COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL

TUESDAY, JUNE 30, 2015

SESSION OF 2015

199TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY

No. 56

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

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

THE SPEAKER (MIKE TURZAI)
PRESIDING

PRAYER

HON. RICK SACCONE, member of the House
Representatives, offered the following prayer:

Good morning.

| invite you all to pray in your faith traditionsa pray in
mine.

Almighty God, we welcome You into our House antbiaur
hearts. We stand before You with thanks for all bhessings
You continue to pour out over us and our Commontlieabrd,
we acknowledge that You are almighty and that Yowegn
over the universe which You created. We ask that &uater our
hearts and govern over us.

Father God, as our culture morally crashes arausdwe
pray that we may live out the words spoken by Abmah
Lincoln at Gettysburg "...that this nation, under Gshiall have
a new birth of freedom...."

Heavenly Father, we know we cannot survive as teoma
without You. Help us to turn back toward You, tekeYour
guidance in everything we do.

Lord, we pray that You will bless those in our itaily,
especially those in harm's way; that You will comfand
strengthen those that have been wounded in defénkis great
nation. Lord, be with us within this chamber andhwit, and
with our families.

We ask all this in Your holy name, in the namerofir son,
Jesus Christ. Amen.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

(The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by memberd
visitors.)

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the approval okt
Journal of Monday, June 29, 2015, will be postpomedil
printed.

-

@ No. 1367 By

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND
RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES

HB 1204, PN 1579 By Rep. ROSS
An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.99p.21),
known as the Liquor Code, in licenses and reguiati¢iquor, alcohol
and malt and brewed beverages, further providingirfi¢erlocking
business prohibited, for number and kinds of liesnallowed same

oOflicensee and for interlocking business prohibitadgd, in distilleries,

wineries, bonded warehouses, bailees for hire mmsporters for hire,
further providing for limited wineries.

LIQUOR CONTROL.

HB 1273, PN 200ZAmended) By Rep. ROSS

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.99p.21),
known as the Liquor Code, in preliminary provisiphsther providing
for the definitions of "association" and "persoahd, in licenses and
regulations and liquor, alcohol and malt and brelvederages, further
providing for applications for hotel, restaurantasiub liquor licenses
and for sales by liquor licensees and restrictions.

LIQUOR CONTROL.

ACTUARIAL NOTES

The SPEAKER. The Speaker acknowledges receiptnof a
actuarial note for SB 1, PN 1132.

The Speaker acknowledges receipt of actuarial snéoe
amendment A01625, amendment A01626, amendment A0162
amendment A01628, and amendment A01629 to HB 727,
PN 1555.

(Copies of actuarial notes are on file with thardal clerk.)

HOUSE BILLS
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED

Representatives HARHAI, KNOWLES,
SANTORA, GROVE, HEFFLEY, HELM, ROZZI, O'BRIEN,
KOTIK, SCHLOSSBERG, THOMAS, MILLARD,
LONGIETTI, D. COSTA, KAUFFMAN, DeLUCA, MURT
and WATSON

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,2ypknown

as the Tax Reform Code of 1971, in personal inctameproviding for
contributions for State Food Purchase Program.

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, June 30, 2015.
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No. 1426 By Representatives DIiGIROLAMO
RAVENSTAHL, V. BROWN, CALTAGIRONE, COHEN,
DAVIS, DEASY, DONATUCCI, DRISCOLL, FREEMAN,
GAINEY, HANNA, HARKINS, KAVULICH, KOTIK,

MAHONEY, McCARTER, McNEILL, MURT, O'BRIEN,
READSHAW, SANTORA, THOMAS, YOUNGBLOOD,
MICCARELLI, D. COSTA, WHITE and DeLUCA

An Act amending the act of July 19, 1979 (P.L.13().48),
known as the Health Care Facilities Act, providfog hospital patient
protection.

Referred to Committee on HEALTH, June 30, 2015.

No. 1427 By Representatives MULLERY, COHEN
CARROLL, TOPPER, MILLARD, PASHINSKI, BARRAR,
D. COSTA, THOMAS, KAVULICH, MOUL, DONATUCCI,
SCHREIBER, ROZZI, RADER, TOOHIL, SCHLOSSBERCG
SAYLOR and EVERETT

An Act amending the act of April 6, 1951 (P.L.6%.R0), known
as The Landlord and Tenant Act of 1951, in tenamgéits to cable
television, further providing for definitions, feight to render services
and notice and for compensation for physical damage

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 30, 2015.

No. 1428 By Representatives KAMPF, TURZAI, CUTLER
MUSTIO, DIAMOND, MILLARD, TOPPER, KAUFFMAN,
ZIMMERMAN, PHILLIPS-HILL, SCHEMEL, CORBIN,
WHEELAND, BARRAR, DELOZIER, SAYLOR,
GODSHALL, A. HARRIS, TOEPEL, ROSS and TRUITT

An Act providing for transparency of claims madeaiagt
ashestos-related bankruptcy trusts, for compensatial allocation of
responsibility, for the preservation of resourced éor the imposition
of liabilities.

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 30, 2015.

No. 1429 By Representatives PASHINSKI, KOTIK
ROEBUCK, CALTAGIRONE, McNEILL, GODSHALL,
D. COSTA, COHEN, SCHREIBER, KORTZ and KIRKLAND

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.3R®,130),
known as The County Code, in third class countyveation center
authorities, further providing for hotel room relntax.

Referred to Committee on TOURISM
RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT, June 30, 2015.

ANI

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, preserhe
following bills for concurrence:

SB 6, PN 1124
Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 30, 2015.
SB 533, PN 490

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 30, 2015.

7y

SB 536, PN 1118
Referred to Committee on HEALTH, June 30, 2015.
SB 748, PN 790

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, June 30,
2015.

SB 756, PN 1009
Referred to Committee on COMMERCE, June 30, 2015.
SB 862, PN 1129

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, June 30, 2015.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

The SPEAKER. The majority whip requests a leave of
absence for Representative BAKER of Tioga County tfe
day.

And the minority whip requests leaves of absence f
Representative BARBIN of Cambria County for the ,dapd
Representative DeLUCA of Allegheny County for theyd

The majority whip has also indicated that Represare
LAWRENCE of Chester County requests a leave of mteséor
the day.

The majority whip's requests are granted, andntiveority
whip's requests are granted.

MASTER ROLL CALL

The SPEAKER. We will now proceed to the mastelraall.
Members will proceed to vote.

The following roll call was recorded:

PRESENT-194

Acosta Everett Kortz Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Readshaw
Barrar Farina Krieger Reed
Benninghoff Farry Lewis Reese
Bishop Fee Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Frankel Maher Roebuck
Boback Freeman Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gabler Major Rozzi
Bradford Gainey Maloney Saccone
Briggs Galloway Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gergely Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gibbons Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillen Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gillespie Matzie Santora
Carroll Gingrich McCarter Saylor
Causer Godshall McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Goodman McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Greiner Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Grove Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hahn Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Hanna Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhai Millard Snyder
Cox Harhart Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harkins Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harper Milne Stephens
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Nittany Lions. Give him a warm welcome. We had Goac
Franklin here not long ago, and he is one dynamig. o
| hope you have a great season.

UNCONTESTED CALENDAR

RESOLUTIONS PURSUANT TO RULE 35

Mr. GROVE called updR 355, PN 1629¢ntitled:

A Resolution commemorating the 250th anniversaryhef York
Fair.

* % %

Mr. PYLE called uHR 398, PN 1809¢ntitled:

A Resolution designating the month of August 20%5"'i€idney
Cancer Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the House adopt the resolutions?

Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Taylor
Davidson Helm Mustio Thomas
Davis Hennessey Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hickernell Neuman Toepel
Day Hill O'Brien Toohil
Dean Irvin O'Neill Topper
Deasy James Oberlander Truitt
Delissio Jozwiak Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kampf Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kaufer Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kauffman Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Kavulich Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, F. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Keller, W. Petri Wheeland
Dush Killion Pickett White
Ellis Kim Pyle Youngblood
Emrick Kinsey Quigley Zimmerman
English Kirkland Quinn
Evankovich Klunk Rader Turzai,
Evans Knowles Rapp Speaker
ADDITIONS-0
NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-4
Baker Barbin Deluca Lawrence
LEAVES CANCELED-1
Lawrence

The SPEAKER. The yeas are 194 on the master ao
guorum being present.

GUESTS INTRODUCED

The SPEAKER. Located to the left of the rostrung Chair
welcomes Representative Julie Harhart's sister,iseo&eng,
and her husband, Mike. If you could please rise. d&ainly
appreciate having you with us today. Thank you schmWith
Louise and Mike are Steven, Sandy, Sophie, Caradind Noah
Bischof. If you would please rise. It is great layithis great
family with us today. Thank you so much.

Located to the left of the rostrum, we welcome ¢
Wagner. Greg, if you could please stand. He isghest of
Representative Dean. Thanks for being us with tpsiay

Now, | think there will be additional commentspélieve
from Representative Grove, on some of these gubatsare
here with us today, so you may be reintroducedh&amt but
Michael Froehlich, Mike Rutter, and Leon Butler drere to
celebrate the 250th anniversary of the York CouRsir.
Representative Grove has them here as guests, alitmghe
rest of the York delegation. Thank you so muched they are
down there with Representative Regan, Represeat&aylor,
and Representative Gillespie as well. Thank youmsch for
being with us today. | am sure there are goingeadtditional
remarks, but it is great having you here in thenuber.

Located to the left of the rostrum, the Chair wehes Adam
Breneman. Adam, if you could please rise. You wdk miss
him. He is shadowing Representative Mike RegartHerday.
This gentleman is the starting tight end for thenP&tate

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-194

Acosta Everett Kortz Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Readshaw
Barrar Farina Krieger Reed
Benninghoff Farry Lewis Reese
Bishop Fee Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Mackenzie Roae

|, Bloom Frankel Maher Roebuck
Boback Freeman Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gabler Major Rozzi
Bradford Gainey Maloney Saccone
Briggs Galloway Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gergely Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gibbons Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillen Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gillespie Matzie Santora
Carroll Gingrich McCarter Saylor
Causer Godshall McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Goodman McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Greiner Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Grove Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hahn Metzgar Simmons

eCosta, D. Hanna Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhai Millard Snyder
Cox Harhart Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harkins Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harper Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Taylor
Davidson Helm Mustio Thomas
Davis Hennessey Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hickernell Neuman Toepel
Day Hill O'Brien Toohil
Dean Irvin O'Neill Topper
Deasy James Oberlander Truitt
DelLissio Jozwiak Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kampf Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kaufer Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kauffman Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Kavulich Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, F. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Keller, W. Petri Wheeland
Dush Killion Pickett White
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Ellis Kim Pyle Youngblood Obviously, we have some wonderful guests who have
Em".c" Kinsey Quigley Zimmerman already been introduced, and we greatly appretfai hard
nglish Kirkland Quinn L . .

Evankovich KIunk Rader Turzai, work and dedication to agriculture and the contiheeccess of
Evans Knowles Rapp Speaker the fair for 250 more years.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

NAYS-0 The SPEAKER. Thank you, Representative Grove.
NOT VOTING-0
STATEMENT BY MR. PYLE
EXCUSED-4

The SPEAKER. Representative Jeff Pyle, on HR 398.

Baker Barbin DelLuca Lawrence

The majority having voted in the affirmative, theestion
was determined in the affirmative and the resohsiavere
adopted.

The SPEAKER. On the resolutions that we just phsse
unanimous consent, Representative Seth Grove agimézed on
HR 355, and then Representative Pyle will be rezaghon
HR 398.

Representative Grove.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED

The SPEAKER. The majority whip has indicated tk
Representative Lawrence is in the hall and shoaldhbrked on
the master roll for the day.

STATEMENT BY MR. GROVE

The SPEAKER. Representative Grove, the floor isrgpsir.

Mr. GROVE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

It is an honor to have the opportunity to speat#tatoin
recognition of a major milestone in York County,et
250th anniversary of the York Fair. As many in YdChunty
know, this is not a run-of-the-mill celebration. i3hwas
America's first fair, getting its start in the towhYork in 1765
—that is 11 years before the founding of the Whitates.

Over the years the fair has continued even as veayesd at
home and abroad. The fairgrounds provided a regtiage for
soldiers in the American Revolution and the War 812, and
served as a hospital site during the Civil War. Téstivities
continued through World War |, stopping only in 89due to
the influenza outbreak, which killed more than If#bple in
York. To the people of York, the fair is a spotstébility and
happiness in times of tragedy and sadness. Thavégirongoing
in September of 2001, when terrorists struck NewkY®ity,
the Pentagon, and Somerset County.

The fair has grown from a 2-day celebration of@gdture in
1765 to a 10-day exposition filled with great foo
entertainment, and educational farm-related exhifdihis year
the York Fair runs September 11th through the 20tthe York
Fairgrounds alongside Carlisle Avenue. | invite rgeae to
come out to the fair and see why | am so proud afd learn
about its vibrant history. And also, the Speakso gromised to
show up specifically on September 12, so thank Y
Mr. Speaker, for coming down to the York Fair tdeteate its
250th anniversary with us.

Mr. PYLE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the House's unanimoppasti of
HR 398, which designates August as
Awareness Month." As many of you know, | was aféelcby
kidney cancer in 2005, and | live here to tell ybat with early
detection and proper treatment, it is not a faistake.

My thanks to the House, Mr. Speaker, and to yohank
you.

The SPEAKER. Thank you, Representative Pyle.

UNCONTESTED SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35

at Ms. QUINN called upHR 417, PN 2003entitled:

A Resolution designating the month of July 2015"fsagile X
Syndrome Awareness Month" in Pennsylvania.

On the question,
Will the House adopt the resolution?

The following roll call was recorded:

"Kidney Cancer

8 YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg

d Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
‘Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens

OQutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
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Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash And, Mr. Speaker, on a personal note, my youndasghter
Dawkins Hil Neuman Toepel — my grandson was born 5 weeks prematurely just phist
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil .y 9 . . P Y
Dean James O'Neill Topper spring. He almost died. If it would not have been fhe
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt Children's Hospital in Hershey and their excellguidance and
DeLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb medical care, | believe my grandson would not ke baeday.
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. vitali So, Mr. Speaker, | am proud to stand and recoghizéenn
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward ! ! \ . .
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner State Hershey Children's Medical Center as beimgedaone of
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson the top 50 children's hospitals in the United $tateappreciate
y p p pp
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling your "yes" vote.
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Dush Kim Pickett White ) .
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood On the question recurring,
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman Will the House adopt the resolution?
English Klunk Quinn
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai, . .
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker The following roll call was recorded:
Everett
YEAS-195
NAYS-0
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
NOT VOTING-0 Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
- Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
EXCUSED-3 Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
. Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Baker Barbin DeLuca Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
o _ _ . _ _ Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
The majority having voted in the affirmative, theestion | Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
was determined in the affirmative and the resotutivas | B99s Gergely Markosek Sainato
donted Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
adoptea. Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
CALENDAR Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 Gohen Crove Mentzer schreiber
. . Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
MI‘ PAYNE Ca”ed UFHR 416, PN 1971ent|t|ed Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
. ) . . Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
A Resolution commending Penn State Hershey Chilgligospital | cCosta, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
for being recognized as one of the nation's beaktreln's hospitals. Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
On the question, gul\l/er :arris, 3\ I\'\/}Iilnei Sstteplhens
. . B utler arris, J. ou uria
Will the House adopt the resolution? Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
) ) ) DaIey, P. Helm Murt ‘ Taylor
The SPEAKER. Representative Payne is recognized. Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Members, if you can, please give Representatiyméshe | Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
floor. Thank vou Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
) you. Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
MI’. PAYNE Thank yOU, MI’ Speaker ) Dean ‘]ame's O'Neill Topper
Mr. Speaker, | never stand for a resolution. Todeyks the| Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
first time in 13 years that | have stood for a heion. Bel'-'s_s'o Eamfpf 8”'Lay c V\?_'{e?
P f elozier aurer arker, C. Itall
However, this is personal and s_pema'l. . Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
The Penn State Hershey Children’s Hospital aPten State| piamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
Hershey Med Center is a destination for hope arairig for | DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
thousands of children. As the only Level | ped@atiiauma Bo_”aﬂlllcc' ﬁlﬂer'v’\\f'K' Ff’et'fer VV\\’/f]m“tfl‘g
center between Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, iteseour rural| Jiob! Kion ot Whoararg
regions of Pennsylvania. _Over a miIIipn childrervdabeen| puysh Kim Pickett White
served by Penn State's Children's Hospital. Ellis. Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Currently they have 20 specialty pediatric patignvices in Emfl'_C'; Erkl?(nd gu!g'ey Zimmerman
. . nglis un uinn
Hershey. T_hey ha_ve over 30 _outpa}nent cl_lnlcs thmwit | = 2 vich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Pennsylvania. Originally, the children’s hospitehswactually| gvans Kortz Rapp Speaker
part of the Elizabethtown crippled children's home by the | Everett
Masonic Villages down there. Penn State Med Cetuexk it
NAYS-0

over and made it one floor of their hospital. In120they
dedicated the current children's hospital.

NOT VOTING-0
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EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin DelLuca

The majority having voted in the affirmative, thieestion
was determined in the affirmative and the resotutivas
adopted.

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING

the Commonwealth by the Executive Department tHeseaw the
administrative departments, boards, commissions,adficers thereof,
including the boards of trustees of State Normdlo®ts, or Teachers
Colleges; abolishing, creating, reorganizing or hatizing the
reorganization of certain administrative departraenvoards, and
commissions; defining the powers and duties ofGbgernor and other
executive and administrative officers, and of teeesal administrative
departments, boards, commissions, and officermdithe salaries of
the Governor, Lieutenant Governor, and certain rotheecutive and
administrative officers; providing for the appoirm of certain
administrative officers, and of all deputies anthentassistants and
employes in certain departments, boards, and cosions and
prescribing the manner in which the number and @msagtion of the
deputies and all other assistants and employeertdic departments,

The SPEAKER. Representative Adolph, for a committepoards and commissions shall be determined,” impteimg the

announcement, please.

Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, there will be an immediate meeting thod
Appropriations Committee in the majority caucusmod hank
you.

The SPEAKER. Thank you, sir.

Members,
Appropriations Committee meets. Once the Approjonmet
Committee is finished with its business, we will gght into
our legislative calendar.

So at the present time we are at ease for the ofypiations
Committee to meet.

All right, members, we are called back into orddre House
is back in order.

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

HB 773, PN 1563 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judiciab&dure) of
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in lingitatf time, providing
for ten-year limitation and for mesne profits anuittier providing for
twenty-one year limitation.

APPROPRIATIONS.

HB 905, PN 1102 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act amending Title 8 (Boroughs and Incorporafemivns) of
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in recmeegblaces, shade
trees and forests, further providing for care, @dgtand control, for
notice of work and for shade tree commission.

APPROPRIATIONS.

HB 912, PN 1838 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generallgf the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in consolidatedunty
assessment, further providing for definitions aad dubjects of local
taxation.

APPROPRIATIONS.

HB 1118, PN 1965 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) die t
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing fodependent
counsel; and making an editorial change; and amenttie act of
October 15, 1980 (P.L.950, No.164), entitled "A gement to the act
of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), entitled "Antgaroviding for and
reorganizing the conduct of the executive and adtnative work of

we are going to be at ease while |t

addition of section 4.1 to Article IV of the Constion of
Pennsylvania; establishing the Office of Attornegn@ral elected by
the citizens and setting forth powers and dutiestha Attorney
General; creating an Office of General Counselanodiding for legal
services for Commonwealth agencies; transferrir@rganizing or
reconstituting certain boards, commissions and @gen placing
certain duties upon the courts and district attgsneepealing certain

ts and parts of acts and making appropriationgffice of Attorney

eneral, further providing for criminal prosecuiorand, in Office of
General Counsel, providing for investigations i the Attorney
General.

APPROPRIATIONS.

HB 1329, PN 1883 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act requiring certain hospitals to allow patigm@tn opportunity
to designate caregivers in patients' medical recardi imposing duties
on hospitals.

APPROPRIATIONS.

HB 1340, PN 1822 By Rep. ADOLPH
An Act amending Title 68 (Real and Personal Prgpeoft the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in condominiuriigther
providing for creation, alteration and terminatimicondominiums and
for management of condominiums; and, in planned noonities,
further providing for creation, alteration and taémation of planned
communities and for management of planned comnasmiti

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 1, PN 1132 By Rep. ADOLPH
An Act amending Titles 24 (Education), 51 (MilitaAffairs) and

71 (State Government) of the Pennsylvania CongeliicStatutes,
extensively revising pension provisions: for thebRu School

Employees' Retirement System, in the areas ofrpirdiry provisions,
of membership, contributions and benefits, of SthBmployee's
Defined Contribution Plan and of administration amiscellaneous
provisions; for health insurance for retired scheoiployees, in the
area of preliminary provisions; for military pensg in the area of
military leave of absence; for boards and offices,the area of
Independent Fiscal Office; for the State EmployeRgtirement
System, in the areas of preliminary provisionaneimbership, credited
service, classes of service and eligibility for &S, of State
Employees' Defined Contribution Plan, of contribn8, of benefits
and of administration, funds, accounts, generalvipions; and
providing, as to the revisions, for constructior administration, for
applicability, for funding, for liability, for Stat Employee member
statements and for State Employees Retirement Bidightions.

APPROPRIATIONS.
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SB 329, PN 220 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.3®.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, estaligstihe Ready to
Succeed Scholarship Program; and conferring poaets imposing
duties on the Pennsylvania Higher Education AssistaAgency and
the Department of Education.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 487, PN 1133 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682.284),
known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, pragidor limits
on copayments for insured medical services providgda physical
therapist, chiropractor and occupational therapist.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 812, PN 1078 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making appropriations from the Professiohédensure
Augmentation Account and from restricted revenumants within the
General Fund to the Department of State for useheyBureau of
Professional and Occupational Affairs in supporttteé professional
licensure boards assigned thereto.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 813, PN 1119 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making appropriations from the Workmen's Q@msation
Administration Fund to the Department of Labor dndustry and the
Department of Community and Economic Developmerrtivide for
the expenses of administering the Workers' Compiemsa@\ct, The
Pennsylvania Occupational Disease Act and the ©ffdé Small
Business Advocate for the fiscal year July 1, 2a&5June 30, 2016
and for the payment of bills incurred and remainimgaid at the close
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015; and malinginterfund
transfer.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 814, PN 1080 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making an appropriation from a restrictesdaeue account
within the General Fund to the Office of Small Biess Advocate in
the Department of Community and Economic Develogmen

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 815, PN 874 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making an appropriation from a restrictesda®ue account
within the General Fund to the Office of Consumealvécate in the
Office of Attorney General.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 816, PN 1081 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making an appropriation from the Public Scha
Employees' Retirement Fund to provide for expertfethe Public
School Employees' Retirement Board for the fisaaryJuly 1, 2015,
to June 30, 2016, and for the payment of bills irexd and remaining
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending Bihe2015.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 817, PN 1082 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making an appropriation from the State Empples’
Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of theeSEmployees'
Retirement Board for the fiscal year July 1, 2@b5June 30, 2016, and
for the payment of bills incurred and remaining aidpat the close of
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 818, PN 877 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making appropriations from the Philadelpfiaxicab and
Limousine Regulatory Fund and the Philadelphia daxi Medallion
Fund to the Philadelphia Parking Authority for &sgear July 1, 2015,
to June 30, 2016.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 819, PN 1083 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making appropriations from a restricted newe account
within the General Fund and from Federal augmesniatiinds to the
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission for the fcyear July 1,
2015, to June 30, 2016.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SB 820, PN 1084 By Rep. ADOLPH

An Act making appropriations from the restrictedverue
accounts within the State Gaming Fund and from Stete Gaming
Fund to the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board, Diepartment of
Revenue, the Pennsylvania State Police and then&tgoGeneral for
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2015, to June ZA1,6, and for the
payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid e¢ tlose of the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.

APPROPRIATIONS.

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

The House proceeded to third consideration SB 1,
PN 1132 entitled:

An Act amending Titles 24 (Education), 51 (Militaiffairs) and

71 (State Government) of the Pennsylvania CondgdeliticStatutes,
extensively revising pension provisions: for the bRu School
Employees' Retirement System, in the areas ofrpirgdiry provisions,
of membership, contributions and benefits, of SthBmployee's
Defined Contribution Plan and of administration amiscellaneous
provisions; for health insurance for retired scheuoiployees, in the
area of preliminary provisions; for military pensg in the area of
military leave of absence; for boards and offices,the area of
Independent Fiscal Office; for the State EmployeRgtirement
System, in the areas of preliminary provisiongneimbership, credited
service, classes of service and eligibility for &fts, of State
Employees' Defined Contribution Plan, of contriba8, of benefits
and of administration, funds, accounts, generalvipions; and
providing, as to the revisions, for constructior administration, for
applicability, for funding, for liability, for Stat Employee member
statements and for State Employees Retirement Badightions.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consat@n?
Bill was agreed to.
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(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

On the bill, Representative Warren Kampf is recoegh.

Mr. KAMPF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Sir, please suspend.

Members, if you will please take your seats. Akmbers,
please take your seats. All members, please takesgats.

On SB 1, Representative Warren Kampf.

Mr. KAMPF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Members, with respect to SB 1, | do not think d@ncbe
gainsaid here in this room that we certainly hawne
significant issues with our current public pensgystem, SERS
(State Employees' Retirement System) and PSERSIi¢P
School Employees' Retirement System). The unfun
liabilities combined, even using conservative nurepare north
of $50 billion, and none of us are strangers toithpact that
that has on the services that the State governosmprovide
and the services that our school districts canigewecause
they owe about half of that liability along with.us

It is causing massive problems for budgeting. ds Hor
several years, and it is going to continue to donso just here
in these halls, but also in our school districtsisl having an
impact on our taxpayers, and | think with curremjgctions,
that situation is only going to intensify. So ifyyevant any sort
of change to such a system, then you have to lodiila like
SB 1 and say, "Do they provide pension reform?"

SB 1 came over from the Senate, and in my minid, at bill
that is full of good pension reform. But beforeelt go precisely
what is in it, let me say this. | have heard aoegr the last few
days and certainly read a lot in the newspapertabeuneed for
compromise in the State Capitol, the need to waross the
aisle, to work with multiple interest groups. Angbrh where

| sit, SB 1, that has come out of our State Govemm

Committee and is now here for final considerationds, is all
about compromise.

So any of you who are looking for simply that, thation
that people who want pension reform can listen @ardchange
legislation or craft legislation to reflect comprizey SB 1 is
such a bill. Now, why do | say that? | believe, drthve a bill
on this calendar, HB 727, that we should go fouffeithires to a
straight defined contribution plan. | mean, in mind; imagine
that, the State government, the school districtsilgvactually
have what just about every other employer in théddnStates
of America has for its employees. | think that ig@d reform
and a necessary reform, but there are people wposepthat in
this House, in this Capitol, and elsewhere, anthabis not in
SB 1. The drafters of SB 1 recognized that that ldidoe an
issue, that would be a problem, and so there id ghealled a
hybrid, or a half-and-half. There is half a defineshefit plan —
that is the cash balance piece — and there is ehaléfined
contribution plan, or a 401(k)-type plan, in it. 8o future hires
of the State and school districts, SB 1, the Ihlittyou are
considering, is a piece of compromise.

Now then, with respect to the subject of currenployees,
there are really only three ways that you can kttenassive
unfunded liability and costs like we have in ourreat system:
you can raise taxes; you can cut services elsevibefnd the
pension; or you can affect current benefits. Thi§ BB 1,

when it came out of the Senate 28-19, had veryifgignt
changes for our current complement of employedbeaiState
reand school district level. In the State Governnf@ommittee in
the House, those significant changes for curremtieyees were
significantly reduced. There was lots of talk abihé need with
respect to our uniformed officers, State Polices #.0.P.
(Fraternal Order of Police) members, and our ctioes
officers, that they have a different sort of joiffedent kind of
dynamic for retirement and disability and they dHole
removed from SB 1 and kept in the existing plane tate

Government Committee here in our House removedethos

employees from SB 1 as it came over, so their lienef
preserved, unlike what the original bill was. That fully
20,000 employees of our roughly 80,000 complemértate
workers — a very significant compromise and redurcin the
scope of SB 1.
ub In addition to that, in SB 1 as it came over them@s an
dédcrease in the contribution rate for all employagadess they
wanted to reduce their multiplier for future hires for future
days of service, you know, the multiplier that goe® the
benefit calculation. That would have saved the &gep in this
system some $9 billion over the projection peridtie State
Government Committee of the House, however, remdhat
entire change, so there is not a contribution iatecase here.
There is not a multiplier reduction here as thisibibefore you
on third consideration.

So for those two | think very significant pointscait changes
with respect to current hires and the hybrid planféiture hires,
this bill is all about compromise, and it can beeebfor on that
| think in good conscience.

In the end, this is a very good bill. It saves $ibion,
despite the removal of those reforms that werehin hill to
begin with. It saves the taxpayer and the systemusy the
projection period, more than $10 billion. Anybodyavhas an
opportunity to vote on something that will save thepayer
$10 billion | think really does have a good oppoity and you
should consider it for that.

| am going to just finish by calling up a coupleitems that
my friend from Schuylkill County came up with agtsof the
markers for what good pension reform is. He sait $you
should shift at least some of the investment riskyafrom the
Commonwealth and the school districts and the tgeqsa—
shift some of that investment risk away — delivempetitive
benefits to new hires, protect the benefits earbgdcurrent
employees and retirees, responsibly meet our didigmto the
retirement system, help ensure that the unfundsdlity does
not grow, and safeguard the Commonwealth's cretlitg.

SB 1 shifts some of the risk by going to a defined

contribution plan, where the taxpayer is puttingam amount
each year but is not getting a bill 30 years heloeeause of
some mistakes that are made in the State Capitoh fimuch
higher amount. It shifts some of the investmerk away from
the Commonwealth, away from the taxpayer, away fitbm
school districts. It does deliver competitive bétsefor future
hires and for current employees to our employmenigiement
and those who would work for us in the school ditsr

It protects the benefits earned by current emmsyand
retirees. It meets our obligation to the retiremmrgtems. There
are no additional collars in this bill. There is fnont-loading of
savings, no gimmickry in order to avoid our obligat as it
currently stands in existing law. And not only daéshelp
ensure that the unfunded liability will not grow, actually
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reduces the overall cost of the system, as | 68i&10 billion.

And finally, does it proactively safeguard th
Commonwealth's credit rating? Well, under the aury/stem
and our current funding cycle, we have been gettiad) grades
on that. By shifting to a defined contribution planpart, by
reducing the cost, adding savings to our curreatiilities, we
are going to let the credit ratings take noticeeyl lwill take
notice, the credit agencies. They will take notice.

So when it comes to those six points that the ggodleman
from Schuylkill County wisely came up with, | thin
SB 1 meets those and is therefore worthy of yoppett.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Markosek.

Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | am at a complete loss to figure why the
majority party has tied passage of this bill to State budget.
This bill has no impact on the 2015-2016 proposadfet. This
bill does not reduce next year's required pensiayngent for
the State or school districts, not even by one peiffhis bill
will not help to close the budget gap. The majonigrty's
budget plan that is headed to the Governor's desk dot even
rely on any of the savings from this bill. This plalso does nof
pay off the debt any sooner, the pension debt,saoper than
our current payment schedule under Act 120 thatpassed
about 5 years ago. Let me repeat that, just sorevelaar: This
plan does not pay off the debt any sooner tharcotrent plan.
The debt is the real issue with pension systend, S 1 fails
to even address it.

This pension plan is a classic case of bait andckw
erroneously, erroneously sold to the public asaa that will fix
the State's budget and debt problems. | encoureggyane to
take a look behind the curtain, and you remembeittivard of
Oz back there. He would tell you that fixing thenpien with
this bill is simply not the case.

This proposal involves brutal cuts to retiremeeandfits for
thousands of workers for no good reason, for nodg@ason.
When you look at the details from the actuariallgsia, you
will see that despite the bill's long-term savingsand by
long-term, | mean well into the future — there &&5 billion
worth of hidden costs, $25 billion worth of hiddaosts
associated with putting in place a 401(k)-style irckt
contribution plan.

Let me talk a little bit about those costs, angould refer
you to the fiscal note prepared by the Republicapudée
Appropriations Committee staff. "There will be s$hcurred
by" the State Employees' Retirement System andPthiglic
School Employees' Retirement System, "SERS and BSBR
the implementation of the new pension plans.... Botstems
will need to secure additional legal counsel andsadting
services to make system changes on a very shatiien SERS
estimates start-up costs to be $11,539,000 andained costs
to be $3,594,000" annually. "PSERS estimates gtadests to
be $7,095,000. Second year costs for PSERS amagstl to be
$5,262,000." | keep hearing supporters claim thatneed to
shift the risk from the employer to employees. E pass this
bill, we are shifting the risk to the taxpayerscéase in the end
this bill will put an even bigger strain on our &dcsafety net
programs.

| serve on the board of PSERS, and with that appant
comes a fiduciary duty, and | cannot in good carsme vote
for this plan. When it comes to our retirement sys, we first,
first need to do no harm. We first need to do norha strongly

encourage members to vote "no" on SB 1. It is hakrnd
ecurrent and active employees, other stakeholdes, naost of
all, as | mentioned, to our taxpayers.
This is another example and yet another examplgcifng
the can down the road, not solving the problem. Agdin, our
mantra here before we even consider this is toadbarm, and

yet SB 1 does a lot of harm to taxpayers, emplayees

stakeholders, and the people of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, | ask all the members to please oté on
k SB 1. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Thank you, sir.

Representative Mike Tobash.

Mr. TOBASH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

We have spent an awful lot of time talking aboahgions
over the last few days, over the last few weeksthg) over the
last few years, and no one denies that it is alprobSo why
have we not done anything? Well, there are twooreaso take
action. The impetus, the motivation, the passindegfslation
for reform for positive change for this Commonwkalfou can
do it either because of the emotion and outrage&yeocan do it
because we are managing by the numbers, and | tlike
numbers.

| want to talk about the numbers, the common setiee
rationale for passing SB 1. It is bad. It is so lhdt | am
relatively sure that at some point in time it isSrgpto get better,
because at this point in time, with these budgetd tve are
going through, it is unsustainable. And here is &g it is. We
talk about education funding in this chamber a8 tme. We
talk about underfunding since the loss of Fedetahudus
money in the 2011 budget, and we talk about rexjoduts.
Now, to be fair, we really talk about restoring Eeal cuts with
Pennsylvania tax dollars, so we lose $1 billion Fefderal
stimulus money and we want to make it up. It is thait easy
just to make up $1 billion. One billion dollars & thousand
million, and you do not just snap your fingers amdke up
$1 billion.

But here is what makes it so much more difficit.2010
our State payment to the pension systems was $386nmin
2011 that payment went to $762 million, an increase
$225 million in that year; 2012, the payment roswther
$330 million. And in 2013 the total payment was3shillion;
2014, another $400 million.

In this year's budget we will be spending over8$iillion
more tax dollars than we did in 2010 on pensionts;dsut we
are not finished. In fact, we are certain that befib gets better
it is going to get worse. If we stay on track ie thext 2 years,
the costs will be another $690 million. So we |&debillion in
Federal stimulus money that was going to educatiod, we do
what we heard time and time again from almost ewgoup,
and that is, "Don't kick the can down the road. Rdnat you
have promised." And we will pay what we have pradisto
the tune of $2 1/2 billion more than we were paybngears ago.
Those are the numbers.

Now, here is the outrage. Students: we have lactgss
sizes. Teachers: we have less teachers. Educatienhave
eliminated curriculum that is applicable to whatdg&nts will be
doing in their futures. You know, we start talkingen we start
screaming about education around here and we alwos¢ to
fisticuffs. And the question becomes, what do we dand
today we have an opportunity to do something. Wendibdo
nothing. Can anybody in this chamber in good cars® vote
against reform in a system that is crushing edonain the
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania? Do we prolong coidasf
controversial, and painful budgets? Do we sit baok watch
while one-third or more of our school districts geteptions to
raise property taxes higher and higher? | know wiraperty
tax payers say: "No way. No thanks." Some say, dh'tc
possibly afford it,” and many cannot.

It is only going to start getting better when wanage by the
numbers and we do what is right for everyone in
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. It is simple. Youéavhuge
debt. You need to take action. We have got thalfisote now;
it is hot off the press. It estimates that this $Bwill save
taxpayers of the Commonwealth more than $10 billive do
not get an opportunity to vote for a $10 billiox &aving every
day, and we need to do it here now.

The principles are simple. SB 1 lowers coststdits to shift
the risk of this ever happening again out of thadsaof this
legislature, because government has proven thataftnot
handle it. It puts us in a position to pay what owe. It
provides future employees with a great benefit, i will be
difficult to find in the private sector. You tallbaut attracting
and hiring and keeping great employees, but undercorrent
plan you are forcing them to put between 6 and ®qre of
their salaries into a plan that is $55 billion iebtl Give them &
break. Pay them at least some of their benefitbeatime that
they earn it. Our promise to pay them 30 years frmw is a
joke. Just take a look at our track record.

These are the numbers. There is a $3 1/2 billwmg
between loss of stimulus money and this pensiosisgrand
here is the outrage. That money should be goiregltation. It
should be going to law enforcement and public gatéshould
be going to our most vulnerable citizens or backhim pockets
of our taxpayers.

Vote to get out of this mess sooner. Vote to mpdsitive
change, positive reform, that will help to save fimeire of this
Commonwealth. Please, | urge you, vote "yes" tdlSB

The SPEAKER. Representative Kortz.

Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, SB 1, as has been stated previousllynot
save any money this year and it will not help ouddet. What
SB 1 is, Mr. Speaker, is an attack on the workilag< folks in
this State. It is an attack on our State employiés.a bill that
will rip off the hardworking folks of their hard-e@ed pensions,
folks who have worked 20, 30, 40, and in some ¢ds@years.
| have a teacher that is just retiring after 50rgebr. Speaker.
It was crafted by the Republican Party leadershighat the
State can back out of their mandatory paymentsttiegt have
reneged on for many years under both parties. Amdrary to
the notion that the State Police and other law reefoent
personnel, their pensions will be exempted andegtetl, well,
| have news for those folks. You are being hoodwithkbecause

as people in the defined benefit plan retire aedetfare less and

less people in that plan putting less and less moas that
dwindles down, it will eventually run out of fundi.will be

short. It will be bankrupt at some point, and thawl
enforcement personnel will be in the same boat ymnd will

lose a good bit of your pension. You will get peasion the
dollar. You are not being protected. SB 1 just geldaw
enforcement's eventual pension demise.

Mr. Speaker, the answer to the pension crisi®isSB 1. Act
120 that was put in with a huge bipartisan suppoftl Senate
"yes" votes out of 50; 192 House votes out of 20Bat was
huge. What that did was put 60,000 new people,6opdrcent

of our State workforce, in a reduced-benefit tdready, that is
where we are. It cut retirement benefits by $33idnil and
reduced the employer expense of over 60 percemtefdrred
$30 billion in employer payments through predictatdtepped
employer contributions that increase over time, amatierates
the rate spike.

The unfunded liability can be addressed furthiertlsrough
th&overnor Wolf's plan, which is not even being cdaséd by
the Republican leadership. Mr. Speaker, State erapk have
always made their pension contributions. It comghtrout of
their paycheck. The employer, i.e. the State aral gbhool
districts, have not kept up their payments, and ¢iarted with
the State in 2001 under Governor Ridge and it ladirued
under both parties. Mr. Speaker, SB 1 penalizesthployees
who have always kept their end of the bargain.

Mr. Speaker, | would request that all my colleayymy
close attention to how SB 1 hurts women. SB 1 aah\Women
who want to start a family. Women employees who are
currently in the defined benefit plan, who wislstart a family,
can be negatively impacted by SB 1, and here is. tioghe is
currently in the defined benefit plan and she takesernity
leave, when she returns to work she can be put defied
contribution plan if her leave was not formally apged by her
supervisor. The same thing can happen to curremioyees,
male and female, who take advantage of the Famibgdital
Leave Act. If their leave is not formally approvéxy their
supervisor, they will be switched unilaterally ihet defined
contribution plan.

Mr. Speaker, this is discrimination. This is neatrf It is
absolutely wrong. So | say to the other side ofdiste, choose
life. Be on the side of families and vote "no" 8 $.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Mary Jo Daley.

Ms. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposition to SB 1. Thil Would do
away with reliable defined benefit pension systeirat have
existed in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania forrigea
century — PSERS since 1917 and SERS since 1923.

Mr. Speaker, these are not flawed systems butaereally
deferred compensation plans that have providedemént
security for millions of Pennsylvanians who mostpyend their
retirement dollars here in Pennsylvania. Theseremtnt
dollars add to our economy and ensure that, togetitke Social
Security, former State employees can retire comfibyt These
defined benefit pension plans provide a fundamevdflie to
this Commonwealth.

The reason that we are even debating pensionmefodue
in large part to decisions made by the General Mbbe
Overgenerous benefits enjoyed by pre-Act 120 engdsy
along with the failure to make the annual emplogayment
starting back in 2003, weakened the system so that
inevitable financial crisis created the unfundedbility that
exists today.

Act 120 passed with 41 votes in the Senate andvaf in
the House in 2010. It was the right way to go. fRetient
experts lauded Pennsylvania for moving the pensystems in
the right direction and have cautioned legislatorget Act 120
work.

So | am here speaking in opposition to SB 1, antlese are
just a few more reasons. SB 1 is complicated, daching, and
a potentially unconstitutional plan to overhaul tistate's
pension systems. SB 1 does not save money to bdiess the
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budget deficit. There were statements that thid &ives
$10 billion, but that is over 35 years, 35 yearB. ISdoes not
pay off the unfunded liability debt any faster thAnt 120.
SB 1 further endangers the retirement securityffturre school
and State employees by cutting benefits by 70 pérg
SB 1 does not address unintended consequencesrtagrfy
weakening the pension systems and requiring fufikes.

The impact on future female employees will be dezater
than it will on future male employees. SB 1 wilfeait future
teachers, school nurses, school secretaries,déyeslassistants
district office staff, social workers, and a lot ather jobs that
are most typically held by women.

On the other hand, the amended bill would exermgirs
police officers; enforcement officers; wildlife cegrvation
officers; Delaware River Port Authority policememark
rangers; Capitol Police officers; campus police iceifs
employed by State-owned educational institutiomsnmunity
colleges, or Penn State; and the police officerpleyed by
Fort Indiantown Gap or other designated Commonie
military installations or facilities, as well asreections officers.
These are jobs most typically filled by men.

It has been well documented that women are paisl tlean
men, often live longer, and so are impacted inrgfaater way
than men by the changes in SB 1.

SB 1 does not have bipartisan support and wasocaed
through the House State Government Committee, wiidmot
allow a full discussion or adequate time to revigw 11-page
amendment on a 410-page bill. Discussion was clt
prematurely during that committee meeting, condadiva
because of time constraints, when there were siilbut
90 minutes available. As a member of that commitiey
conclusion was that my questions as a duly eleg
Representative of the 148th District in MontgoméZgunty
were just really not that important to the majonitembers of
the committee.

In closing, | cannot, in good conscience, votetliis pension
plan. If it was really full of good pension reforib,would not
be breaking down so completely along party linesheW it
comes to our retirement systems, | agree with Giaair
Markosek. We first need to do no harm.

| strongly encourage a "no" vote on SB 1. Thanl,y
Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Mike Sturla.

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot about what gdiens, and
certainly there is enough blame to go around foaryeof
underfunding the pension system in the State oh&dwania.
But back in 2010 Act 120 passed, and since thae tthre
employees that have been employed by the Stateatbainder
the post-Act 120 portion of the retirement systéimat portion
of the system is fully funded. That portion of tegstem is
costing us 3 percent of payroll, which when | tedkanybody in
the private sector says, can you get me a dealtlikg too,
because it is great, 3 percent of the cost of pyrbwenty
percent of State employees are currently underévided plan.
We are moving in the right direction. Within 5 ysaxe have
put 20 percent of the employees under that plant &fathe
crisis that | see happening is that some peoplevkihat if we
get to a point where 40 percent are under that ahahit is still
working, there is going to be no hue and cry to tgoa
401(k)-type system.

Mr. Speaker, in 2010, with Act 120, we set oubmarfula for
making payments to reduce the unfunded liabilitygd at the
time, for those of you that were not here, we sa&l would
actually wait a couple years and give a Governdiomever it
emight be, the opportunity to get their sea leghwitudget, and
then we could move forward with starting to makestn
payments. We told school districts, understand ith2013 you
are going to start having increased payments. $fatting
money away. We encouraged them to amass resermdsthan
we got a new Governor, and along with the legisigthe cut
taxes, laid off 20,000 teachers, many of whom taokearly
retirement. We then told school districts, oh, bg tvay; those
reserves we told you to hold, use those for schagients, not
for retirement payments, because we are not goirfignid you —
not this year, not next year, not the year aftat #tnd not the
year after that. Even as recently as last week acerhembers
stand on the floor and say the school districts laméding
reserves. How dare they? But this bill does nothmgeduce
althe liability for those school districts that ar@ding reserves to

make a pension payment. Those pension paymenis,vwass
pointed out, are still there this year, next yemnd into the
foreseeable future.
Mr. Speaker, | have heard people say, well, yoomknt is
okay for the private sector. Why is it not okay tbe State?
There is a big difference. In the private sectbthéir pension
system goes belly-up, the Federal government cameand
bails out the pensioneers. The State supplies ignébod
aftamps, and welfare benefits if that person becaiesttute as
a result of the fact that their pension failed thé&ine difference
is, with the State the Feds do not back us up,ifand go to a
401(k) system and it fails, the employees of ttaeStwhich are
texhe in six households affected, one in six houskEhdah the
entire State of Pennsylvania, one in six househol@éwvery one
of your districts is affected by this pension systeénd in the
future if we go to a 401(k) system, as is propobeck, and
those 401(k)s fail, those people do not go to tedsFand say,
hey, help us out. They come back to the State apdhey, help
us out. So why would you invest in a State Systieah, in some
cases, almost guarantees that people will be irefpweven
with a State pension, and then say, oh, and whenaye in
0 poverty with your State pension, we will actuallgck you up
with other State programs, then we will call it faeé, then we
will call it something else, but at least it willohbe your
pension.

Mr. Speaker, analysis from the National Associratip State
Retirement Administrators shows that pre Act 12@ngion
benefits to State employees who have retired isitald® percent
of what they were earning when they were gainfaliyployed.
Mr. Speaker, | had a private sector come visit svegislators
from our county, and they said, you know, you do meed to
have somebody retiring with 100 percent of what/tearned
when they were working. Seventy percent is considlea
rational number. Well, pre Act 120, we are at 75cpet. Post
Act 120, the projected retirement benefit is goitg be
60 percent of what those people earned when these we
working. The average hybrid plan does about 30 grérc
SB 1 for SERS and PSERS is estimated to provideei€ent of
what the person was making when they were actiesiployed
— 10 percent, hardly a retirement benefit. In nzeses, their
Social Security benefit will exceed that payment.
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Mr. Speaker, in other States that have tried deaingmilar
scheme to SB 1 — Alaska, Michigan, West Virginidney made
those switches and there were case studies dotieean The
report said that they shifted retirement plans frdefined
benefit pension plans to defined contribution indial
accounts and they experienced higher costs imaktStates —
not savings, higher costs. Moreover, the curremrfcial data
indicates that the defined benefit to defined dbantion switch
in fact worsened the pension underfunding issues.

Mr. Speaker, we heard that PERC (Public Emplo
Retirement Commission) gave us a fiscal note thit this was
going to save $10 billion over the next 35 yeardai\Vthose
speakers failed to point out is that that fiscatendid not
include a projected spike in retirement as a resfuthe switch
from going from a defined benefit to a defined citmition
plan.

Mr. Speaker, on the same day that the House
Government Committee held a hearing on SB 1, theskElg
Democratic Policy Committee, in conjunction withetikouse
Democratic Appropriations Committee, held a heariog
pensions in general, and we actually allowed nati@xperts
who were denied the ability to speak at that S&deernment
Committee to speak at our hearing. You can actuadiw that,
if you would like to, at www.pahouse.com/policycoiitbee and
you can see what national experts have to say abbat
happens when these plans switch. In every Staterew
something similar to this has happened, there bas la spike
in retirement, and consequently, a spike in theundéd
liability. The PERC fiscal note does not recograzepike at all.

Mr. Speaker, we were told this would help our @reatings.
In fact, despite where our liability goes up, with ability to
have a dedicated funding stream decreases ourt cegitigs.
Mr. Speaker, at that same hearing we heard thauldh
SB 1 become law, Pennsylvania would have the wBtate
pension system in the nation.

Mr. Speaker, we heard that this shifts liabilityay from the
State. Mr. Speaker, in a democracy the State ipdlople, and
so what this does is says that collectively asateSive do not
want responsibility for ensuring that our retiregee not put at
risk. We want that to be placed on individuals.

Mr. Speaker, it was pointed out that this disprtipoately
affects women. Currently 73 percent of employeetigiaating
in PSERS are women, 43 percent in SERS, but we tavwed

q

~

six families in this State being involved with aatét pension,
that is a huge impact. Investment in Commonwea#hsjon
plans returns $10.5 billion in economic outputhe State every
year. According to the Keystone Research Center,ctirrent
median annual pension for Pennsylvania public-seetirees is
between twenty-two and twenty-seven thousand dolayear.
Mr. Speaker, that ensures that they are not livamg public
assistance, but it is by no means a get-rich-gsidkeme for
retirement.

yee Mr. Speaker, currently approximately one in fiveblic
retirees in Pennsylvania receives less than $1p@dénonth, all
of which gets spent on goods and services in tlee Sof
Pennsylvania.

Mr. Speaker, finally, one of the things that weattefrom
one of those national experts that testified at loesring that
was not allowed to testify at the State Governn@ommmittee

tateeting said, here is a number you need to kno®;48B. That
is the median amount in a 401(k) savings accoutiiénUnited
States. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is not $18,433 papeu year.
That is $18,433 total value of the entire IRA (widual
retirement account) — 401(k); excuse me. Almospéftent of
employees have less than $10,000 in a 401(k) atcoun

Mr. Speaker, what this has done has said thatbif gre
wealthy and you have excess dollars that you canipwa
401(k) account over and above what is normally rdiounted,

hgrou can actually retire, but if you happen to benebody like
the majority of State employees that is working ewanere
around the statewide average and only contributitgt is
required into that pension account because thawtiat is
suggested, that you will essentially have to warklyou die.

Mr. Speaker, SB 1 is a bad excuse for poor managem
| urge a "no" vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative McCarter.

Mr. McCARTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

It is interesting to listen to the debate todag aae the great
divide that exists over the issue of responsibildy pensions.
What has driven the two sides, the two parties swich strident
positions on an issue of pensions for public-sestorkers?
And it is a fascinating question, and being a histieacher,
maybe a short history of pensions might help usnderstand a
few main elements.

Pensions are not really new. In fact, pensionsnfditary
personnel date back to Roman times, with the ugeio$ions to

o

out police and prison guards and other male-doméhatgrant legionnaires post-service income — and kstfencome."”

professions. This will
women.

Mr. Speaker, moving to a defined contribution plaeans
that there will not be new entrants into the ergtdefined
benefit plan. This will increase cash-flow requients for
investments to the plan because you have to pay &nd there
is no one else paying in. Fluctuations will be macaitely felt
with diminishing populations, and that is what hapgd in
other States. Some of them when they switched fxahefined
benefit to a defined contribution plan even hadcglthat were
100 percent funded that now have large unfundéilitias.

Mr. Speaker, this also does not treat peopleigigisstem in
the same manner. Some elected officials upon réafelcave to
get switched over to the new defined contributitenpbut, for
example, judges that sit for retention electionsdb

Mr. Speaker, the National Institute on Retirem&eturity
study said that every dollar contributed to Statel docal
pensions returns $9.46 to the State's economywéthdone in

disproportionately adversebffect

Many other societies have paid our sailors and isd
including the Colonial Army and Navy during the
Revolutionary War.

Mr. Speaker, in more recent times public-sectonspms
were begun in the late 19th century and privatéesgmensions
in the early 20th century. Private-sector pensjpeaked in the
United States at about 48 percent of workers i0188& have
been dropping ever since. Public-sector pensious femained
fairly constant over the last 50 years. In all cagbese were
defined benefit pensions until the early 1990s wiienconcept
of defined contributions began with the advent @1¢&) plans,
and these plans became more popular for companidkei
private sector trying to pass more responsibilify pension
liability to employees.

With the economic collapse of 2008, the move td(Kp
defined contribution plans was greatly acceleraescdooth the
private sector, and in some cases, States andrtagatipalities
strained by reduced revenue have considered 48fyleplans.
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Now, please remember that the 401 plans, 401dgspivere
originally developed in 1978 and approved by thaldral
government. They were introduced to supplement nddfi
benefit pension plans, not to replace them.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to remember this drigt
because SB 1 is being presented to us as a tglve us from
the destruction of our current pension plans, huteality, this
is not the case. This is far more ideological. Véendt have a

This bill is bad for our workers. Frankly, it isd for State
government and it is bad for Pennsylvania. The qupple
who gain from this bill, this bad bill, are the @stment brokers
and investment bankers who stand to gain fromeke paid by
public workers handling their 401(k) investmentsotkérs who
have faithfully contributed into the pension furate, families
lose, pensioners lose, and Pennsylvania's econarsgs.l
Billions lost for workers, billions gained by inuesent

benefit problem. We have a debt problem. The urddnd managers. There is something very wrong with thitupe.

liability comes from the issue of past debt, anat tllebt
accumulated in large part because of poor markdonmeance
during the years of the economic collapse and dle& bf the
State contributions. And to fix the issue of thasfpdebt, we are
mortgaging the retirement security of thousandemployees
across the State. This bill, SB 1, does nothinghing to
eliminate that debt. That debt will still be thefde workers of
Pennsylvania, the public-sector workers of Penrsyby have
paid into the system every week, every month, eyesy. They
have made their contributions. The State has natll icases.

What we have in SB 1 is an attempt to permaneetliyice
the State's responsibility for the pensions of jgubiployees,
to take away that liability on the State. We hea @an no
longer afford the cost of these pensions, andhege pensions
average only $25,000 and now are to be replaceeruttis
measure by a plan that would see future retireesive up to
70 percent less on average, or about $7500. ThatSpeaker,
would be about $625 per month after 30 years oficeror,
even if you want to calculate it out, roughly $1& week.

The supposed savings that the bill creates isnastid to be
about $10 billion over 30, 35, or 38 years, depegdipon
which system we are looking at, and these coulddbéeved in
other ways. For instance, an increase in the patsoecome tax
of one-sixth of 1 percent. Let me repeat, one-softhh percent
would raise the same amount of money to keep thsyfully
funded as to where we are spread out over thosgedB —
one-sixth of 1 percent. Think about that. So piet88 years
from now when people retire under this new systeith that
70-percent reduced pension benefit, 70 percent thas
everybody in this chamber will receive. Picture tbes of the
$17 billion to the Pennsylvania economy that hagpeach
year, $17 billion in loss that is pumped into tegstem of our
economy in Pennsylvania. How do we make up thas, |
Mr. Speaker?

Mr. Speaker, as we have heard, SB 1 was fastddhekd
rammed through the Senate and also through the eHStete
Government Committee, giving members of the conamit
inadequate time to ask questions, analyze, andteléba key
changes. Pension changes this dramatic must lyevietled and
debated and understood so the entire General A$geaibng
with the people of Pennsylvania, understands tmantial
consequences that this bill has for our State emdmployees.
Quite simply, we are not being given that chance.

And | would say, Mr. Speaker, that like health e;aall
people deserve to have good pensions in their goidgrs
when they can no longer work productively, when &gees
over and makes it so that they cannot be productikat is why
we have had them for over 100 years.

And as you have heard, who does it affect mostténg
women, more vulnerable than others, but the largelst of our
percentage of people are teachers and in those fitlds that
we have heard about that have now been away frosetfields
that have been carved out.

For these reasons and more, Mr. Speaker, | impioye
fellow legislators to vote "no" on SB 1, protect thetirement
security of Pennsylvanians, and try to find a wayrtake sure
that all Pennsylvanians have a secure and produatirement.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir.

FILMING PERMISSION

The SPEAKER. Members, Chris Knight of the Assaaiat
Press will be taking still photos of members durthg debate
for the next 10 minutes. Chris Knight of the Assted Press
will be taking photos of the debate for the nextifiutes.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MR. KNOWLES

The SPEAKER. Also, our good friend — | am justrgpio
take a quick break here — Jerry Knowles. Jerryamegoing to
recognize you on unanimous consent.

Mr. KNOWLES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | would just like to take a minutewish my
wife, Lorraine, a happy anniversary. Today is oRd 4vedding
anniversary. | thank her for the sacrifices that sfakes so that
| can be here with you and do this job.

And | also want to wish many of you in this chamize
happy anniversary, because this is the seventlvensary that
| have spent with you on this very day. Thank you.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Knowles, congratutatio
Clearly when you picked your wedding date, you waot
thinking about coming to the General Assembly, wgoe?

SCongratulations.

CONSIDERATION OF SB 1 CONTINUED

The SPEAKER. Representative Madeleine Dean.

Mrs. DEAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

My parents used to love to take my brothers asttis and
me to plays and to musicals and to comic operas,tia@re is
one lyric that keeps running through my head froghaw they
took us to a very long time ago. The comic opera WaM.S.
Pinafore" by Gilbert and Sullivan, and the lyric is thistHings
are seldom what they seem, skim milk masqueradeseasn."
That is what is going on here today. This is néanma. This is a
masquerade. This is a weak, watered-down versidrepéfits,
and that is what we will get in return. While weosld be
attracting the cream of the crop, instead we wdl detting a
watered-down version of that and the whole Statepaiy.

While there is a lot of issue with SB 1, | wantfazus on
only one area, and that area is our future hirggarit to focus
on the human beings who will help us run this Steach our
children, clean our cafeterias. Our State and atwoas are
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only as good as the people that run them. What &ingeople
do we want running our government, teaching outdodn,
taking care of our elderly? Future hire benefitdemSB 1 will
be reduced by 70 percent. For example — let uspue flesh
on that statistic — a janitor that we hire in theufe, hire to
work to clean our schools, who may earn as muc34as000 a
year pre Act 120, after her 35 years of service,wbuld earn &
$26,000 a year pension. As a result of Act 120,wsitlecarn a
$21,000 pension. That same janitor hired, if weuthgass
SB 1, would earn $6,300 a year after 35 years ofice
$6,000 a year. Who could hope to live on that?

In truth, what SB 1 does is demands that the éut
employees we hire pay for our past mistakes. Taaimply
wrong. That is a masquerade. We legislators knawttie good
people that make this government work are not dasing
because the pay is so great. It is not that. Theyt dor two
main reasons. They do it because they believeamirk, they
believe in making a difference in our communitiesd ahe
future, and because they know that at the endefdhad they
will have a pension plan that they contributed tteat they
earned that has value. SB 1 will strip that valwey

What kind of people will we attract? It does nadttar how
much you want to help your community if you knowtla¢ end
of the day and at the end of a career you areaiaggo be able
to have enough money to survive.

forgiveness, while a family of four who thinks albauaoving
into Pennsylvania would get hit with a $40,000 déit a
service they never received. Which way do you ththk
migration is going to go? The pension debt is mgkyoung
people Pennsylvania's number one export.

What does SB 1 do to address 15 years of malfeasan
regarding pension underfunding and the impendisglirency
of SERS and PSERS? It is 400 pages of complexities,
contortions, and carveouts, but it does not haveneane
sentence that addresses the real problem.

Mr. Speaker, although pensions are a direct cost o

ugovernment and ought to be paid for out of genéuals,

perhaps | can offer a suggestion on how to raisaesoew
revenues. Let us pass a gaming law establishingttandp pool
on when the next downgrade of Pennsylvania's creitlitake

place and a megapool on when the assets of SERB3ERS
will be fully depleted. Of course, the pool on tleedit

downgrades can be ongoing because we are certaigetthat
streak of infamy continue well into the future.

And | think we should also change the State bioinf the
ruffed grouse to the ostrich, because regardingdhnsequences
of pension debt, we have our collective head in ghad or
someplace worse.

There is an old ditty, Mr. Speaker, there is ah ditty that
goes, "Don't tax you. Don't tax me. Tax that mabhitwe the

It is true we have a pension problem, we have ht detree." Well, the man behind the tree is our chitdaad children

problem. It must be fixed by the people that mabese
mistakes, by our governing bodies, not on the badksurrent
and future workers. We talk about this as a sautio the
pension problem, but it makes no short-term impnoset. We
all know that.

In the end, Mr. Speaker, "Things are seldom whey seem,
skim milk masquerades as cream.” This is not refdmh us tell
the truth. This is skim milk masquerading as refofmrge a
"no" vote.

The SPEAKER. Representative John McGinnis.

Mr. McGINNIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, bipartisanship is alive and well e Capitol
and Pennsylvania taxpayers should be afraid, ieajda

Republicans bragged in presenting the generabgpigtions
bill that it increased spending, particularly fodueation.
Democrats argued simply that those increases shmmuldrger.
And both parties left unmentioned 15 years of uthgeénsion
bills which have accumulated to over $55 billion
unconstitutional debt.

Let me be blunt, Mr. Speaker. If executives inogporation
deliberately diverted money from their employeesigion fund
to other purposes, they would be arrested andtegatl — and
rightly so. We in the General Assembly have bedanglexactly
that for more than a dozen years, and SB 1 willlitlle to
change that behavior.

SB 1 is silent on the real pension problem. Actwydo the
Pew foundation, we are a State that is 49th in ifndts
pensions. Just the interest on the pension debhewrly
$4 billion a year and growing. That is the equindlef full
salary and benefits for over 50,000 teachers.

As measured by economists, including those atctielit
rating agencies who have downgraded the Commonti®a
credit six consecutive times in the past 2 yedues pension deb
is over $120 billion. That is nearly $10,000 foregy man,
woman, and child in the State. Think of that. A fignof four
who leaves the State immediately receives $40,000ebt

not yet born as we pile up a gigantic growing debttheir
shoulders for our own benefit.

One thing you can say about Pennsylvania's goveminit
does not discriminate. It has robbed the taxpaykthe past, it
is robbing the taxpayers of the present, and iah@ady robbed
the taxpayers of the future with this derelictidrdebt.

Mr. Speaker, all of us in State government — Goves past
and present, Representatives and Senators, Regbliand
Democrats — all of us have failed as fiduciarieth®citizens of
Pennsylvania and are complicit in divesting theufeitof this
Commonwealth. SB 1 accomplishes little except strdct and
deflect this failure.

Mr. Speaker, there is only one essential reformpiension
plans like SERS and PSERS that are massively unuietl,
and that is simply more funding — much more, anghso, not
later. Unfortunately, SB 1 continues the de fadtmeSpolicy of
intergenerational theft through underfunding oungpens.
of Mr. Speaker, we will hear that SB 1 is historiat the only

history we are making is to continue a streak ofemiian a
dozen years of missed pension payments and untdiustal
budgets that were not balanced. We should opposd @Bd
institute true pension reform by focusing on théastophic
problem of our unfunded liabilities.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Chris Ross.

Mr. ROSS. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

While | have a great deal of sympathy to the iddga
generating additional revenues to pay down unfurlislity,
| want to focus our attention on what this billaad what this
bill is not. It is not a Tax Code hill.

Now, if we can amongst ourselves come to a coiwius

Itabout dedicated revenues to pay down the unfuniddity

through infusion of new funds, we should do so, bnabuld be
happy to discuss and support that kind of an effart we have
to do it in the right bill.
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What we have in front of us here is a bill to refothe
existing pension systems. And for those that s&y dffers no
help, | would urge you to reread the PERC note, reshie
explicitly states that we are taking down the $50iob
unfunded liability by $10 billion. That is a substial effort. For
those that say it is somewhere out in the distatiré, the
PERC note also indicates that as soon as next fysea after
this, that we are getting $175 million of reliefh& is not
insignificant, and it is not something that we ddojuist throw
aside and ignore.

Now, some have mentioned that they are concerbedta
the teachers, particularly those who are female at®in the
system, and they indicate that this somehow is gydn be
unfair to them. And there was actually a referezedier by one

In sum, the system that we are proposing hereails f
reasonable, fair to the taxpayers, and transpahmiw, some
have said that we should — that Act 120 is workamgl we
should continue to let Act 120 go. | would hardayghat Act
120 is working while we are receiving credit dowades, and
| would hardly say that Act 120 projects to be a@ming to
work well when we are just one economic downturmgvand
it does not have to be as bad as the one we H2@D# to have a
reversal in the investment returns sufficient teréase that
unfunded liability all over again.

So let us get ourselves on a more sustainablesansible
track. Let us go ahead and pass SB 1 today.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Petri.

of my colleagues, which was somewhat artfully state Mr. PETRI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

indicating that if the teacher failed to properlptify, they
might not be covered under what is known as thépfad rule.
So they might not be able to come back in. Thesrulader
PSERS are very simple and very straightforward\argt clear
that a teacher who leaves and winds up separagnguse of
childbirth and raising a family maintains their fpant. We did
nothing to change that. That is the existing syst€hose rules
continue. They would come back under the existiefjnéd
benefit system, pick up their service at that paimd continue.

Now, let us talk about someone who would be hordn a
school district in the future. A female who is retsystem afte
the effective date of this bill would wind up gaigi not losing.
And we all ought to recognize that we are actub#iping the
women in the school districts, because under thistiey
system, if they were to work 9 years and leavethedyy would
take away from the system was their own contrilmgtioThey
would get none of the contributions that were beiagd in by
the employers — the State and the school distdiatier the new
system, they would retain those and become vestedd3ayears
under the system. So now they would not only tddadr town
money out but they would also get the money that teing
contributed on their behalf, and they would maimtadheir
defined contribution system, which is now portable.

Some have said that we are going to be putting neuy
employees into the welfare system and they talkubbovery,
very low amount of pension that an employee woelckive.
Well, when thinking about retirement benefits, & iather
disingenuous to ignore the amount of money thateamribute
into the Social Security system on behalf of empésy The
employees need to be thinking about their finadusahnd what
they would finally yield off the system. So theyantitled to
their Social Security as well as their pension, amkerson who
commits their entire career to State service, penand Social
Security together actually equals 80 percent ofr tkalary,
combined with some legitimate savings and also s
downsizing that is logical. | am looking forwarddetting into a
smaller house myself quite shortly.

We are going to wind up giving them quite a respgle
living. Are we responsible for giving them more ith
100 percent of their salary? Do we need to givemthea
retirement that exceeds their total final salarygbying them a
pension that combines with Social Security and gle¢sn to
110 or 120 percent? Do we need to require the t@xpato
allow for spiking on final salary? | do not think.sWe should
give them a good final salary or final pension, lug do not
need to give them more for not working than thegrently are
getting for working.

s

| know all of us have heard from many of our cdnsnts
the last couple days with the form letters andlitte2 | want to
thank all of those constituents who have writtengpbecause it
is important for us to talk and communicate withr ou
constituents, even when we do not agree with te&lpremise.

Based upon the letters that | have received, hahso sure
that most of the individuals that have contactedares aware
that SB 1 that is before us is substantially déférthan when it
left the Senate in a number of respects. Some,yiropmion,
good; some, in my opinion, not as good. For instanee all
know that law enforcement has been eliminated andhae
corrections officers. | believe those are good isions in that
our law enforcement has certain limits that theé ofsis do not
have on Social Security earnings and therefore naed
retirement. Our corrections officers have earlyireatent
requirements which prohibit them from being ablectmose
corrections as a career forever.

With respect to the robocalls that we receivedidl have a
number of communications with constituents, andetiaspon
that, | will share with the chamber their conveisad. | heard
from a couple retirees. The answer for retireesingple. This
law, SB 1, as originally enacted, and SB 1, asrieefs, does
nothing. It changes nothing. It cannot.

This gentleman said to me, but my daughter isahter. She
currently works for XYZ school district. SB 1 as anded does
nothing to those contributions, to those benefitept option 4,
actuarially neutral requirements. For those ofruthe chamber,
we understand what that means. For those who doitndt
simply an option that Pennsylvanians have, Penasjd
retirees in SERS and PSERS, that no one else icdhatry
has. We have the ability to take out our cash portof
contributions with interest, and there is supposedbe an
actuarial reduction. That has not been neutrah@ gast, and
the savings on that alone are billions. There it aingle

nperson | have heard from that objects to that featlihere is

also the increase in the averaging issues; agamething that
| do not believe has been objected to by any grouguding
bargaining units.

The third issue that came up during these contiersais
really the crux of today's debate. That is about| school
districts and will the State be able to attract lifjed
employees? Is this a benefit that is similar to twisain the
marketplace? As an attorney for a long time andamaging
partner, | can tell you this is still a benefit tha equal if not
better to what is available to private individudts fact, in fact,
it is better than what our Federal employees recas/a benefit.
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Let me say that one more time: It is better tharatwkederal
employees receive.

The fourth issue that came up frequently in th
conversations is, why did this happen? And therapsion was
that it was because the employer, whether it beStage or the
school district, did not put in its minimum conuiibn for a
period of years. And the truthful answer to that tisat is
45 percent correct. It is 45 percent correct bezdhat is the
percentage of the unfunded liability that is atitdble to not
paying in contributions. And why did we not do thae being
the collective body? Many of us were not here wilemse
decisions were made, and because the law we ha
Pennsylvania was flawed. It said that you could puitin any
more money than what the actuaries told us our hexel of
liability was, but the problem was, we were not meag
liability correctly.

There is a book | would recommend everyone reatge"
U.S. Pension Crisis" by Ronald J. Ryan. It talk&uibboth
public and private pension issues. It is an exoeltead, and
one of the previous speakers hit on some of thantial
accounting issues that are still existing in thisok This
gentleman says, "The pension crisis is the lardi@sincial
dilemma this country has faced since the Great &sion. The
pension deficits of private and public plans arénested to
exceed $4 trillion as of the end of 2012. If TARRTroubled
Asset Relief Program) "was a national emergency
$800 billion — what do we call this? More imporignive must
acknowledge the true cause of this pension ciiisggpropriate
accounting rules that mispriced pension assetsliabdities,
causing exaggerated funded ratios which led toprgpiate
asset allocation, benefit, and contribution decisioit all
links!"

The rest of this problem is as follows: benefih@ncements,
$8.6 billion, about 25 percent of the unfundediligh and then
the economy, $10.2 billion, or 29 percent. Now, wkcourse,
in this chamber all know that because we have Istaying
this issue until we are blue in the face, and nosvare faced
with the decision about what we do about this.

Let me tell you what | think the key factor is.idtlooking at
the number of active employees versus the numbeetotes
and watching those trends. So those of you at hiwaethink
your pensions are safe, take a dose of this. In State
retirement system, there are more retirees cuyréhén active
employees. The fund bleeds $1.52 billion per y&dhat that
means is, we are paying out $1 1/2 billion morenthge are
taking in. Well, you can imagine if you had a bamtcount,
what that would look like. In the next 5 years thend is about
7200 employees in the State System are expecteetite,
which is about a 5.8-percent increase. Not rehlly bad.

If you turn to the PSERS system, if | were a PSE
employee, active employee, | would be scared abddther
my pension is safe. That fund loses $2.252 bilkach year,
$2.25 billion. Worse yet, in the next 5 years ipiwjected that
40,391 new retirees, or an additional 18.9 perceiit, retire
causing the outflow of money to accelerate.

What we have to do is shore up the fund, and dntheo
points that Mr. Ryan makes in his book is very glead that is
simply this, that public-sector pensions and pevsdctor
pensions have to shore up the liability aspechefaquation. It
has to be ascertainable. It has to be at a lowantemate rate sg
that these obligations can be paid, and that i< 8Bal does. It
sets forth a reliable, calculable, ascertainablember of which

the employer can make contributions and the emplogan

plan, remembering that we have not done anythingnimact

csexisting employees. But let me add one cautionarg:nAs

previous speakers have indicated, that alone, aleitly the

previous reforms that have been made, will not eugh. We
still need to deal with some of the liability issuiea these funds,
the administrative costs, and the accounting rules.

Mr. Speaker, | know it is never easy to face dtunshts
when we are changing the landscape, but givenattettiat we
are only changing the landscape as to new employbhescan
decide to take the job or not take the job basedhumher
niarket conditions, this is not a bad next step.

| would encourage you to support SB 1 as amentednk
you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Bryan Cutler.

Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | would like
misinformation that has been offered previouslyause | think
it is important to talk about what this bill doasdadoes not do.

There were a lot of allegations that Act 120 igkimg and
that we should give it more time to work. | assym the
residents in the 100th District that are impactgdthe rising
property taxes do not believe that Act 120 is wogkiWhen
you look at these numbers, and | believe it is wBesjructive for
us to do so, we have increased the SERS genehpfayments
&om the years 2013-14 to $933.8 million, to $1.28{Hon in
'14-'15, and $1.5 billion this upcoming year. Yourror that
with the PSERS system of $1.086 billion in
$1.382 billion in '14-'15, and $1.7 billion thisgre Mr. Speaker,
that is an increase from $2 billion out of a $2Bikion budget
the entire way up to $3.2394 billion out of a $3llidn budget.
This portion of our budget continues to grow — 8rslyears ago
it was 7 percent; this year it will nearly be 1irqent. When
you look at the overall education funding that wewvide at the
State level of over $10 billion, $1.7 billion ofahgoes to fund
the pension payments.

The primary reason why some folks claim that A@D1
works was because of the collars; however, tholarschad a
substantial cost. In fact, when you total up thst @0 SERS and
PSERS, you are looking at over $30 billion in cpsthkich is
nothing more than pushing the payment ahead fociigren
and yours and children yet to be born to pay the bi

In my opinion, what we really have is a math pewbhl We
have a formula that does not work and is not snahdé. If you
look back to 2006, we had 102,000 people retirmftbe SERS
system. In 8 short years we have increased thahdarly
20 percent up to 122,000. The gentleman from Buecksectly
pointed out that the outflows are quickly outpacihg inflows,
and most importantly, outpacing the ability to eateat money
RBecause we are losing principle in the system.

Mr. Speaker, | would compare this to an individuédo has
a lot of credit card debt. We have nearly $50 duillin credit
card debt, and there are really two options todme is we can
move them to another card through collars andicetifmeans,
or we could make some substantive changes to therntu
system, stop digging the hole that we have createt move
forward, and most importantly, cut up the card tkesure that
it does not happen again.

We have heard a lot of talk about the legislathadpractice
that has occurred in this General Assembly overytfa's, and
you are correct: there is plenty of blame to gouacbon both
sides, in all parties. But the reality is, we haeobligation to

to correct some of the

'13-'14,
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make sure that these funds are solvent. Mr. SpetileeGeneral
Assembly may enact legislation that changes thmgesf the
retirement benefits to enhance actuarial soundrefsghe
retirement funds. This is persistent through al¢hse law.

Mr. Speaker, when you look at thtarvey case, and quoting
directly from the case, it says, "The legislaturgyrfrom time to
time, within the confines of that established iielat alter,
change, amend, and render intact the actuarialds@ss of the
system so as to strengthen its fibers in any wageés fit.
Changes and details, such as length of service required,
contributions needed, and age requirements, to keep the fund on
sound actuarial practices, are essential." Further down in the
same opinion it says, "A moment's reflection wiltlicate that
all members of a retirement system — whether dgtoateiving
pension payments,” — those currently retired —gfielé to
receive payments, or in the process of completihg
requirements necessary to receive them — benefih fthe
maintenance of an actuarially sound retirement fund

This was reiterated and quoted again in @aania case,
where the judge, writing for the majority said, 'Naheless,
| am unconvinced that a pension plan is absolutelyiterable
once a public employee has commenced employmerjbared
the retirement plan.” Quoting froAllegheny Co. v. McGovern,
he says, "Until an employee has earned his retinepay, or
until the time arrives when he may retire, hisregtient pay is
but aninchoate right, but when the conditions are satisfied,
that time retirement pay becomessested right of which the
person entitled thereto cannot be deprived: itripened into a
full contractual obligation." "Implicitly, at ledst- and | think
this is important because there is a lot of talkupensions
being a contractual right — "Implicitly, at leagtchoate rights
were not held to come under the protection of A& 17 of the
Pennsylvania Constitution."

Mr. Speaker, we have a fiduciary obligation, ase
gentleman from the midstate pointed out earli¢hirk the first
rule is to cut up the credit cards, stop digging tiole, and put
our system into a way that we can, one, better garaur
liability, and then step two, as many of my colleag have
argued today as a reason to oppose this plan brgaity a
second step of how we need to fix it, how do yoy theat bill,
how do you fund that bill, and how do you go fordar

Let us be clear: Without any current changes ¢system,
the unfunded liability will continue to grow to lels it could
render both SERS and PSERS insolvent. The changieg
made in SB 1 as amended do not cause a reductidheir
amount of pension accrual being earned by membfethedr
respective plans. The employee contribution rated the
benefit accrual rates for current members are aotgoaltered.
The addition of the shared risk and shared gaiwigioms to
both the SERS and the PSERS codes enhances thaiac
soundness of the plan and provides a benefit teotumembers
of the system in that if the investment returns abeve the
actuarially assumed rate of return, employees witkctly
benefit from a decrease in the employee contributaie that
they are required to pay. These changes are rmoaotive and
they are merely perspective. No benefits alreadyuad by the
State or school employees will be affected by theseessary
changes.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, there have been somstiqgns
regarding the handling of the police or the F.QuRder this
proposal, and | would highlight several main consef
particularly with the State Police. The State Rolido not

participate in the Social Security System, which as
fundamental reason to exclude them, because trexy toehave
a disability payment in the event of injury on flod. And we

are on sound legal footing here as well in@wary case, where
it says, "As we have just pointed out in BaxterGity of

Philadelphia,...the duties of and interests...proted¢tggolice

are of a sufficiently distinct character from thoeé other

governmental employees to justify different termd o
employment." Mr. Speaker, this is exactly what S@éoes.

Mr. Speaker, as we look here today, | think itneumbent
upon us to reflect upon the duty that we owe, nst fhose who
are currently in the pension systems but to thoke are also
taxpayers. Mr. Speaker, the workers who were desdrearlier
as being impacted by changes in the pension systeran
assure you they will be directly impacted if taxa@® raised,

twhether it is the sales tax or the income tax ormteter
methodology is used to backfill this hole.

It is clear that the legislative power of the Coomwealth is
vested in the General Assembly. It is equally cteat we have
the power of the purse in Appropriations. It is aluty to
manage effectively, and as | said earlier, we n&mdtop
digging this financial hole. | would encourage asyvote.

The SPEAKER. Representative Evankovich.

Mr. EVANKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this is a sensitive issue for taxpayi is a
asensitive issue for employees, and it is a semsitbsue for
various special interest groups around our State.

We sit here today debating the merits of a pens&orm
proposal. For those who support that reform projpasga talk
about fixing a broken system. For those who opploseeforms
of that pension proposal, they cite that the systenot broken,
and even if it is, it was not the public-sector émgpes that
broke the system.

Mr. Speaker, there is validity on both sides, awrduld not
agree more with many of the things that our goolleague
from Blair County mentioned earlier.

We would all like to go the distance, we wouldléi to see
every problem in every aspect of everyone's liesslved as far
as we can, but there are certain realities, anddhity is this:
We sit here today — and not to just use anothdogpa- but we
sit here today with a pension, a pension planttdieds on water
every day, every hour a new public employee ertersystem
or works. As that plan takes on water, we are \gth two
options: We can bail water out or we can plug tlaeh
Mr. Speaker, if we choose to just try to bail thatev out, we
will sink. If we choose to just plug the hole anat maddress the
unfunded liability — the water that is in the boeatwe sink.
Mr. Speaker, SB 1 does both of those.

Mr. Speaker, we heard prior speakers talk aboutater
upension plans, about how private pensioners inethptans do
not have a tremendous amount of savings. We hdxrat diow
the average worker does not have the resourcesowdp
themselves with those pension plans. Well, Mr. 8pegust so
that we understand, by not passing SB 1, we areatixyg those
same workers who are not able to provide their pemsion to
pay for the pensions of public-sector employeesgeifdo not fix
it with SB 1. We are asking those same privateesect

employees to pay more taxes.

We heard that it would just be a small tax incegas small
tax increase to fund the pension plans at the lefrelhich they
need to be funded. Mr. Speaker, this is not abmpleyees in
the public sector; Mr. Speaker, this is about thepayers of

h
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Pennsylvania, the prosperity of the future of otat§ and the
next generation. We have an opportunity today, \@eehan
opportunity to stand with our constituents, to dtamith the
people who pay the taxes in Pennsylvania, and 'dayok,
we're not going to sit here and mire in the prolderhthe past;
we're going to move forward, we're going to addtbssn, and
we are going to make Pennsylvania a more susta&nsate for
our children and our grandchildren."

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

One of the best ways to convey information somesins in
the form of a metaphor, but a danger with usingamiedrs is
that sometimes people get confused as to whattyedi
A metaphor may help understand reality, but a nfetas not
reality.

A professor of political science wrote a column time
Delaware County Times which compared our debt tredlit
card debt — our unfunded liability, rather, withceedit card
debt, and she urged that we do a better job inifigndhe
system. The majority party has run away with thetaphor and
has started comparing it to a credit card debtauthreaching
the author's conclusions.

Let us be clear, an unfunded liability is not dtdéNobody
has gone to a bank or anywhere else and borrowgdifion.
There is no repayment schedule for the $53 billitmere is no
debt. Nobody can go file a lawsuit against us tomerand
demand payment of $53 billion.

What the $53 billion is, is an estimate; it is @stimate by
actuaries, it is an estimate meeting professictaaldards, but it
is not the same thing as a debt. It lacks the pi@tiof a debt. If
somebody had gone and borrowed $53 billion, we d/émow
we have a $53 billion debt. Nobody has borrowed rtteney,
and therefore, all this is, is an estimate.

There are higher estimates, there are some lostenates,
but $53 billion is the official estimate. It incled assumptions
on how long each of us is going to live, somethivey do not
know ourselves. It includes estimates on how tbekstarket
is going to perform over the next 30 years, somethhat we
obviously do not know. It includes estimates aswuat the
salaries of public employees are going to be ower next
30 years, something we obviously do not know. Tlegeea lot
of assumptions in this process, and the one thiagdan safely
be asserted is that whatever happens, it will rotekactly
$53 billion. It could be more than that, it could less than that
but this is not an exact figure.

Now, despite all that, that it is not an exacufigy we are
going on the basis of assuming that we can maksonadble
conclusions based on the actuarial assumptionsifamel start
looking at the actuarial assumptions closely, wed fsome
rather odd things.

For instance, if we compare the current unfundsullity for
the SERS system with the unfunded liability for 9Bas
amended in the State Government Committee — Chair,
Metcalfe offered the amendment — we find that théunded
liability peaks — the unfunded liability under tleearrent law,
without any changes in the Senate law — peaks 162017 at
$18.42 billion. Under this amendment, the unfundebility
peaks at $21.01 billion, $2 1/2 billion — $2.6 ioifl, rather,
higher than it would be if we did nothing.

And then you go outward from 2017 on and everyglsin
year through 2052, the unfunded liability for thERS system
is higher under the current version of SB 1 thawauld be if
we did not pass SB 1. Let me repeat that. Every frmn
2016-2017 on, the unfunded liability for the SERStem is
higher under SB 1 than it is under the existing. law

Now, for PSERS, it is slightly lower — the unfuxdébility
is slightly lower under SB 1 as amended than iinder existing
law. However, you combine the two together and to@gg in
2017 and ending in 2045, the unfunded liabilityhigher. The
combined unfunded liability is higher under SB Hnhit is
under the existing law. So if we are worried abonfunded
liability and we want to reduce unfunded liabiligyassing this
law is a step in the wrong direction, because uhddnliability
goes up, not down; it makes the problem worsebatier.

Now, it is not true that there are no victims aguaurrent
employees. Current employees are hurt by thidbitause their
pension will be based on their best 5 years instédteir best
3 years. For most people, it is at least slightyhbr, the best
5 years instead of the best 3 years. In additiogir tability to
withdraw money in a lump-sum payment from the fusd
reduced under this legislation, and their secuistyreduced,
because the amount of money that is going to banpoitthis
fund will be reduced. So there will be endless deisafor
further cuts, because the unfunded liability wél ¢oing up and
not down.

Now, we have to be precise, as one of the spealaids
| believe it was Mr. Ross who noted this is meralpension
bill; it does not deal with other things that aret rirectly
covered by the scope of this bill.

If you cut future employees' pensions, what do faok is
going to happen? | think it is obvious, they aréngdo demand
higher salaries. This assumes that for the nexil@9-years not
one penny of additional salaries is going to beedddt assumes
that because there is no room in this formula foditonal
salaries; additional salaries do not come frompiesion fund.
But in reality, we know this is unlikely. Employecsan make
demands, employers can negotiate, but there ares lfmwhat
you get from negotiations.

Some years ago the School District of Philadelghaught
they were very smart. They negotiated with the d@t@lphia
Federation of Teachers, and they negotiated a lerystarting
salary. And you know, they were bragging — | thihky got on
the front page of the Pennsylvania School Boardsogiation
newsletter for their very low starting salary they had
negotiated. Then after a while, they were forcecetarn to the
negotiating table because the very low startingrgathey had
negotiated did not encourage people to join thdaBeéiphia
School District. They had huge numbers of vacandesthey
had to renegotiate a much higher starting salarfgemive cut
the pensions, we are forcing higher salaries.

Now, over the last 20 years in which we have ufuheled it,
there is one political party that has been in chafjthe Senate

meor all these years and in the House for all bet4fof the years
— and hint, it is not the Democratic Party. Butfairness, this
program of the pension fund was started under #gguBlican
Party. There were Republican majorities in thediegure when
the pension fund started. There were Republicane@Gavs
who signed this into law. And the reason it waspsuted by
Republican Governors and Republican legislaturegrwit
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started was it was seen as a way to reduce saltrigas seen
to be a cost-efficient way to manage the governmenhave
lower salaries, but give people benefits and higiggrsions that
would be paid over time.

Now, if we wind up with what will be one of thealst
generous pension funds in America — somebody cgnwith a
statistic that we would be the second lowest peniiad of any
of the 50 States; 48 of the 50 States would hagkédnipensions
than we did — what we are going to demand is higladaries,
and higher salaries will lead to other costs, iditlg costs and
additional money for cash balance programs.

This is not a positive step forward. This legislatis a step
in the wrong direction. It hurts existing State dogees, it hurts
future State employees, it drives up wage coststter State
government in the future, it drives up labor stiifethe future,
and it is not a worthwhile piece of legislation vote for.
| strongly urge a "no" vote on the current versibisB 1.

The SPEAKER. Representative Mark Gillen.

Mr. GILLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Before | ask my friend and colleague from Che€teunty to
stand for a word of interrogation, | would like gay that at this
stage of the debate, | am honestly somewhat uneécladhink
| probably represent a little bit of a rarity inethhoom. | am
being very transparent, very honest; there needsetchange.
But the questions that | would like to pose to roijleague from
Chester County under interrogation, if he will stafor
interrogation, are relative to the unfunded lidapiln the system.

My distinguished colleague from Blair County we
articulated his concerns. To my friend from Chesteunty,
who has been in my office a number of times andhaee
visited on this subject and we have had telephongarsations,
| feel a sense of a little bit of a black hole distissue with a
system that is tens of billions of dollars in arsgand | would
like some amplification on how this is addresseaulh this
particular bill or any subsequent bills. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has indicated he walhd
for interrogation. You may proceed.

Mr. KAMPF. Mr. Speaker, | think | got your questioright?
Okay. So the question is, what is this doing altbetunfunded
liability?

Mr. GILLEN. That is correct—

Mr. KAMPF. Okay.

Mr. GILLEN. —Mr. Speaker.

Mr. KAMPF. So there are a couple of things. Foktll, the
PERC note indicates $10 billion in savings. Whateasially
that means is that the bill that we are going teehia pay if we
do nothing over the next 30 years is going to luced by
$10 billion. So, you know, that is a significant eumt of
money. We still are going to have to put in quiteitamore, but
it is a significant amount of money. So in terms tbke
obligations that the taxpayer has and the unfuridédity as a
piece of that, you are talking about $10 billiortlie good.

In addition to that, by moving to a hybrid plaraths a
401(k) plan and a cash balance plan where yourdyegoing to
guarantee 4 percent, essentially like a bond invest, you are
significantly shifting the risk away from the taxpma; that over
the next 30 years, let us say we did not do angththat
unfunded liability grew, and we know it grows besawve are
now paying 25 percent of payroll and we are on way to
30 percent next year. So the second point | amdrio make is,
with SB 1 over the 30 years, by shifting probablyrenthan half

of our payroll to a defined contribution plan, we aefinitely
doing good for the taxpayers against the risk thaine
subsequent legislature will do something misguidbd, stock
market will mess things up, or the economy will miésngs up.
So in those two senses, | think that the bill de@mificant
things for the unfunded liability and its risks.

And the third thing it does is it does not chatifye collaring,
right? The collaring goes away, | think, next yeao.it does not
give in to that temptation to try to front-load teavings or just
reduce our contributions, like they did in our riigr and our
sister State, New Jersey.

And | would add that we are dealing with the unfed
liability right now. It is causing us lots of prahs, but | think
all in, between us and the school districts, wegmiag to put
$5 billion into our pension funds this year, an mnous sum of
money, and that is partly to deal with the unfuntiaioility.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GILLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| understand my distinguished colleague had saidha
genesis of this debate that reforms were removeldam not
mistaken, and that the removed elements would Fsavwed
$9 billion. Is that correct, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. KAMPF. That is correct. If those reforms hamained
in, especially the contribution rate, that would-be

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. DERMODY. Mr. Speaker?

Mr. KAMPF. —on the— | am sorry.

Mr. DERMODY. Mr. Speaker, point of order.

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir.

Mr. DERMODY. | understand it is a long debate dram
fine with that, but | do believe it is clear thaetinterrogation
here, they are asking questions they know the antwend if
that is the case, it is an improper interrogation.

The SPEAKER. Representative Gillen, the questitiret
you are posing to Representative Kampf, are thessstimpns
that you do not know the answers to?

Mr. GILLEN. | asked relative to the unfunded likyi
When the gentleman had made that statement, | datate
connect the dots between what he indicated wamava of an
element that would have saved $9 billion as it gest to the
unfunded liability, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Okay. Sir, you may proceed, but — for
everybody here — if you are going to interrogatés when you
are looking to get clarification on the bill and athits
consequences are and you do not know the answer.

Representative Gillen, you may proceed.

Mr. GILLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

With some clarification that | am needing relatteehis bill,
how would it influence members of the General Adsigf

Mr. KAMPF. Mr. Speaker, members of the General
Assembly for a brief period of time would have soofethe
same changes that exist in the bill for nonelectiéidials — you
know, the neutral Option 4 and the like, the fiaaérage salary
and the like. But the bill does say that on reé&ectthe first
reelection, on reelection all members would go itlie new
plan for future service. So for past service eveng is there,
booked, and in place, but for future service, th@uld be in
the hybrid plan.
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Mr. GILLEN. It is my understanding that given théggers
that you just described, with the last electiondome members
they would carry over into the old plan into Jayuaef 2019. Is
that correct, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. KAMPF. Not to my knowledge.

Mr. GILLEN. It is my understanding that those thveduld
fall into the 2016 election cycle, which would bensummated
by swearing in to office in January of 2017, wotiéke out
203 on this side of the building, 25 on the othidesand then
those that were running for reelection in 2018, hwihe
constitutional consummation the first Tuesday imukay,
would have application of this particular bill i29. Is that not
correct, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. KAMPF. Just a moment, please.

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER. Leader Dermody.

Mr. DERMODY. | would suggest to you that if youea
asking leading questions, you know the answer, &nib
improper interrogation. If you want to speak on Hil that is
fine, but we do not have to endure an interrogatitvere you
already know all the answers.

The SPEAKER. Representative Cutler, in resporisasp.

Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman clearlydsati the
outset that he was currently undecided. | do nbewe that the
guestions are meant to be leading and are trulyg&hering
additional information prior to his vote.

The SPEAKER. Representative Gillen.

Mr. GILLEN. The makers of the bill and the studenf the
bill find it necessary to huddle to divine what thetual facts
are. Is it not plausible and possible—

The SPEAKER. Representative Gillen, just holdapée

Mr. GILLEN. Okay.

The SPEAKER. Please suspend.

Representative Gillen, do you have many more ¢uest
here?

Mr. GILLEN. | am waiting for certainty of the answof the
last question that | asked, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Okay. Representative Kampf, answer
guestion and then | will follow up after this.

Mr. KAMPF. Yeah. Representative, my understandihthe
bill as written is on reelection.

Mr. GILLEN. And so for a class of legislators, thveould be
January of 2019. Is that in fact accurate?

Mr. KAMPF. My understanding of the bill is that ap
reelection, in other words— Let us say it is amg] | happen to
be reelected to begin service in — | guess, it ddad January 1
'19, right? Because my election would be in '18lI\vie—

Mr. GILLEN. Your election would be in '16.

Mr. KAMPF. Forgive me, in '16.

Mr. GILLEN. The consummation would be in '17.

Mr. KAMPF. In '17 | would go into the new plan.

Mr. GILLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

On the bill?

The SPEAKER. On the bill, Representative Gillen.

Mr. GILLEN. | am a little concerned about the disate
consequences under this bill, since we appear tskiag those
that work in this building and in State governmeag, well as
those that work in schools and cafeterias around
Commonwealth, as well as new hires next year tprepared

for changes. Yet, as it was articulated, | undecstdat part of
the thought process of the designers of the plastavdead by
example.

| have difficulty with the notion of leading by ample when
the implementation for some who fall under the 26ddection
cycle, the implementation and the consequences heir t
pension, their multiplier, and their lump-sum distition would
not consummate until the year 2019.

And so, Mr. Speaker, | think it is fair to expdttat we
should lead by example, and part of leading by exanis
putting us under the same set of consequenceshdee tthat
work for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, as vesllour
school districts, and | find this piece of legigat wanting in
the balances when it comes to that level of parity.

| will remain interested in the rest of the disczai | will
remain open to discussion and debate, but | fiad ahnotable
shortfall in SB 1.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Pashinski.

Mr. PASHINSKI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

| rise in great apprehension today as we prepavete on a
huge bill that will literally affect hundreds of dhsands of
people — millions — over time. The repercussiomserormous,
and the fallout is huge. If we make the right dieciswe have
corrected an issue that needs addressing, and ihake the
wrong decision, we will once again find ourselvese) years
later, trying to fix it.

If we think about the idea of retirement and wimkhabout
the idea of having a retirement plan, just imadinat it goes
back to the time when this incredible building whsing
dedicated in 1906; Teddy Roosevelt — that is homwbfck —
when he stood in the Capitol dome and said, "Thishie
handsomest building I..." have ever seen. A mereektsylater,
the retirement system was devised here in Harmgbur
Pennsylvania, in 1917. That defined idea was thera way so
that we could preserve the dignity of people inrthgilight of
life when they can no longer work. Instead of liyim squalor
and poverty, a qualified retirement plan was atiegite and
human way in which we could prepare ourselves far last
thdays.

This plan, as stated to earlier, we heard chager verse
about this legislature having the ability to changewhen
necessary. It is correct. We changed the plan rtiavgs over to
be able to accommodate the advancements of lifeer@tse,
our retirees would be making less than $100 a maifgh made
changes in the sixties and we made changes ingh@es. But
| want to make it very clear that this plan workied decades
and decades, providing a legitimate benefit toditg hundreds
of thousands of people, or retirees.

It was 84 years old in 2001 when this plan was f2fent
fully funded. This defined benefit plan was 125 qast fully
funded. The SERS plan was 130 percent fully fundeéd.
worked, it worked; the right formula, the right fling, and it
worked for millions of people.

And then in 2001, because of the fact that thel§umere so
well funded and Wall Street was doing so well, ¢heras an
idea that the fund could sustain an improvement. what

Ridge, they decided they would change the formdlaey
tighanged the multiplier, they added some more bisnedind
then they initiated the debate, and it was passed.

happened between the House and the Senate and n@Gover



2015

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE

1381

Mr. Speaker, if the old formula prior to 2001 wstdl in
effect, we would not be discussing pensions. Letepeat that:
If the old formula — the defined benefit plan witte 2-percent
multiplier — if that was in effect today, withoute changes, we
would not be discussing retirement.

Even with the collapse of 2001 with the tech bebéhd in
2008 with the global financial collapse, do you wnthat our
Pennsylvania retirees never suffered any loss? Thel retire
knowing that the money that they put in and themida that
was devised provided them with a monthly beneftil @eath.

But because of that colossal error, that colossatake to
change that formula, and then on top of it, nodfitn- 2 years
the State did not fund it at all — that is why we here today.

SB 1 does not address the unfunded liability. Whaoes
do, it impairs the future retirements of every Stabrker once
this bill is passed.

You have heard the numbers — 70 percent differefibe
number was astonishing. Someone making $31,000r
35 years of working, their retirement would be atf@0 bucks
a month — $500 a month after 35 years. If they waeking
$60,000, their retirement would be about $1,000npenth.

Mr. Speaker, | beg that we use good common semse
today, that we do not manipulate the numbers, Weatealize
that the vote that we take here today could havessal
reaction, cataclysmic effect, down the road. SB dksdnot
provide any money for our State budget deficipribvides no
money for the unfunded liability, and makes sign@fit changes
that will create havoc down the road. This is angadous
danger.

Let us not make that same error that was made001.2
| would ask that our leaders in both Houses requees
cooling-off period, request some time to rerevidig.tIt is a
400-page document that was pushed through the Saiitiiout
any hearings. At least in the House, we had twaihgs, but
every one of the testifiers, every one of the fiest when asked
about SB 1 and the unfunded liability said, "Youstpay your
debt."

It is correct; it is a credit card, yes, and if wat up that
credit card and we start with a new one, we stlféhthe debt
on the old one. SB 1 does nothing to address thiglgm of that
debt.

| ask for cool heads, a cooling-off period. | ask leaders,
our leaders, to go back and rereview this, aneeember that
a defined benefit plan is the only kind of plan ttmagular
people must have.

You heard earlier, the defined contribution wasrarention
in the seventies. It was there as a tax sheltahforery wealthy
— and good for them — so that when the market wemtn, it
did not matter what happened to their 401(k), tleuld
recover. But, Mr. Speaker, the people that workhiese halls,
the people that work throughout this Commonweditit make
twenty, thirty, forty, fifty, sixty, seventy, evesighty thousand
dollars cannot succumb to a defined contributicanpthat is
affected by the market.

Mr. Speaker, once again, | ask you for cool hehdsk you
to please think carefully before we vote on thisyyeery, very
serious hill. 1 leave you with a thought that waseg to me
some time back where it said, "Never try to messampeone's
life with misconceptions and sleight of hand whening can be
destroyed with the truth."

The truth is, SB 1 does not address the unfunidddity, it
does not work, it needs to go back for review.yl gate "no."
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Kristin Phillips-Hill.

Mrs. HILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| did not intend to speak today. | have no witayiags or
songs to share with you all. | do, however, feenpelled to
rise to clarify statements made by some of oureaglles with
regard to the purported substandard treatment ofiemounder
SB 1.

Mr. Speaker, there exists under this legislatiofo@tprint
rule, and that rule enables any employee to lehei position
for whatever reason — whether it is caring for ging parent,
raising your children, or even following a spoussiditary
career, like | did — and when they return, theiireenent benefit
status will be the same as it was before they laft.me state
that again: They come back to the exact same hielafi that

aftey left. Mr. Speaker, that is not a war on wonaegranyone
else for that matter.

Many teachers leave school district employmentvimious
reasons — again, it could be another job, it cdndda spouse's

htransfer, it could be to raise their children — ghdy do not
return. So under SB 1, these employees will haveapibity.
Currently under the existing system, they cannde téheir
benefits with them. Honestly, with a young woman rag
daughter, that lack of portability could impede ffremm being
attracted to public service in the future.

Mr. Speaker, the pension rules set forth in tleigidlation
apply equally to men and women, and while thelétis doubt
that the circumstances of men's and women's lieesdiffer,

t because of the footprint rule and portability tigtcontained
within this legislation, women are not dispropontitely
impacted.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Gabler.

Mr. GABLER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Today | rise to speak in support of a bill thaeof us a great
opportunity. We have been talking about Pennsyb/amublic
pension crisis for many years. Today we have aitbiftont of
us that addresses, in a positive way, the singlst poessing
issue facing the citizens, taxpayers, schools, emgloyees in
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Today we are ggom
make history by scoring a victory for everyone wiares to
hope that this legislative body can look past stenrn political
gain and instead make decisions in the long-terst in¢erests
of the people of our State, not just today, butdenerations to
come.

As mentioned earlier by the gentleman from CheStarnty,
SB 1 as amended by the House State Government Gtaami
represents a balanced approach. It recognizes ¢lee for
compromise to get a workable product to achieve ninggul
solutions to real problems. This bill protects #tability of our
system while respecting the dignity of every currestiree,
every current employee, and every future emplogemir State.

This meaningful pension reform proposal is buifton
respect for taxpayers, who are, unfortunately,aalyeon the
hook for the mistakes of the past. The unsustaen@bB billion
burden caused by politicians' mismanagement of cilmeent
system is something that our State will have tol atn for
many years to come. Should we continue the cursgstem
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without changes and expect the problem to go awHye
definition of "insanity" is doing the same thingesvand over
again and expecting different results. This billfiont of us
enables us to save taxpayers from shoulderingdurtitreasing
burdens caused by the current unsustainable pesgst@m and
will save over $10 billion over the next 30 years.

Furthermore, a failure to work toward a sustaiadix to our
system will likely lead to broken promises. We haezn this
example in Detroit, where bankruptcy proceedingshasulted
in cuts to the benefits promised to current empdsyeand
current retirees. Should we not take the hint fitbie? Should
we not reform our system before it gets to thah{3oi

The sound bites on this issue suggest that thpostgrs of
this proposal are the ones attacking the pensistesy In fact,
just the opposite is true: The supporters of thagppsal are the
ones who are acting in good faith to save the panbenefits
that have been promised by SERS and PSERS. Thisnitts
meaningful reforms to save the system, and it deesby
respecting the needs of everyone involved — curretitees,
current employees, future employees, the studemtsour
schools, those who depend on State services, anduo$e the
taxpayers of Pennsylvania.

Opponents of this bill suggest that we can justie status
quo work through the problem. With mandatory emplo
contributions growing each and every year, our sthigstricts
are seeing more and more of taxpayers' hard-eadoddrs
intercepted by the pension system before thosamda#iver have
a chance in reaching the classroom.

Consider this: In 2010 the unfunded liability S and
PSERS was computed at $34.4 billion. Today our ipan
system's unfunded liability stands at $53.3 billidhat tells you
what you need to know about the status quo. Thieisstguo
leaves politicians in charge of the managementefgension
system, with all the incentives to underfund thetem and
overpromise benefits in just the same way we haseoime
accustomed to in the past. That is why this bifirant of us is a
courageous proposal. This bill recognizes thatethmust be
discipline in managing a pension system if we wiarb be
there for our State and for our valued employeeksratirees in
the long run.

There has been much debate about what this blllthsnk it
is also important to point out what this bill istn@pponents of
this bill in front of us suggest that our $53 loilli pension crisis
can be addressed by borrowing the money. Imagimecan
simply borrow money to pay off our debts. In my thirthis
circular logic goes absolutely nowhere. Pensionigakibn
bonds, as these instruments are called, represeangerous
gamble with taxpayers' money. Other States haveadyr
showed us how badly such proposals can end.

Consider the State of lllinois. They have issu&d.$ billion
in pension obligation bonds since 2003. They armahbjiag the
market with borrowed money. They have used mone kizdf of
their bond proceeds just to make their annual redypayments
to the fund, just as our Governor and many of myjeagues
who oppose this bill have indicated they would Despite the
fact that lllinois went to the bond market to briigy7.2 billion
in borrowed funds into their system, their two maension
plans in that State reported funding ratios of B5dercent and
46 1/2 percent in 2011.

Now, let us look at Connecticut. They issued dd2million
in pension obligation bonds in 2007. They sold ¢hd®nds,
paying a rate of 5.88-percent interest, and assutmadtheir

investments would bring in returns of 8 1/2 percértiis is

what is known as arbitrage. Soon after that, wewknehat

happened to the stock market; it tanked. The redtilimade
their pension system look like an underwater suberi
mortgage on steroids. Their taxpayers are stuckgayot only

the interest on the bonds, but they are also makipg
investment losses in the fund. That is on the baukghe

taxpayers.

So let us look at what a pension obligation bonoppsal
would look like in Pennsylvania. Assuming a 30-ydmmd
borrowing $3 billion at 4 1/2 percent interest,cas Governor
has suggested in his so-called pension reform papdhe
taxpayers would pay nearly $2 1/2 billion in inttralone over
the term of the bond. Imagine making an investnuadision
that you know up front will cause you to lose 83caeat of your
money. That is what a pension obligation bond regmes.
| have been told that some on the other side haggested
borrowing as much as $9 or $10 billion in bondsoSébonds
at a 5-percent rate would charge $8.56 billion $acb2 billion
in interest, respectively — that is interest alokey way you cut
it, pension obligation bonds are not a viable wapddress this
problem.

Today this proposal in front of us shores up otates
retirement systems, it provides stability to taxgray to school
districts, and the State government. This proposatageously
addresses one of the most prolific governmentalleiges of
our time without resorting to arbitrage schemes gathbling
with taxpayers' hard-earned money.

| encourage everyone to stand up for
forward-thinking solutions. The status quo is otth@ol. Let us
recognize a new day. Let us make it morning agan i
Pennsylvania. Let us pass true pension reformhircitizens of
Pennsylvania by passing SB 1. Thank you very much.

The SPEAKER. Representative Matt Bradford.

Mr. BRADFORD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

If I could, | would like to interrogate whoever ghit be able
to speak on it. There were some amendments that adsted in
State Government that — | am trying to figure ootvithey play
into it, as well as with the PERC note from last@ng.

The SPEAKER. Representative Kampf, do you warstaod
for interrogation?

The gentleman will.

Mr. BRADFORD. Thank you, Representative Kampf.

| had a particular question about how SB 1 as aerin
State Government will affect current employees. Witeanges
would the average, current State employee poténsak as a
result of SB 17

Mr. KAMPF. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of gem
and depending on what category of employee you the,
change could or could not affect you. The reformasipto the
bill in the State Government Committee included,cofirse,
taking out 20,000 employees — those are the F.Qte,
corrections officers, and also the State Policédis is future
hires. They will be in the existing DB (defined leéit) plans.

For current employees, it depends on whether yo
pre-Act 120 or post-Act 120. For example, final rage salary
change applies to post-Act 120 SERS members. Shattually
a modest change. It essentially says that we wik lat your
final average salary over the current law of 3 geaithout
overtime or 5 years with overtime, and whicheverigher, that
will be the impact of that, so whichever is highehichever is
better for the employee.

responsible,
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For post-Act 120 SERS employees, there is a cap
$118,000. That is the Social Security wage base
compensation. But those individuals who exceed
$118,000 compensation, they will also be eligilolg into the
cash balance and to the DC (defined contributiolan dor
wages above $118,000, and they can make volun
contributions to that if they like. There is alsoshared-gain
provision for those individuals. In other words,tlife market
performs well and so the systems perform well,atwatribution
rates of the post-Act 120 SERS employees will distugo
down. So those are some of the examples for posi-2@.

For pre-Act 120, those individuals have the Optonght,
where they can take out the lump sum if they wdikle. The
post-Act 120 employees do not have that. That liendf be
changed, but only going forward for future days sefvice.
Fundamentally, what that means is right now theionobf
Option 4 neutrality is, if we do not make this chanif you take
the — | will take my annuity for every year and illmot take
out the lump sum, let us say you would get overifeeof your
retirement $300,000 in combined money, right? Yaoovk,
each year, let us say that was $20,000, but over ngirement
life, it would be a total of $300,000. Right nowyibu take the
lump sum, your annuity, your yearly payment, isédoybut you
end up with the lump sum and your yearly annuibhstéad of
that $300,000 over your lifetime, you get $340,0860d it is
really not supposed to work out that way. Thatciwmarially not
neutral.

So for future days of service, the pre-Act 120 kypes will
have a neutral Option 4 piece of their overall Opt4 right.
They will also have the final average salary thast described,
that component of the reform, although any polideovhave
DiLauro benefits will not be affected by that, besa the case
law says that theirs is the final best year, | dadi plus
overtime. And the pre-Act 120 SERS employees wilvén
shared gains, so if the market does well, they, wilh be able
to have a lower contribution rate as a result af,thnd they will
have the option for money over and above to go théocash
balance plan if they would like, because they aay allowed
to contribute 6 1/4 percent, most of them — somg dqu But
the bottom line is, if you want to put more in, yoan go into
the cash balance plan too.

| think that basically summarizes the SERS changes

Mr. BRADFORD. | appreciate your description of tBERS
changes, and that will affect all existing as wal new
employees?

Mr. KAMPF. No.

of Mr. BRADFORD. And to reassure the public as wellthe
fonembers of the legislature, one of the concernstha often
theeen raised is that we in the legislature treaersthin the

complement differently. As elected officials, wellvaill go into

the plan that all future hires will get beginnindgttwour next
tatgrm of office. Is that accurate?

Mr. KAMPF. That is correct.

Mr. BRADFORD. Okay. So no elected official, aftérese
terms expire that we are currently serving in, vii# in a
defined benefit plan. Is that a fair assessment?

Mr. KAMPF. The bill describes elected officersraembers
of the General Assembly. So the members of the faéne
Assembly — and there is actually case law to supps
because every time we get reelected, that is cerexd
| believe, by case law to be a new contract — wegeiinto—

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER. Representative Cutler— Please sdspe
sir.

Representative Cutler.

Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, | believe just as theussvas
raised earlier, | believe the gentleman might béngsquestions
he already knows the answer to. That is clearlfirmd on page
189 of the hill, as well as page 399.

The SPEAKER. Representative Bradford, just assdume
with Representative Gillen, if we do know the respm save
that to argument. Thank you.

Mr. BRADFORD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and | apjate
the admonition.

| am trying to get clarity because the amendmbat was
made in State Government, and | will point to thaat wording
| am trying to get clarity — page 183 of the bilheve we strike
out in the definition of "elected officer." Now,dlSenate passed
“elected officer" to be defined, "An individual whe elected,
reelected or retained in a retention election teren of office
that begins after December 31, 2015, as a membehef
General Assembly."

Now, | believe there was an amendment by — | beliewas
Chairman Metcalfe. | believe it may have been amwsrd
2716. It was the 12th amendment, | believe, issrethat day.
It struck, "or retained in a retention election.bW obviously
no member of the General Assembly stands for retenso
what was the purpose and what is the effect okisgithat
language?

The SPEAKER. Representative Cutler, for a poiraraer.

out?
Mr. KAMPF. So for future hires, if we are talkingbout
State Police, the F.O.P. complement, and correstafficers,

the rules that | just described — although theeesmme caveats

for them, for example, DiLauro — will be as | déked.

For future hires who are not in that complemerind keep
in mind, that is about one-fourth of our workforee, the other;
three-quarters — for future hires, people not smghstem today
unless they have prior service because some psopietimes
have prior service and they come back and the fimbtpule
keeps them in the old plan, but for future hireowlave never
touched State government, they will go into the hc
balance/defined contribution hybrid plan.

gentleman's question, if that is appropriate.

The SPEAKER. Okay. | apologize. Representativdet,ubn
that issue.

Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, as you pointed out in rou
question, members of the General Assembly are etained,
and therefore, it was modified to reflect thatntyincluded us.

Mr. BRADFORD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | believeuyo
answered the first half of the question. Now let ais& you the
second half. So what is the purpose of strikirend what is the
effect?

The SPEAKER. Representative Cutler, in response.

AS  Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose was to strike
any language that was inconsistent, and againg sive stand
for election and reelection, those are the two tettmat describe

D
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legislators and the retained was subsequently rechowm
committee.

Mr. BRADFORD. Thank you again, Mr. Speaker.

Let me point out a couple pages: Page 183, oblyidine 14
defines "elected officer"; then go to page 203e¢ li6, which
talks about mandatory and optional membership ésystem
and participation in the plan, meaning the new Oé&nhpand
then you can go to page 205, | believe that is%ingou realize
if you read them together, it would have the corafieffect to
potentially carve certain selected members of tBRS class
out of the new DC plan, and obviously, there wasssurance
given that all elected officers and officials would treated the
same when their terms expire.

The bill, as | said before — and you can look agg399 of
that printer's number or 182 — clearly indicateat th is for
members of the General Assembly. As | said befereell, the
retention, the word "retention" does not, you knalees not
make sense in the world of Representatives andt@snaVe
run for election and reelection, and so it was rezdo

Mr. BRADFORD. And | understand, and
gentleman for explaining that we do not run forergion, but
certain judges do, and there was an assurance ghatnall
State officials would go into the new plan uponleeton. By
striking the word "retention," do we not give efféo the fact
that we are carving out certain classes of Staf@mraes?

Mr. KAMPF. The hill, as it came from the Senatays that

There was an amendment in State Government — notglected officer" means a member of the Generaéshukdy.

| realize the State Government process was noergtHy as
some would have liked — but what is now the effetthis
language? It would seem that if you read them togetwe
have carved out a certain group of State officials.

The SPEAKER. Representative Kampf has indicateditie
stand for your interrogation.

Representative Kampf.

Mr. BRADFORD. In fairness, there are two of thehgre is
only one of me.

Mr. KAMPF. Mr. Speaker, the bill as it was congiel in
the State Government Committee, prior to any amemdsn
defined an "elected officer" as "An individual wim elected,
reelected or retained in a retention election teran of office
that begins after December 31, 2015, as a membehef
General Assembly." Because it says, "as a membethef
General Assembly,” and then if you turn to page 893hat
particular printer's number, the bill also, agamefers to
members of the General Assembly, the bill as ddafted as
before the State Government Committee limited #edection
change to members of the General Assembly. The cimemt
simply took out the nonsensical language, "retenitibecause
retention does not apply to us. However, all newcteld
officers, like a judge — somebody who runs for gtecfor the
first time after the effect of the bill — is to goto the hybrid
plan.

Mr. BRADFORD. Okay. So judges will also be pladatb
the new DC plan upon election just like us. Is #aturate?

Mr. KAMPF. | said a new judge.

Mr. BRADFORD. Well, that is an interesting questic
because | am not a new State Representative wham
reelected, but judges are retained, and when wike sthis
language, | hope we are not trying to be cute. Ahdpe what
we are doing is treating all State officials theneaso when we
strike this language via amendment and—

The SPEAKER. Representative Bradford—

Mr. BRADFORD. —we change the will of the Senate—

The SPEAKER. —if | might, are you on the bill?

Mr. BRADFORD. No, no. Itis a question.

The SPEAKER. Okay.

Mr. BRADFORD. Will the judiciary, as a consequenbe
treated differently upon retention? Because th#heslanguage
you are saying is being struck, and you are saiyings a typo.
It would seem as though it gives legal effect wifferent class
of State employee.

Mr. KAMPF. Mr. Speaker, first of all, with respetd the
court system, the neutral Option 4 and the finarage salary
changes apply to them as they do to us under the bi

)]

Mr. BRADFORD. That may be true, but let me ask ¥ioig.
If you read the document together and you loolhatditations,
of which I gave you previously and | will be glamldo again, it
gives effect, read as a whole, to carve out aicectass of State
employee.

| would point to you if you would, if you want ook at the
actuary that actually has a fiduciary responsipiit SERS, the
Hay Group, if you look at page 4/9 of their noteSB 1, it talks
about member, class, and group and it talks ab¢agsCA-3,
A-4, Class AA, Class D-4, Class A. Then it inclugediciary
and includes State Police.

If you would look at that particular page, pleageu can
notice, you will find that the judiciary is beingdluded under
the final average salary, which | believe you maméd, and
| appreciate your pointing that out as well asrikatral Option
4. But it would seem to one, at least to this dhat read as a
whole, you have successfully carved out a certiigscof State
employee for special treatment, and | think it f&ia question,
and since it has a pretty big impact on our Comneaith and
on its finances and frankly on the credibility bist bill since we
have assured the people that the days of playitiicabgames
with the pension are over, are we carving out gageisection
of State employee for special treatment?

Mr. KAMPF. First of all, Mr. Speaker, an actuariabte is
not the law.

The bill, as | have said several times, clearbiesdt that it is
members of the General Assembly who are electddeosf and
will be affected by the change upon reelection. réhis case
law, which is referenced in a number of the actlarotes, that
indicates that with respect to legislators, thataigpermitted
change. There is also case law that indicates finatan
independent judiciary — we are not members of tikcjary —
for an independent judiciary, there must be somasistency
from year to year and class to class.

So SB 1 is lawful and constitutional insofar astrgats
members of the General Assembly, and likewises itaivful
and constitutional as it treats members of thecjady.

Mr. BRADFORD. Respectfully, sir—

The SPEAKER. Representative, if | might.

If you could be a little bit more pointed with yoguestions.

Mr. BRADFORD. Sure.

The SPEAKER. You know, just because they are—

Mr. BRADFORD. Let me be as—

The SPEAKER. Okay.

Mr. BRADFORD. —as pointed as possible.

Have we carved out judges at reelection from thmes
impact that we have on every other elected offidiatluding

| thank the
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the legislature? Is the language, this amendmemgifically
carving out the judiciary?

The SPEAKER. Representative Kampf, it seems tathmae
this has been asked and answered, if | were a jumgehere is
the thing. Representative Kampf, everybody hasoibgon to
stand for interrogation or not. You know, you da have to
accept interrogation. But Representative Kampfagdego right
ahead.

Mr. KAMPF. Asked and answered.

The language clearly says that it applies to membé the
General Assembly because that is how "elected esffigs
defined. Mr. Speaker, that is the last time | anmgado say that.

Mr. BRADFORD. Would Representative Cutler stand
interrogation?

The SPEAKER. He indicates no.

Mr. BRADFORD. On the bill, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. On the bill, Representative Bradfdit
floor is yours.

Mr. BRADFORD. | think it is pretty obvious by whas
being said and what is not being said. | think yoe being
hoodwinked. We are being told that we are takinlgips out of
the pension once and for all. We are being told the are
treating all elected officials equal. That is nbe tcase. And
respectfully, the lack of an answer on an issudithbns of
dollars of importance in which the very credibiliby this body
has been shredded by our inactions and actionsswns over
the last decade. Today on this floor, to not bees dabl answer
such a simple question, "Are the judges includédiz'a simple
answer.

Look, you could have accused me of saying | anings&
guestion | already know the answer to. Now, thauldchave
been worth making that objection. But let us bedsbhwhy
cannot we say that we are not treating all eleofédials equal?
When judges stand for reelection, they will conéirin the same
plan. The legislature will not. They will not say We just did.
And the facts are that. The fact that they will aoswer it is
just shameful.

For that reason and so many others, | ask yoot®'\no."

The SPEAKER. Representative Simmons.

Mr. SIMMONS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise in support of SB 1. Mr. Speaker, | have essage to
all the current workers that contribute into ourBRS and
SERS systems here in Pennsylvania. If you havensiq@e plan,
you can keep your pension plan, and unlike otheddes
regarding different issues in Washington, we ateally telling
the truth on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, can we all agree we have a pensioilgm in
this State? We have over a $60 billion unfundehbiilltg. If we
do not act, the State will no longer be able to gy people
who have put their hard-earned dollars into thesjpansystem.

Mr. Speaker, | know we can go through the merryrgand
and point fingers of how we got here, but | cameetie solve
problems. | did not come here to point fingers.fdot, when
some of the worst decisions were made regardirgy ystem,
| actually was a freshman in high school. This goad piece of
legislation.

In fact, the fiscal note that just came off thegw has state
it will save taxpayers over $10 billion. Let me eap,
$10 billion. Mr. Speaker, 90 percent of the privatector is
currently in a defined contribution 401(k)-type ®m. The
system that SB 1 would implement is not even a dellined
contribution system. It is a hybrid defined contitibn/cash

balance system that many, many people in the jgrigattor
would love to have.

Mr. Speaker, | am also happy to report that ther raed
women that keep us safe, including State Polic®.F, and
correction officers are exempted. They put th&edion the line
for us and do not get Social Security, and it & fiight thing to
do to exempt them.

Now, Mr. Speaker, | must admit, | do not take agien, but
| have to commend the authors of this legislatimnfércing all
legislators into the new plan. That is what | delhding by
example. Our plan is also fiscally responsible. Viee
contributing more than $2.5 billion into the systéman when

oEd Rendell was Governor.

This plan also protects benefits and meets ouigatibns.
Most importantly, it reduces our unfunded liabilithy
$10 billion. Finally, it safeguards our credit rajj which has
been affected in recent years by the pension crisis

Mr. Speaker, | constantly hear from the other sifihe aisle
how this will not solve our budget problems. Wédlt me tell
you something. In your life, if you had the oppaity to pay
down the principal on your mortgage, would you tiliknow
| would. Mr. Speaker, this is a great bill. It regs taxpayers'
liability by $10 billion, safeguards our creditireg, meets our
obligations, and protects our State workers to neke their
hard-earned money is there when they retire.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to vote "yes"Sih 1.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Dan Frankel.

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

We have heard a lot this afternoon about real, daial think
it would help members, and particularly | rememiray
colleague from Berks County who is undecided, i@ ta look
at some of the documentation here that PERC hasdeab us.

Let me start by talking about what happens whan yove
cash flow. In other words, we are going to be tgkihe
incoming money into these pension systems and ieglutcin
the hybrid plan. And many believe, and includinguades that
have taken a look at this, that the transition @hg into SB 1
will have significant costs that relate to the fdwat there will
be less cash flow. The cash flow is enormously i@t when
you are talking about these pension plans becausally helps
to dictate how much these pension funds can intest, much
they have to put into liquid assets, and what #simed rate of
return is.

So our assumed rate of return under these peipdams is
currently 7 1/2 percent. By the way, they both,hb8ERS and
PSERS, reduced that assumed rate of return inateséveral
years from 8 percent to 7 1/2 percent. That redodior SERS
alone — and | sit, | am a trustee of the SERS systethat
reduction from 8 to 7 1/2 percent in terms of thterof return,
assumed rate of return, resulted in an inflationhef unfunded
liability by nearly $2.5 billion.

So in other words, as you reduce that assumpyioun,are
going to inflate the unfunded liability, and marolks believe,
including the actuaries that PERC has used herée,thmy
cannot quantify it — and | am going to read sonmghio you

i that | think is very important — believe that thesdl be an
impact. They have not been able to quantify it kgkimg this
transition.

So let me read a paragraph from the consultingaagto the
PSERS plan that is in the PERC documentation, hisdwiill
tell you that this bill is not ready for prime tinhecause we are
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making this decision without the necessary inforomatthat
each and every one of us should have. Let me rbed
paragraph. It is a little dry, but | think you nedpay attention.
"This analysis is based on an assumed 7.50% amis@dunt
rate. However, under Senate Bill No. 1, it is pblssithat
liquidity considerations may arise due to the shiftliability

towards retirees and the PSERS Board may changaset
allocation to reduce the risk of the portfolio aeflect the need
to hold a growing proportion of its assets in mbageid, less
volatile asset classes. In general, lowering thsk rf the
portfolio lowers the discount rate used in the &yss$ valuation.
This increases the accrued liabilities and contidlou
requirements of the System. Therefore, the costlysisa
presented will change, potentially significantly"let me say
that — "potentially significantly, if there is aafge in the asse
allocation and expected asset return. However, tdu¢ime

constraints, this analysis was not performed fi ¢bst note."

So we are sitting here making this enormous datigor
tens of thousands of retirees that we have a fidyc
responsibility to, hundreds of thousands, withouffisient
information.

Let me also point you to something else that lehav There
was a lot of talk about reducing the unfunded lighiAgain,
let me refer you to the PERC actuarial impact, ¢ogtact for
both plans. There really is very little differengeder existing
law versus the amended SB 1 in terms of the ratievik reduce
the unfunded liability. For instance, in 2025, undgisting law,
the funded ratio is 69.9 percent for PSERS. UnderlSit is
70 percent, one-tenth of 1 percent. They both ré@€hpercent,
100 percent funded in the same exact year. So 42,20nder
existing law, we become 100 percent funded for PSE&hd
under SB 1 as amended, 100 percent in the same ysac No
difference. And we are going to take this out on employees
and our retirees to get the same exact result.

Under SERS, actually SERS reduces, under exiingthe
unfunded liability more rapidly, more rapidly thaamended
SB 1. Again, are we making this decision to bakiczdrve out
the future of existing retirees and future retirg¢ake this out on
them, and we are not really getting any benefit ouit? It
seems to me that on one hand there may be an giealldssue
here, not a practical solution, and that is whatneed to take 3
look at.

This is not ready for prime time. The actuarialendoes not
give us sufficient information. It is not resporisib It is
absolutely irresponsible for us to be considerinig piece of
legislation without at least having a full actubaaalysis of the
impacts of this bill. You should vote "no." Thiscalid go back
to the drawing board. It is not responsible to phssbill.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Gene DiGirolamo.

Mr. DIGIROLAMO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| am going to surprise a lot of people by lettiyamu know
that | am a "no" on SB 1.

I know what everybody is going to say. Here we Ige.and
my friend from Altoona, working together on a bgague, like
we did on the budget, and voting "no." | know tligatwhat
everybody is going to say.

| want to share with you a little story becausealnt to tell
you how strongly | feel that SB 1 is the wrong thito do.
| tried to put together an amendment earlier invileek to offer
on SB 1. | came up here early on Sunday mornirgjd Inot
want to involve any of our staff on my side of #isle because

of the sensitivity of the issue. So | worked myseith a couple
tof other people, and we put together an amendnhean it up

to LRB (Legislative Reference Bureau) at 10 mindiefore 2.
| got a certificate, literally ran through the Capito come
down here to the floor to go to the amendment clerfle the

certificate, but guess what? There was nobody thexe at the
clerk's desk. So 5 of 2, | had to again, as fadtamsild, down
the steps, literally to the basement, to where htleclerk's

office is, and got the amendment filed at 1:58,dose that is
how strongly | felt that SB 1 was the wrong thimgdo. And

that was not the end of the journey.

After | got the amendment back, | looked at itd drfound

that it was not exactly as | had intended it whemeht up to
LRB. So this was the next day. | had to run up, they agreed

t to do a corrective reprint of the amendment. Ithetcorrective

reprint filed, but of course | needed a PERC nbteied very
hard and was told there was a possibility of beibtg to get a
PERC note on my amendment. Unfortunately, | wasaht¢ to
get that PERC note and was not able to offer mynaiment.
And believe me, | blame nobody but myself for thatause
| certainly had the opportunity to work on thisitid bit earlier.
But that is how strongly | felt that SB 1 is theong thing to do.

Now, you heard me talk last week about workingadiarm
before | came here to the legislature. You knowyorked on
my grandfather's farm when | was a young boy, aoua might
have heard me tell this story before that my gratidfr used to
tell me all the time, and | hope with affection, hged to tell
me, "Gene, you were born stupid and have beendagiaund
ever since." So what | am going to tell you nownéan, just
take it with a grain of salt. You do not have tagcl Thank you.

When | look at SB 1, really, seriously, | just se&® many
problems. And you know when we talk about pensigform,
and you know what the general public, why they waarision
reform? Because it has been drilled into them leynttedia and
by the school board that if we do something abaersmpn
reform, their property taxes are going to go do®aot guess
what? Under SB 1, that is not going to happen. Thperty
tax bill is not going to go down when they get thhills in
August. It is not going to go down next year. Inist going to
go down the year after that. When it comes to auglet, there
is no budget relief under SB 1 for this year ortngsar. God
only knows when there will be any budget reliedtifall.

Also, we have created for the legislators, to tm&ppears a
special system for legislators. | mean, does tlesms fair?
I mean, after our election, we are going into sokimed of
401 cash, | do not know, benefit system. | meanareethe only
ones that are being made to do that. | mean, laldkmow if
that is to penalize or whatever. Does that seemtdailo? And
the gentleman from Montgomery County, just a fewnutes
ago, pointed out in the bill, and | want to holdthp page, page
401. That is right, Mr. Speaker, and anybody eld® was
watching that, page 401. We carved the judges ouetention.

Why would we do that? Does that seem fair? | cannot

understand, why would we carve the judges out amdte
another special system for judges? It just doesseein fair. It
has been said this is unconstitutional. My guessien we
pass this bill, it is going to be tied up in theauds. Is that not
what we just want to do for another couple yeagsthis bill up
in the courts?

The biggest problem as | see it, Mr. Speakemésproblem
of the unfunded liability that we have. This SB &ed not
address the problem of the unfunded liability, &tidink when
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I look at this, when we put new hires into a 40k} they stop
paying into the system, the unfunded liability,niry opinion, is
only going to grow.

Too many unanswered questions. We stood hereink t
almost on the same day last June, trying to dohangiension
bill. I guess there is somewhere in our rules anes@here that
we have to do pension reform bills on the last dbyune each
and every year. | am not sure why that is. | amsuoé why we
cannot take it up some time during the year.

And | am just going to close with this. | wouldvioto work
on something that | think is realistic and somaghthat will
work. Our former colleague in the House, Represieataslen
Grell, he had a plan. | think if we put what he temhto do
together with maybe some of the ideas that | hadmin
amendment, | think that might be something that wibrk to
get at the unfunded liability.

| had a really good discussion with the Goverradrout a
half hour. We sat down. It was the first time | leadhance to
talk to the Governor one-on-one. And most of thecdssion
focused on our families. We are the same age. Vddugted
high school the same year. We were actually marioed40
years at the same time.

Go ahead. The gentleman from Allegheny wants to
recognized.

The SPEAKER. Representative Mustio.

Mr. MUSTIO. Yeah. Can we get to the hill?

The SPEAKER. Representative DiGirolamo, if youldaget
your remarks to the bill that we have in front af Please, ga
right ahead.

Mr. DIGIROLAMO. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SB 1, | mean, | think it is the wrong thing to @émd there are
too many unanswered questions. | think that weganeg to see
that there are too many unanswered questions dhisutPage
401, this reminds me of somebody said in Washingtbat's
pass the bill, and we'll figure out what is infites we pass it."

Mr. Speaker, | ask for a "no" vote on SB 1. Ithe wrong
thing to do. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Kerry Benninghoff.

Mr. BENNINGHOFF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Like all of you, | have sat here for several houasd
| respect the colleagues that have gotten up ao#esp and
| respect the issues that they have raised. Soime 88 1 goes
too far, while others think it does not go far eglouand some
want to continue the status quo and do nothing. Butio
nothing would be irresponsible.

Some talk about this being a 100-year-old systéthen
demographic studies were different, people didliwetas long
and now we are trying to use the same system herhe
21st century. But the reality is, the pension peablis not a
Republican-Democrat issue. It is not a male-femageie as
some alluded to earlier. It is an issue about fiean It is a
major financial issue.

SB 1 is a compromise of several years' worth se€ussion,
hearings, and debates, despite some people whadedtid not
have enough hearings. Frankly, | do not think theranother
piece of legislation that has had more hearingsll,Weaybe
there is one. But this is about a financial issue.

Mr. Speaker, | rise because there is nothing ihgbing to
drive school board budgets or our State budgetsrfasto debt
— and hopefully not into irreversible debt — tharst if we do
not take it on and do something today. But moreairtantly,
Mr. Speaker, | rise because after sitting herestareral hours,

there is one group of constituencies | have heand Vittle
about and have not heard much mention of, and ithahe
citizens of Pennsylvania, the 11.5 million otherople in

h Pennsylvania that are not in public pension systems

The reality is, we are very blessed, the jobs Weahave and
those that are in public service, because at one the wages
were not as good, and so the pensions were seh adfset.
When | go through my town or | drive down here arste the
laborers working on building houses; | listen te thionderful,
sweet nursing assistants who take care of my pam@ntthey
age; and | talk to a lot of my nonprofit friendsttwork in jobs
that do not even know what a pension is because dbenot
have one, they do not have a retirement systemfand, 5,
6 consecutive years, they have not had a pay raksar milk
costs have gone up. Their fuel costs have gone up.

| have heard people talk about this thing likewvds only
them that were going to benefit. We are talkings, y@out some
very good 800,000-plus, give or take, retirees &Btate
employees like ourselves and people in public sishemd
people that work at our public universities. Butonl going to
speak for the 11.5 million other people that, guebst, still
have to pay higher property taxes when their sclpwoperty
laxes go up to fund these issues? Who is goinglitcabout all
those wage earners regardless if they are makimgmuam
wage or $8 an hour or $10 an hour? Those clerksItsae
working at some of our Sheetz stores, who have daok to
work at 70 and 75 years old to help supplement tineome,
because guess what? It is their PIT (personal iectar) and
their checks that are going to pay yours and mysipas and
the other 875,000 people that balance out the h3lBon
people in Pennsylvania.

SB 1 is a lot better than it was when it came dware. This
is about trying to tell our State employees ands¢hpeople
within the system that we want to protect yourrestient and
make sure there is something there. People do Imok t
governments can go bankrupt. Well, | tell you, Iaatoss our
own State. There are some small municipalities dnatalready
suffering that. You only have to look across théemaays into
Greece and what is happening in these other cegnrécause
of irresponsible financial planning.

SB 1 is the only bill before us, and it is thehtighing to do
at the right time because 11.5 million people &f 12.6 million
in this State are going to pay one way or anotseihay watch
the lack of their own retirements or their own netient
systems failing. They will pay if we do not corrélsis problem,
and | think we owe it to all the citizens we remas not just
our colleagues that work within public service.

Mr. Speaker, | thank you and the members for timie.

The SPEAKER. Representative Conklin.

Mr. CONKLIN. | want to thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | would like it put on the recordttisame of
the best speeches, the truest speeches, the apaeaihes, one
is by the gentleman from Altoona across the aishey probably
has more knowledge of this than any person sittimghis floor
today. We may not agree on everything, but | vell you from
what | have heard and what he has said since hbdashere,
the gentleman on the other side of the aisle frdair EEounty,
please, the public, ask for a transcript of whathiel because it
is not about an emotional issue. It was the faite gentleman
from Luzerne County on my side of the aisle brougptvery
clearly the history behind this.
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Sometimes | sit here and | begin to worry abouatwke are
doing. Today is not as bad as others, but | hdk&s talk on this
floor with total disrespect for this body, disrespdor the
individuals that get elected. | heard the gentlem
Mr. Bradford, earlier asking a simple question, "Wdre we
carved out?" And he could not get an answer. Thdisrespect.
Not that | disrespect the gentleman and person| Hisrespect
not answering a simple question that, yes, we areed out.
Yes, we do not respect ourselves. Yes, we knowifthneg make
the judges into it, it is dead on arrival. Yes, kvw that if we
take our hardworking police officers, our correntb officers,
our State troopers, and put them in, what they wamo, it is
dead on arrival.

You know, you can look around this aisle and yan ok
all you want, you can look up and down these halig, you
know what, take a walk up and down the halls. Ldokvn in
this well. | want you to tell the person that takesir page's
place why they are only going to end up with $6,@0@ear in
retirement after 35 years of service. That is rigfdgu can talk
about us all you want, but you explain, go down shake their
hand when they come here, and say, "Hey, | just tealet you
know you are going to make $31,000 for the nexy&ars and
you are going to get $6300. Congratulations. | &éelpou out."

And we will use the fact that, you know, other pleodo not
have it. We will use the fact that, you know whather people
struggle. Why are they struggling? Because prongieere not
made to make sure when they get to their seniaisytbat they
are still active and productive adults. | do nobknabout you,
but when you leave tonight, | want you to shakethtaed of the
man that is protecting us and the woman that pretes. And
then shake the hand of the one that takes thetepdad say,
"Guess what? | want you to pat me on the back, usscavhen
you do 35 years, you will only get $7200 in retigty not
100 percent of your wage."

| want you to think about what you are doing. SBaks not
cure any financial burden. Why cannot we get theaugh our
heads? It does not cure a financial burden. In faetill make
hardship for people in the future. Oh yeah, you calh me
anything you want, but when | drive down the highwand
| see that PENNDOT worker making $37,000 runninignan
mower with two kids at home and a wife, | can sathwpride
that | know when he gets older, he is still goinggb to the
Sheetz, he is still going to be able to take kelitip, and maybe
he will make a whole — on top of his $15,000 So8ecturity —
maybe have a little bit of money.

Let us respect this system for a change, anddetespect
each other. This bill is not a good bill. It doest sBave money,
| am not going to bring up the past in 2001, bull ¥mow for
10 years, 10 years the employees of this State peed
contribution. You, my legislative brothers and sist paid your
contribution. But there was a bill passed that sha&employer
did not have to pay. We gave them 10 years reet-ftad what
we have done is we have destroyed them becausaweetlgem
the wrong thing.

And you know what, | am going to say one more ghtinat
really has me aggravated today. You talk abouteStairkers
like they are welfare recipients. | am sick anédiof hearing
you talk about folks that protect us, folks thatrkvan this
building, folks that work on the highway as welfaezipients
because they are not. They work darn hard. Thek Wward for

their money. They are not sucking off the systerheyl are
paying taxes, property taxes. And by the way, i @o it right,
for those of you who are county commissioners, Yatter

astand up or explain to your colleagues that whandm it right,

the counties are not in this problem because thetes have a
little rule that we this legislative body set irapé many years
ago, that you use an actuary and a 5-year ARC @maquired
contribution) and you have got to pay your debtudo not cut
up a credit card as said and get a new credit ¢ard.pay off
your credit card.

So you can pass SB 1, but your debt is still gainge there.
You can go ahead and do it and disrespect thiemydiy
carving us out and not having respect for what gouhere.
That is fine. | do respect you. And because of, tham going to
vote "no" today. You may want to give it all awayould bring
up the fact that you could not take the pensioresysbut the
day before you leave office, you can sign up ant agdull
pension system. | am not going to bring that up.

But | am going to bring up one thing. Respect slygstem
tonight. Respect yourselves. Quit pulling this dajl on the
public that this is going to cure the pension iltsis not. The
debt still exists. Quit pulling the fallacy thagy know what we
did, if we would have left it alone before 2001wibuld be fine.
And if we put it back and we fix it, it will be fan But quit
spreading the rumors. And when you are asked atiques
answer it straight, yes or no, because you shoelgrbud of
your work, you should be proud of this institutigigu should
be proud of the people you work with.

Mr. Speaker, | am going to ask these folks, | kribvg an
emotional issue, but what makes me feel the witrist,more of
a political issue tonight than it is a social issliés more of an
issue that folks want to do politics. And when bloat the
winners and the losers in this, when folks retirey are going
to lose. They are going to have less money to sp&ngbody
that understands a rising tide understands thdttHguwinners
are going to be those three people that are pibyed group
within these chambers who get to make the monetheffolks
who do the 401s. There are going to be three fdaksge
businesses, that are going to be picked, and tteegaing to be
the winners. They are going to be the ones thateneait. You
know what we should do is do like we do with theubr law
that says that anybody who is involved in this doet get to
give a campaign contribution or be part of the exysr take
anybody else, to keep them separated from us. Weldhdo
that.

But instead, let us do the right thing. Protectirgelves.
Respect yourselves. Understand the institution. eistdnd
what you are doing. But most of all, understand thgou pass
this tonight, you are not doing anything to stop tlemorrhage.
You still owe the debt. The credit card is stikth. And it does
not go back any further. It stays the same.

Do the right thing. Vote "no" tonight, Mr. Speakd&rank
you.

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

The SPEAKER. Representative Todd Stephens.
Mr. STEPHENS. | just have some remarks to subarittie
record, Mr. Speaker.
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Mr. STEPHENS submitted the following remarks fdwet
Legislative Journal:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Since | was first elected to the Pennsylvania ldousf
Representatives, | have worked diligently to ensuneschools receive
the funding necessary to provide the educationobildren deserve.
| was fortunate to have received a great publiccation at Hatboro-
Horsham and Shippensburg University, both publistitations.
I remain committed to ensuring our students haeestime opportunity
that | enjoyed for an outstanding public educationfortunately, the
amount of money we are spending annually to fubillr pension
obligations threatens our ability to deliver meafih resources to ouf
schools.

Pennsylvania is facing a public pension crisiggdtening our fiscal
stability. From 2011-12 through 2018-19 our annyatnsion
obligations will rise from $1.2 billion to $5.06llkdn — an increase off
$3.86 billion over just a few years. The $5 billime must pay to mee
our pension obligations is money that cannot bentsmm: other
important educational initiatives like early chilhbd education,
additional teachers to reduce class size, new anagr new
technology, or textbooks for our students. Thigeysis unsustainable
and must change.

To be clear, the crisis we face was caused byigials in both
parties who overpromised and underfunded the perssistem. | fully
understand that while politicians were playing ficdl games, the
employees were fulfilling their obligations. Nothétanding who is to
blame, we must address this issue.

| believe we need pension reforms that will mazinihe savings to
the Commonwealth while upholding the obligations kave to our
State workers, law enforcement, teachers, and dons officers.
| supported and continue to support a pension mefbill from last
session that creates a hybrid plan that includdsfimed contribution
component for new employees. That plan would aehiemparable
savings for the Commonwealth without any risk otanstitutional
challenge. To me, that would be a far better apgradhan the one
offered to us today.

That said, | am but one member of the General bbg which is
comprised of 253 members. In other words, | dogadtto unilaterally
determine which approach we adopt. The choice Eehaday is not
between last session's plan and SB 1. The choicavé today is
between the current plan, which is costing usdriBi and SB 1, which
saves us over $10 billion.

Given the magnitude of the pension problem andldhg-lasting
implications for our students and schools, | wélsupporting SB 1 and
anticipate that any constitutionally questionabkesues will be
addressed as discussions on pension reform contiitbethe Senate
and Governor. Not because | think SB 1 is the peréelution, but
because for the reasons | mentioned earlier, tfigt®n is so dire that
our students cannot afford for us to do nothing.

The SPEAKER. Representative Dush.

Mr. DUSH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| am going to tell you right now, | am mad. | anfoamer
State employee, former union member, a man wh@@oyears
actually was collecting union dues or paying uniues, who
has a State employees' retirement benefit waitorgnfe, not
from this House, my service in here. To the gendlerfrom
Centre County's comments, | am insulted that heldveven
imply that somebody who would deny themselves aefier
such as that would turn around and try and do dunget
manipulative with it. | have been insulted in thlsuse and in
committees. | have had my wife, my grandfather, oivil
service records insulted in committees and in Hdsise, and
| am not going to put up with that kind of behavisithout it
going challenged.

Now, | am going to tell you, | stand—

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker?

Mr. DUSH. —in support—

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker? Mr. Speaker?

Mr. DUSH. —I stand in support of SB 1.

The SPEAKER. Sir, please suspend for just a moment

POINTS OF ORDER

The SPEAKER. Representative Hanna, for what reakon
you rise?

Mr. HANNA. Point of order.

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir.

Mr. HANNA. | do not believe the speaker is addiegshe
bill, Mr. Speaker, and he has also mentioned—

The SPEAKER. | actually believe that he is addresshe
bill. He is responding to something about the bill.

Representative Dush, please proceed and keep your

remarks—

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. —as best you can to the amendment—

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. —or to the bill. Excuse me.

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, point of order.

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. Yes, sir.

Mr. HANNA. He is questioning the motives of thehet
speakers.

The SPEAKER. No, no, no. Please suspend.

All members, stick to the rational policy pointgt you want
to make. In no way, for everybody — and | know dstbeen
done a little bit on both sides today — you caninghugn or
guestion the motives — it has definitely been dondoth sides
— you cannot impugn or question the motives of atiyer
members here.

There are policy differences, and the good gersteris
going to speak to that. Please proceed.

Mr. DUSH. | would like to reiterate something thagas
addressed here earlier. Right now we are diggihgla to the
tune of $1 1/2 billion in SERS, $2.25 billion in ERS every
year. Now, | have got a little bit of experiencehimel the
controls of a TD-14 dozer and a Case 580B Extereldhknow
about digging holes. But you do not put the equiptint®wn in
there and keep on digging, and that is what we baem doing
since 2001. And, Mr. Speaker, we are not using iakd
shovels. Right now we are using draglines.

This is not a time for short-term measures. Ané th
gentleman from Blair County is exactly right on graat of this
issue: (@) that this does not get the equipmentamat start
filling the hole back in. But what it does do, SBitlstops us
from digging further into the hole. It puts the kea on it. Once
this is done, we do have to take the advice of leebke our
gentleman and colleague from Blair County. We dedné&o
start funding this.

But one of the things that was addressed eadi¢hdt this
does not address the unfunded liability. It mostadely does,
and here is how it does it. It prevents us frormdoivhat was
done in this House, what was done in the Goverroffece
back in 2001, from ever happening again.

Another comment today was that the burden neetie out
back onto the backs of the legislature. Well, | gomng to tell
you right now, none of the things that have beeoppsed
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counter to this do any of that. Nothing we do wathy of this
legislation is going to put it on the backs of thgislature. It is
going to put it on the backs of our taxpayers, thther
96 percent of the people in the State of Pennsidvédp matter
what we do, that 96 percent of the population istlen hook,
and it is because of what this House, what previdagernors,
the last three or the three, Ridge, Schweiker,Rewdell — it is
what those gentlemen and what this House did. y-tiree
members are still here from Act 9.

And yet | sit and | listen as this discussion ééng on. Well,
what about my pension? Well, you know what? Thihisee of
you impacted that, and the rest of us have to dehl it. And
our taxpayers, our citizens, have to deal witiThose are the
people who pay our wages. Those are the people tivige
teachers and corrections officers— | am goingapright now,
| have spoken out in committee against the cangefart my
fellow officers, and | have had this discussionhwihy fellow
corrections officers, and | have told them in aseathat | am
against it. However, there are some people whoaddave the
guts to go and spend some time and talk with thaistituents
and find out if this really does matter to them,etiter or not
they are going to hold that gun as a law enforcéroffiter to
the heads of their kids and grandkids. | am noagod do that.

Law enforcement and corrections, | have been iratkince
1980. It is a calling. It is a calling. Public s is a calling. It
should be a calling. But you do not go as a pubbevant
holding a gun to the head of your kids and grarslkietederic
Bastiat, back in the 1830s, was writing about thige law is the
use of force against its citizens to compel sormmeafaaction or
another. | am used to being on the end of dealieing that
force for the government. In this House, | will fatld a gun to
the heads of my kids, grandchildren, yours, or mgstituents.
And anybody who is a public servant and cannotebig that,
| left it back there, but | am going to tell yowghi now, in
Nigeria, their legislature is voting to reduce theénefits. Why
do we not? Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Members, we have three leaders taksp
Representative  Hanna, Representative Dermody,
Representative Reed. | understand that two memtiststo go
for a second time, Representative Kortz and Reptatee
Cohen. And | have Chairman Metcalfe.

Chairman Metcalfe is going to be called upon, &nen
| would like to go to the leaders, but if the othavho have
already spoken still want to speak, | will call trem. But at
this time Chairman Metcalfe, and then we have theagers:
Representative Hanna, Representative Dermody, Bemsaive
Reed. And then | have two members over here thsth ¥a go
again.

Chairman Metcalfe, the floor is yours.

Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| think as | have sat here and listened to theatietpday, it
struck me that | think the chamber has been thetesii it has
been for any debate that | have been here for twerlast
16 1/2 years. | do not understand the new dynaniib the
docile nature of the chamber other than those &hatat the
mike, but you are actually able to hear everythimat is going
on now with the noise in the chamber, so that e la benefit
as | have been following the arguments today.

| think there has been a lot of confusing inforioatthat has
been put out. | mean, over the last three sessiathgs is the
third session now that | am the chairman of theteS

Government Committee — we have held hearing aféarihg
after hearing over the last three sessions nowudimg this
session, on pension reform, most recently with apt® of
hearings on SB 1 specifically. And over that tiraefe, there
have been a few things that have struck me thatuldvlike to
kind of summarize the positives in SB 1 today.

You have heard from members on both sides. Youwe hav
heard from members that do not appreciate thelddigis and
will be voting against it. You have heard from merhthat
would appreciate a good bit more being done inleébeéslation,
but they are still going to support it and vote itobecause this
is a good piece of legislation. We have moved latia out of
the State Government Committee last session retatpdnsion
reform. We were not able to find consensus betwberHouse
and the Senate. This is historic today that we hfowend
consensus between the House and Senate majoritehat we
are going to take a major piece of pension refoegislation
and place it on the Governor's desk, historic. Bmat is not
perfect. It is a good piece of legislation. It ispé&ece of
legislation that moves us in the direction of pctiteg taxpayers
and protecting individuals who are going to be delieg on
this retirement and having a retirement in the ritand
protecting individuals who are already retired. \Wdaes, this
legislation does not take anything away from anybableady
retired; it protects the systems that they are deipg on for the
rest of their retirement.

The systems, as currently operating, are not isadtke. We
have heard a lot of testimony over the last sevasdions at the
hearings related to pension reform and a lot ofediht
perspectives, but the one point that struck mentbst, and it
has been mentioned by a couple of members througiheu
process, is that in order to fix the unfunded lighiwe have to
fix the structural problem that we have with thestsyn.
A defined benefit system operated by the governméhnever
be truly sustainable because those who are makimg t
decisions, those people in office, are always gamdry and

eappease the members of the system in enhancingbiefits,

agiving them extra, extra benefits that people mphivate sector
are not able to afford.

So when we have seen some of the system problexhsve
have seen over the last couple of decades with 2#ig
mentioned, with the pension enhancements that we mat
forward and passed into law at the time, that vatamly part
of the problem. If we do not fix the structural ptem with the
pension systems, if we do not try and remove thigigans
from making decisions that should be made by fir@rexperts
regarding investments in retirement, if we do remove the
political forces from the system, we will never mt the
deficiencies that have created the unfunded ligdsli

The two major components to our problem is an ndéd
liability and is the structure of the current defih benefit
pension systems. The private sector has left tiseiust. Years
ago they moved in the direction of eliminating defil benefit
plans and moving toward defined contribution plafiis
legislation moves us in that direction. The majonf what a
new hire will have accessible to them will be a ioked
contribution plan with a supplemental cash balgraa running
alongside of it. A cash balance plan is being petia way that
| believe we are going to protect taxpayers from timfunded
liabilities that have been created within this eutr defined

abenefit structure.
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So in order to protect the taxpayers of Pennsydvand in
order to protect those who are we the people, &natthe
government, that we should be representing heraytod is
important that we pass SB 1 and take that posdigp forward
to ensure that we protect taxpayers and protecintrestments
that people have already made into the systembatdhey are
able to be paid out in the future.

When you see what is happening on the front paijle
Greece, you see problems with Puerto Rico now,pitdblem is
not beyond reach in the United States of Americanihave
experienced losses just in the wake of what hagpdraa with
Greece, with the market reactions. We have to enthat we
protect the investments of those who are invesforgtheir
retirement, and the best way to do that is to ¢finam access tg
defined contribution plans as we see outlined is législation,
Mr. Speaker.

So the two main points that | would like to leaaxeryone
with is that this historic piece of legislation nasvus in the
direction of creating a new plan for new hires Whémables us
to stop the structural problems that have createdunfunded
liability. And | think most importantly, Mr. Speakebecause
after this is complete, there is still more workb® done related
to the unfunded liability, | think what is most ionpant is that
we will be leading by example as legislators irs tleigislation,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, every legislator in this body and rev
legislator that will be elected to this body, alomigh the Senate
across the Capitol, when you are reelected, whemebody is
elected, that new legislator will be treated asew mire. That
incumbent legislator will be treated as a new hiEvery
legislator will be treated as a new hire, and wk e leading
by example toward the ultimate fix for protectitgp ttaxpayers
and ensuring that we protect the retirement investm of
current employees and future employees, Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. We are going to go with Represergal
Kortz, who has already gone, then Representatiiee@,othen
Representative Kampf. Representative Saccone nomiswa
speak, given that other members are coming baek 4econd
time. So Representative Saccone will go before &epntative
Kampf. And then we are going to the leaders. Iftandy else
wishes to be placed on the list, please tell us.now

So we are going with Representative Kortz, Reprasiee
Cohen, Representative Saccone, Representative Kaamglf
then the leaders.

Representative Kortz.

Mr. KORTZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and | promisebe
brief.

Mr. Speaker, there was some mention earlier frdm
gentlelady from York County that the female empksye
currently in the defined benefit plan would not inepacted
because they have this footprint rule. | have thatfrint rule
here. But it is very clear. You must get approvébu better
have formal approval. You better have it in writidghd we all
know that everybody has a good boss, that they atoplay
politics, that principals and superintendents neyetrinto this
political game. So if that female employee— Whatr getting
at is, if that female employee does take that mételeave and
does not have something in her hand, hard-documie
evidence, that she had formal leave granted, ti@tcan be put
in that defined contribution plan. The other thitigat the
footprint rule does is 2 years, so if you are affiger than
2 years for whatever reason, if there is a medioaldition or

you want to stay at home and raise a child, whatgga want
to do, if it is longer than 2 years, you are autboadly cut to
the other plan, and that can happen.

Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is, women can beskt mere,
and | do not want to put them at risk, and youdadneed to
think about that because that is exactly whattthiigy does.

| would ask everybody, please vote "no." Stickhwthe

v families.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Cohen.

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | just want to give comments on sarhéhe
comments that were made. We are told, first of thijt we
ought to take politics out of the pension procassl, | know this
is just a wild coincidence, but it strikes me asyvadd that all
the unions that were exempted from this are the emor
Republican-inclined unions. | am sure it was justwad
coincidence, but it sure does not look like wetakeéng politics
out of the process.

Secondly, the unions that were taken out
disproportionately men, and so therefore, we amatorg in
addition to the legal challenge of the fact thatawe impairing
contracts, which might well lead the courts to thrthis plan
out if it ever gets to the courts, we are also tingaa challenge
under the Equal Rights Amendment, because PenmsglVeas
an Equal Rights Amendment and the unions that
overwhelmingly men have been eliminated. And sdlyed@$,
80 percent or more of all the people whose pensioasurt are
women. | think that, too, is an equal rights chadie.

Now, in terms of the numbers, the numbers are that
unfunded liability goes up under this bill. We dodd there is
$10 billion in savings. That is not a savings infumled
liability, however. That is compiled by cutting lefits by
$35 billion and substituting the $35 billion in kit cuts with a
idefined contribution plan, which costs the Staté $fllion. So

you do the arithmetic, and the State will be speg@10 billion
less in benefits in the future, but the unfundadbility will still
rise because this plan— And every single year gyéimward,
the unfunded liability in the SERS system goesam] it goes
up enough so that the small decline in unfundddiliig in the
PSERS system is outweighed by the more substantetase
in unfunded liability in the SERS system.

This is a bad plan. It makes many things worsedkes the
lives of hundreds of thousands of PennsylvanianssevoWe
hear rhetoric on the other side of the aisle alibase poor
people that we have to take into account, theyeaomomically
struggling. They are being left in the dust, acawgdto one

t speaker. We are not going to solve problems of ppvie
2 Pennsylvania by creating a whole new class of people. We
are going to solve problems in Pennsylvania byidgatith the
poverty problems, not by increasing the numberazfrpeople.
We ought to be more interested in problems in marssiand
retirement problems with people in the private sedtVe ought
to be working on that. But cutting the pensionshef people in
the public sector is not going to increase theeatent security
of people in the private sector. It merely makesvdrse. It
merely adds the number of people in desperatediabineed in
ntevery community in this State. This is a bad ideahould be
defeated overwhelmingly.

The SPEAKER. Representative McCarter, for the idco
time.

are

are
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Mr. McCARTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

It was not my intention to speak for a second tiné | do
want to respond in part to | think a mischaractgion of a little
bit of history here.

It was stated a few minutes ago that in fact tieape sector,
and we have been, can we say the private sectolefiass in
the dust. Well, the reality is, Mr. Speaker, tha thovement to
401(k)s came as a result in a sense of fully fundedsion
funds, which were defined contribution — definechddfd funds,
throughout the private sector, but what happenedfRatV)
happened in that, Mr. Speaker, was very clear. @atp raters
came in to rate those systems, and as a resulporade
America was forced to go to 401(k)s. They were nelesigned
to be pension funds. They were supplemental for
management that in fact was making already 18 tiwtest the
average worker was in their companies. But whathagpened
as a result since then? Now we see corporate menage
corporate presidents in the private sector makingdheds of
times more than the average worker, while the wwrlgeal
with 401(k)s instead of defined benefit plans tgave them
secure futures.

That money was stolen from them back then, andt ghz
happening today is much the same. We are stedimgnbney
from workers in Pennsylvania and their families 2aillion of
them, not 800,000. Take their families into consatien. And
those funds that are going from those people airgggmw into
that private sector, as we heard earlier, to peaple are going
to manage those funds and take advantage of tkigryto
make their millions.

This is wrong, Mr. Speaker. It is an ideologicattke, and let
us face that, and it is wrong. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Saccone.

Mr. SACCONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise in support of this amendment. | would litceadd a
perspective to what has been said so far.

We all know this is a very complicated problem. Yeve to
wonder if anyone can unravel the Gordian knot @& frension
plan. This pension problem has grown so big that lyave to
wonder if there is any policy out there that camdbithis
leviathan. But remember, | want my colleagues tmember
that most of the people paying the bills for therent pension
plan are in the same lower economic bracket asgulurkers,
yet they are compelled to contribute to their owanp back
home and fund the generous plans of the public @yegk also.

Now, | have heard it said that this plan has wdrker
decades, has worked for 98 years. Well, it may hewdked for
some public employees. It sure has not workedHertadxpayer
for 98 years. Believe me when | say that taxpayeast this
reform and only ask public employees to share thmes
burdens as they do.

Now | know a young lady, for example, one of n
constituents, who worked her way through a mastigtyree,
paid for it with loans, works at early developmectild
intervention, goes to people's homes and helps kitls. She is
very good at it. She worked up until the last feaysl of her
most recent pregnancy. She has no pension. Yehahgot to
pay for the pensions of the public employees.

And | think it is emblematic of what we see in theavate
sector, people suffering, and no one seems to a@boet the
suffering of the taxpayer. When | go home, Mr. @eamy
constituents say to me, "It's like an avalanchavafrice." These
employees with their handsome benefits paid for theg

taxpayers, they hear the taxpayers say, "Look,tdpped out.
| can't afford to pay your generous benefits andifmy own at
the same time."

All we want is to move your new employees to aircsf
contribution plan, just like we do in the privaiector. And the
answer of the public employees' leadership andatiever of
this Governor is, "No. You pay my benefits. | dazdre if you
can't afford your own retirement. You owe me a geuse
retirement even if it bankrupts you. There will b®

V compromise." That is what my constituents hear.lVitas time
that these public unions remember that the taxgagee the
hand that feeds them.

When you use the force of law to transfer wealthmf a

theerson who earned it to another person to whonoésdnot
belong, it becomes just a form of legal plunderefghis an old
saying that in government, difficulty lies not souch in
developing new ideas as escaping the old ones. &ve o
escape the defined benefit plan and move towaréva idea
that will help the taxpayer. We have to transfertisk from the
taxpayer to the individual employee. The taxpayeant this
change and so should you. It is the only fair thmgo.

n  Please vote "yes" on SB 1. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Warren Kampf and then
Representative Mike Hanna, Representative FrankmbDdy,
and Representative Dave Reed.

Mr. KAMPF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Just a couple of, maybe, points in response toesttrimgs
that were said here on the floor.

The notion that somebody who leaves, say, a sdttistict
and then comes back is somehow not going to get timir
prior benefit plan is just untrue. Those rules raoé changed at
all.

And | have heard a fair amount about how the &sire
benefit is, you know, it is not significant, | gge$o think about
it this way. First of all, we are not talking abau#d01(k) plan.
The employee is going to have to put 3 percent thtocash
balance, 3 percent into the defined contributioanpht a
minimum, they can put in more, and for the Statgtey, they
are going to have to put in — the taxpayer is gadingave to put
in 4 percent. You cannot take out any loans on. thalot of
people get in trouble with these DC plans becauseg take out
loans, emergency withdrawals. You are not alloveedad that.

And this plan is fundamentally portable. So Pew dn
analysis of PSERS and SERS and found that in a sleoyt
period of time, many of our teachers and many af State
employees leave State service and do not come hadk,nder
a defined benefit plan, like the one we have, thadéiduals
are treated very badly. They put a lot of skintie game, and
they walk away with all — all they walk away with what they
put in plus, basically, 4 percent, and that is fa@t but that is
nyhow defined benefit plans often are. They are Haakied so
that the long-term employee, the 30- or 35-yearleyse, is the
one who significantly benefits, but that is not thay today's
world is. Pew did an analysis and found that maffyoor
employees leave after a fairly short period of tifbere was
testimony in the State Government Committee thataberage
State worker across the country only serves in eStat
Government for about 7 years, and under our cuplamt, it is
not fair to them.

Pew took a look at those benefits under a hybtah,pa
DC and a cash balance, and found that they weualbcbetter
for future hires than the plan that we currentlyeafor
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somebody who is in the system for 10 or 15 or 28ryeSo
fairness is often in the eyes of the beholder, andoday's
world, it seems to me that a hybrid plan or a dufir
contribution plan, which is properly crafted, istuadly better
for our employees of all kinds.

They also found that even for the long-term emeésy and
these are people that are going to retire in 380oyears, they
will have upwards of 50 or 60 percent replacemeobine, and
you put that with Social Security, 25, 30 percéimat is right in
the range where they need to be. So this new-fanefii is a
good benefit despite what you have heard from s¢
individuals on the floor.

You also heard some comment about how there are
savings in this plan for this year's budget. Yoownl looked at
the analysis from PERC and from the actuaries,th@ecgavings
for any reform, especially of a system this sizkes time to
implement. It does not mean it is not worth doihdut we are
fortunate. The analysis indicates that next yeamext year's
budget, we are going to be north of $100 millionsavings.
That is $100 million that the taxpayer does notehvput in to
our current pension system. That is important, &rgbes up
from there — $100 million, $150 million, a couplé lmundred
million in each budget year. That is nothing to dge and
overall, it saves us about $10 billion.

There is some notion out there that it increakesunfunded
liability on SERS. Not true, and in fact, if youack the
consulting actuary for PERC, they made it quitecthe reason
why it looks like there is an increase in the umfea liability
for SERS is because SERS somehow calculates thiatcthst,
once we change this, will be zero. Well, we knowirtltost for
an employee is not zero. Right now it is 4, 5, &cpet, and that
is how they are calculating it. So it is reallytjasmatter of, you
know, actuarial science that it appears the unfdniisbility
goes up in one actuary's report, but in Millimaaisd the
consulting actuary for PERC, they do not buy thadl @hey
criticize that concept heavily, and they have fbe tseveral
years we have been doing this.

And then | guess, really, lastly | just want tonclude by
saying that this is, as | started out, a comprorhife We do
want to have a good benefit for our current his¥s. do want to
have a good benefit for our future hires. This badlances that
with the need for savings in a system which is, iobsly,
heavily stressed. What it does is it generates Blin in
savings and savings starting next year, whichag fat in the
overall liability for the next 30 years, we ardlgjoing to owe
as taxpayers, as residents of the Commonwealtlguple of
hundred billion dollars for our current employeemmement,
and when you reduce that by about $10 billion, thabout a
5- or 6-percent impact for our current employee glement.

It is not the doomsday, somehow we are affectingent
employees so that they will be on the doorstepr aéterement
and have no resources. Not at all. It is a compsenthat
balances savings with a commitment to our curr@eshto our
current employees. It is the right compromise, bhadk you to
support SB 1. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Hanna.

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear, based on the vote inSbeate, that
this is not an issue most Republicans and Democaags
working on together, nor is it a productive apptodor the
people of Pennsylvania. This bill was rushed thhouge

legislative process in order to avoid hearings gndblic
scrutiny. That is wrong, Mr. Speaker. We are ekbdig the
people, and the people want transparency.

Mr. Speaker, proponents of this bill claim thisllwgave
money, but the costs associated with switching aewloyees
to a new system, including the inevitable courttleat will
mitigate or eliminate any cost savings that thggdiation might
have in the short- or long-term.

Mr. Speaker, in May of this year, the lllinois $eme Court
threw out an unconstitutional law aimed at redudigiiyement

nenefits for existing employees in an attempt tasertheir
pension system debt. Have we learned nothing? Apgigrnot.
Moday we heard the majority whip assure us again1SB
constitutional. Well, he also assured us that viideand Act 13
of 2012 was constitutional, and our Supreme Coisagieed.
Last year he assured us that HB 80 was constitltiamd last
week the Commonwealth Court disagreed. It is clednat
SB 1 is unconstitutional than any of those otheasuees. So
here we go again, wasting money on court challeagddikely
having to come back a year or two later to fix this
unconstitutional proposal.

Mr. Speaker, not only does SB 1 undermine public
employees who have consistently paid into the estéimt
system even though their employers have not, tHisnbludes
language that states the Commonwealth cannot bd hel
responsible if and when retirees lose out on theiestment.
How, Mr. Speaker, is that retirement security?

Any move to a 401(k)-style plan without an adegquat
retirement package would increase dependence oricpub
assistance. Mr. Speaker, as my colleague from Isherca
County mentioned, studies have shown that definedefit
pensions keep retirees out of poverty.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Chester Countyesdghat
SB 1 is all about compromise. Compromise with whom?
Certainly not with our caucus. While we have ha#stabout
pension in the Governor's four-caucus working graudpen the
House Republican Caucus wrote the Metcalfe amentimen
which is now SB 1, our caucus and the Governorfe©fvere
excluded. Trust me, when the five-party work grasipxcluded
in the drafting of the Metcalfe amendment, that riet
compromise.

Mr. Speaker, there are a litany of reasons whyneed to
oppose this bill, and | believe very few individsiadtand to
benefit from this plan. And now most recently as ttebate has
moved on, we have just heard from SERS that thégumethe
pickup contribution provisions in the DC plan maplate the
Internal Revenue Code.

Mr. Speaker, this bill would overhaul pensions f8tate
workers and teachers in a way that cuts employedsement
by almost 70 percent, yet it will do little to aéds the pension
systems' current unfunded liability.

My Democratic colleagues and | oppose any plgoutonew
hires or any other employee in a 401(k)-style dsfin
contribution plan. Retirees know that such plarsiaadequate
and were only designed to supplement, not replaosipns.

What is more, new hires are not the problem amailshnot
have their investment earnings used to pay off uhfunded
liability they did not help to create. The cashdnale portion of
this plan robs one group of employees to pay th# deed to
another group. In addition to being unfair, theuettn in the
unfunded liability from this cash-grab plan is nmail, at best,
according to the PERC note.
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Mr. Speaker, this convoluted bill is being rushieaugh the
legislative process in hopes of passing a pensibalbng with
this bad Republican budget. That simply is not ssagy.

Our pension reform law, Act 120 of 2010, put that&on a
path to healthy pension funding. It passed withakipan
support and in time will close the funding gap, tmet must give
employers and employees an opportunity to makehiduapen.

Mr. Speaker, | urge a "no" vote on SB 1. Thank,y
Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Dermody.

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

As we just heard from my good friend, the whiptolp, am
wondering whom the compromise was with. We heaisl il
is a compromise. Not with us. There were no disoasswith
us about this. As a matter of fact, we were shut iouthe
hearing where it was amended, at the committee ingeeDur
members were not allowed to speak. Now, there is
compromise here. SB 1 is not something anybody wnsale
would want to be a part of.

We have heard a lot of talk about what is goindhappen
with new hires and how it is so good for new hirasd while
| am no expert on pensions, | did take a look at dbtuarial
note, and if you look at the actuarial note, thisra first bullet
point regarding the cash balance plan. That bpb@it makes it
clear that new hires will make more in contribuida that cash
balance plan than they will ever get back in pemdienefits,
than they will ever get back in pension benefittode new
hires would be better off placing their money ipiggy bank or
under the mattress because they will at least wakeith what
they put in. Not the case with the new hires in1SB

And it gets worse if you go to a 401(k). The 402l add
billions of dollars in costs to the taxpayers andthe plan.
Pensions are more efficient than 401(k)s. Thewdelihe same
amount of retirement benefits at half the cost.tlkenmore,
closing out PSERS and SERS and transitioning nepl@mees
to 401(k)-type plans will cost billions, and thentpterm
savings that Republicans promise in SB 1 come piiynfiom
slashing benefits. This bill will cut benefits by0 7percent
beyond the big cuts that were made 5 years agairi20. The
reality is, these cuts will put future retireesoiptoverty.

We have heard a discussion today about what thsige
benefit will be for a State worker making $31,00@ear, and
that benefit is $6,000. Now, we heard that thasper and a
previous speaker mentioned today, they would getiabg
Security. They would be lucky if that Social Setuibenefit
was $1,000 a month. But it was also suggested tweyd
downsize, and you are darn right they could doveysind they
will be downsizing. They will be downsizing to arheless
shelter if this takes effect.

You claim that this budget package is balanced inddes
not rely on gimmicks. SB 1 is nothing but a gimmidkwill
cost billions of dollars. We will not compromise thvi the
retirement security of Pennsylvania's workers. THs no
retiring with dignity here. This is retiring in pekty. It does not
solve problems. It creates problems, and that ig wé should
all vote "no." Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The majority leader, Dave Reed.

Mr. REED. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Public pension reform has been a topic of disomssi this
body, in this State for decades. During some ofehdebates
public pension reform has meant enhancing bengfitetirees

or current employees. At other times public pens&form has
meant bringing the system into check so that wesemuritize
and stabilize that system for our retirees, ouremtremployees,
and our future employees. Those debates, muchHikelebate
today, can be a little bit of a roller coaster asgions are
enhanced and the rhetoric oftentimes outweighéatts.

As we consider this proposal today, | think wech&efocus
pwn six fundamental principles embodied within tkegislation.
They are very simple and they are very short, bey tare very
important for the folks that we represent arounds th
Commonwealth to understand.

First, our commitment to our retirees is maintdinader this
proposal. Each retiree in this Commonwealth wilhtimue to
receive their retirement check for the pension btnthey have
earned, unchanged.

Second, current employees will be able to keep plaam
redructure they signed up for when they became griamee of
the Commonwealth or the school district.

Third, new employees going forward will actuallgve a
dual benefit system, a hybrid system, that willlide a cash
balance plan and a defined contribution plan calpgether to
secure their retirement in the years ahead.

Fourth, over the length of the system this plafi save
$10 billion in the unfunded liabilities to that sgm.

Fifth, there is no new debt associated with thépWe are
making our legally mandated payments to the systefull and
on time. Unlike the proposals of former Governorlé&it and
former Governor Rendell, this plan contains no ami to
reduce the collars and artificially decrease oympents to the
systems further. We are maintaining our paymentegsysand
not issuing new debt using one credit card to pithe old
credit card.

Six, legislators are leading by example. | underdtthat this
can be a sensitive topic for some members of tbdybbut if
the new plan going forward is good enough for newpleyees,
it should be good enough for us too.

Mr. Speaker, | understand that there are somes fatko
would like to just leave the system as it is andoar wait and
see what happens, but we do not need a crystaldbfifid out.
If you leave an unsustainable pension system ukeldedf you
continue to allow unfunded liability to grow yedtea year after
yeatr, billion after billion after billion, all yohave to do is look
at the city of Detroit what happens. You can seatwlappens
to their retirees. You can see what happens to ctireent
employees. You can see what happens to future eagdolt is
very simple. You get pennies on the dollar for teérement
you spent years earning, pennies on the dollar.

Mr. Speaker, SB 1 is a proposal that will allowtaskeep
our commitment to our retirees. It is a proposat thill allow
our current employees to keep the benefit strudheg signed
up for. It is a proposal that will stabilize thessgm for new
employees going forward. It is a proposal that wilhimize the
risk for the taxpayers in the long term.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to vote for SB 1. It im# to get off
this roller-coaster ride and move this State fodvdrank you,
Mr. Speaker.

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the
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The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-106
Adolph Greiner Maloney Roae
Barrar Grove Marshall Ross
Benninghoff Hahn Marsico Saccone
Bloom Harhart Masser Sankey
Boback Harper Mentzer Saylor
Brown, R. Harris, A. Metcalfe Schemel
Causer Heffley Metzgar Simmons
Christiana Helm Millard Sonney
Corbin Hennessey Miller, B. Staats
Cox Hickernell Milne Stephens
Culver Hill Moul Tallman
Cutler Irvin Mustio Taylor
Day James Nesbit Tobash
Delozier Jozwiak Oberlander Toepel
Diamond Kampf Ortitay Toohil
Dunbar Kaufer Payne Topper
Dush Kauffman Peifer Truitt
Ellis Keller, F. Petri Vereb
Emrick Keller, M.K. Pickett Ward
English Killion Pyle Warner
Evankovich Klunk Quigley Watson
Everett Knowles Quinn Wentling
Fee Krieger Rader Wheeland
Gabler Lawrence Rapp Zimmerman
Gillespie Mackenzie Reed
Gingrich Maher Reese Turzai,
Godshall Major Regan Speaker

NAYS-89
Acosta Dermody Keller, W. Parker, D.
Bishop DiGirolamo Kim Pashinski
Bizzarro Donatucci Kinsey Petrarca
Boyle Driscoll Kirkland Ravenstahl
Bradford Evans Kortz Readshaw
Briggs Fabrizio Kotik Roebuck
Brown, V. Farina Lewis Rozzi
Burns Farry Longietti Sainato
Caltagirone Flynn Mahoney Samuelson
Carroll Frankel Markosek Santarsiero
Cohen Freeman Matzie Santora
Conklin Gainey McCarter Schlossberg
Costa, D. Galloway McGinnis Schreiber
Costa, P. Gergely McNeill Schweyer
Cruz Gibbons Miccarelli Sims
Daley, M. Gillen Miller, D. Snyder
Daley, P. Goodman Mullery Sturla
Davidson Hanna Murt Thomas
Davis Harhai Neuman Vitali
Dawkins Harkins O'Brien Wheatley
Dean Harris, J. O'Neill White
Deasy Kavulich Parker, C. Youngblood
Delissio

NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin DelLuca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the bill passed finally.

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith
the information that the House has passed the saitte
amendment in which the concurrence of the Senatxjisested.

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING

The SPEAKER. Representative John Taylor, chairofahe
Transportation Committee, is recognized for a cotemi
announcement.

Mr. TAYLOR. Thanks, Mr. Speaker.

The House Transportation Committee will meet imiaidy
in room 205 of the Ryan Office Building, 205 of tfyan
Office Building, or as soon as we have a break.

The SPEAKER. The Transportation Committee will mee
immediately, or as soon as we have a break, in r2@snof the
Ryan Office Building.

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING

The SPEAKER. Representative Reed, chairman oRtiles
Committee, for an announcement.

Mr. REED. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

There will be an immediate meeting of the HousdeRu
Committee in the Appropriations conference room, an
immediate meeting of the House Rules Committee ha t
Appropriations conference room.

The SPEAKER. There will be an immediate meetinghef
Rules Committee in the Appropriations conferenaaro

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS

The SPEAKER. The majority caucus chair, Sandy ¥jdr
an announcement.

Ms. MAJOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Republicans will meet this afternoon at 4:30. lubask our
Republican members to please report to our caucos rat
4:30. We would be prepared to come back on ther,floo
Mr. Speaker, at 6 p.m. Thank you.

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

The SPEAKER. Representative Dan Frankel, the ntinor
caucus chair, for an announcement.

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Democrats will also caucus at 4:30. Democrats eailicus at
4:30. Thank you.

SENATE MESSAGE

HOUSE BILLS
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, retiiiB 140,
PN 124; HB 157, PN 307;and HB 272, PN 1202,with
information that the Senate has passed the samieowtit
amendment.
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SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED
FOR CONCURRENCE AND
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, retiiiB 466,
PN 1985; HB 972, PN 1922; HB 1071, PN 199&nd

RECESS

The SPEAKER. The House stands in recess untiln@,p.
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. Thank you.

AFTER RECESS

The time of recess having expired, the House wadlsct to

HB 1276, PN 1997with information that the Senate has passegyqer.

the same with amendment in which the concurrencehef
House of Representatives is requested.

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having bpezpared
for presentation to the Governor, and the samegbsdrect, the
tittes were publicly read as follows:

HB 140, PN 124

An Act amending the act of December 14, 1982 (R111
No.279), entitled "An act providing for rideshariagrangements ang
providing that certain laws shall be inapplicable tidesharing
arrangements,” providing for a short title; furthproviding for
definitions and for motor carrier laws not applilsato ridesharing; and
making editorial changes.

HB 157, PN 307

An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of th@ennsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, in professional and occoipali licenses,
further providing for definitions and for retentiand certification.

HB 272, PN 1202

An Act amending the act of November 29, 2006 (RL1L
No0.165), known as the Sexual Assault Testing ariddébwe Collection
Act, further providing for the title of the act, rfaefinitions and for
sexual assault evidence collection program; angigireg for rights of
sexual assault victims.

SB 330, PN 775

An Act amending Titles 18 (Crime and Offenses) ab8
(Municipalities Generally) of the Pennsylvania Colidated Statutes
in other offenses, repealing the offense of muumicipousing code
avoidance; and, in neighborhood blight reclamataod revitalization,
providing for failure to comply with a code requirent.

SB 687, PN 673

An Act amending Title 68 (Real and Personal Prgpeof the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in generaligoms for planned
communities, further providing for applicability dbcal ordinances,
regulations and building codes.

SB 688, PN 674

An Act amending Title 68 (Real and Personal Prgpeof the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in general ipoms for
condominiums, further providing for applicability mcal ordinances,
regulations and building codes.

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of these{q
signed the same.

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE,
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND
RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES

HB 813, PN 201qAmended)

An Act amending the act of June 25, 1931 (P.L.13$2,332),
referred to as the Delaware River Joint Toll Bri€mpact, providing
for veto power by the Governor over certain actidagher providing
for audits; and providing the Governor of eachestaith power to
ratify or veto certain actions taken by commissisne

By Rep. TAYLOR

TRANSPORTATION.

HB 1087, PN 1493

An Act amending the act of June 12, 1931 (P.L.8¥5,200),
entitled "An act providing for joint action by Pesylvania and New
Jersey in the development of the ports on the Iddalaware River,
and the improvement of the facilities for transptian across the river;
authorizing the Governor, for these purposes, tderennto an
agreement with New Jersey; creating The DelawareerRioint
Commission and specifying the powers and dutiesetiie including
the power to finance projects by the issuance eknmee bonds;
transferring to the new commission all the powefrdhe Delaware
River Bridge Joint Commission; and making an appetion,”
providing for gubernatorial veto.

By Rep. TAYLOR

TRANSPORTATION.

HB 1195, PN 2011Amended) By Rep. TAYLOR

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylia
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for dumatbf perfection.

TRANSPORTATION.

HB 1342, PN 201ZAmended) By Rep. TAYLOR
An Act designating a portion of State Route 100& ayetteville,
Franklin County, as the James W. Cutchall Memdiighway.

TRANSPORTATION.

HB 1411, PN 1968 By Rep. TAYLOR

An Act amending Title 26 (Eminent Domain) of thenRsylvania
Consolidated Statutes, in special damages for atisphent, further
providing for moving and related expenses of disgpdapersons, for
replacement housing for homeowners and for replaogmmousing for
tenants and others.

TRANSPORTATION.
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HB 1412, PN 1969 By Rep. TAYLOR

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylia
Consolidated Statutes, in commercial drivers, frtproviding for
definitions, for employer responsibilities, for corarcial driver's
license qualification standards, for nonresidentLCfar commercial
driver's license and for disqualification.

TRANSPORTATION.

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE

HB 466, PN 1985 By Rep. REED

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.99p.21),
known as the Liquor Code, as follows: In prelimyarrovisions,
further providing for definitions. In Pennsylvanidquor Control
Board, further providing for general powers of iban Pennsylvania
liquor stores, providing for career training andgecondary education
grant eligibility. In licenses and regulations,uar, alcohol and malt
and brewed beverages, further providing for licedsstricts, license
period and hearings and for issuance, transferxtamsion of hotel,
restaurant and club liquor licenses, providingvitwolesale permit, for
wholesale licenses, for wine or liquor expandednitsrand for wine or
liqguor enhanced permits; further providing for malbhd brewed
beverages manufacturers', distributors' and impgrtdistributors’
licenses, for malt and brewed beverages retaih$ies, for application
for distributors', importing distributors' and riétdispensers' licenses,
for prohibitions against the grant of licenses, ifderlocking business
prohibited, for licenses not assignable and trassfer surrender of
restaurant, eating place retail dispenser, hatglpiting distributor and
distributor license for benefit of licensee and dolawful acts relative
to malt or brewed beverages and licensees.

RULES.

HB 972, PN 1922 By Rep. REED

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682).284),
known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, indifd endowment
insurance and annuities, further providing for pplilelivery.

RULES.

HB 1071, PN 1998 By Rep. REED

An Act amending the act of July 9, 2013 (P.L.36,%4), known
as the Development Permit Extension Act, furthesvjgling for the
definition of "approval" and for existing approval.

RULES.

HB 1276, PN 1997 By Rep. REED

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) ofeth
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child ptitec services,
further providing for definitions, for persons réeua to report
suspected child abuse, for access to informatidtaewide database
for release of information in confidential reporfts;, employees having
contact with children and adoptive and foster piefor information
relating to certified or registered day-care honesidents, for
volunteers having contact with children, for congd employment o
participation in program, activity or service, focertification
compliance, for education and training and for n@od, reporting of
children under one year of age.

RULES.

SENATE MESSAGE

RECESS RESOLUTION
FOR CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, preskerhe
following extract from the Journal of the Senatehich was
read as follows:

In the Senate,
June 30, 2015

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concuyriRgrsuant
to Article 1l, Section 14 of the Pennsylvania Catoagion, that when the
Senate recesses this week, it reconvene on Morgkptember 21,
2015, unless sooner recalled by the President Rrop®re of the
Senate; and be it further

RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article Il, Section 14 oétRennsylvania
Constitution, that when the House of Representatirecesses this
week, it reconvene on Tuesday, August 25, 2015essnisooner
recalled by the Speaker of the House of Represeasatand be it
further

RESOLVED, Pursuant to Article Il, Section 14 oétRennsylvania
Constitution, that when the House of Representatigeesses the week
of August 25, 2015, it reconvene on Monday, Septentil, 2015,
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker of the HouRepresentatives.

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to thesélmf
Representatives for its concurrence.

On the question,

Will the House concur in the resolution of the &ef?
Resolution was concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

CALENDAR CONTINUED

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

The House proceeded to second consideratioBBf678,
PN 1121 entitled:

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.3®.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, in thaéeS&ystem of
Higher Education, further providing for definitians

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

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C

BILL ON CONCURRENCE
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS

The House proceeded to consideration of concuerénc
Senate amendmentskB 466, PN 1985¢ntitled:

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.99p.21),
known as the Liquor Code, as follows: In prelimyarovisions,
further providing for definitions. In Pennsylvanidquor Control
Board, further providing for general powers of liban Pennsylvania
liquor stores, providing for career training andgisecondary education
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grant eligibility. In licenses and regulations,uar, alcohol and malt
and brewed beverages, further providing for licedmstricts, license
period and hearings and for issuance, transferxtamsion of hotel,
restaurant and club liquor licenses, providingvitwolesale permit, for
wholesale licenses, for wine or liquor expandednitsrand for wine or
liguor enhanced permits; further providing for mahd brewed
beverages manufacturers', distributors' and impgrtdistributors’
licenses, for malt and brewed beverages retaih$ies, for application
for distributors', importing distributors’ and rétdispensers' licenses
for prohibitions against the grant of licenses, ifderlocking business
prohibited, for licenses not assignable and trassfer surrender of
restaurant, eating place retail dispenser, hatglpiting distributor and
distributor license for benefit of licensee and doawful acts relative
to malt or brewed beverages and licensees.

On the question,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

Washington was the last State to sell off its diqgystem,
and the citizens of that State will tell you thaivatization has
been harmful for youth, liquor prices have risestéad of
fallen, and competition has actually suffered. Westmavoid
that situation in Pennsylvania.

Instead of selling a profitable asset, we shonigrove the
current system by making it more customer-frientllie should
start by expanding State store hours and opening stores on
Sundays and implementing flexible pricing.

If you are interested in saving jobs and protectour
children, | urge you to vote "no" on this legistati Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Thomas.

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to nonconcur on HB 466. Mre&er,

The SPEAKER. Moved by the majority leader that thé rise to nonconcur for the following reasons: Nwmnbne, we

House concur in the amendments inserted by thet&ena
The question is, will the House concur in the admeents
inserted by the Senate?

The Chair recognizes Representative Ross, chaithef
Liguor Control Committee, for a brief descriptiohthe Senate
amendments.

Mr. ROSS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Senate amended the bill to change some détigeiage
relating to the closure of the liquor stores, aedaexpanded
wine and liquor permits for restaurant and hotektisees,
created enhanced wine and liquor permits for bésriloutors
and unlicensed entities, provided for a 10-yeasdeaf the
wholesale system followed by divestiture, amendhedduration
and fees associated with placing a license in safgikg,
included provisions relating to the closure of $iate stores
and otherwise provided for the fees for those pestmi

| would urge an affirmative vote.

The SPEAKER. Representative McNeill.

Mr. McNEILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to oppose privatization of 8tate liquor
system.

The proposal favors the interests of giant retiland
corporate interests over those small businessedaxapaying
citizens.

One aisle in Walmart or a corner in a local comeece store
dedicated to beer and liquor is not going to repldmse jobs,
reopen the family-owned beer distributors that wél forced to
close, or improve customer convenience or satisfact

There are estimates of up to 4,000 LCB employesid
their jobs if this bill becomes law. They are gog
family-sustaining jobs that we should be fightilmgprotect, not
eliminate.

| am seriously concerned about a potential inereas
underage drinking if we eliminate our current cohtsystem.
With our State store system, we can feel confidkeat we are
doing a good job preventing the sale of alcohoiiaors, but
with more for-profit licensees and no PLCB (Penuagia
Liguor Control Board) oversight, we could see d
consequences.

Increased alcohol consumption will inevitably rdésa the
need for more law enforcement, which will cost log
governments and taxpayers more money. We must qbr
Pennsylvania's children, so we cannot create aemsydhat
makes it easier for them to obtain alcohol.

have 10-plus counties in Pennsylvania that havectsiral
unemployment and underemployment. While there lmeen a
number of jobs created in Pennsylvania, there ammes
communities that have been left out,
communities registering the third highest povertyAmerica.
Let me say that again. There are some commungigistering
the third highest poverty in America.

And so, Mr. Speaker, the one thing that | do nattto do is
to put 400-and-some employees on the street. Pratan
would create structural unemployment among manyhote
people who currently work for the system. Peopie,many
cases, are single mothers. In many cases peopjasirgetting
back on their feet from the recession, have to ipaytgages,
have to go into the affordable care, have to waabout
benefits. And, Mr. Speaker, given the climate imf&sylvania,
| am not prepared to put thousands of people onstheet
without any clear, clear roadmap to how they aregdo feed
their families and continue moving forward.

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, secondly, this privatizatiaill not
improve the business climate in the Commonwealth
Pennsylvania, and the reason that it will not inwerahe
business climate in Pennsylvania is because we eemn
operating a system that is working. It is not brokieet me say
that again. It is not broken. It has been turning$BO-plus
million a year in revenues for the Commonwealth
Pennsylvania. So it is not broken, we do not nedktit, and if
we are going to fix it, let us modernize it in aynmgat will
increase the revenues to the Commonwealth of Pbramss.
So privatization is academic in face of the curmithate here
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

d, Thirdly, Mr. Speaker, the previous speaker raisthe
guestion about privatization versus a regulatetesysegarding
the behavior of young people, young people who héllle—
And it has been demonstrated across the board thierstudies
that have been done by Franklin and Marshall, abminof
other people, there are more young people who hagess to
alcohol in nonregulated, in nonregulated commusitigan in
regulated communities like Utah and the Commonwealt

rdPennsylvania. And they might be the only two thatleft, but,
Mr. Speaker, because of the way the system hasatggein
Pennsylvania, young people are unable, unable lemtalaccess

aalcohol to the degree that they are able to aciteiss other

htStates.

In the State of New Jersey, our neighbor, theslagire had
to impose a 10 o'clock closure, 10 o'clock profobitagainst
the sale of alcohol. In the State of New JersetgrdfO o'clock

there are some

of

of
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you cannot buy alcohol in retail places, and tresoa that the
legislature imposed that condition is because vekahaituation
where too many young people were dying, dying beeahey
were able to access alcohol and involved in faéalaccidents
and in other related tragedies.

So, Mr. Speaker, it is clear that in communitidse Ithe
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in a heavily
environment young people are going to have lesesscto
alcohol and the other issues associated with it.

So for those three reasons, Mr. Speaker, one, adoput
anybody else out of work until we have created sgobs for
those that are unemployed.

Secondly, do not dismantle the system until we eh
modernized it. It is not broken. It produces a goedenue for
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. So let us moderriet
us build on an asset that is working rather thastrdging it
because we might have personal reasons about waathmet
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania should be in thaot
business.

And thirdly, public safety. We can minimize, minira the
availability of alcohol and related problems whércaomes to
our young people in a regulated situation like dhe we have
here in Pennsylvania.

So, Mr. Speaker, for those reasons and a lot nifdrdjd not
want to just kind of hog up the mike tonight, | atbiat we
nonconcur on HB 466. And | remind the new peogie, new
people in the General Assembly, whether you be Royou
know or you should know that if you nonconcur on K&6, it
will have to go to a conference committee, and jdes to a
conference committee, it is possible for us to talout
modernization rather than destruction of the syst8m if we
nonconcur, you will at least get it to a conferemoenmittee
where you can bring a variety of ideas to the taifldow to
improve our asset rather than destroying our asetputting
decent, honest people out of work because of dlousmess as
it relates to this issue. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Dan Frankel.

Mr. FRANKEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Let me just address one aspect of this, and wewihearing
a lot of issues. We already have this evening atytthis is a
wrongheaded proposal.

We might argue and discuss the idea of the Stéte
Pennsylvania owning a business like the liquor fess,
whether that is the right thing or the wrong thilge fact of the
matter is, we own it. It produces revenue, $80iarilin profits
plus taxes. It is an asset and it is an asset phavides
sustainable revenue to the State.

At a time when we are talking about looking fovearue in
other places — and obviously, my colleagues actiossaisle
here have been reticent, to say the least, ab@m emnsidering
any new sources of revenue — but here we have tairsaisle
source of revenue that they are willing to givefapone-time
revenue for this State, an asset that producesaisabte
revenue. And not only that, any businessman whoaking to
sell their business would begin by taking a lookaiv you are
going to improve it and maximize the revenues af thusiness.

And we know, we know that there are ways to moideraur
State liquor system to enhance its ability to paeduevenue.
We know that. It is an underperforming asset. Etrmugh it
does produce sustainable revenue today, we can ria
perform better. So even if you were considerindirgelthe

av  The

asset, why would you not take the time to moderitiaed take
a look at maximizing its value? We are not evemgddhat. We
are not taking a responsible position as an owherlwsiness.
Whether you like it or not, we own it. We oughttéke it as a
fiduciary. We own it on behalf of the taxpayers.plbduces
sustainable revenue. It can be enhanced to creftitiomal

regaaterevenue. You folks do not want to find any new rewe

anywhere else. Why on earth would we agree to givean
asset that produces positive revenue and can pzoahoce for
the State of Pennsylvania at a time like this?

This should be voted down. It makes no sense.8gd my
colleagues to vote "no." Thank you.
SPEAKER. Eli  Evankovich,

Evankovich.

Mr. EVANKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise tonight to ask my colleagues &n
affirmative vote on HB 466, what we have come td oar
liquor privatization plan.

Mr. Speaker, there are no issues that unite Pérarggns
like liquor privatization, the ability for Pennsyiians to be
able to buy alcohol like adults. Mr. Speaker, thiéy oof
Pittsburgh, the city of Philadelphia, the T in thaldle, liberals
and conservatives, all want the ability to buy hlmolike they
do when they go to the beach, like they want toneker they
go on vacation. They want to be able to do the stuing here
in Pennsylvania.

And, Mr. Speaker, there is every manner of exaféered
for why we should not privatize the liquor storé®t us go
through them. A loss of jobs, loss of jobs. Mr. &ar, with
absolute compassion we need to look at the liquores
employees and reassure them that they will findleympent in
other places, whether it is with the State of Pgivasia, with
the advantages given to them through HB 466, orthdret is
in private industry.

Mr. Speaker, can we imagine how we would have lzea
body, say, 150 years ago? Would we be sitting defending
the job of the town crier? Would we be sitting heaging that
just because clocks and watches exist, we shog #e job of
town crier? | think all of us would look at oursessand think
we looked silly. Mr. Speaker, it is no fault of #epublic-sector
employees that the system exists in the State phd3gvania,
lout it is time to rectify it.

And, Mr. Speaker, | would just say that this baahd the
Federal bodies that govern this nation often makeeas, often
pass laws, often pass regulations that destroysinds across
the Commonwealth, across the nation — energy indsstcoal
mining. We do not hear the same outcry about the &b jobs in
the oil industry and the gas industry with coalthamenergy.
Government takes action all of the time that affeptivate
industry. Why the specific care here?

We hear that this is going to create a loss oémee for our
State. Mr. Speaker, by all accounts the liquoresgystem over
the last dozen years or so has provided, outsidaxofevenue,
between $60 million and at most $100 million of P&trofit
and loss) to the State. And, Mr. Speaker, whenexeswitch
that industry over to the private sector, when e ¢ghe private
sector the ability to invest in their stores, toehiew employees,
to build out, that profitability will come back tthe State of
Pennsylvania in the form of new payroll taxes. itl wome
eback to the State of Pennsylvania in the form of méres. It
will come back to the State of Pennsylvania witkré@ased
sales.

Representative
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And, Mr. Speaker, we hear about that having Pduasians
have the ability to buy alcohol like adults willreehow lead to
more alcoholism in Pennsylvania or that it will ssimow lead to
more drunk-driving deaths. Well, Mr. Speaker, w
Pennsylvania's current State-controlled systemhistst Against
Drunk Driving ranks Pennsylvania the fourth wort8 in the
nation. It is a statistic we should be ashamed lmif
Pennsylvania is listed as the fourth worst Statéhénation for
drunk-driving deaths, drunk-driving fatalities. Mpeaker,
there is no link, there is absolutely no link betwencreased
alcohol problems and the ability to buy that aldatmt from the
State of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Speaker, we have a great opportunity tonigfe. have a
great opportunity to bring Pennsylvania out of Eregk Ages, to
get rid of an archaic system that has been inendst for far too
long, and to give Pennsylvanians something thay thant,
whether they are Republican, Democrat, in the @itin a rural
setting, and that is the ability to buy alcohokli&n adult. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Cherelle Parker.

Mrs. PARKER. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman stand for a vesry brief
interrogation?

The SPEAKER. He has agreed to stand for interiogat
Representative Parker, you may proceed.

Mrs. PARKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, presently the city of Philadelphiah@me to
50 wine and spirit stores. We are only second ttegkleny
County with 75 compared to data that | have regeptteived.

If HB 466 were to become law, Mr. Speaker, do hane a
number, is there a number of potential establishgierthe city
of Philadelphia or a number of licenses that wdddhere?

Mr. ROSS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. The number | actuadlye is
about 48 State stores, and we have about 113 "Dheer
distributor licenses, and that is in keeping, geltgr with the
sense that we have statewide, where we have ald@uStite
store retail outlets and approximately 1200 distiobs and
importing distributors. So there is a ratio of abdl to
1 throughout the State and there is about a simd#op in
Philadelphia of 2 to 1.

Mrs. PARKER. Thank you.

My final question, Mr. Speaker, is that — and y@ave heard
us mention this before when this issue has comeng debate
— we have an overwhelming amount in the city ofldtglphia
of an establishment that is often referred to aspd-Gos,"
and you can find multiple Stop-N-Gos on one coinghe city
of Philadelphia, and they are particularly prevaierthose that
have the most poverty and the most overall socio@mic
distress.

Do we know, Mr.Speaker, one, whether or not th
Stop-N-Gos would be eligible to acquire a permit/an a
license, and if so, do we know how many of thg
establishments, approximately? | am not expectimg tp have
a, you know, specific number.

Mr. ROSS. My sense is, and | may be wrong on tiat
many of those are "E" licenses, and if in fact they under the
"E" license, they get no additional rights out listlegislation
and they would not be permitted anything more tHay are
currently using.

Mrs. PARKER. Okay. Well, Mr. Speaker, just for ttezord,
and again, this is information that | just receiviedm my
technical staff, is that there are several Stopd¢-@ the city of

Philadelphia that have something called "R" licehsad you
will notice them, Mr. Speaker, when you walk intbemn,
because although their major business is the getifrbeer and

thother items, they sell food, and you will see mafilse or six
tables in an establishment, and with that in mthése are the
types of Stop-N-Gos that have "R" licenses.

So | guess | should reframe my question, Mr. Spea&nd
say, do we know how many Stop-N-Gos that have iE&nhkes
in the city of Philadelphia that would be permittedsell wine
and/or spirits if HB 466 became law?

Mr. ROSS. Well, if one of these establishmentssdoefact
have an "R" license, they are currently allowedetoa person
take an uncorked bottle out of the establishmest tiey have
opened. What we would do in this is we would indteave a
sealed bottle, sealed container, and it would lrited number
of ounces that we would do.

So | recognize the Stop-N-Gos continue to be alpro, and
| am in favor of more intense enforcement in thisaa As a
matter of fact, what | would like to do is, once ge® down this
road, go further with other legislation similar tioat that we
passed earlier to help you with your enforcemesues. But the
restaurants would go from an uncorked bottle tolitnés that
we put in the bill here for sealed. It might begktly better to
have them sealed at least so that people are im&irdy openly
on the street, which might be part of your probldmat | do
recognize that this legislation does not resohat ghroblem for
you entirely.

Mrs. PARKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And my final question, Mr. Speaker, and | apprecigour
raising the issue just now as it relates to themeiment, and
one of the things that | am proud of is that youehaften paid
attention to that from a nuisance-establishmenieisa the city
of Philadelphia. The enforcement issue has beea afajor
concern to residents across the city.

And just for the record, Mr. Speaker, are theng ahditional
enforcement opportunities included in HB 466 thatare being
asked to concur on this evening that would direttipact the
Stop-N-Gos with the "R" licenses?

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, as the Senate has amehideliilt,
there are not additional enforcement elementsi@ tut | look
forward to working with the gentlelady from Phildgleia in
other legislation and have every intention to suppay efforts
that we can come to on that regard in the future.

Mrs. PARKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, that ends my interrogation. On ttie bi

The SPEAKER. Representative Parker, on the bill.

Mrs. PARKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | have a great deal of respect ferggntleman
who just gave me the opportunity to interrogate.Hite knows
pdbat | personally believe that he is one of theatgst minds in
this House, is a hard worker. Oh, he is, Mr. Speake is a
seright gentleman. We have to acknowledge that.
Mr. Speaker, | appreciated him acknowledging onréoard the
issue that the city of Philadelphia has as it esldd Stop-N-Gos
and the issue of nuisance establishments and #ikehe that
we have regarding enforcement, and unfortunatdlypfathe
enforcement efforts that we had included in thikveére taken

out over in the Senate.

It is with that in mind, Mr. Speaker, that | widsk my
colleagues to not concur with HB 466, simply beeauas
| stated, | know that Philadelphia has 50 storeshitk the
gentleman reflected 48 stores. So | will say betw#® and 50.

And,
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I know we are only second to that number to Allagh€ounty.
And so with the ability of Stop-N-Gos and otheriges$ being
able to have access to this opportunity, | am dfr
Mr. Speaker, and the response that | get from mnmstitoiency
in the city of Philadelphia is, what about oversation,
particularly in our most impoverished communities?

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, | want to sawtthyou
know, | do not know whether or not HB 466, makedq
economic sense for the Commonwealth. Based on tiiata
| have received, if we focus less on privatizateod more on
modernization, Mr. Speaker, we could generate afitiadal
$80 million in revenue for the '15-'16 fiscal yeand an
additional $185 million in revenue for the 2017-80fiscal
year. And, Mr. Speaker, | need to note for the médbat both
numbers are exceptionally higher than what is pte in this
privatization plan.

And the gentleman, my colleague from Allegheny @gu
has already done an outstanding job, Mr. Speaketalking
about the cost, the human cost of this bill aslates to the
elimination of approximately 4700 family-sustainijgps. We
are dealing with issues associated with how wegaiaeg to
generate revenue needed to fund public educatimm,e are
going to increase funding to higher education, $freaker,
and at the same time we are talking about elimiga
4700 family-sustaining jobs that give families typortunity to
make an investment in their children's education.

So it is with that in mind, Mr. Speaker, and altgb with
great respect and admiration for the gentleman 4t
interrogated, that | ask my colleagues to not concuHB 466.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Mike Reese.

Mr. REESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of HB 466.

The topic of taking Pennsylvania out of the liquousiness
is, obviously, not a new one, Mr. Speaker. We Hasen here
before. During the last legislative session, thalyb passed
HB 790, and at that time it was considered a histoote.
Shortly after this session began, just a few moagfswhen we
first considered HB 466, privatizing the liquor mess in
Pennsylvania garnered even more support, Mr. Spe@kes is
not an accident. This is something that a vast ritgjof our
constituents want.

HB 466 will put beer, wine, and spirits in the sabusiness,
which will eliminate an unnecessary burden for coners that
wish to purchase more than one kind of alcoholsThianother
convenience that residents in my district have ddke. They
want a one-stop shop. Many of us have heard frocalllp
owned beer distributors on these matters, and ieveelthat
HB 466 addresses their concerns. These businessrewill
have an opportunity to expand their investment dgireg wine
and spirits to their inventory. This will help thedevelop a
business model that is desirable to the consunteng serve.
| ultimately believe this to be a lifeline for treedistributors in
an ever-changing marketplace.

Mr. Speaker, in past debates this chamber hasl heaious
statistics on the subject of alcohol abuse and El#ted
accidents. We have compared this Commonwealth ttith
48 other States that currently have privatized wamel spirit
systems. Through this debate it has become abuydelear
that there is no correspondence between alcohatect!
problems and whether or not it was alcohol soldabgtate
employee standing behind the cash register. Howevleat we

can surmise from research in past debates is thatlling

alcohol was a worthwhile revenue resource for State
hi governments, then at least a few of the other 48Stwho are
currently privatized would attempt to take thosstsms over
and generate revenue for their general fund, bat i not
happening, Mr. Speaker, and | think we all know why
Consumers deserve to shop in a free market andinnen
environment set up for them by some governmentdybo

It is with this in mind that | will be casting a€s" vote for
HB 466, and | urge my colleagues to do the sams.titne we
treat our bosses, the residents of Pennsylvaniaacsts,
because that is what they are. They are adults,Spkaker.
Thank you very much.

The SPEAKER. Representative Markosek.

Mr. MARKOSEK. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I, obviously, rise in opposition t8 HU66.

As with the pension bill debated earlier todagm also at a
complete loss as to why the majority party has giadsage of
this bill to the State budget. | understand theanityj party's
budget plan that is headed to the Governor's deplertis on
over $200 million from this scheme. However, thstireate is
based on some very loose assumptions. | have remme®
believe that this revenue will come to fruition.fact, according
to our estimates, we think this plan would resulainet revenue
loss in the first year.

Furthermore, let me remind everyone what happevieeh
the General Assembly expanded small games of chémce
utaverns. The majority party banked on $156 millfoom that

endeavor to fill the budget gap. It did not prowe be as
lucrative as some had thought. We lowered the dicenfees
and the State has only generated $554,000, and arechgo
$156 million that they predicted, $554,000 in thstffull year.
Let us not make that mistake again.

This plan sells off a valuable State asset fompnon the
dollar. It is a bad deal for the taxpayers. Theaas been no, no
independent valuation of the liquor system in Pglvasia.
Should we not at least, should we not at least kndat the
system is worth before you sell it off or leaseW®uld you sell
or rent any of your personal assets such as yoomeheithout
knowing what it is worth? No, you would not, becaubat is
irresponsible.

It is also irresponsible to increase the numberouofiets
selling wine and liquor but yet provide no additibsupport for
drug and alcohol programs or law enforcement. fim@ when
the State desperately needs revenue just to pathdobasics,
this plan would give away a dependable source \afmee. The
State benefits from $80 million annually in profiiom the
State stores, money that goes directly into thee@Ger-und to
pay for critical programs and services. The syseattual
profits, which are available to be transferred he General
Fund, are much higher, $120 million. That transfeuld no
longer exist under a privatized system. Insteadivape
businesses would be reaping those profits. Thee Statld
maximize liquor profits through modernization efforas
Democrats proposed and our Governor has proposasevér,
if we pass this plan, we would be robbing the Stdtiés ability
to increase the profitability of the liquor system.

For consumers this plan fails to deliver. Consiwgmeill
likely see higher prices for wine and liquor. We otn
businesses will just pass along the licensing fee$ renewal
fees to consumers in the form of higher prices. uehot kid
ourselves, consumers will also likely have lesec@n. Why?
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Because this bill creates a complicated and comfuktensing
bureaucracy, which means product selection willyviiom
store to store across the State. That is not gx#utl one-stop
shopping experience supporters have promised.

| am also at a complete loss as to why this badgven
considering privatization of the liquor system whieiis not a
priority for the people we represent. In a recesit py Franklin
and Marshall College, Pennsylvanians said thategmsing
funding for public education was their number onsddet
priority. Privatizing the State liquor stores wasad last on their
list of budget priorities.

This plan is half-baked. It is a bad deal for @ygrs. It is a
bad deal for consumers. | encourage members to"noteon
HB 466. Let us sit down and negotiate a real ptaimtprove
the liquor system for Pennsylvania consumers.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Members, we have just a few memledts
who wish to speak.

In ending our debate, we will have Representafista, the
Democratic chair of the committee; RepresentativssR the
Republican chair of the committee; Representatieznindy,
the leader; and Representative Reed, the leadethigittime
Gene DiGirolamo is recognized, and then there ase 4 few
other speakers who have been marked down.

Mr. DIGIROLAMO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise in opposition of HB 466.

| just cannot help thinking tonight about our f&m
colleague and my good friend, Paul Clymer, and vieatvould
be doing right now if he was here tonight. | guéeanyou, he
would be at his desk right now writing feverishlyoait what he
was going to say about why this bill was a bad .i&s Paul, if
you are watching out there, hello, and | wish yarenhere.

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of reasons whsgel in
opposition to HB 466. The first thing | want to ntien is the
4,500 employees of the State store system thaglaselutely
going to lose their job if this bill gets passedsele nothing in
this legislation that is going to have anything do with
protecting their jobs. | will tell you what, Mr. 8pker, this is
just me, but in a lot of ways to me, this is justittbreaking on
their behalf.

| cannot imagine that this bill makes any kind gidod
business sense, Mr. Speaker. Here we are selliragsat for a
fixed rate, and then we are going to lose the regethat the
State store system generates each and every yaargbing to
remind everybody that this year the profit, not ttexes
collected, but the profit is on target to make $hailion. But,
Mr. Speaker, most of my remarks are going to beegetoward
public health and public safety.

| am going to say this and | have said it befatephol by far
is still the number one abused drug in this Statd this
country. | will say it again, alcohol by far islsthe number one
abused drug in this State, and | am going to thmawimber out
there to you, Mr. Speaker, for everybody to heafl4;000;
14,000 is the number of outlets in Pennsylvaniawhhnow be
able to sell wine and liquor — 14,000. You know havany
State stores we have? Six hundred and a few. Syevgoing to
go from 600 and a few State stores that sell wikacohol to
now there are going to be over 14,000. Can that lgood
thing? | have got to ask you, is that a good thirggthat what
we want to see happen to Pennsylvania — 14,006teutl

Mr. Speaker, | just want to remind the membersahe of
the letters of opposition to HB 466 when it lefetHouse, and
| am sure all of these groups are still going to dpposed:
Fraternal Order of Police, opposed; Chiefs of Rolic
Association, representing every one of our chidfgalice in
the State of Pennsylvania, opposed; the Profedsibira
Fighters Association, and | want to read to you seatence
from their letter, "Every day, our members takehe streets to
protect the residents of our state. Any scheme thatld
potentially place these brave men and women toeased
danger through privatization is unconscionable."

It has been mentioned about the correlation abmneased
access to alcohol and alcohol-related crime anidewts and
deaths, and it has been said there is no correlatigell,
| strongly disagree. From DASPOP (Drug and Alco8etvice
Providers Organization of Pennsylvania), which espnts all

[the drug and alcohol treatment facilities in theat&t of
Pennsylvania, "The research is overwhelming ancersodres
common, every day experience — increases in a@ds as
that reflected in the proposals being discussed, imgrease
consumption and with it, will increase alcohol-teth
problems."

The Commonwealth Prevention Alliance, opposed.

Mr. Speaker, | am going to throw that number dwgreé at
you again, 14,000 — from 600 to 14,000 outlets #rat now
going to be able to sell wine and alcohol in theté&tof
Pennsylvania, and where do you think they are gomgut
these stores, Mr. Speaker? Where do you think?aragee
you, our college campuses will be a prime targetafmumber
of these State stores; | guarantee it. Our cifieghe city of
Philadelphia and Pittsburgh and many of our othities;
anywhere they can make the most profit from thee gaf
alcohol, that is where they are going to put theseres,
Mr. Speaker — 14,000.

It is not what | want to see Pennsylvania turno,nt
Mr. Speaker. For the sake of public health and iputdfety,
| would ask you all to consider your vote tonightiasote "no"
on HB 466. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Christiana.

Mr. CHRISTIANA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise in support of concurrence on HB 466.

| would, first, like to thank Senator Scarnati, n&mr
Corman, and the 25 other Senators that are givdregehance to
send this bill to the Governor. This House and dhiamber has
led on this issue a few times, and so this istle ldit different in
the sense that the Senators gave us an opportariggt this to
the Governor's desk.

Mr. Speaker, the reason that | support gettinghBgmanians
out of the booze business is because | am tireel niany folks
in my district, of the liquor system in Pennsyharrying to
mask itself as a free-market business. We hear fte@mother
side of the aisle tonight that one of the solutismghat we
should modernize and be more like the private sediat
| remind them of two examples.

When the LCB tried to act more like a private bess, they
spent taxpayer dollars doing it and it failed medady. | remind
the General Assembly of TableLeaf. That is when ligaor
system tried to buy a winery and sell it, and itefh miserably.
I remind the General Assembly of the wine kioskteys that
the LCB tried to implement and mask itself as agtg business
and sell wine in a grocery store. They spent odentlllion to
do it, and it failed miserably.
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Instead of trying to implement more modernizatamd act
like a private business, why do we not just do wihat other
48 States do and allow the private sector to mantige
industry? Instead of saying that we need increaseenues for
education — and the $80 million we get from the LiERital to
that — | think the $200 million a year that thidl kiill allow us
to invest in things like education makes more sense

| think the system speaks for itself on why wewdta@et out
of it. The complications that our constituents hawesn they go
to a liquor store, they cannot stand the inconvesge In fact,
the other side of the aisle tries to say that weehiaright, the
other 48 States have it wrong. The problem with grgument
is that no one from my district has come back fribve other
48 States and said, "Man, our liquor system ids." Instead,
they actually say, "Our liquor system is broken ar@need to
be more like the other 48 States.”

Instead of us trying to find creative excuses dfywwe
should not get out of the business, why do we ust give the
public what they want, which is increased convecégrower
prices.

And | would like to also respond to some of théneut
criticism about job loss. The problem with thatis are hearing
there is going to be job loss, but then the sarties fare talking
about that there are going to be hundreds of m
establishments. If we are going to have hundredsnofe
establishments, are we not going to need emplayeesrk in
those establishments? So how is there going tolbéogs if the
private sector is going to increase venues for fgetapbuy their
wine and spirits?

Mr. Speaker, if the Governor and the other sid¢hefaisle
are as serious as we are about funding our schaots
increasing revenue, then why in the world wouldneé get out
of the booze business and pass this to the Govakivbrly do we
have to increase taxes as the first option?

Mr. Speaker, | cannot ask my constituents to palnse —
and | do not care what industry they work in; Irdit care what
they do for a living — | cannot ask them to payimelin higher
taxes before we do the responsible thing and difresh the
Liguor Control Board and we allow that the privatector do
what it is doing across the country and stop comipgwith
these excuses of why we should modernize.

And yet we worry in the same sense about havisgstem
in place to protect young people from getting bodzk talk
about the fact that we need the LCB to enforce trasthey are
the exact same board that is trying to maximizessalt is a
conflict of interest that we have debated on toerfl but there
is a tremendous amount of merit to having the sa
organization try to maximize sales, yet try to cohthe alcohol
consumption from getting into those hands of yofoiks or to
stop people from abusing the product.

Let us let the Liquor Control Board do their jalmd let us let
the private retail market do its job. Let us get olithe booze
business. This is the first time this General Adsignl believe,
ever has had the opportunity to send a liquor gzaton bill to
the Governor, and we should not miss that oppdstuni

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Bishop.

Ms. BISHOP. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise tonight to add my voice against privatizitige State
liquor store system.

You see, Mr. Speaker, Pennsylvanians have spokieey
have said that increasing State funding for edanas their top
priority, not selling off the liquor stores. | anotnholding our
children and | will not hold our children hostage,the future
of Pennsylvania should not be held hostage, bygtgur State
budget to liquor privatization.

The State wine and State spirits generate $8Gomi#l year
in profit for the State budget. That is money that&no longer
would receive under this plan. With a few changesour
current system, the stores could generate at 225 million
more per year — that is per year, Mr. Speaker —peaved to a
one-time chunk of revenue that selling the storesla bring.
And | do not need to tell you the fallacy of relgiron a
one-time fix — or maybe | do. Pennsylvania is fgcia
significant problem because of all of the one-tirfiees
implemented in the last several budgets.

Pennsylvania consumers want more convenience and
accessibility when it comes to buying alcohol. Biate can do
that under the current system, while still ensutingt alcohol
stays out of the hands of our children. Under timeent system,
which has a zero-tolerance policy to sell to minerkich has a
zero-tolerance policy currently — it already haattk we can
expand hours, put more PLCB stores inside grocemngs, and

omdlow direct shipment of wine as a few ways to @age
convenience.

So, Mr. Speaker, in my closing remarks, | say cagain, we
do not need to privatize. As | mentioned, sellinghevand
spirits stores does not provide recurring revermuefir schools
or any part of the State budget. Our children aoeprecious for
the State to consider making alcohol available eithproven
oversight by trained employees.

Privatization is not the answer. Pennsylvania nais¢ care
of children first. Those are our children that we axposing. If
we care about our children, privatization is a w9-it is a
no-no, and a no-no in Pennsylvania. Privatizing r-no. Vote
"no" on the bill and protect our children. Thankuyo

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

The SPEAKER. Representative Hanna.

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| would like to submit some remarks for the record
The SPEAKER. Sir, those will be accepted.

Mr. HANNA submitted the following remarks for the
Legislative Journal:
ime

Mr. Speaker, once again, | rise in opposition B466.

Mr. Speaker, privatization is wrong — wrong for@ayees, wrong
for customers, wrong for public safety, wrong facehsees, and a
complete financial loser.

According to recent Franklin and Marshall pollshem given a
choice, 57 percent of respondents preferred to mage the State
wine and spirits stores. In addition, Mr. Spealarly 1 percent of
voters believe privatization should be a priority RPennsylvania. So
why is privatization being linked to this budgebde=?

Supporters claim privatizing the liquor stores Iwidenerate
$220 million in the first year — that is it — andoponents of this bill
cannot sit here today and determine future profits.

During Gov. Tom Corbett's tenure, he commissioaestudy that
illustrated that Pennsylvania would need to mak&4@8 million each
year for privatization to be revenue-neutral. THaes not include a
profit, Mr. Speaker. That is just to be revenuetrau
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In addition, that same study projected it woulgtcBennsylvania
nearly $1.4 billion over 5 years to fully divestrdiquor operations.
This would do nothing, absolutely nothing, to helpse the State's
more than $2 billion budget gap.

In the past 5 years, the PLCB's net income hasvrgrat a
25-percent compound annual rate. The PLCB has mpeamated in the
red. In fact, PLCB profited $123 million in the pdiscal year and
continues to contribute more money to the Statadiey every single,
year.

In recent days, many have blocked this Generakmbty from
funding our educational system through a steadyasirof Marcellus
Shale revenue. Now you want to take away anottezrdgt source of
revenue for our entire State? This makes no séviseSpeaker. Your
idea of one-time revenue gains from selling thedigstores pales in
comparison to the long-term profit losses.

Our very own Speaker said yesterday that we neduktcareful.
We need to be careful not to make a mistake withlihdget, because
if we make a mistake, it will devastate the peopilePennsylvania.
| would argue, Mr. Speaker, that this bill is a Bugistake.

If this bill passes, Mr. Speaker, 4,700 workersilddose their jobs.
Do you understand what that means, Mr. Speaker?t Tieans
4,700 State workers would no longer be contributingour State
pension system, ultimately shifting additional soshto Pennsylvania
taxpayers. For the second time today we are comsifkegislation that
will affect the health and security of our Stategien system.

You want to talk about doing something insane is th insane,
Mr. Speaker. It is, without a doubt, insane that ave considering
legislation that goes against everything we beligveThis proposal
eliminates several thousand family-sustaining jabseturn for no
discernible financial, consumer convenience, omeantc benefits to
the State.

We all know this issue is nothing new to this cham During the
Corbett administration, privatization was a topopty. Yet, even with
one of your own in office, you could not manageptivatize. Why
would you think that our Democratic Governor wosign this bill?

There are many States that have divested frone-8tat wine and
liquor sales which have seen significant revenussds. Prior to
privatizing, West Virginia's system was providing2smillion per year
to the State. In the years to follow, that numblempneted to only
$6 million. In lowa, after privatizing wine salegvenues plummetec
by $20 million in just 3 years; then after privatig liquor sales,
revenues dropped another $18 million. After priziag liquor sales in
Washington State, it became known as the Statethétthnighest liquor
prices in the nation. In the words of Sharon Fosiemmer head of
Washington's Liquor Control Board, "I think it'setllumbest thing we
ever did in our state.”

Again, have we learned nothing?

Mr. Speaker, many members here today want peopthink that
they are all about the spirit of compromise. Yetc® again, all four
caucuses and the Governor's Office have been highlyaged in
workgroups that were intended to help us all come treasonable
agreement on a variety of issues. But when the pnyposal being
considered by the Republican Party includes one pihmatizes our
entire liquor system, that, Mr. Speaker, is theasie of compromise.

If you are interested in having a real conversati@ real
compromise, you would consider modernizing to nmdy émprove our
current system and make it more profitable for comsrs, but to
preserve good-paying jobs for families in everyrigun the State.

| ask for a "no" vote on HB 466.

The SPEAKER. Representative Petri. Representdivei
waives off.

The last speakers are Representative Costa,
Representative Ross, then Representative Dermatty,tleen
Representative Reed.

Representative Costa, the floor is yours.

D

Mr. P. COSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Good evening, Mr. Speaker, and happy fiscal eve.

Before | start, there is a group out there thatcadled
Outkast, and one of my favorite songs that theyehawcalled
"Ms. Jackson." If you know the chorus, it is, "I'sorry
Ms. Jackson...." But there is also a line in the stivag | have
always liked that says, "You can plan a pretty ficBut you
can't predict the weather...."

Well, | want to talk about this plan and whatsitgoing to do.
First off, let us go to what the fiscal note says plan is going
to do. It says that we are going to divest our whale system
and our retail system, and in exchange for that, wilk get
$220 million this year.

Now, the Senate Republican fiscal note says $2Rbm
this year. It makes no reference to years 2, 3, 4nd beyond.
What happens then? | have concerns about that. SEmate
Democratic fiscal note had a comment in it, anshifs that the
fiscal impact of this legislation is unclear. Thstpretty scary
when we are going to risk an industry that generatieleast
$100 million — and to correct the person from Bea@eunty
about using the taxpayer dollars, our LCB systethaur retail
and wholesale system is self-sufficient. As a matfdact, they
turn over close to $100 million every year to then@ral Fund;
every year they turn over that. So according te flsical note,
in 2 years we break even. Why in the world would gixee up
an asset that generates revenue? Honestly, it doiesnake
sense.

What also does not make sense is the jobs thatrevgiving
up on. The estimates are anywhere from 2500 to05,80 we
will split in the middle somewhere at 3500. Theree a
3500 family-sustaining jobs that our friends, oeighbors, and
maybe even our relatives have working in the Stitwe
system, and we are going to give that away. Andareegoing
to tell them, "Sorry, Ms. Jackson, find another.jbtaybe you
can work in one of the retail stores where thepdly you
minimum wage, maybe a little bit more, but you'o# going to
make the family-sustaining wages."

Also, we hear about how this is going to be grimat
consumers to be able to purchase alcohol wheréesr want.
| do not think it is such a big deal now to go weotdifferent
places, one place to get beer and one place tepiets and
wine. To me, | think it is safety, | think it prats our citizens,
| think it protects us from shoplifting, | think jtrotects us from
underage drinking. Again, we are giving away adisth things.
Again, it makes me nervous.

There is another fallacy | would like to correcorh the
gentleman from Beaver County. It is not just twat&¢ that
have a controlled system. There are in fact 1&glctions that
have control over the sale of alcohol. And agaifmy would
we sell an asset that we do not utilize to its pdtential? We
handcuff our LCB system and expect them to make eypon
| have offered a plan, and | hope to offer it again

Now, | realize that, | am assuming, this bill wilass here
today, and | am hoping, with all my heart | hopatthhe
Governor vetoes this bill and that we get an opputy to come
back and work on something that we can all agregtat we

thean all agree that we can continue to maintainjas, that we

continue to create the revenue that we have, ancbmgnue the
safety for our citizens. Giving away the store #orisk, it just
does not make sense to me.
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Earlier this evening we had a 4- to 5-hour delatethe
pension. Let us assume that this bill does bec@weand the
Governor does sign it into law, and let us assurmaedccording
to Governor Corbett's study, that 2300 people bdlout of a
job. What if those 2300 people go to their pensionl say,
"l want to be paid now." If you thought we have @lgem
today, imagine what it is going to be like when g@a
2300 people pull — not only do they pull their mgrmait, they
will not be adding to the fund.

So for that and several other reasons, | would yask to
please vote "no" on concurrence on HB 466, andghititback
when we all agree what we can vote for. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. Representative Chris Ross.

Mr. ROSS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I will keep my remarks brief because we are addiand
have been here for a long time, and | know we hather
important business to get done tonight. But | igikus in on
just a couple of items that have been brought epipusly and
there have been some misunderstandings about.

Let us talk about the jobs first of all, and rathlean just
estimate and guess, why do we not take the LiqummtrGl
Board's actual numbers. There are 1400 full-tineeksl in the
State stores. There are 74 wine specialists. Thame
886 managers for the 600 stores.

We are proposing to increase the opportunities
employment to the 1200 existing beer distributqrshiThey
will need managers and clerks, so they will benigiriwe are
going to have additional warehouse jobs, becausethas
wholesale goes into a variety of different disttibn outlets,
there are going to be additional warehouse jolesethre going
to be additional trucking jobs. Those are high-paiols. They
will do a lot to offset the losses that we mighthertvise have.
And then finally, we are expanding the sales witthia grocery
stores, which in turn will also wind up increasiogportunities
at the grocery stores, some of which are high-paidn jobs as
well.

So the net change to employment, | believe, witllre a loss
of employment and | believe it will actually be atrgain of
employment as we bring more sales back into
Commonwealth away from States where they are cilyre
migrating.

There has been a discussion about enforcement| taiet
the point that my good colleague from Philadelphiges about
existing enforcement, but let us not misunderstahdt we are
doing here. We are proposing to put these salesxisting
licensed establishments that we are currently otimg and
that have been, generally, doing a pretty goodgblmaking
sure that we do not have problems. So the ideastitatenly the
beer distributors and those that are otherwiseimgltestaurant
licenses are going to suddenly become huge probieras not
make sense and is really not fair to the good mEetpht are
running those establishments currently in PennsydvaSo the
enforcement issue will not be made worse.

Should we do more with enforcement? Absolutelyd &
| stand ready as chair of the Liquor Committee twkawith my
colleagues to increase enforcement, but you shoaddgnize
that privatized States have better ratings from khethers
Against Drunk Driving and others on their enforceneght
now than we, as a controlled State, do. So it iseqlear that
we have a separate issue with enforcement thasredit dealt
with separately. The LCB has different departmeifis

enforcement and licensing. Those will stay and veednto
strengthen them in the future.

Finally, | want to talk about two things: the dission about
an asset and also the discussion about contingirenues.

We have frequently heard the State store retdilvamlesale
being described as an "asset." Now, | was in bssinand
I know some of you actually are accountants ancetebetter
sense of what an asset is, but | would point oatfttlowing.
We, the State, do not own the warehouse or thehoaees; we,
the State, do not own the retail stores. Both ob¢hare rented.
We do not actually even own the product, the wind ¢he
spirits, while they are in the wholesale. They du actually
come into our possession until they leave the wdadde
warehouse and are delivered to the retail storerevtiey
briefly rest before they wind up becoming the prop®f the
people that are buying it. So the sense that $hi®ime kind of a
fabulous asset that we somehow have rights toasgur

What we do have rights to is the ability to inéeef in the
transfer from the distilleries and the wineriesotr customer,
our constituents, the people who are responsibiykiig
alcohol, and we also have the right to interferd@tween the
wineries and the distilleries and those people #ratrunning
restaurants and other licensed establishments. Mewshould
interfere for good reason and sensibly, not ablsiveot as a

fanonopoly that disturbs in an unregulated sort whg and in an
uncontrolled way interferes with a fair transactizetween the
makers of this product and those of our constitu#mt want to
properly use it.

So the idea that we are giving up some kind oétadésreally
is wrong and is a bad analogy, and | think we oughstart
thinking more about service to the people whom emesent —
variety, convenience, and fair prices.

Finally, we have had a discussion about continugvgnue.
It has been held out that we have, first, $80 illiof
continuing revenue that is coming to the State ftbm liquor
retail operations, and then we also have been abluut this
magical $180 million that supposedly is availableotgh
modernization. Those of you that were in the Appiatpns

hiSommittees, both here and | have also revieweddsigmony

nover in the Senate, show that that $180 millionsofcalled
modernization to the retail and wholesale chaioréty illusory
and even the LCB is backing away from that numbefact, it
includes things such as the transfer of the Statdicd®
enforcement over to the General Fund. Those are 8tilars
no matter where you pay them. It also includesasselating to
licensing and fines. Licensing and fines have mgtho do with
privatization or improvement of the retail salefio$e dollars
come in separately.

The
qguestioned. The stores that we currently have dpeSunday
sales are the ones that were most likely and wéesen
specifically because they were most likely to tarprofit. The
ones that are not open are the low-volume storad, the

anproblem with opening them up on Sundays is you Haveay
overtime to every employee that walks in the doorSunday
under the contract, so therefore, your cost of afjpmr goes up
dramatically.

If you have a low-volume store, you are not goiagnake
money off of that. It is not going to be a big prof talked to
former chairman Jonathan Newman about this, antbh&rms
that that is in fact the case and that is the re#sey went down
the road that they did.

idea of expanding Sunday sales has also been
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So basically the modernization ideas are reallygwoing to
yield you revenue. What do we really have in frohtis here?

The fiscal note that has been referred to is Seddg
referred to. The total number of revenue that ferefl under
this plan for the upcoming year is a total of $3&dion; in the
second year, $423 million; in the third year andtouiing,
$285 million.

Now, it is true that the moneys that we get frohe
operation of the stores will fade out over thosgears, but by
my math, $359 million is a pretty good trade toelothe
$80 million. And even in the continuing years, evienthe
out-year of $285 million, we are still $200 milliém the good.

So this is a sustainable, good idea that is gtinige more
convenient for the people that we represent. Liggades and
service are going to get better. We can concentatesfforts
on enforcement and licensing, which is the Stgtedper job
here, not to get into the retail and wholesale skdcohol.

So having considered all factors — conveniencactmality,
focusing government on what it should be doing, lao#ting at
the net cash benefit for this — | strongly urgg@s” vote.

The SPEAKER. Representative Frank Dermody.

Mr. DERMODY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, the fact is, the fiscal note that wemvided by
the Senate on this issue indicated for the firstr yhere would
be $220 million and there were other indicationat teven
Republican members who voted for it in the Senageewnot
sure that was even accurate and it was likely loWkat is what
it said.

Make no mistake about it, this bill will cost u®a@o0 jobs. It
will absolutely cost us 4,000 jobs, revenue losshia millions,
prices will go up, and selection will go down.

What is the reason we would sell what is an ada#état that
asset provides every year is at least $100 milliorprofit,
$500 million in tax revenues for the Commonweadthd there
are no taxpayer dollars involved here because ishatying for
this whole operation is the people who go in anel the liquor
stores.

Look, we have got to tell the truth about whagang on
and be accurate about what is going on with thth luf these
stores. We know that the fiscal notes that we hsaen have
gone from $4 billion, now that we are going to & in the
sale of the stores, to $200 million. We are goiogive up a
recurring source of revenue that can help us balanc budget
year after year after year, and we have the oppibytmow to
increase consumer convenience, make it easier ffier
consumers while still protecting Pennsylvaniansptguting
their jobs, increasing revenue for the Commonwealith a
great selection and great prices.

Even if you believe selling the stores is a gaehi this bill,
this bill is not the way to do it. It is wronghealdédt does not do
what we have just heard it does.

Let us keep the State stores. We can work onragid we
have a plan to make consumer convenience key héike v
maintaining an asset that helps the Commonwealtmamy,
many ways.

We should vote "no" on HB 466. Thank you, Mr. Spga

The SPEAKER. Representative Dave Reed.

Mr. REED. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

| know it has been a long day and we have talksalaa
number of issues, but just three very concise pamsupport of
HB 466.

When we think about where we want our liquor syste be
in the future, | think there are three points tmgider. Number
one, should we be, as a State government, indqberibusiness
to begin with? Should we be the only other Stateyddition to
Utah, that has a complete monopoly over the whtdeaad
retail side of the liquor system?

Number two, anything we do should be a revenuregdbr
the Commonwealth. As we look at the revenue esimals
evaluated by our Appropriations Committee, we de# bver
the next 3 fiscal years we are estimating an aafthti an
additional $359 million to the Commonwealth thisaye
$423 million to the Commonwealth next year, andnthe
$285 million to the Commonwealth in year 3, anchtltgere on
out, we have got recurring revenue of over $20dianilin
addition to the taxes and fees and transfers ajrpealided by
the liquor system to the Commonwealth.

And third and finally, particularly those of usof the
western half of the State, we are oftentimes adbgdour
constituents, who will travel to Virginia, to Magand, to the
Carolinas, why they cannot have the same sort nfexience
in our communities as those States have in theimneonities?
What is so special about those States that we tgmmoeide
those same sort of opportunities here in Pennsid®an

Mr. Speaker, this is an opportunity for us oncd for all to
bring Pennsylvania into the 21st century; to biimgdditional
recurring revenue to the Commonwealth to fund thitige
early childhood education, basic education, higbeucation;
and for once and all get this State out of thedicusiness.

| would ask the members to concur on HB 466. Thank

On the question recurring,

Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-113

Adolph Grove Marsico Roae
Barrar Hahn Masser Ross
Benninghoff Harhart McGinnis Saccone
Bloom Harper Mentzer Sankey
Boback Harris, A. Metcalfe Santora
Brown, R. Heffley Metzgar Saylor
Causer Helm Miccarelli Schemel
tChristiana Hennessey Millard Simmons
Corbin Hickernell Miller, B. Sonney
Cox Hill Milne Staats
Culver Irvin Moul Stephens
Cutler James Mustio Tallman
Day Jozwiak Nesbit Taylor
Delozier Kampf O'Neill Tobash
Diamond Kaufer Oberlander Toepel
Dunbar Kauffman Ortitay Toohil
Dush Keller, F. Parker, D. Topper

V Ellis Keller, M.K. Payne Truitt
Emrick Killion Peifer Vereb
English Klunk Petri Ward
Evankovich Knowles Pickett Warner
Everett Krieger Pyle Watson
Farry Lawrence Quigley Wentling
Fee Lewis Quinn Wheeland
Gabler Mackenzie Rader Zimmerman
Gillespie Maher Rapp
Gingrich Major Reed Turzai,
Godshall Maloney Reese Speaker
Greiner Marshall Regan

of the
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Acosta Deasy Harris, J. Pashinski
Bishop DelLissio Kavulich Petrarca
Bizzarro Dermody Keller, W. Ravenstahl
Boyle DiGirolamo Kim Readshaw
Bradford Donatucci Kinsey Roebuck
Briggs Driscoll Kirkland Rozzi
Brown, V. Evans Kortz Sainato
Burns Fabrizio Kotik Samuelson
Caltagirone Farina Longietti Santarsiero
Carroll Flynn Mahoney Schlossberg
Cohen Frankel Markosek Schreiber
Conklin Freeman Matzie Schweyer
Costa, D. Gainey McCarter Sims
Costa, P. Galloway McNeill Snyder
Cruz Gergely Miller, D. Sturla
Daley, M. Gibbons Mullery Thomas
Daley, P. Gillen Murt Vitali
Davidson Goodman Neuman Wheatley
Davis Hanna O'Brien White
Dawkins Harhai Parker, C. Youngblood
Dean Harkins
NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-3
Baker Barbin DelLuca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the amendments were concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

SENATE MESSAGE

HOUSE BILL
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, reaitiB 1192,
PN 1959,with information that the Senate has passed thes
without amendment.

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having bpegpared
for presentation to the Governor, and the samegbeonrect, the
tittes were publicly read as follows:

HB 466, PN 1985

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.99p.21),
known as the Liquor Code, as follows: In prelimyarrovisions,
further providing for definitions. In Pennsylvanidquor Control
Board, further providing for general powers of liban Pennsylvania
liquor stores, providing for career training andisecondary educatio
grant eligibility. In licenses and regulations,uay, alcohol and malt
and brewed beverages, further providing for licedsstricts, license
period and hearings and for issuance, transferxtamsion of hotel,
restaurant and club liquor licenses, providingvitwolesale permit, for
wholesale licenses, for wine or liquor expandednitsrand for wine or
liqguor enhanced permits; further providing for malhd brewed
beverages manufacturers’, distributors' and impgrtdistributors’
licenses, for malt and brewed beverages retaih$ies, for application

for distributors', importing distributors' and riétdispensers' licenses,

a

for prohibitions against the grant of licenses, ifderlocking business
prohibited, for licenses not assignable and trassfer surrender of
restaurant, eating place retail dispenser, hatglpiting distributor and
distributor license for benefit of licensee and doawful acts relative
to malt or brewed beverages and licensees.

HB 1192, PN 1959

An Act to provide from the General Fund for the expes of the
Executive and Judicial Departments, the State Gowent Support
Agencies and the General Assembly of the Commoriineide public
debt and the public schools for the fiscal yeay dyl2015, to June 30,
2016, for certain institutions and organizations] for the payment of
bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the closethd fiscal year
ending June 30, 2015; to provide appropriationmftbe State Lottery
Fund, the Tobacco Settlement Fund, the Aviationtrivésd Account,
the Hazardous Material Response Fund, The StatesSteund, the
Milk Marketing Fund, the Home Investment Trust Funthe
Emergency Medical Services Operating Fund, theidmitAccount
Guaranteed Savings Program Fund, the Banking Fimed Firearm
Records Check Fund, the Ben Franklin Technology eligment
Authority Fund, the Oil and Gas Lease Fund, the Elémprovement
Account, the Cigarette Fire Safety and FirefighRmotection Act
Enforcement Fund, the Insurance Regulation and siyler Fund, the
Pennsylvania Racehorse Development Restricted gefecount, the
Justice Reinvestment Fund and the Multimodal Trartation Fund to
the Executive Department; to provide appropriatiosn the Judicial
Computer System Augmentation Account to the Judidepartment
for the fiscal year July 1, 2015, to June 30, 201®; provide
appropriations from the Motor License Fund for fiseal year July 1,
2015, to June 30, 2016, for the proper operaticsegéral departments
of the Commonwealth and the Pennsylvania State®alithorized to
spend Motor License Fund money; to provide fordppropriation of
Federal funds to the Executive Department of then@onwealth and
for the payment of bills remaining unpaid at thesel of the fiscal year
ending June 30, 2015; and to provide for the anlutti appropriation of
Federal and State funds from the General Fund laadtate Lottery
Fund for the Executive Department of the Commonthiefak the fiscal
year July 1, 2014, to June 30, 2015, and for thgmeat of bills
incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of theaf year ending
June 30, 2015.

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of thesdjou
signed the same.

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B CONTINUED

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

The House proceeded to third considerationH&f 1329,
PN 1883,entitled:

An Act requiring certain hospitals to allow patigm@tn opportunity
to designate caregivers in patients' medical recardi imposing duties
on hospitals.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered onethre
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidie yeas and
nays will now be taken.
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The following roll call was recorded: The House proceeded to third considerationS& 812,
PN 1078,entitled:
YEAS-194 . L Lo
An Act making appropriations from the Professioh@densure
Acosta Everett Kortz Rapp Augmentation Account and from restricted revenumants within the
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl General Fund to the Department of State for usehleyBureau of
Barrar Farina Krieger Readshaw Professional and Occupational Affairs in supporttted professional
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Reed licensure boards assigned thereto.
Bishop Fee Lewis Reese
Bizzarro Flynn Longietti ' Regan On the question,
Sg’g’;k 'I::rrzr;':ﬁ;n M@gﬁg:‘z'e T?%Ziuck Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Boyle Gabler Mahoney Ross Bill was agreed to.
Bradford Gainey Major Rozzi
Briggs Galloway Maloney Saccone (Bill analysis was read.)
Brown, R. Gergely Markosek Sainato
Brown, V. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson . . .
BUMS Gillen Marsico Sankey The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on ethre
Caltagirone Gillespie Masser Santarsiero different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
Carroll Gingrich Matzie Santora The question is, shall the bill pass finally?
gﬁﬁiﬁ;ﬂa gggsaﬂk ngﬁ:ﬁ; g(‘;‘%’gqel Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidre yeas and
Cohen Greiner McNeill Schlossberg nays will now be taken.
Conklin Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Corbin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer The following roll call was recorded:
Costa, D. Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, P. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Cox Harhart Millard Snyder YEAS-195
Cruz Harkins Miller, B. Sonney o )
Culver Harper Miller, D. Staats Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Cutler Harris, A. Milne Stephens Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Daley, M. Harris, J. Moul Sturla Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Daley, P. Heffley Mullery Tallman Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Davidson Helm Murt Taylor Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Davis Hennessey Mustio Thomas Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Dawkins Hickernell Nesbit Tobash Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Day Hill Neuman Toepel Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Dean Irvin O'Brien Toohil Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Deasy James O'Neill Topper Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
DelLissio Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Delozier Kampf Ortitay Vereb Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Dermody Kaufer Parker, C. vVitali Brown, V. G|_|Ien _ Marsico Sankey _
Diamond Kauffman Parker, D. Warner Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
DiGirolamo Kavulich Pashinski Watson Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Donatucci Ke”er’ F. Payne Wentling Carroll Godshall MCCa_rteIf SaleI’
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Peifer Wheatley Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Dunbar Keller, W. Petrarca Wheeland Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Dush Killion Petri White Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Ellis Kim Pickett Youngblood Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Emrick Kinsey Pyle Zimmerman Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
English Kirkland Quigley Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Evankovich Klunk Quinn Turzai, Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Evans Knowles Rader Speaker Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
_ Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
NAYS-1 Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Ward Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
NOT VOTING-0 Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
EXCUSED-3 Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Dean James O'Neill Topper
Baker Barbin DelLuca Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
Delissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
. . L . . Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
The. majority required _by the Const|tgt|on _havmgtedl iN | piamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative | DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
and the bill passed finally. Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to tmat&efor | Driscol Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
concurrence. Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
* % %
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Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
English Klunk Quinn Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai, Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Everett Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
NAYS-0 Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
NOT VOTING-0 Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
EXCUSED-3 Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
) Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Baker Barbin DelLuca Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
The majority required by the Constitution havingted in Bgz:gson miﬂgfnséley Ng/'subsii'o nggg”has
the affirmative, the question was determined inaffegmative | pawkins Hil Neuman Toepel
and the bill passed finally. Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith | Dean James O'Neill Topper
the information that the House has passed the saitheut | D2y Jozwiak Oberlander Truit
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
amendment. Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
* %k Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
The House proceeded to third considerationS& 813, Bﬁgi‘;ﬁ“‘ ,ghlng F?:t':;rrca VV\\/,f,g;"tTgy
PN 1119,entitled: Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
Dush Kim Pickett White
An Act making appropriations from the Workmen's Qamsation | Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Administration Fund to the Department of Labor &ndustry and the| Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
Department of Community and Economic Developmergrtavide for | English Klunk Quinn
the expenses of administering the Workers' Compiems#\ct, The | Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Pennsylvania Occupational Disease Act and the ©ffidé Small | Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker
Business Advocate for the fiscal year July 1, 2ab5June 30, 2016/ Everett
and for the payment of bills incurred and remainimgaid at the close
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015; and makinginterfund NAYS-0
transfer.
NOT VOTING-0
On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consat@n? EXCUSED-3
Bill was agreed to. _
Baker Barbin Deluca

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

r The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
e[he affirmative, the question was determined in affemative

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidig yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey

and the bill passed finally.

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theateewith
the information that the House has passed the saitheut
amendment.

* % %
The House proceeded to third considerationS& 814,
PN 1080,entitled:
An Act making an appropriation from a restrictede®ue account

within the General Fund to the Office of Small Biess Advocate in
the Department of Community and Economic Develogmen

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)
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The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidig yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

re The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the bill passed finally.
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theateewith
the information that the House has passed the saitheut
amendment.

* k%

The House proceeded to third considerationS& 815,

YEAS-193
Acosta Everett Kortz Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Readshaw
Barrar Farina Krieger Reed
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Reese
Bishop Fee Lewis Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Longietti Roae
Bloom Frankel Mackenzie Roebuck
Boback Freeman Maher Ross
Boyle Gabler Mahoney Rozzi
Bradford Gainey Major Saccone
Briggs Galloway Maloney Sainato
Brown, R. Gergely Markosek Samuelson
Brown, V. Gibbons Marshall Sankey
Burns Gillen Marsico Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gillespie Masser Santora
Carroll Gingrich Matzie Saylor
Causer Godshall McCarter Schemel
Christiana Goodman McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Greiner Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Grove Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hahn Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Hanna Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhai Millard Snyder
Cox Harhart Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harkins Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harper Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Taylor
Davidson Helm Mustio Thomas
Davis Hennessey Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hickernell Neuman Toepel
Day Hill O'Brien Toohil
Dean Irvin O'Neill Topper
Deasy James Oberlander Vereb
Delissio Jozwiak Ortitay Vitali
Delozier Kampf Parker, C. Ward
Dermody Kaufer Parker, D. Warner
Diamond Kauffman Pashinski Watson
DiGirolamo Kavulich Payne Wentling
Donatucci Keller, F. Peifer Wheatley
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wheeland
Dunbar Keller, W. Petri White
Dush Killion Pickett Youngblood
Ellis Kim Pyle Zimmerman
Emrick Kinsey Quigley
English Kirkland Quinn Turzai,
Evankovich Klunk Rader Speaker
Evans Knowles Rapp
NAYS-2
McGinnis Truitt
NOT VOTING-0

EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin DelLuca

PN 874,entitled:

An Act making an appropriation from a restrictesdeeue account
within the General Fund to the Office of Consumealvécate in the

Office of Attorney General.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?

Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on ethre

different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidie yeas and

nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-193
Acosta Everett Kortz Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Readshaw
Barrar Farina Krieger Reed
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Reese
Bishop Fee Lewis Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Longietti Roae
Bloom Frankel Mackenzie Roebuck
Boback Freeman Maher Ross
Boyle Gabler Mahoney Rozzi
Bradford Gainey Major Saccone
Briggs Galloway Maloney Sainato
Brown, R. Gergely Markosek Samuelson
Brown, V. Gibbons Marshall Sankey
Burns Gillen Marsico Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gillespie Masser Santora
Carroll Gingrich Matzie Saylor
Causer Godshall McCarter Schemel
Christiana Goodman McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Greiner Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Grove Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hahn Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Hanna Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhai Millard Snyder
Cox Harhart Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harkins Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harper Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Heffley Murt Taylor
Davidson Helm Mustio Thomas
Davis Hennessey Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hickernell Neuman Toepel
Day Hill O'Brien Toohil
Dean Irvin O'Neill Topper
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Deasy James Oberlander Vereb Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
DelLissio Jozwiak Ortitay Vitali Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Delozier Kampf Parker, C. Ward Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Dermody Kaufer Parker, D. Warner Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Diamond Kauffman Pashinski Watson Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
DiGirolamo Kavulich Payne Wentling Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Donatucci Keller, F. Peifer Wheatley Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wheeland Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Dunbar Keller, W. Petri White Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Dush Killion Pickett Youngblood Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Ellis Kim Pyle Zimmerman Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Emrick Kinsey Quigley Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
English Kirkland Quinn Turzai, Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Evankovich Klunk Rader Speaker Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Evans Knowles Rapp Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
NAYS-2 Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
McGinnis Truitt Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
. Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
NOT VOTING-0 Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
EXCUSED-3 Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
) Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Baker Barbin Deluca Dean James O'Neill Topper
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
Delissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
[P ; E ; ; Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
The_ majprlty required _by the Const|tL_|t|on _havmgted_ N Sermo dy Kauffman Parker. D. Ward
the affirmative, the question was determined inafemative | pizmond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
and the bill passed finally. DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith | Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
the information that the House has passed the saitheut | DPriscol Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
amendment. Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
* %k Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
English Klunk Quinn
The House proceeded to third considerationS& 816, E&ZEEOV'Ch EQ?&”‘GS S:gs ' Tg;zzlker
PN 1081 entitled: Everett
An Act making an appropriation from the Public Schg NAYS-0
Employees' Retirement Fund to provide for expertfethe Public
School Employees' Retirement Board for the fisedryJuly 1, 2015, NOT VOTING-0
to June 30, 2016, and for the payment of bills ireai and remaining
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending Bihe2015. EXCUSED-3
On the question, Baker Barbin Deluca

Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidig yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the bill passed finally.

r'e  Ordered, That the clerk return the same to thea®ewith
the information that the House has passed the saitheut
amendment.

* k *

The House proceeded to third considerationS& 818,
PN 877,entitled:

An Act making appropriations from the Philadelpfiaxicab and
Limousine Regulatory Fund and the Philadelphia daxi Medallion
Fund to the Philadelphia Parking Authority for fisgear July 1, 2015,
to June 30, 2016.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consat@n?
Bill was agreed to.
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(Bill analysis was read.) The majority required by the Constitution havingted in

the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered onethreand the bill passed finally.

different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge. Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? the information that the House has passed the saitheut
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidrg yeas and amendment.

nays will now be taken.

* % %

The following roll call was recorded:

The House proceeded to third considerationS& 817,

YEAS-191 PN 1082,entitled:
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Rapp An Act making an appropriation from the State Empples’
Adolph Farina Krieger Ravenstahl Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of theeSEmployees'
Barrar Farry Lawrence Readshaw Retirement Board for the fiscal year July 1, 2@b5June 30, 2016, and
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reed for the payment of bills incurred and remaining aidpat the close of
Bishop Flynn Longietti Reese the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Regan
Bloom Freeman Maher Roae ;
Boback Gabler Mahoney Roebuck On the question, . . L.
Boyle Gainey Major ROSS Will the House agree to the bill on third consateyn?
Bradford Galloway Maloney Rozzi Bill was agreed to.
Briggs Gergely Markosek Saccone
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Sainato ; ;
Brown, V. Gillespie Marsico Samuelson (Bill analysis was read.)
Burns Gingrich Masser Sankey
Caltagirone Godshall Matzie Santarsiero The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered onethre
Carroll Goodman McCarter Saylor different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
Causer Greiner McGinnis Schemel The question is, shall the bill pass finally?
Christiana Grove McNeill Schlossberg . .
Cohen Hahn Mentzer Schreiber Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidre yeas and
Conklin Hanna Metcalfe Schweyer nays will now be taken.
Corbin Harhai Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhart Miccarelli Sims ; .
Costa. P. Harkins Millard Snyder The following roll call was recorded:
Cox Harper Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harris, A. Miller, D. Staats YEAS-195
Culver Harris, J. Milne Stephens
Cutler Heffley Moul Sturla Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Daley, M. Helm Mullery Taylor Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Daley, P. Hennessey Murt Thomas Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Davis Hickernell Mustio Tobash Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Dawkins Hill Nesbit Toepel Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Day Irvin Neuman Toohil Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Dean James O'Brien Topper Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Deasy Jozwiak O'Neill Truitt Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
DelLissio Kampf Oberlander Vereb Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Delozier Kaufer Ortitay Vitali Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Dermody Kauffman Parker, C. Ward Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Diamond Kavulich Parker, D. Warner Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Pashinski Watson Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Payne Wentling Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Driscoll Keller, W. Peifer Wheatley Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Dunbar Killion Petrarca Wheeland Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Dush Kim Petri White Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Ellis Kinsey Pickett Youngblood Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Emrick Kirkland Pyle Zimmerman Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
English Klunk Quigley Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Evankovich Knowles Quinn Turzai, Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Evans Kortz Rader Speaker Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Everett Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
NAYS-4 Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Davidson Gillen Santora Tallman Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
N Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
NOT VOTING-0 Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
EXCUSED-3 Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil

Baker Barbin DelLuca Dean James O'Neill Topper
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Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Dush Kim Pickett White Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
English Klunk Quinn Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai, Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Everett Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
NAYS-0 Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
. Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
NOT VOTING-0 Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
EXCUSED-3 Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
) Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Baker Barbin Deluca Dean James O'Neill Topper
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
[ ; . ; ; Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
The_ majprlty required _by the ConstltL_Jtlon _havmgted_ in | Sermo dy Kauffman Parker D, Ward
the afflrm_atlve, the question was determined indffemative | piamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
and the bill passed finally. DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith | Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
the information that the House has passed the ssitheut | Driscol Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
amendment. Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
* %k Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
English Klunk Quinn
. . . Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
The House proceeded to third considerationS& 819, | gyans Kortz Rapp Speaker
PN 1083,entitled: Everett
An Act making appropriations from a restricted newe account NAYS-0
within the General Fund and from Federal augmesniatiinds to the
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission for the fcyear July 1, _
2015, to June 30, 2016. NOT VOTING-0
. EXCUSED-3
On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consateyn? Baker Barbin DeLuca

Bill was agreed to.
(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidie yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
reand the bill passed finally.
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith
the information that the House has passed the saitheut
amendment.

* % %

The House proceeded to third considerationS& 820,
PN 1084 entitled:

An Act making appropriations from the restrictedverue
accounts within the State Gaming Fund and from Stete Gaming
Fund to the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board, Diepartment of
Revenue, the Pennsylvania State Police and then&goGeneral for
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2015, to June ZA1,6, and for the
payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid e¢ tlose of the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.
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On the question, EXCUSED-3
Will the House agree to the bill on third consatern? _
Bill was agreed to Baker Barbin Deluca
Bill analysis was read. . _ N . :
( ¥ ) The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on ethréhe affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge. and the bill passed finally. .
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theateewith
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidre yeas and 1€ m(;ormattlon that the House has passed the saitheut
nays will now be taken. amendment.
) * % %
The following roll call was recorded:
YEAS-195 The House proceeded to third considerationS& 329,
PN 220,entitled:
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl .
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.B&.14),
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed known as the Public School Code of 1949, estabistihe Ready to
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese Succeed Scholarship Program; and conferring powsts imposing
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan duties on the Pennsylvania Higher Education AssistaAgency and
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae the Department of Education.
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi On the question,
S:%‘ggrd g::g’:l’?y m:ngk Sszicr?:t’;e Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson Bill was agreed to.
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero (Bill analysis was read.)
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor . . .
Causer Goodman McGinnis Sghema The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on ethre
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber The question is, shall the bill pass finally?
ggpt';i'r']” 'sza MMittCZZ';er SS?:qufgrfsr Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidre yeas and
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims nays will now be taken.
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney The following roll call was recorded:
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla YEAS-195
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman o )
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Dean James O'Neill Topper Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
DeLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Dush Kim Pickett White Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
English Klunk Quinn Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai, Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Everett Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
. Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
NAYS-0 Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
NOT VOTING-0 Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
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Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Dean James O'Neill Topper Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Dush Kim Pickett White Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
English Klunk Quinn Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai, Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Everett Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
NAYS-0 Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
. Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
NOT VOTING-0 Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
EXCUSED-3 Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
) Dean James O'Neill Topper
Baker Barbin Deluca Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
The majority required by the Constitution havingted in | Demody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
. . . . . . . Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
the afflrm_atlve, the question was determined indffemative | pigirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
and the bill passed finally. Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith BriSEOH If<e'||||'er’ W. Eettr?fca v\\%he?tleé/

; ; ; unbar illion etri eelan
the information that the House has passed the saitheut Bush Kim Pickett White
amendment. Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood

Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
* %k English Klunk Quinn
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
The House proceeded to third considerationS&f 487, EX@{‘; Kortz Rapp Speaker
PN 1133,entitled:
, NAYS-0

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682.284),
known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, pragidor limits NOT VOTING—-0
on copayments for insured medical services proviogda physical
therapist, chiropractor and occupational therapist. EXCUSED-3

On the question, Baker Barbin Deluca

Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidie yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
and the bill passed finally.

'€  Ordered, That the clerk return the same to theat®ewith
the information that the House has passed the saitie
amendment in which the concurrence of the Senatgjisgested.

* % %

The House proceeded to third considerationH&f 1118,
PN 1965,entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) die t
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing fodependent
counsel; and making an editorial change; and amenthie act of
October 15, 1980 (P.L.950, No.164), entitled "A @ement to the act
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of April 9, 1929 (P.L.177, No.175), entitled "Antgaroviding for and
reorganizing the conduct of the executive and adtnative work of
the Commonwealth by the Executive Department tHeseaw the
administrative departments, boards, commissions,adficers thereof,
including the boards of trustees of State Normdlo®ts, or Teachers
Colleges; abolishing, creating, reorganizing or hatizing the
reorganization of certain administrative departrsgntboards, and
commissions; defining the powers and duties ofGbgernor and other
executive and administrative officers, and of teeesal administrative
departments, boards, commissions, and officermdithe salaries of|
the Governor, Lieutenant Governor, and certain rotheecutive and
administrative officers; providing for the appoirm of certain

administrative officers, and of all deputies anthentassistants and Donatucci

employes in certain departments, boards, and cosions and
prescribing the manner in which the number and @msgtion of the
deputies and all other assistants and employesgrtdio departments
boards and commissions shall be determined,” imphtimg the
addition of section 4.1 to Article IV of the Corigtion of
Pennsylvania; establishing the Office of Attornegn@ral elected by
the citizens and setting forth powers and dutiesth& Attorney
General; creating an Office of General Counsel@nodiding for legal
services for Commonwealth agencies; transferrir@rganizing or
reconstituting certain boards, commissions and @gen placing
certain duties upon the courts and district attgsneepealing certain
acts and parts of acts and making appropriationg)ffice of Attorney
General, further providing for criminal prosecutiorand, in Office of
General Counsel, providing for investigations iy the Attorney
General.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered oneth
different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidig yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

Daley, P. Heffley Murt Taylor
Davidson Helm Mustio Thomas
Davis Hennessey Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hickernell Neuman Toepel
Day Hill O'Brien Toohil
Dean Irvin O'Neill Topper
Deasy James Oberlander Truitt
DelLissio Jozwiak Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kampf Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kaufer Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kauffman Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Kavulich Payne Watson

Keller, F. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Keller, W. Petri Wheeland
Dush Killion Pickett White
Ellis Kim Pyle Youngblood
Emrick Kinsey Quigley Zimmerman
English Kirkland Quinn
Evankovich Klunk Rader Turzai,
Evans Knowles Rapp Speaker

NAYS-1
McCarter
NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin Deluca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
reand the bill passed finally.
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to tmat8dor

concurrence.

* k *

The House proceeded to third considerationH& 905,
PN 1102,entitled:

An Act amending Title 8 (Boroughs and Incorporafexivns) of

YEAS-194
Acosta Everett Kortz Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Readshaw
Barrar Farina Krieger Reed
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Reese
Bishop Fee Lewis Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Longietti Roae
Bloom Frankel Mackenzie Roebuck
Boback Freeman Maher Ross
Boyle Gabler Mahoney Rozzi
Bradford Gainey Major Saccone
Briggs Galloway Maloney Sainato
Brown, R. Gergely Markosek Samuelson
Brown, V. Gibbons Marshall Sankey
Burns Gillen Marsico Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gillespie Masser Santora
Carroll Gingrich Matzie Saylor
Causer Godshall McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Goodman McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Greiner Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Grove Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hahn Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Hanna Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhai Millard Snyder
Cox Harhart Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harkins Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harper Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in recmegblaces, shade
trees and forests, further providing for care, @dgtand control, for
notice of work and for shade tree commission.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consat@n?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered onethre

different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

VOTE CORRECTION

The SPEAKER. Representative McCarter wishes to be

recognized on HB 905.

Mr. McCARTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

If you can note that the button malfunctioned own dais
there, and on HB 1118 it should be in the affirveati

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. Thank you.
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CONSIDERATION OF HB 905 CONTINUED

On the question recurring,

Shall the bill pass finally?

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the bill passed finally.

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to tmat8dor

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of theoncurrence.
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

Acosta
Adolph
Bishop
Bizzarro
Bloom
Boyle
Bradford
Briggs
Brown, R.
Brown, V.
Burns
Caltagirone
Carroll
Cohen
Conklin
Corbin
Costa, D.
Costa, P.
Cruz
Culver
Cutler
Daley, M.
Daley, P.
Davidson
Davis
Dawkins
Day
Dean
Deasy
DelLissio
Delozier
Dermody
DiGirolamo
Donatucci

Barrar
Benninghoff
Boback
Causer
Christiana
Cox
Diamond
Dush

Ellis
Emrick
Evankovich
Everett

Fee

Gabler
Gillen
Godshall

Baker

YEAS-131
Driscoll Kinsey
Dunbar Kirkland
English Kortz
Evans Kotik
Fabrizio Lewis
Farina Longietti
Farry Maher
Flynn Mahoney
Frankel Markosek
Freeman Marshall
Gainey Marsico
Galloway Masser
Gergely Matzie
Gibbons McCarter
Gillespie McNeill
Gingrich Miccarelli
Goodman Miller, D.
Hahn Milne
Hanna Mullery
Harhai Murt
Harhart Mustio
Harkins Neuman
Harper O'Brien
Harris, J. O'Neill
Helm Parker, C.
Hennessey Parker, D.
James Pashinski
Kampf Payne
Kavulich Petrarca
Keller, M.K. Petri
Keller, W. Quinn
Killion Ravenstahl
Kim Readshaw
NAYS-64

Greiner Major
Grove Maloney
Harris, A. McGinnis
Heffley Mentzer
Hickernell Metcalfe
Hill Metzgar
Irvin Millard
Jozwiak Miller, B.
Kaufer Moul
Kauffman Nesbit
Keller, F. Oberlander
Klunk Ortitay
Knowles Peifer
Krieger Pickett
Lawrence Pyle
Mackenzie Quigley

NOT VOTING-0

EXCUSED-3

Barbin

DelLuca

Reed
Regan
Roebuck
Ross
Rozzi
Sainato
Samuelson
Santarsiero
Santora
Saylor
Schlossberg
Schreiber
Schweyer
Sims
Snyder
Staats
Stephens
Sturla
Taylor
Thomas
Toepel
Toohil
Vereb
Vitali
Warner
Watson
Wheatley
Wheeland
White
Youngblood

Turzai,
Speaker

Rader
Rapp
Reese
Roae
Saccone
Sankey
Schemel
Simmons
Sonney
Tallman
Tobash
Topper
Truitt
Ward
Wentling
Zimmerman

* k%

The House proceeded to third considerationH& 912,
PN 1838,entitled:

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generallgf the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in consolidatedunty
assessment, further providing for definitions aad dubjects of local
taxation.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on ethre

different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Representative Dave Maloney, on the bill.

Mr. MALONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Sir, you have the floor.

Mr. MALONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise today with a true conflict on why we wouwdgien pass
this bill. 1 want to give you a few examples of falation
coming from a construction industry point of view.

Permanently attached — we actually have an exemptid a
requirement that mobile homes would be permanexithched.
That is 3 feet in the ground, steel cables arourslilzstrate,
down onto the piers or the block foundation. Butbiteohomes
actually depreciate in value, and rightly so, sa gotually will
depreciate having a permanent foundation, and mgethis
legislation, your shed out back, because you fightbulb in it,
will be assessed. And if you have a workshop thmat gnight
want to put a propane heater in and you hook ugaidsit can
now be assessed.

Property tax is a tremendous issue for me, asfitrimany of
you. Many people do not put additions on their hsmand
another alternative for them to do is to have extarage
outside and they place a shed in place. Last higlent past the
Farm Show Complex, and out in front of the mainlding is
what is called a run-in building. Now, that buildirthat is
sitting there presently has more square footagen tttee
200-square-foot exemption in this bill. So if yoata goat, a
pony, or you just want to drive in your lawn mowiato a
building like this without a foundation, you nowvgi more
authority to have it assessed higher.

It is very troubling to me, and | know you will &g "They
can do this now." Then why do we need the bill? Vdioywe
make a square-foot exemption? Property taxes shbeld
eliminated, not allowing more definitions so that ean expand
and assess higher.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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The SPEAKER. Representative Ross.

Mr. ROSS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And | just wanted to make sure that everybody ustded,
this was a slight correction to the existing staddan the code
when we did a recodification through the Local Goweent
Commission. The language was placed in slightly weng
place. It does currently cover the manufacturedshngy but it
did not actually go into the area where we wererrafg to
other buildings. So we want to be clear. There d&aninimis
exception that would prevent assessment of smaltishhat
would not otherwise be particularly valuable. Implifies
matters, clarifies the language, which became sdrat
confused due to an interpretation by the courtswsocare not
trying to do anything radical here. And again, agly if there
is no additional value added to the property, theile be no
increase in the assessment anyway, so the assk®sohave to
consider whether these are trivial improvementshenproperty
or whether they are major. But we did want to melear that
the intent of the law as it was before codificat@ame out the
same way after codification.

| urge a "yes" vote. Thank you.

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

JUNE 30
Davidson Hill O'Brien Toepel
Davis James O'Neill Toohil
Dawkins Kaufer Oberlander Topper
Dean Kauffman Ortitay Truitt
Deasy Kavulich Parker, C. Vereb
Delozier Keller, F. Parker, D. Vitali
Diamond Keller, M.K. Pashinski Ward
Donatucci Keller, W. Payne Warner
Driscoll Kinsey Peifer Watson
Dunbar Kirkland Petrarca Wentling
Dush Klunk Pickett Wheatley
Ellis Knowles Pyle Wheeland
Emrick Kortz Quigley Youngblood
English Kotik Quinn Zimmerman
[V Evankovich Krieger
NOT VOTING-0

EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin DelLuca

Less than the majority required by the Constitutimving
voted in the affirmative, the question was detegdinn the
negative and the bill fell.

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

* k *

The House proceeded to third considerationH& 773,
PN 1563,entitled:

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judiciab&dure) of

YEAS-41
Bloom Galloway Kim Schemel
Boyle Gingrich Lawrence Schlossberg
Briggs Greiner Maher Schweyer
Corbin Grove McGinnis Stephens
Daley, M. Hanna Moul Sturla
Day Harhart Murt Taylor
DelLissio Harper Mustio White
Dermody Irvin Petri
DiGirolamo Jozwiak Rader Turzai,
Farry Kampf Ross Speaker
Freeman Killion Samuelson

NAYS-154
Acosta Evans Lewis Rapp
Adolph Everett Longietti Ravenstahl
Barrar Fabrizio Mackenzie Readshaw
Benninghoff Farina Mahoney Reed
Bishop Fee Major Reese
Bizzarro Flynn Maloney Regan
Boback Frankel Markosek Roae
Bradford Gabler Marshall Roebuck
Brown, R. Gainey Marsico Rozzi
Brown, V. Gergely Masser Saccone
Burns Gibbons Matzie Sainato
Caltagirone Gillen McCarter Sankey
Carroll Gillespie McNeill Santarsiero
Causer Godshall Mentzer Santora
Christiana Goodman Metcalfe Saylor
Cohen Hahn Metzgar Schreiber
Conklin Harhai Miccarelli Simmons
Costa, D. Harkins Millard Sims
Costa, P. Harris, A. Miller, B. Snyder
Cox Harris, J. Miller, D. Sonney
Cruz Heffley Milne Staats
Culver Helm Mullery Tallman
Cutler Hennessey Nesbit Thomas
Daley, P. Hickernell Neuman Tobash

the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in lingitatif time, providing
for ten-year limitation and for mesne profits anuittier providing for
twenty-one year limitation.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Bill was agreed to.

(Bill analysis was read.)

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on ethre

different days and agreed to and is now on finakpge.

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidig yeas and
nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-181
Acosta Evans Kotik Reese
Adolph Everett Lawrence Regan
Benninghoff Fabrizio Lewis Roae
Bishop Farina Longietti Roebuck
Bizzarro Farry Mackenzie Ross
Bloom Fee Mahoney Rozzi
Boback Flynn Major Saccone
Boyle Frankel Maloney Sainato
Bradford Freeman Markosek Samuelson
Briggs Gainey Marshall Sankey
Brown, R. Galloway Marsico Santarsiero
Brown, V. Gergely Masser Santora
Burns Gibbons Matzie Saylor
Caltagirone Gillespie McCarter Schemel
Carroll Gingrich McGinnis Schlossberg
Causer Goodman McNeill Schreiber
Christiana Greiner Mentzer Schweyer
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Cohen Grove Miccarelli Simmons
Conklin Hahn Millard Sims
Corbin Hanna Miller, B. Snyder
Costa, D. Harhai Miller, D. Sonney
Costa, P. Harhart Milne Staats
Cox Harkins Moul Stephens
Cruz Harris, A. Mullery Sturla
Culver Harris, J. Mustio Taylor
Cutler Heffley Nesbit Thomas
Daley, M. Helm Neuman Tobash
Daley, P. Hennessey O'Brien Toepel
Davidson Hickernell O'Neill Toohil
Davis Hill Oberlander Topper
Dawkins Irvin Ortitay Truitt
Dean James Parker, C. Vereb
Deasy Jozwiak Parker, D. Vitali
DelLissio Kampf Pashinski Ward
Delozier Kaufer Payne Warner
Dermody Kauffman Peifer Watson
Diamond Kavulich Petrarca Wentling
DiGirolamo Keller, M.K. Petri Wheatley
Donatucci Keller, W. Pickett Wheeland
Driscoll Killion Pyle White
Dunbar Kim Quigley Youngblood
Dush Kinsey Quinn Zimmerman
Ellis Kirkland Rader
Emrick Klunk Ravenstahl Turzai,
English Knowles Readshaw Speaker
Evankovich Kortz Reed

NAYS-14
Barrar Godshall Maher Murt
Day Harper Metcalfe Rapp
Gabler Keller, F. Metzgar Tallman
Gillen Krieger

NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin Deluca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
and the bill passed finally.

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to tmat&efor
concurrence.

SENATE MESSAGE

HOUSE BILL
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, retiiiB 164,
PN 787,with information that the Senate has passed thees
without amendment.

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED
FOR CONCURRENCE AND
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, remitdiB 88,
PN 2000; HB 501, PN 2001and HB 762, PN 1999,with
information that the Senate has passed the samé

amendment in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives is requested.

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bill numbered and entitled as follows having beeapared
for presentation to the Governor, and the samegbsorect, the
titte was publicly read as follows:

HB 164, PN 787

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) die t
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in riot, diedydconduct and
related offenses, further providing for the offen$eruelty to animals.

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of thesdjou
signed the same.

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C CONTINUED

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS

The House proceeded to consideration of concueranc
Senate amendmentsii 972, PN 1922¢ntitled:

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682).284),
known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, indifd endowment
insurance and annuities, further providing for pplilelivery.

On the question,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

The SPEAKER. With respect to HB 972, PN 1922, thikt
was called up for concurrence in Senate amendm€hésclerk
read from an extract of the Journal of the Senate.

The question before us is actually, will the Hoasecur in
the amendments inserted by the Senate?

Moved by the gentlelady, Ms. Pickett, that the s®aoncur
in the amendments inserted by the Senate.

The Chair recognizes Representative Pickett fobrigf
description of the Senate amendments.

Ms. PICKETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Senate amended HB 972 to remove the signeidptec
requirement. The new language establishes politiyetg as
the date of mailing, the date of physical delivasythe date of
electronic transmission.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Thank you very much.

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-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
whgrrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
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Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Dean James O'Neill Topper
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
Delissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
English Klunk Quinn
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker
Everett
NAYS-0
NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-3
Baker Barbin DelLuca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
and the amendments were concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

* % %

The House proceeded to consideration of concueranc
Senate amendmentsii®B 1071, PN 1998entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 9, 2013 (P.L.368,%), known
as the Development Permit Extension Act, furthesvjgling for the
definition of "approval" and for existing approval.

On the question,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Represemtativ
Warner, that the House concur in the amendmentstat by
the Senate.

The Chair recognizes Representative Warner forriaf b
description of those Senate amendments.

Mr. WARNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker,
amendment in nature, and | concur with it.

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

Mr. WARNER. And | will submit my comments for the
record.
The SPEAKER. Those will be accepted. Thank yau, si

Mr. WARNER submitted the following remarks for the
Legislative Journal:

HB 1071 is a piece of legislation to clarify thetdant of the
Development Permit Extension Act, a law originatigssed by the
General Assembly in response to a sagging congiruetonomy. The
act was passed to suspend the expiration of catistnuand land
development approvals because construction andagewent projects
were not progressing as quickly as required uridelines set forth in
statute, regulation, and/or municipal approvals @bt was designed to
extend these deadlines so that approvals and gewnitld not expire
before the builder or developer could secure bugers financing for
residential development projects.

The General Assembly expressly provided that amdhg
approvals covered by the act are certain declaragtits to convert or
withdraw real estate in the development of a pldneemmunity or
condominium. These rights are provided under bdta Planned
Community Act and the Condominium Act, and affoné teclarant,
commonly referred to as "developer," the abilityéserve land within
the project to either convert into more housingtaror common
elements, or withdraw from the project altogethEne purpose of
convertible or withdrawable real estate is to pdevihe declarant some
flexibility on the project depending on how wellitsnare selling and
respond accordingly — the very purpose contemplayetthe act. Under
the statutes, the declarant has just 7 years fhenstart of the project
in which to either convert or withdraw real estatfethe developer
failed to take any action within the 7 years, thend would
automatically be converted to common area ownethéyomeowners
or condominium association and the developer waoltbnger be able
to develop the land, a result that no developeridvonoose.

In light of the nature of convertible and withdevle real estate,
the General Assembly expressly included a declaraght to convert
or withdraw real estate in a planned community ondominium
among the approvals that are suspended by thdraéact, the act
makes several specific references such as defitipgproval” to
include, "creating additional units and common eaate out of
convertible real estate," defining "development'iriolude, "the right
to convert convertible real estate or withdraw witwable real
estate,” and defining "approval" to include, "chegtadditional units
and common elements out of convertible real estatecondominium
or planned community." By including these unmistdkareferences,
the General Assembly was clear that the act covénedright to
convert or withdraw real estate, and a declaraoulshhave been
secure in believing that the 7-year timeline tocelto convert or
withdraw real estate was suspended under the act.

It was by a plain reading of the act that the Y@dunty Court of
Common Pleas concluded that the right to converitindraw real
estate was clearly coverddbgan Greens Community Association, Inc.
v. Church Reserve, LLC, No. 2011-SU-794-93. In fact, the court
astutely remarked that any interpretation to thetreoy "would be to
ignore the multiple and explicit references to Bi@nned Communities

the Senate amendment is a technical
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Act contained within the Permit Extension Act anduld cause an
absurd result.Id.

Unfortunately, that is just the interpretation sefuently given to
the act by the Commonwealth Court in an unrepop@odel decision
reversing thelLogan Greens decision. Logan Greens Community
Association, Inc. v. Church Reserve, LLC, WL 5302578. The
Commonwealth Court effectively read these multiglferences out of
the statute and concluded that the act did notesubgthe 7-year time
limit to convert or withdraw real estate. In doirsp, the court
inexplicably stated, "If the General Assembly hatkéinded the Permi
Extension Act to suspend the applicability of tlewen year limit on
the right to convert or withdraw contained in tHarfhed Community
Act, it would have said so directly." However, ascdissed above, tha
is exactly what the General Assembly did in passirgact — it made
multiple, explicit references making clear that tight to convert or
withdraw real estate is an approval under theTdwt. court, concluding
to the contrary, effectively rendered these pravisi meaningless
HB 1071 is intended to do nothing more than clatfifgt the General
Assembly meant what it said, and that the rightdovert or withdraw
real estate is clearly covered under the act.

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

—

Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
English Klunk Quinn
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker
Everett
NAYS-0
NOT VOTING-0

EXCUSED-3

Baker Barbin Deluca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the amendments were concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

* k *

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Dean James O'Neill Topper
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley

The House proceeded to consideration of concueranc
Senate amendmentskB 1276, PN 1997entitled:

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) ofeth
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child ptitec services,
further providing for definitions, for persons réeua to report
suspected child abuse, for access to informatidBtaewide database,
for release of information in confidential repoifis; employees having
contact with children and adoptive and foster piefor information
relating to certified or registered day-care honesidents, for
volunteers having contact with children, for congd employment or
participation in program, activity or service, focertification
compliance, for education and training and for n@ad; reporting of
children under one year of age.

On the question,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentlelady, Represerdati
Watson, that the House concur in those amendments.

The Chair recognizes Representative Watson forrief b
description of the Senate amendments.

Mrs. WATSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And | certainly will try to be brief. HB 1276, détscame back,
makes the Senate just put amendments in to maketéhgte
even more explicit with regard to background chelel@rance
requirements for employees and adult volunteerscldarly
defines who is subject to the requirements, andemakose
requirements, as some of you have wanted, leseasnén some
instances.

| think of particular note, and | will not go thrgh every
little thing, but of particular note would be thhey have now
made all the background clearances equal. Theyesesy
5 years regardless, whether it is with DHS (Departmof
Human Services) or it is Federal or whatever. Supfgewill be
able to plan and understand easier.

Also, there was a discrepancy when they were maten
background checks for volunteers were made for, fileat if
you were a new volunteer you had July 1, but bamlagd
checks did not go into effect free until July 2%heTSenate has
changed that date from July 1 to August 25. So wlmmnhave



1422

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE

JUNE 30

had constituents ask, "What do | do? | want to wait3 weeks,
but will I be in trouble?" or whatever, not a pretul.

They are probably two of the biggest that yourstitwents
were concerned about.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Thank you, Representative Watson.

Representative Dave Millard.

Mr. MILLARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

While | will be voting for this bill, I still havesome concerns
related to the background checks and clearanceshifgrer
education employees. At the State-owned univessitieluding
Bloomsburg University, and at the community colleg
virtually all introductory courses are open for dearoliment.
Since nearly all faculty teach at least one intatdty course,
that would mean that every faculty member wouldl &te
required to have a background check. We all wapratect our
minors; however, if a minor student takes a collegerse with
100 other students, he or she is surrounded byatid@s, not
just the professor. Every other student in the slus also an
adult.

Even as we move on this bill, we still need tolddth these
concerns in the near future.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Representative Doyle Heffley.

Mr. HEFFLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to oppose HB 1276. While this had
the best of intentions as a fix to fix some of doacerns in the
child protection laws that were passed earlierldagel that the
exemption that was put in for colleges and univiesi while
the Senate did make it better, it still sets upve-tier system,
when you are going to have folks that are volumgethat are
going to be subject to one criteria of backgrouheoks and
folks that are working with underage children odleges and
university campuses that are going to get a frege. fii think we
should treat everybody equally.

This should not be a two-tiered system, and | void
opposing this bill.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

Causer Godshall McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Goodman McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Greiner Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Grove Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hahn Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Hanna Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhai Millard Snyder
Cox Harhart Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harkins Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harper Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, A. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Harris, J. Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Tobash
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Toepel
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toohil
Day Irvin O'Neill Topper
Dean James Oberlander Truitt
Deasy Jozwiak Ortitay Vereb
DelLissio Kampf Parker, C. Vitali
Delozier Kaufer Parker, D. Ward
Dermody Kauffman Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Kavulich Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, F. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Keller, W. Petri Wheeland
Dush Killion Pickett White
Ellis Kim Pyle Youngblood
Emrick Kinsey Quigley Zimmerman
English Kirkland Quinn
Evankovich Klunk Rader Turzai,
Evans Knowles Rapp Speaker
NAYS-5
Diamond Masser O'Brien Thomas
Heffley
NOT VOTING-0
EXCUSED-3
Baker Barbin Deluca

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative

and the amendments were concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken.

The following roll call was recorded:

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

The SPEAKER. Representative Hanna is recognized.

YEAS-190
Acosta Everett Kortz Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kotik Readshaw
Barrar Farina Krieger Reed
Benninghoff Farry Lawrence Reese
Bishop Fee Lewis Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Longietti Roae
Bloom Frankel Mackenzie Roebuck
Boback Freeman Maher Ross
Boyle Gabler Mahoney Rozzi
Bradford Gainey Major Saccone
Briggs Galloway Maloney Sainato
Brown, R. Gergely Markosek Samuelson
Brown, V. Gibbons Marshall Sankey
Burns Gillen Marsico Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gillespie Matzie Santora
Carroll Gingrich McCarter Saylor

Mr. HANNA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
| would like to submit some remarks for HB 1276.
The SPEAKER. They will be accepted. Thank you, sir

Mr. HANNA submitted the following remarks for the
Legislative Journal:

Mr. Speaker, | am in support of HB 1276, not obBcause it is
important to the Pennsylvania State System of Hi@lication, but to
all State-owned and State-related universities.

Mr. Speaker, the bill as amended adequately aselsahe concerns
previously raised on the floor regarding childresafety by the
Representatives from Warren (Rapp) and Berks (Mglp@ounties.

As we have seen under Act 153, the one-sizedfipproach is not
effective. HB 1276 would help clarify many issuéstt have arisen
since Act 153's enactment.
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The Federal government considers any college studdo is
16 years of age or older an adult; therefore, #a¢eSshould not trea
these individuals any differently. People who hewatact with college
students, who under Federal law are consideredtsadsthould be
exempt from criminal background and child abusareeces. If the
Federal government considers college students saduthen
Pennsylvania law should reflect the same. | am lsiragvocating for
consistency on the State and Federal levels.

As mentioned by the Representative from Bucks @o(Watson),
the point of this legislation is not to lessen iryavay the importance
of background checks. Rather, | believe the impmea of this
legislation is to strengthen our background chesiksl by illustrating
consistency on both the State and Federal levels.

Mr. Speaker, | ask for an affirmative vote on HE/ 6.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having bpezpared
for presentation to the Governor, and the samegbsdrect, the
tittes were publicly read as follows:

HB 972, PN 1922

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P.L.682.284),
known as The Insurance Company Law of 1921, indifd endowment
insurance and annuities, further providing for pplilelivery.

HB 1071, PN 1998

An Act amending the act of July 9, 2013 (P.L.36,%4), known
as the Development Permit Extension Act, furthesvjgling for the
definition of "approval" and for existing approval.

HB 1276, PN 1997

An Act
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in child ptistec services,
further providing for definitions, for persons réeud to report
suspected child abuse, for access to informatidBtatewide database
for release of information in confidential reporfts; employees having
contact with children and adoptive and foster piefor information
relating to certified or registered day-care honesidents, for
volunteers having contact with children, for congd employment o
participation in program, activity or service, focertification
compliance, for education and training and for nsad; reporting of
children under one year of age.

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of these{qg
signed the same.

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING

The SPEAKER. The majority leader is recognized dor
announcement.

Mr. REED. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

There will be an immediate meeting of the Rulesn@uttee
in the Appropriations conference room.

Members, the House will be at ease.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(JOHN MAHER) PRESIDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come tieor
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BILLS ON CONCURRENCE
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE
HB 88, PN 2000 By Rep. REED

An Act designating a portion of State Route 309thlan Lynn
Township, Lehigh County, between the intersectiofisNorthwest
Road and Long Court and Mosserville Road and ManrRaad, as the
Lance Corporal Brandon J. Van Parys Memorial Rakasignating a
portion of State Route 2014 in Lycoming County laes Petty Officer
Thomas Johnson Memorial Highway; designating aigorof State
Route 61 in Schuylkill County, from State Route 443State Route
2014, as the Captain Jason B. Jones Memorial Highdesignating a
portion of State Route 254 in Northumberland Couasythe Staff
Sergeant Thomas Allen Baysore Memorial Highway;igieging the
portion of State Route 443 within the municipal bdaries of
Orwigsburg Borough, Schuylkill County, as the CagdoDavid F.
Heiser Memorial Highway; designating a portion ¢&t8 Route 15 in
Lycoming County as the Kelly Rae Mertes DUI Awarendlemorial
Highway; designating a portion of State Route 1'%88fsegment 80 to
segment 310 in Clearfield County as the Austin Mrri¢r Memorial
Highway; designating a portion of State Route 422ebanon County
as the Officer Michael H. Wise Il Memorial Highwayesignating Exit
26 from the Mon-Fayette Expressway in Luzerne TdwmsFayette
County, as the Ronald F. DeSalvo Memorial Intergeamesignating a
portion of Davisville Road in Upper Moreland TowishvViontgomery
County, from State Route 611, also known as Yorkdrdo Terwood
Road as the PFC Robert S. Alexander Memorial Highwend
designating a portion of State Route 22/322 in aanCounty as the
Honorable Daniel F. Clark Memorial Highway.

RULES.

HB 501, PN 2001 By Rep. REED

An Act designating the Conodoguinet Bridge on tpattion of
State Route 641 over the Conodoguinet Creek, Hdp&wevnship,
Cumberland County, as the Army Pfc. Harold "Sam" Barrick
Memorial Bridge; designating the bridge located tbhat portion of

amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) ofeth State Route 865, over the railroad tracks and Miiaet in Bellwood,

Blair County, as the Dominec M. "Patsy" Padula MeaioBridge;

designating the bridge on that portion of State tRo840 over
, Tobyhanna Creek (Pocono Lake) in Tobyhanna TownsMipnroe

County, as the Sullivan Bridge; designating a keidg that portion of
State Route 155 over the Allegheny River, Port gdley Borough and
Liberty Township, McKean County, as the Port AllegaVeterans
Memorial Bridge; designating a bridge on that portof Local Route
T-325 over the Allegheny River, Coudersport Borgugbtter County,
as the Lt. William E. Daisley, Jr., Memorial Bridgdesignating the
bridge on that portion of State Route 3005 overathttet of Lily Lake,

Conyngham Township, Luzerne County, as the Senfticéd Eric J.
Williams Memorial Bridge; designating the bridge thrat portion of
State Route 3005 over the West Branch of the Stisouna River,
Greenwood Township, Clearfield County, as the 1&utenant
Wendell Elbert Ross Memorial Bridge; designatingpradge on that
portion of State Route 3007 over the Redbank Cr&ekmmerville

Borough, Jefferson County, as the Summerville \&eterMemorial
Bridge; and renaming the bridge on that portiotd8. Route 219 over
U.S. Route 422 in Ebensburg Borough, Cambria Cquaty the
Alexander Miller Abercrombie Memorial Bridge.

u

RULES.

HB 762, PN 1999 By Rep. REED

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.3®.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, in prelany provisions,
providing for powers and duties of the SecretaryEdfucation; in
grounds and buildings, further providing for lintitms on approval of
public school building projects and establishing tRAublic School
Building Construction and Reconstruction Advisorpr@nittee; in
pupils and attendance, further providing for ediecatnd training of
exceptional children; in charter schools, furtheoviding for school
staff, in vocational education, further providingr f vocational
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education equipment grants; in community colledagher providing | Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
for financial program and payment reimbursement; disruptive | Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
student programs, further providing for applicatipnin private | Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
alternative education institutions for disruptiveudents, further| Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
providing for contracts with private alternativeuedtion institutions;| Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
providing for the rural regional college for undamged counties; in| Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
funding for public libraries, providing for Statadafor fiscal year | Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
2015-2016; in reimbursements by Commonwealth amddsn school| Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
districts, providing for student-weighted basic eation funding;| Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
further providing for payments to intermediate snifor special| Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
education payments to school districts, for extlamry special| Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
education program expenses and for special eduacdtioding for | Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
eligible students with disabilities in Cost Categor3; in | Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
reimbursements by Commonwealth and between schatlicts, | Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
providing for reimbursement for school districtstivaut required| Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
documentation, for public school building lease amebt service| Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
reimbursements for fiscal year 2015-2016 and fadyeto-learn block| Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
grants; providing for school district debt refinarge bonds; and| Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder
repealing provisions of The Fiscal Code relatingrtmal regional | Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
college for underserved counties. Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
RULES. Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
BILL ON CONCURRENCE Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Dean James O'Neill Topper
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
. . . Delissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
The House proceeded to consideration of concuerénc| pejozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
Senate amendmentsiB 88, PN 2000gentitled: Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
An Act designating a portion of State Route 309thdn Lynn | DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Township, Lehigh County, between the intersectiofisNorthwest | Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
Road and Long Court and Mosserville Road and MaonrRRaad, as the| Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Lance Corporal Brandon J. Van Parys Memorial Ral$ignating a| Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
portion of State Route 2014 in Lycoming County las Petty Officer| Dush Kim Pickett White
Thomas Johnson Memorial Highway; designating ai@orof State | Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Route 61 in Schuylkill County, from State Route 443State Route| Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
2014, as the Captain Jason B. Jones Memorial Highaesignating a| English Klunk Quinn
portion of State Route 254 in Northumberland Couasythe Staff| Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Sergeant Thomas Allen Baysore Memorial Highway;igiesing the | Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker
portion of State Route 443 within the municipal bdaries of | Everett
Orwigsburg Borough, Schuylkill County, as the CagdoDavid F.
Heiser Memorial Highway; designating a portion ¢&t8 Route 15 in NAYS-0
Lycoming County as the Kelly Rae Mertes DUI Awarendlemorial
Highway; designating a portion of State Route I'83fsegment 80 to NOT VOTING—=0
segment 310 in Clearfield County as the Austin Mrri¢r Memorial
Highway; designating a portion of State Route 42Pébanon County EXCUSED-3
as the Officer Michael H. Wise Il Memorial Highwajesignating Exit
26 from the Mon-Fayette Expressway in Luzerne TdwmsFayette .
County, as the Ronald F. DeSalvo Memorial Intergeanlesignating a Baker Barbin Deluca
portion of Davisville Road in Upper Moreland Towrshviontgomery
County, from State Route 611, also known as Yorkdrdo Terwood
5030' as the PFC Rc])‘bgrt ShAlexaznggrzzl\/_lemongl H'%W% The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
H%Sr:g?;lgllgngnFi)gIrtlg%grk Itvlatt-:-emourci)glt(le—iighway. inatanCounty as the o atfirmative, the question was determined in affemative
and the amendments were concurred in.
On the question, Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the prowsiof STATEMENT BY MR. ADOLPH
the Constitution, the yeas and nays will now betak
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
The following roll call was recorded: gentleman from Delaware County, Representative piuol
under unanimous consent with respect to the bikt ju
YEAS-195 considered.
. . Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl Mr. Speaker, included in that bill was a Houséthiat we all
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw . . , ..
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed voted and supported naming a section of Routg B2RIniata
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese County after a good friend, former State Represmetaformer
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan legal counsel for the Republican Appropriations Guttee,
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Dan Clark. And | know we have had some disagreem
tonight, but | know one thing: we did not disagogethis.

| want to thank both Chairman Taylor, Chairmanl&elEric
Bugaile; the Senate for moving this bill; and myoddfriend,
Adam Harris, who replaced Dan in the 82d Distrishd for
those that did not know Dan, these types of nightthrived on,
and it is kind of ironic tonight that we are namiagsection of
Route 322 after a good friend, a great State Reptatve, a
public servant, Dan Clark.

God bless you. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

CALENDAR CONTINUED

RESOLUTION

Mr. REED called ugBsR 149, PN 1128ntitled:

A Concurrent Resolution urging the Congress to tlkaecessary
action to prohibit any force structure changesprmhibit any transfer
of AH-64 Apache helicopters from the National Gyamdd maintain
the Army National Guard at 350,200 soldiers unkie tNational
Commission on the Future of the Army has reportedindings; and
urging the United States Army to reverse its decisd deactivate the
55th Armored Brigade Combat Team, and to reveisaldgcision to

transfer any National Guard AH-64 Apache helicapteractive duty.

On the question,

Will the House concur in the resolution of the &ef?

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-191
Acosta Everett Knowles Rader
Adolph Fabrizio Kortz Rapp
Barrar Farina Kotik Ravenstahl
Benninghoff Farry Krieger Readshaw
Bishop Fee Lawrence Reed
Bizzarro Flynn Lewis Reese
Bloom Frankel Longietti Regan
Boback Freeman Mackenzie Roae
Boyle Gabler Maher Roebuck
Bradford Gainey Mahoney Ross
Briggs Galloway Major Rozzi
Brown, R. Gergely Maloney Saccone
Brown, V. Gibbons Markosek Sainato
Burns Gillen Marshall Samuelson
Caltagirone Gillespie Marsico Sankey
Carroll Gingrich Masser Santarsiero
Causer Godshall Matzie Santora
Christiana Goodman McCarter Saylor
Cohen Greiner McNeill Schemel
Conklin Grove Mentzer Schlossberg
Corbin Hahn Metcalfe Schreiber
Costa, D. Hanna Metzgar Schweyer
Costa, P. Harhai Miccarelli Simmons
Cox Harhart Millard Sims
Cruz Harkins Miller, B. Snyder
Culver Harper Miller, D. Sonney
Cutler Harris, A. Milne Staats
Daley, M. Harris, J. Moul Stephens
Daley, P. Heffley Mullery Sturla
Davidson Helm Murt Tallman
Davis Hennessey Mustio Taylor
Dawkins Hickernell Nesbit Thomas
Day Hill Neuman Tobash
Dean Irvin O'Brien Toepel
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cripeasy James O'Neill Toohil
DelLissio Jozwiak Oberlander Topper
Delozier Kampf Ortitay Vereb
Dermody Kaufer Parker, C. Warner
Diamond Kauffman Parker, D. Watson
DiGirolamo Kavulich Pashinski Wentling
Donatucci Keller, F. Payne Wheatley
Driscoll Keller, M.K. Peifer Wheeland
Dunbar Keller, W. Petrarca White
Dush Killion Petri Youngblood
Ellis Kim Pickett Zimmerman
Emrick Kinsey Pyle
hEnglish Kirkland Quigley Turzai,
Evankovich Klunk Quinn Speaker
Evans
NAYS-3
McGinnis Truitt Ward
NOT VOTING-1
Vitali
EXCUSED-3
Baker Barbin DelLuca

The majority of the members elected to the Houseiny
voted in the affirmative, the question was detegdirin the
affirmative and the resolution was concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D CONTINUED

BILL ON CONCURRENCE
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS

The House proceeded to consideration of concugeranc
Senate amendmentskB 501, PN 2001entitled:

An Act designating the Conodoguinet Bridge on thattion of
State Route 641 over the Conodoguinet Creek, Hop&wevnship,
Cumberland County, as the Army Pfc. Harold "Sam" Barrick
Memorial Bridge; designating the bridge located tbat portion of
State Route 865, over the railroad tracks and Nsaiaet in Bellwood,
Blair County, as the Dominec M. "Patsy" Padula MeaioBridge;
designating the bridge on that portion of State tRo840 over
Tobyhanna Creek (Pocono Lake) in Tobyhanna TownsMipnroe
County, as the Sullivan Bridge; designating a keidg that portion of
State Route 155 over the Allegheny River, Port gdiey Borough and
Liberty Township, McKean County, as the Port AllegaVeterans
Memorial Bridge; designating a bridge on that portof Local Route
T-325 over the Allegheny River, Coudersport Borgugbtter County,
as the Lt. William E. Daisley, Jr., Memorial Bridgdesignating the
bridge on that portion of State Route 3005 overathttet of Lily Lake,
Conyngham Township, Luzerne County, as the Senfticéd Eric J.
Williams Memorial Bridge; designating the bridge trat portion of
State Route 3005 over the West Branch of the Siisoguna River,
Greenwood Township, Clearfield County, as the 1&utenant
Wendell Elbert Ross Memorial Bridge; designatingpradge on that
portion of State Route 3007 over the Redbank Cr&ekmmerville
Borough, Jefferson County, as the Summerville \&terMemorial
Bridge; and renaming the bridge on that portiokd8. Route 219 over
U.S. Route 422 in Ebensburg Borough, Cambria Cquaty the
Alexander Miller Abercrombie Memorial Bridge.

On the question,
Will the House concur in Senate amendments?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is moved by the gemdle, | Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
Representative Keller, that the House concur irathendments D&Y Irvin O'Brien Toohil
. Dean James O'Neill Topper
inserted by the Senate-_ . . ] Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt

And the gentleman is recognized for a brief exalemm of | DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
those amendments. Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali

Mr. M. KELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward

- . . Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner

What was amended to the bill is a renaming ofidgeron a| pigirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
portion of U.S. Route 219 over U.S. 422 in CamlI€iunty | Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
known as the Alexander Miller Abercrombie Memoraidge; | Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
also in Luzerne County, a bridge which will be nan®enior | Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland

. . - . . . . Dush Kim Pickett White
Officer Eric J. Williams Memorial Bridge; also irhe Port| g Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Allegany Borough and Liberty Township in McKean @by | Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
the Port Allegany Veterans Memorial Bridge; a bedgcated| English Klunk Quinn _
on Route 325 over the Allegheny River, Couderspantough, | Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,

e . . E Kort R Speak
Potter County, the Lt. William Daisley, Jr., MeradrBridge; a Ezi‘festt one app peaker

bridge also in West Branch Susquehanna River, |the

1st Lt. Wendell Ross Memorial Bridge; and a bridgso at NAYS-0
Redbank Creek in Jefferson County, Summerville kégte
Memorial Bridge; another bridge on State Route 86&r Main NOT VOTING-0

Street in Bellwood Borough in Blair County as therlinec M.
"Patsy" Padula Memorial Bridge; and one last on&kwvis over EXCUSED-3
State Route 940, Pocono Lake area in Monroe Co@stythe | gaxer Barbin Deluca
Sullivan Bridge.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the The majority required by the Constitution havingtad in

gentleman. the affirmative, the question was determined in dffemative
_ ) and the amendments were concurred in.
On the question recurring, Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin

Will the House concur in Senate amendments?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the prowsiof

the Constitution, the yeas and nays will now betak VOTE CORRECTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentlelady, Representative Ward, seek recognition?
Mrs. WARD. | would like to correct my vote on SR4®.

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-195 | was marked in the negative. | would like to berked in the
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl affirmative, please. _
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the,lady
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed her remarks will be spread across the record.
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie  Roae SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B CONTINUED
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato The House proceeded to third consideratiorH& 1340,
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson PN 1822 entitled:
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey entited:
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero . .
Caltagirone Ginngi]ch Matzie Santora An Act amending Title 68 (Real and Personal Prgpeof the
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in condominiurhgther
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel providing for creation, alteration and terminatimicondominiums and
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schiossberg for management of condominiums; and, in planned noonities,
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber further providing for creation, alteration and témation of planned
Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer communities and for management of planned comnasmiti
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhai Mi_ccarelli Sims On the question,
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder Will the House agree to the bill on third consaten?
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney Bill d
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats il was agreed to.
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla (Bill analysis was read,)
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor . . .
Davigson Hennessey Mustio T)rl]omas The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been cared

Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash on three different days and agreed to and is nowfimeal
passage.
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The question is, shall the bill pass finally? SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D CONTINUED
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitutidie yeas and
nays will now be taken. BILL ON CONCURRENCE

The following roll call was recorded: IN SENATE AMENDMENTS

The House proceeded to consideration of concuerénc

YEAS-195 Senate amendmentsii 762, PN 1999¢ntitled:
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.3®.14),
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw known as the Public School Code of 1949, in prelany provisions,
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed providing for powers and duties of the SecretaryEalfucation; in
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese grounds and buildings, further providing for lintitans on approval of
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan public school building projects and establishing thublic School
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae Building Construction and Reconstruction Advisorpn@nmittee; in
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck pupils and attendance, further providing for ediecagnd training of
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross exceptional children; in charter schools, furtheoviling for school
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi staff, in vocational education, further providingr f vocational
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone education equipment grants; in community collegesher providing
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato for financial program and payment reimbursement; disruptive
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson student programs, further providing for applicasipnin private
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey alternative education institutions for disruptivéudents, further
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero providing for contracts with private alternativeuedtion institutions;
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora providing for the rural regional college for undemsed counties; in
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor funding for public libraries, providing for Statddafor fiscal year
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel 2015-2016; in reimbursements by Commonwealth amadsn school
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg districts, providing for student-weighted basic eation funding;
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber further providing for payments to intermediate spifor special
Conkiin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer education payments to school districts, for exulawary special
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons education program expenses and for special educdtinding for
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarell Sims eligible students with disabilities in Cost Categor3; in
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder reimbursements by Commonwealth and between schasicts,
Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney providing for reimbursement for school districtsthvaut required
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats documentation, for public school building lease ahebt service
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens reimbursements for fiscal year 2015-2016 and fadyeto-learn block
ggltleer M :Z'rr“j J. l\;/'ucife'r 'I:Q;tllljrﬂzn grants; providing for school district debt refinarg bonds; and
Dal Y P Hel y Murt y Tavi repealing provisions of The Fiscal Code relatingrawal regional
aiey, 1. eim urt aylor college for underserved counties.
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash .
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel On the question,
Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil Will the House concur in Senate amendments?
Dean James O'Neill Topper
Deas Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
Del_isysio Kampf Ortitay Vereb The SPE_AKER pro tempore. Moved by_ the gentleman,
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali Representative Roae, that the House concur inrtfendments
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward inserted by the Senate.
B:g‘:&g‘?ﬂo E;‘I’;“Cg‘ ;’2;2'6”5"' \‘//v":trsnoer: The gentleman is recognized for a brief descriptb those
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling amendments inserted by the Senate.
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley Mr. ROAE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland HB 762 authorizes and requires the Secretary at&ibn to
Elulizh E'r:ze E'Cl'ge“ :’(‘ghu':]e biood enter into and administer membership in a regionaipact and
Emrick Kirkla),']d Q{"gley Zimmgerman an interstate rec_iprocity _agrc_eer_nent gove_rning trevipion of
English Klunk Quinn distance education by institutions of higher edocat We
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai, passed that language here on April 15 with a unangwote.
E"anstt Kortz Rapp Speaker HB 762, as amended by the Senate, in additionh&o t
vere underlying bill, now includes provisions for theplamentation
NAYS—0 of the education budget for the 2015-2016 fiscaaryelt
includes language for the distribution of basic @dion
NOT VOTING-0 funding, special education funding, the Ready tarheBlock
Grant, CTC (Communities That Care) grants, communit
EXCUSED-3 college funding, and the public library subsidy.
. It also provides for improvements to the schoaistauction
Baker Barbin Deluca

reimbursement provisions through paperwork subissi
guidelines, bonding for payments due, and an adyiso
committee to make recommendations for long-terrmgka to
the current program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman.

The majority required by the Constitution havingted in
the affirmative, the question was determined in daffemative
and the bill passed finally.

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to tmat&efor
concurrence.
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And on the question of concurrence in Senate aments,
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Monroe GoQu
Representative Parker.

Mr. PARKER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | just wanted to speak on the cods.
| understand, it contains the new funding formaadducation,
and | want to just say | applaud the work of theiB&ducation
Funding Commission on creating a new formula thaints
students.

Nearly 24 years ago this body passed a budgethw
instituted the policy of hold harmless. And | saary 24 years
ago because it was on August 3 that it was passdd/ear, and
it took an extra month of debate to get that pasSatte then
we now have an opportunity to eliminate this pohelyich has
been punishing the taxpayers of Monroe County atitbro
counties that grew in population for over two dexsmady
implementing the new basic education funding foamiual this
year's code.

Unfortunately, we are not going to do that. Indtethis
education code keeps hold harmless in place on femeling
and distributes new money through the new formutaich has
another hold-harmless provision built into it, Bwyear average
on student population. The Basic Education Fund
Commission's report stated that "...eliminating theldh
harmless clause...would result in 320 school district getting
"$1 billion less in basic education funding." Tlistan average
of $3.1 million per district.

Put another way, this statement acknowledges weagre
shortchanging 180 school districts by $1 billiorhieh is more
than $5 1/2 million per school district. A monthdaa half ago,
as we were debating HB 504, the property tax rediéf the
gentleman from Westmoreland County spoke out atdires
potential redistribution of wealth that would resédom that
property tax relief bill.

Mr. Speaker, | submit to you that what has ocaloeer the
last 23 years and will continue to occur in the gmmnyears
under this proposal is a redistribution of wealshtaxpayers in
the school districts that grew, taxpayers who hdogen
subsidizing the $1 billion overfunding of the stkiimy school
districts are forced to continue this practice mimiger than
necessary.

Monroe County taxpayers have been forced to lapeidheir
retirement savings to stay in their homes. Theyfareed to
choose between buying groceries and paying thefodc
property taxes. Some are forced to go back to vabk9 years
of age so that they can pay their school propeakeg. This
overfunding has resulted in school districts withrirsking
student populations deferring prudent fiscal decisi

A couple months ago | was at dinner with a gendlerfrom
the conventional oil and gas industry, and he vedling me
about this school in his district. They have foighhschools.
They used to have 300 to 400 in a graduating das®f each
school; now they have 75 to 100, but they stilléhdvschools.
He said they really need to consolidate becausg ttaere
trouble filling teams and bands and those sortsthirigs.
Economically they should consolidate, but becalsy thave
extra funding, they do not. But we do not wantaket $1 billion
from these districts and pull the rug out from unithem. | hear
that and | get that.

My question is, why are we giving them more mobeytop
of the $1 billion, while admitting that 180 schadiktricts are
underfunded by $1 billion? | have an amendment vkiould

allow the 320 districts to keep their $1 billion averfunding

n but would allocate all new money to the districthichh are
underfunded. Once the underfunded districts areditoup to
parity, all money could flow through the new formw@nd every
Adistrict would get their fair share of funding thabunts
students.

It is a simple, commonsense way to transition ihie new
funding formula and enable those districts who héezn
shortchanged for 23 years to get their fair shamner. It does

hioot address the past underfunding, but it at Igefst us to parity
sooner.

So | will be voting "no" on this because | woulllel us to
consider that amendment.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman.

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentiefram
Luzerne County, Representative Carroll.

Mr. CARROLL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, in addition to the reasons that wprst
outlined by the gentleman from Monroe, | have tweasons
why we should vote against concurrence on HB 76&. first is

infpr those of you who do not like borrowing moneydonding
money. This bill contains $5 billion in borrowedprized
money, so if you really want to borrow and bondifiion, a
"yes" vote is for you.

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, this bill would be the wihito
separate the Keystone Exam graduation requirentigaitsnany
in this chamber despise. A "yes" vote for this bdhtinues the
Keystone graduation marriage that, in my opinidmutd be
ended today.

So, Mr. Speaker, here we have a bill that borrg&billion
or more and does not solve the Keystone Exam pmobleor
those two reasons and others this should be a "no."

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman.

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentiefram
Lancaster County, Representative Sturla.

Mr. STURLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposition to concurrenceHB 762,
and | will be brief.

First, this does not restore funding to schoadd there cut in
the last 4 years. That is just the facts. Secondipijle
| understand people were talking about the spresdghat they
saw as to how the $100 million was going to getritisted,
they forgot to mention that the other day when \assed the
Fiscal Code, there were $87 million in cuts to theame school
districts. You did not see how that was distributaad | would
ask you or caution you that you should probablyand get
ahold of that before you vote "yes" on this, beeatgere are
some school districts that will actually receivesdein funds
from the State than they did last year as a restilthat
$87 million cut versus this $100 million add.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman.

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentiefram
Philadelphia County, Representative Roebuck.

Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise to ask that the House not concur in theylege of
HB 762. There is no language in this bill, as ps®mb by
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Governor Wolf, to restore the education fundingsauftthe last
4 years. The Basic Education Funding Commission atid
excellent job in defining the problems of how wendubasic
education and suggesting a rational way to moverdot. The
success of that endeavor, however, is premised vgstoring
the cuts to education and then establishing a foondation
upon which to build and move forward.

This bill does not provide for that, and what ffeet you do
is you create a formula that continues the ineggsitithe
disparity, the differences between the 500 schimbticts across
the Commonwealth. It does little to help childrehomdo not
receive the quality education they deserve becthesétate is
underfunding their school district. It creates anpenent gap.

| would also point out that there is no languagéhis bill to
implement the Governor's proposed expansion of eebst
vocational-technical equipment grants, and oth#iatives for
vocational-technical students. We talk about, and
increasingly recognize the importance of, providiegual
educational opportunity, particularly for those dstats who
want to pursue vocational-technical careers. Thisdbes not
provide the means to do that. It does not provilleofathe

directions suggested by the Governor to enablestbagients to

have the quality education they deserve.

| urge a "no" vote. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

On the question, the Chair recognizes the maj&ritycation
Committee chairman from York County, RepresentaBaglor.

Mr. SAYLOR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| rise in support of HB 762. | have heard a numbér
arguments tonight about the basic education fundamgula

which came out of the Education Funding Commissiop

unanimously, with Democratic and Republican supp®htere
is no money in this bill. The bill, the money fdretspending in
basic education funding formula comes in a budgethat we

voted earlier this week. This bill just simply sayew those
dollars will be distributed. Every school distrintPennsylvania
will get more dollars than they got last year, awnith

unanimous support of that funding commission, iktdnto

account 13 different factors in deciding how schéatding

should be fairly funded.

You know, | hear a lot about, "This should be gethfor a
year." Why, when a funding commission said thighis best
way to distribute new dollars? We all recognize thet that
there are inequities in the funding formula. We enstand that.
But if you want to vote 180 school districts moremay and
take 375 school districts and take money away ftioem, you
go ahead and you can do that. This bill just singalys that the
commission came out with their report. It says tias fair
based upon poverty, based upon growth, based ypensity,
and a number of other issues. Why would we in tkemezal
Assembly, with unanimous bipartisan support of @@ernor's
Office, both sides of the aisle here in the House the Senate
now reject that proposal to be fair to all schaetritts?

So | ask for a positive vote on 762. There aredaltars in
this bill. 1t simply tells the Governor how to sgkthe dollars
that are in our State budget.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

And on the question, the Chair recognizes, for sbeond
time, the gentleman from Luzerne County, Represesta
Carroll.

Mr. CARROLL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

There are dollars in this bill, contrary to whia¢ tast speaker
said, over $5 bhilion in bonded money. So when you
contemplate the vote and you hear there are nardoih this
bill, there are $5 billion in borrowed, bonded mgne

gentleman.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the

Anyone else seeking recognition?

On the question recurring,

Will the House concur in Senate amendments?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the prowsiof
wthe Constitution, the yeas and nays will now betak

The following roll call was recorded:

YEAS-107
Adolph Harhart Marsico Roae
Benninghoff Harper Masser Ross
Bloom Harris, A. Mentzer Saccone
thBoback Heffley Metcalfe Sankey
Causer Helm Metzgar Santora
Christiana Hennessey Miccarelli Saylor
Corbin Hickernell Millard Schemel
Cox Hill Miller, B. Simmons
Culver Irvin Milne Sonney
Cutler James Moul Staats
Day Jozwiak Murt Stephens
Delozier Kampf Mustio Tallman
iamond Kaufer Nesbit Taylor
Dunbar Kauffman O'Neill Toepel
Dush Keller, F. Oberlander Toohil
Ellis Keller, M.K. Ortitay Topper
Emrick Killion Payne Vereb
English Klunk Peifer Ward
Evankovich Knowles Petri Warner
Everett Krieger Pickett Watson
Farry Lawrence Pyle Wentling
Fee Lewis Quigley Wheeland
Gabler Mackenzie Quinn White
Gillespie Maher Rapp Zimmerman
Gingrich Major Reed
Greiner Maloney Reese Turzai,
Grove Marshall Regan Speaker
Hahn
NAYS-88
Acosta Dean Harkins Pashinski
Barrar Deasy Harris, J. Petrarca
Bishop Delissio Kavulich Rader
Bizzarro Dermody Keller, W. Ravenstahl
Boyle DiGirolamo Kim Readshaw
Bradford Donatucci Kinsey Roebuck
Briggs Driscoll Kirkland Rozzi
Brown, R. Evans Kortz Sainato
Brown, V. Fabrizio Kotik Samuelson
Burns Farina Longietti Santarsiero
Caltagirone Flynn Mahoney Schlossberg
Carroll Frankel Markosek Schreiber
Cohen Freeman Matzie Schweyer
Conklin Gainey McCarter Sims
theosta, D. Galloway McGinnis Snyder
Costa, P. Gergely McNeill Sturla
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Cruz Gibbons Miller, D. Thomas Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Daley, M. Gillen Mullery Tobash Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Daley, P. Godshall Neuman Truitt Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Davidson Goodman O'Brien Vitali Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Davis Hanna Parker, C. Wheatley Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Dawkins Harhai Parker, D. Youngblood Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
NOT VOTING-0 Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
- Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
EXCUSED-3 Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
. Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Baker Barbin DeLuca Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
The majority required by the Constitution havingted in | Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
the affirmative, the question was determined in affemative | COPIn Hanna Metzgar Simmons
. Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
and the amendments were concurred in. _ Costa. P. Harhart Millard Snyder
Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accgigin Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
CALENDAR CONTINUED Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
The House proceeded to second consideratioBBfl66, | Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel
PN 1135 entitled: Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Dean James O'Neill Topper
An Act amending Titles 18 (Crimes and Offenses) at@i| Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
(Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the PennsytvaConsolidated| DeLissio Kampf Ortitay vereb
Statutes, in criminal history record informationyther providing for | Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
general regulations and providing for order forited access; and, in Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
governance of the system, providing for petition éapungement off Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
order for limited access fee. DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
. Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
On the question, Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
Will the House agree to the bill on second cornsitien? Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
. Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
Mr. MARSICO offered the following amendment English Klunk Suinn
No. A02879: Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker
Amend Bill, page 7, line 6, by striking out "60"dimserting Everett
180
NAYS-0
On the question,
Will the House agree to the amendment? NOT VOTING-0
. . EXCUSED-3
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, theirCha
recognizes the gentleman, Representative Marsico. Baker Barbin Deluca

Mr. MARSICO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This amendment extends the effective date to H88.dTlhis
was suggested by the Pennsylvania State PoliceaSlofor an
affirmative vote.

Thank you, and it is agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

The majority having voted in the affirmative, theestion
was determined in the affirmative and the amendmeas
agreed to.
the

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on second consitien as
amended?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill as amended bl
reprinted.

* k *

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
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The House proceeded to second consideratioBB %663, SOblaCk GFrebelman MMickenzie RROS_S
i . oyle abler aher 0zzi
PN 1136.entitled: Bradford Gainey Mahoney Saccone
. . . . Briggs Galloway Major Sainato
An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) ofeth Brown, R. Gergely Maloney Samuelson
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, in support emsatgenerally, Brown. V Gibbons Markosek Sanke
further providing for liability for support; andaichild custody, further Bums . Gillespie Marshall Santargiero
providing for consideration of criminal conviction. Caltagirone Gingrich Marsico Santora
onth ) Carroll Godshall Masser Saylor
n the question, Causer Goodman Matzie Schemel
Will the House agree to the bill on second consitien? Christiana Greiner McCarter Schiossberg
Cohen Grove McGinnis Schreiber
Conklin Hahn McNeill Schweyer
RULES SUSPENDED gortt)in 5 I—||_|anﬂa_ Inertwtz?fr zi_mmons
osta, D. arnail etcalre ms
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Reprethenta ggita’ P. H';?&?nasn M'\i/“gfgre"' Sﬁﬂ%"iﬁr
Petrarca, has filed amendment A03036. Cruz Harper Miller, B. Staats
Mr. Petrarca, it is my understanding it is a Ifled | Culver Harris, A. Moul Stephens
amendment. Will you be seeking suspension for cemation gglt'eer " :2{;;21 J. '&/'US'}O TSQUIVC')?
" Y, M. y usti y!
of your amendment: Daley, P. Helm Nesbit Thomas
MI‘ PETRARCA YES, Mr Speaker | move to SUSpﬁTfETI Davidson Hennessey Neuman Tobash
rules to offer that amendment. Davis Hickernell O'Brien Toepel
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Repretsemta Dawkins Hill O'Neill Toohil
Petrarca, moves that the House suspend the rulésifioediate | 0% Irvin Oberlander Topper
A v Dean James Ortitay Vereb
consideration of amendment A03036. Deasy Jozwiak Parker, C. Vitali
Delissio Kampf Parker, D. Ward
On the question, Delozier Kaufer Pashinski Warner
Will the House agree to the motion? Bgmggé' ﬁgﬂgﬁgﬂ” PP;@:E V\ll\gﬁ%ng
) ) DiGirolamo Keller, F. Petrarca Wheatley
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, theirCheDonatucci Keller, M.K. Petri Wheeland
recognizes the gentleman, Representative Petrarca. B”SCbO” ’:(‘?I'l'?fv W. E'Clke“ ¥Vh'te biood
Mr. PETRARCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. o ki Q{fgley Dl
What this amendment does, simply, it adds an imthdit way | gjis Kinsey Quinn
to establish paternity in certain child custody aofport cases.| Emrick Kirkland Rader Turzai,
| would appreciate an affirmative vote. Evankovich Klunk Rapp Speaker
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks thg'a"s
gentleman. _ _ _ NAYS-8
On that question, the Chair recognizes the gemtterthe
majority whip, Representative Cutler, on the questi English Metzgar Milne Tallman
Mr. CUTLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Gillen Miller, D. Mullery Truitt
Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding this is aneagd¥to
p y g ags NOT VOTING-0
amendment, and we would support the rules suspengie
request the members to vote in the afﬂrmatwe.n'l_ha)u. EXCUSED-3
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman and recognizes the minority leader, Reptative | Baker Barbin Deluca
Dermody, on the question.
Mr. DERMODY. | would also urge all the members to

support the motion to suspend the rules.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

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

The following roll call was recorded:
YEAS-187

Acosta Everett Knowles Ravenstahl
Adolph Fabrizio Kortz Readshaw
Barrar Farina Kotik Reed
Benninghoff Farry Krieger Reese
Bishop Fee Lawrence Regan
Bizzarro Flynn Lewis Roae
Bloom Frankel Longietti Roebuck

A majority of the members required by the rulevihg
voted in the affirmative, the question was detegdirin the
theffirmative and the motion was agreed to.

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

Mr. PETRARCA offered
No. A03036:

the following amendment

Amend Bill, page 5, line 27, by inserting after "RBUGH"

voluntary acknowledgment of paternity or

Amend Bill, page 6, line 30, by inserting after "BY
voluntary acknowledgment of paternity or

On the question,
Will the House agree to the amendment?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Repretbemt
Petrarca, is recognized for the purpose of introdug
amendment A030361.

Mr. PETRARCA. Mr. Speaker, my understanding ig tine
amendment number is 03036.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. | am sorry; could thetlgeman
repeat?

Mr. PETRARCA. My understanding is that the amendim
number that | was trying to suspend the rules fas wumber
03036.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The record will so reflbat.
Thank you.

Mr. PETRARCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

| offer amendment 03036, which deals with suppamd
custody, including termination of parental rightsem a child is
conceived as a result of certain sexual offenshis i a very
good bill that makes the legal process betterimdhea. A lot of
work went into this with a number of our colleaguasthe
House Judiciary Committee.

Under the bill, there are a number of ways to ldista
paternity, such as genetic testing and blood tgstWhat my
amendment simply does is adds voluntary acknowlaeége as
a way of establishing paternity in this area, andvduld
appreciate an affirmative vote. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

And on the question, the Chair recognizes the lgeratn
from Dauphin County, Representative Marsico.

Mr. MARSICO. Mr. Speaker, thank you.

This is agreed to, and | thank the maker of theradment,
the chairman, for his cooperation with this bilhdal ask for an
affirmative vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks
gentleman.

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

The following roll call was recorded:

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on second corsitien as
amended?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

5 Cox Harkins Miller, B. Sonney
Cruz Harper Miller, D. Staats
Culver Harris, A. Milne Stephens
Cutler Harris, J. Moul Sturla
Daley, M. Heffley Mullery Tallman
Daley, P. Helm Murt Taylor
Davidson Hennessey Mustio Thomas
Davis Hickernell Nesbit Tobash
Dawkins Hill Neuman Toepel

€ Day Irvin O'Brien Toohil
Dean James O'Neill Topper
Deasy Jozwiak Oberlander Truitt
DelLissio Kampf Ortitay Vereb
Delozier Kaufer Parker, C. Vitali
Dermody Kauffman Parker, D. Ward
Diamond Kavulich Pashinski Warner
DiGirolamo Keller, F. Payne Watson
Donatucci Keller, M.K. Peifer Wentling
Driscoll Keller, W. Petrarca Wheatley
Dunbar Killion Petri Wheeland
Dush Kim Pickett White
Ellis Kinsey Pyle Youngblood
Emrick Kirkland Quigley Zimmerman
English Klunk Quinn
Evankovich Knowles Rader Turzai,
Evans Kortz Rapp Speaker
Everett

NAYS-0
the NOT VOTING—-0
EXCUSED-3
Baker Barbin DelLuca

The majority having voted in the affirmative, theestion
thwas determined in the affirmative and the amendmeas
agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill as amended bl

YEAS-195
Acosta Fabrizio Kotik Ravenstahl
Adolph Farina Krieger Readshaw
Barrar Farry Lawrence Reed
Benninghoff Fee Lewis Reese
Bishop Flynn Longietti Regan
Bizzarro Frankel Mackenzie Roae
Bloom Freeman Maher Roebuck
Boback Gabler Mahoney Ross
Boyle Gainey Major Rozzi
Bradford Galloway Maloney Saccone
Briggs Gergely Markosek Sainato
Brown, R. Gibbons Marshall Samuelson
Brown, V. Gillen Marsico Sankey
Burns Gillespie Masser Santarsiero
Caltagirone Gingrich Matzie Santora
Carroll Godshall McCarter Saylor
Causer Goodman McGinnis Schemel
Christiana Greiner McNeill Schlossberg
Cohen Grove Mentzer Schreiber
Conklin Hahn Metcalfe Schweyer
Corbin Hanna Metzgar Simmons
Costa, D. Harhai Miccarelli Sims
Costa, P. Harhart Millard Snyder

reprinted.

RECONSIDERATION MOTION FILED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in receipto
motion to reconsider the vote by which HB 912, P88, was
defeated on the 30th day of June from RepreseataiReed and
Cutler. That motion will be filed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

members, tomorrow will be a nonvoting session danks to
your good cooperation.

Are there any announcements?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of the
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BILLS RECOMMITTED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker recognizes
majority leader, who moves the following bills lecommitted
to the Committee on Appropriations:

SB 166;
SB 663; and
SB 678.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the motion?
Motion was agreed to.

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker recognizes
majority leader, who moves that SB 307 and SB 8@5
removed from the tabled calendar and placed onattteve
calendar.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the motion?
Motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the information of
members, the desk will remain open for a bit, alffowe do
not expect there will be any votes of any sort.

With any luck, | will see you all on August 25.

THE SPEAKER (MIKE TURZAI)
PRESIDING

The SPEAKER. The House is back in order.

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

The SPEAKER. The Speaker recognizes Representat@%v

Donna Oberlander.
Ms. OBERLANDER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
| would like to submit comments for the record oB H62.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER. Those will be accepted for the reca
Thank you.

Ms. OBERLANDER
following remarks for the Legislative Journal:

submitted the

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I rise in support of HB 762, the Education Code.

Although this contains many important components,will
specifically speak on the basic funding portiontibé bill and the
formula included to distribute the 100 million nelallars for K-12.

This formula is based on the yearlong, painstakiggk of the
Basic Education Funding Commission — a bicameiighrtisan group
that included 12 legislators and 3 appointees @fGbvernor.

Included in this bill is the direct reflection tife consensus formula
unanimously recommended by the commission on J8ndHis new
formula includes both student factors as well atridt factors that take
into account the diversity of this Commonwealth anat 500 school
districts. It includes such things as poverty, studcount average
median household income, sparsity, and charterodshas well as tax

effort and capacity in an effort to treat both tumad urban, rich and
poor fairly. It offers predictability, stability,ra transparency and has
tggen applauded by statewide stakeholders.
| urge your support and ask for your affirmatiaesfor HB 762.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SENATE MESSAGE

HOUSE AMENDMENTS
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, infatrtteat the
Senate has concurred in the amendments made iyotlnse of
Representatives t6B 1, PN 1132; SB 620, PN 113andSB
655, PN 1137.

the The SPEAKER. The House will stand at

ease.
b

The House will come to order.

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having bpezpared
for presentation to the Governor, and the samegbeonrect, the
hditles were publicly read as follows:

SB 1, PN 1132

An Act amending Titles 24 (Education), 51 (Militaiffairs) and
71 (State Government) of the Pennsylvania CondgdeliticStatutes,
extensively revising pension provisions: for the bRu School
Employees' Retirement System, in the areas ofrpirdiry provisions,
of membership, contributions and benefits, of SthBmployee's
Defined Contribution Plan and of administration amiscellaneous
provisions; for health insurance for retired scheuoiployees, in the
area of preliminary provisions; for military pensg in the area of
military leave of absence; for boards and offices,the area of
Independent Fiscal Office; for the State EmployeRgtirement
System, in the areas of preliminary provisiongneimbership, credited
ice, classes of service and eligibility for &fs, of State
ployees' Defined Contribution Plan, of contribns, of benefits
and of administration, funds, accounts, generalvipions; and
providing, as to the revisions, for constructior auministration, for
applicability, for funding, for liability, for Sta Employee member
statements and for State Employees Retirement Badightions.

rd. 5B 620, PN 1130

An Act authorizing the release of Project 70 resitths on certain
land owned by the Borough of Carlisle, Cumberlamdi@y, in return
for the development of park and open-space landhirwiNorth
Middleton Township, Cumberland County.

SB 655, PN 1137

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L.3480.176),
known as The Fiscal Code, establishing the Nonatardedication
Assisted Substance Abuse Treatment Grant PilotrBnugin special
funds, further providing for funding, for State Wers' Insurance
Board and for expiration; in the Tobacco SettlemEnnd, further
providing for use; in the Pennsylvania Race Horsgdlbpment Fund,
further providing for distribution; in general bugtgimplementation,
further providing for the Department of CommunitgdaEconomic
Development, for the Department of Public Welfafer the
Pennsylvania State Police and for the EnvironmeQiadlity Board;
providing for 2015-2016 budget implementation, fa015-2016
restrictions on appropriations for funds and actewmd for required
lapses of money in funds and accounts; and makiaged repeals.
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Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of these{q
signed the same.

The SPEAKER. The House will stand at ease.

The House will come to order.

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having bpezpared
for presentation to the Governor, and the sameghedrect, the
tittes were publicly read as follows:

HB 88, PN 2000

An Act designating a portion of State Route 309thldn Lynn
Township, Lehigh County, between the intersectiofsNorthwest
Road and Long Court and Mosserville Road and ManrRaad, as the
Lance Corporal Brandon J. Van Parys Memorial Rakaignating a
portion of State Route 2014 in Lycoming County las Petty Officer
Thomas Johnson Memorial Highway; designating aiorof State
Route 61 in Schuylkill County, from State Route 443State Route
2014, as the Captain Jason B. Jones Memorial Highdesignating a
portion of State Route 254 in Northumberland Couasythe Staff
Sergeant Thomas Allen Baysore Memorial Highway;igiesting the
portion of State Route 443 within the municipal bdaries of
Orwigsburg Borough, Schuylkill County, as the CagdoDavid F.
Heiser Memorial Highway; designating a portion ¢&t8 Route 15 in
Lycoming County as the Kelly Rae Mertes DUI Awarendlemorial
Highway; designating a portion of State Route 1I'83nfsegment 80 to
segment 310 in Clearfield County as the Austin Mrri¢r Memorial
Highway; designating a portion of State Route 42Pébanon County
as the Officer Michael H. Wise Il Memorial Highwajesignating Exit
26 from the Mon-Fayette Expressway in Luzerne TdwmsFayette
County, as the Ronald F. DeSalvo Memorial Intergeanlesignating a
portion of Davisville Road in Upper Moreland Towishviontgomery
County, from State Route 611, also known as YoredRdo Terwood
Road as the PFC Robert S. Alexander Memorial Highwend
designating a portion of State Route 22/322 in a@anCounty as the
Honorable Daniel F. Clark Memorial Highway.

HB 501, PN 2001

An Act designating the Conodoguinet Bridge on thattion of
State Route 641 over the Conodoguinet Creek, Hop&wevnship,
Cumberland County, as the Army Pfc. Harold "Sam" Barrick
Memorial Bridge; designating the bridge located tbhat portion of
State Route 865, over the railroad tracks and Nsaiget in Bellwood,
Blair County, as the Dominec M. "Patsy" Padula MeaioBridge;
designating the bridge on that portion of State tRo840 over
Tobyhanna Creek (Pocono Lake) in Tobyhanna TownsHipnroe
County, as the Sullivan Bridge; designating a keidg that portion of
State Route 155 over the Allegheny River, Port gdiey Borough and
Liberty Township, McKean County, as the Port AllegaVeterans
Memorial Bridge; designating a bridge on that portof Local Route
T-325 over the Allegheny River, Coudersport Borgugbtter County,
as the Lt. William E. Daisley, Jr., Memorial Bridgdesignating the
bridge on that portion of State Route 3005 overathttet of Lily Lake,
Conyngham Township, Luzerne County, as the Senféiced Eric J.
Williams Memorial Bridge; designating the bridge trat portion of
State Route 3005 over the West Branch of the Sisouna River,
Greenwood Township, Clearfield County, as the 1&utenant
Wendell Elbert Ross Memorial Bridge; designatingpradge on that
portion of State Route 3007 over the Redbank Cr&ekmmerville
Borough, Jefferson County, as the Summerville \&terMemorial
Bridge; and renaming the bridge on that portiobd 3. Route 219 over
U.S. Route 422 in Ebensburg Borough, Cambria Cquaty the
Alexander Miller Abercrombie Memorial Bridge.

u HB 762, PN 1999

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.3®.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, in prelany provisions,
providing for powers and duties of the SecretaryEafucation; in
grounds and buildings, further providing for lintitms on approval of
public school building projects and establishing tAublic School
Building Construction and Reconstruction Advisorpr@nittee; in
pupils and attendance, further providing for edietatind training of
exceptional children; in charter schools, furtheoviiding for school
staff; in vocational education, further providingr f vocational
education equipment grants; in community colledeher providing
for financial program and payment reimbursement; disruptive
student programs, further providing for applicaspnin private
alternative education institutions for disruptiveudents, further
providing for contracts with private alternativeuedtion institutions;
providing for the rural regional college for undamged counties; in
funding for public libraries, providing for Stateldor fiscal year 2015-
2016; in reimbursements by Commonwealth and betwsemol
districts, providing for student-weighted basic eation funding;
further providing for payments to intermediate spifor special
education payments to school districts, for exulawmry special
education program expenses and for special educdtioding for
eligible students with disabilities in Cost Categor3; in
reimbursements by Commonwealth and between schadticts,
providing for reimbursement for school districtsthvaut required
documentation, for public school building lease aebt service
reimbursements for fiscal year 2015-2016 and fadyeo-learn block
grants; providing for school district debt refinarge bonds; and
repealing provisions of The Fiscal Code relatingrtmal regional
college for underserved counties.

SB 329, PN 220

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.3®.14),
known as the Public School Code of 1949, estaligstihe Ready to
Succeed Scholarship Program; and conferring poaets imposing
duties on the Pennsylvania Higher Education AssistaAgency and
the Department of Education.

SB 812, PN 1078

An Act making appropriations from the Professiohétensure
Augmentation Account and from restricted revenumants within the
General Fund to the Department of State for useheyBureau of
Professional and Occupational Affairs in supporttted professional
licensure boards assigned thereto.

SB 813, PN 1119

An Act making appropriations from the Workmen's Qamsation
Administration Fund to the Department of Labor dndustry and the
Department of Community and Economic Developmerrtvide for
the expenses of administering the Workers' Compiemsa#\ct, The
Pennsylvania Occupational Disease Act and the ©ffd Small
Business Advocate for the fiscal year July 1, 2a®5June 30, 2016,
and for the payment of bills incurred and remainimgaid at the close
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015; and malinginterfund
transfer.

SB 814, PN 1080

An Act making an appropriation from a restrictedereue account
within the General Fund to the Office of Small Biess Advocate in
the Department of Community and Economic Develogmen

SB 815, PN 874

An Act making an appropriation from a restrictedeieue account
within the General Fund to the Office of Consumealvécate in the
Office of Attorney General.
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SB 816, PN 1081

An Act making an appropriation from the Public Scha
Employees' Retirement Fund to provide for expertfethe Public
School Employees' Retirement Board for the fisaaryJuly 1, 2015,
to June 30, 2016, and for the payment of bills ireai and remaining
unpaid at the close of the fiscal year ending Bihe2015.

SB 817, PN 1082

An Act making an appropriation from the State Emples’
Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of theeStmployees'
Retirement Board for the fiscal year July 1, 20®5]June 30, 2016, and
for the payment of bills incurred and remaining aidpat the close of
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.

SB 818, PN 877

An Act making appropriations from the Philadelpfiaxicab and
Limousine Regulatory Fund and the Philadelphia daxi Medallion
Fund to the Philadelphia Parking Authority for bgear July 1, 2015
to June 30, 2016.

SB 819, PN 1083

An Act making appropriations from a restricted newe account
within the General Fund and from Federal augmenniatiinds to the
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission for the fcyear July 1,
2015, to June 30, 2016.

SB 820, PN 1084

An Act making appropriations from the restrictedverue
accounts within the State Gaming Fund and from Stete Gaming
Fund to the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board, Diepartment of
Revenue, the Pennsylvania State Police and then&yoGeneral for
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2015, to June A6, and for the
payment of bills incurred and remaining unpaid ¢ tlose of the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of thesdjou

signed the same.

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining sithnd
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed.coviee Chair
hears no objection.

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER. Representative Payne moves that ihisél
be now adjourned until Wednesday, July 1, 201512atm.,
e.d.t., unless sooner recalled by the Speaker.

That will be a nonvoting session date. Thank you.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the motion?

Motion was agreed to, and at 9:26 p.m., e.d.t., Hoase
adjourned.




