THOMAS. My basic question is, what does this – how 
does this change current law?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, it is really about 
accountability for the spending, and I mentioned that very 
clearly as we went into my amendment. That is what it is all 
about and that is what HB 1411 is about. It is about the 
accountability of spending and how we are going to measure 
that accountability. And mostly online, it is going to be online 
accountability of this spending. So I submit that.  
 And this is so that the taxpayers, the citizens can take a 
look at that spending and make some evaluations, see if the 
school districts are reaching the mission that they have been 
given in this spending to create those objectives in education.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker— 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Thomas, have you 
concluded your interrogation of Mr. Clymer?  
 Mr. THOMAS. No, I have not, Mr. Speaker.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. You may continue.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, my second question is, how 
does the current department fund its Web net and developing its 
Web net?  
 Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, that question is going to be 
explained in HB 1411 by the prime sponsor. He will provide the 
gentleman from Philadelphia the answer that he is looking for.  
I mean, my amendment does some clarification, some technical 
changes, and that is what the amendment is about. It is not about 
the substance of the bill, but it is to explain some of the changes 
that we are making.  
 Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I conclude my interrogation.  
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas, 
has concluded his interrogation. On the amendment. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I started off with this constitutional 
amendment to reduce the size of the legislature, and we have 
spent a lot of time on that. Now we are talking about creating, 
establishing an advisory commission within the Pennsylvania 
Department of Education to establish a Web net to track and 
oversee charter school expenditures. Now, if I am not mistaken, 
that is the gist of his amendment, and my question is – that is 
the bill – but in his amendment it establishes the advisory 
committee. 
 Well, then, Mr. Speaker, point of clarification, when I ask 
the maker of the amendment to explain his amendment. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Thomas, I believe the 
gentleman, Mr. Clymer, has explained his amendment, but if he 
would like to repeat it. 
 Mr. CLYMER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Clymer, 
is recognized. 
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 Mr. CLYMER. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, it expands the advisory committee to include 
two citizen members. Right now there are 15 members, and 
these will be 2 additional members to be appointed by the 
Secretary of Education. 
 Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I still do not understand, but here is my point, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Clymer amendment. We just went through a 
very difficult budget period. There was at least $20 million,  
$25 million for just technology – Web net development, 
Internet, E-Net, P-net – and most of that money is in the 
Governor's Office, the Education Department, and several other 
Commonwealth agencies. We sent a lot of money to local 
communities to help develop a system that has continuity, 
uniformity, and is transparent. This just aggravates a process 
that is already in place, and I think that all we need to do, if 
there are some additional changes needed to strengthen the bill, 
we need to be sitting down with the Secretary of Education or 
with the Governor's technology person and maybe even with the 
majority leader. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, this does nothing to improve the quality 
of charter schools. I just saw a report yesterday where charter 
schools are actually failing worse than public schools in overall 
performance. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, I sat back here and I have tried to be 
quiet, but, Mr. Speaker, enough is enough. And I do not 
understand where we are going with this. So what I would like 
to ask the gentleman – and I have the utmost respect for the 
gentleman – if he would just withdraw this amendment and let 
us keep it moving. 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
gentleman. 
 Mr. Clymer, it is my understanding you have spoken twice 
already and we are not allowed to go a third time. 
 Thank you, Mr. Clymer. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
 
 The following roll call was recorded: 
 
 YEAS–100 
 
Adolph Fleck Krieger Quinn 
Aument Gabler Lawrence Reed 
Baker Gillen Mackenzie Reese 
Barrar Gillespie Major Regan 
Benninghoff Gingrich Maloney Rock 
Bloom Godshall Marshall Ross 
Boback Greiner Marsico Saccone 
Brown, R. Grell Masser Sankey 
Causer Grove McGinnis Saylor 
Christiana Hackett Mentzer Scavello 
Clymer Hahn Metzgar Simmons 
Corbin Harhart Miccarelli Smith 
Cox Harper Micozzie Sonney 
Culver Harris, A. Millard Stephens 
Cutler Heffley Miller, R. Stern 
Delozier Helm Milne Stevenson 
Denlinger Hennessey Moul Swanger 
Dunbar Hickernell Murt Tallman 
Ellis James Mustio Taylor 
Emrick Kampf Oberlander Tobash 
English Kauffman Payne Toepel 
 
 
 

Evankovich Keller, F. Peifer Toohil 
Everett Keller, M.K. Petri Turzai 
Farry Killion Pickett Vereb 
Fee Knowles Pyle Watson 
 
 NAYS–95 
 
Barbin DeLuca Kortz Petrarca 
Bishop Dermody Kotik Rapp 
Bizzarro DiGirolamo Kula Ravenstahl 
Boyle, B. Donatucci Longietti Readshaw 
Boyle, K. Evans Lucas Roae 
Bradford Fabrizio Mahoney Roebuck 
Brooks Farina Markosek Rozzi 
Brown, V. Flynn Matzie Sabatina 
Brownlee Frankel McCarter Sainato 
Burns Freeman McGeehan Samuelson 
Caltagirone Gainey McNeill Santarsiero 
Carroll Gibbons Metcalfe Schlossberg 
Clay Goodman Miller, D. Schreiber 
Cohen Haggerty Mirabito Sims 
Conklin Haluska Miranda Snyder 
Costa, D. Hanna Molchany Sturla 
Costa, P. Harhai Mundy Thomas 
Daley, M. Harkins Neilson Truitt 
Daley, P. Harris, J. Neuman Vitali 
Davidson Kavulich O'Brien Waters 
Davis Keller, W. O'Neill Wheatley 
Dean Kim Painter White 
Deasy Kinsey Parker Youngblood 
DeLissio Kirkland Pashinski 
 
 NOT VOTING–0 
 
 EXCUSED–7 
 
Briggs Day Gergely Mullery 
Cruz Galloway Maher 
 
 
 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 pro tempore. It is the Chair's understanding 
that all additional amendments have been withdrawn. 
 
 On the question recurring, 
 Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration as 
amended? 
 Bill as amended was agreed to. 
 
 (Bill as amended will be reprinted.) 
 
 The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the 
members, there will be no further votes. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, who moves that the following bills be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations: 
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  HB   452; 
  HB   490; 
  HB   587; 
  HB 1234; 
  HB 1271; 
  HB 1411; 
  HB 1716; 
  HB 1725; and 
  SB  1024. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, who moves that HB 1816 and HB 1878 be 
removed from the tabled calendar and placed on the active 
calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTION  

 Mr. TURZAI called up HR 107, PN 864, entitled: 
 
A Resolution urging the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania to require 

pro bono legal service as a condition of admission to the Pennsylvania 
Bar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House adopt the resolution? 

RESOLUTION TABLED  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, who moves that HR 107 be removed from the 
active calendar and placed on the tabled calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

RESOLUTION REMOVED FROM TABLE  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader, who moves that HR 107 be removed from the 
tabled calendar and placed on the active calendar. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

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

ADJOURNMENT  

 The SPEAKER pro tempore. Representative Haggerty from 
Lackawanna County is recognized, who moves that this House 
do now adjourn until Tuesday, December 17, 2013, at 11 a.m., 
e.s.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
 
 On the question, 
 Will the House agree to the motion? 
 Motion was agreed to, and at 8:03 p.m., e.s.t., the House 
adjourned. 


