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1. Voting Modernization:

A. Voter Access Reforms: What reforms would you support to ensure that all eligible voters are 
able to cast a vote in every election? 

Suggested Specific Questions:

o Would you support implementing no-excuse absentee ballot voting (also called optional 
vote by mail)? Why or why not? 
Yes, we need to decrease impediments to voting and we already know that people are 
stating they are out of county just in order to vote.

o Would you support early in-person voting in Pennsylvania? Why or why not?

Yes, as with no excuse absentee ballot voting, this would allow voting prior to Election Day, 
but instead of mailing in a ballot, a person would come to a designated location to vote.

B. Voter Registration Reforms: What reforms would you support to increase the accessibility and 
accuracy of voter registration, ensure that all eligible voters can register and limit the 
administrative burden on local elections offices?

Suggested Specific Questions:

o Would you support allowing 16 and 17-year-olds to register to vote early when applying for 
a driver’s license? Why or why not? 

I have introduced Senate Bill 283 that would require PennDOT to notify individuals that 
have applied for a driver’s license of their eligibility to register to vote once they reach the 
age of 18 and are eligible to vote.

o Would you support allowing 17-year-olds who will be 18 at the time of the general election 
to vote in the primary? Why or why not?

Yes, Pennsylvania should join the nearly 20 other states that allow a 17 year old to vote in a 
primary if they will be 18 in time for the General Election.

o Would you support establishing same day registration at polling places? Why or why not?
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Yes, I have introduced Senate Bill 282 that would allow same day registration.

By implementing an EDR process, eligible persons are able to register and vote on the same 
day of any primary, municipal or general election by completing a registration card and 
providing proof of residence.

Advantages include increased voter accessibility and convenience, fewer provisional ballots 
to be processed, and a reduction in people turned away for not pre-registering properly. 
Also, by allowing voter registration to continue up to and including election day, voters can 
take into account the news, debates, advertisements or any other aspects of a candidate’s 
campaign taking place in that period of time.

Researchers examining causal links in election policies concluded in 2014 that same-day 
registration can increase voter participation by up to 4 percentage points. The largest 
election-day registration effects are evident in Minnesota and Wisconsin, which adopted 
this type of reform in the 1970s and consistently enjoy some of the highest levels of voter 
turnout among all states.

o Would you support establishing automatic voter registration (AVR)? Why or why not?

Since 2015, when no states allowed for AVR, there are, pending very recent legislative 
action, nine states and the District of Columbia that allow for AVR, which is an update of the
Motor Voter law, where citizens seeking driver’s licenses are automatically registered to 
vote and have the ability to opt out instead of current Motor Voter here in PA where it is an 
opt in.

I would support establishing AVR with an opt out provision at the point of contact with 
PennDOT.

C. Voting Systems Reforms: What reforms or steps would you support to ensure that our voting 
systems are secure and accessible for all eligible voters? 

o Appropriate sufficient funds to support the purchase of up-to-date voting equipment by 
counties (at least $100 million)?

It is critical that all counties have machines that are secure and accessible.  As a federal 
mandate, it should be the responsibility of the federal government to provide that funding, 
but we must work with our counties to ensure every vote is recorded and counted.
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As Chair of the Senate Democratic Policy Committee, we have held hearings on the 
administration of elections and have received the following inputs from County 
Governments:

1. They as well as I do not wish to see unfunded mandates placed upon their operations by
the state legislature, as this could potentially affect their operations.

2. That being said, there are some aspects of county elections that need additional 
uniformity and consistency: clear and consistent training curriculum for poll workers;
and clear criteria from the state and federal levels as far as certified elections equipment 
that meet the requirements set forth by the Department of State and the federal 
government.  While differing machine manufacturer contracts across counties provide 
overall competition, potential cost savings and avoidance of some commerce & 
procurements conflicts/challenges, there still needs to be standard criteria in certified and 
recognized election equipment and machines that is used.

3. Flexibility and autonomy has been requested by county elections divisions as far as the 
staffing determinations of each election.  A Presidential General Election has a historically 
different turnout than the Primary the judicial/local/municipal “odd” year after it.   Funds 
could be re-allocated to address overall efficiency of county operations if historical voting 
data is allowed to be a factor of consideration, as well as real-time neighborhood 
population & residency data.  

4. Also, the avoidance of Special Elections that are within a 90 – day window of a general 
or primary election day can also provide cost-savings, and I have sponsored legislation (SB 
285 this session) to address this.

o Employ voting systems that provide voter-verifiable paper ballot or paper record that the 
voter can verify while in the process of voting?

I have been on record in the past supporting a paper record.

Earlier this month, the PA Department of State issued a directive regarding the purchase of 
resilient electronic voting systems.  Specifically, the directive mandates that any voting 
systems purchased by counties on or after February 9, 2018 must employ a voter-verifiable 
paper ballot or paper record of the votes cast.  This directive is meant to ensure that the 
next generation of our state’s voting systems can meet the present and future standards of 
resiliency and security.  I fully support this initiative, and feel that we must ensure that 
voting machines are not compromised or breached from external sources.  The requirement
of a voter-verified paper trail further ensures that if a compromise occurs, then we have a 
verified trail on paper.
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2. Redistricting Reform: By a variety of measures, Pennsylvania’s districts are among the most 
gerrymandered in the nation. The United States is now the only major democracy that permits 
legislators a major role in drawing electoral districts. Would you support replacing the current 
redistricting processes with a transparent, independent citizens’ commission? Please explain.

I have been the prime sponsor of legislation to create an independent redistricting commission in the 
Senate for multiple sessions.  This session, I have introduced Senate Bill 22, to create a commission 
that will take politics out of the redistricting process for both Congressional and General Assembly. I 
am pleased that a hearing on redistricting reform, including SB 22, will be held by the Senate State 
Government Committee on March 27, 2018 in Harrisburg.

For our government to work as it is intended, it must contain checks and balances. Yet our state’s 
current system empowers lawmakers to draw the very districts that they represent. This constitutes a 
troubling conflict of interest, and we must address it before the next round of redistricting is triggered 
in 2020.

This joint resolution provides for a Redistricting Commission that is solely comprised of independent 
citizens. Individuals that apply to serve would go through a process for appointment that includes a 
series of random selections by lot.

Based on statewide voter registration numbers, this independent citizens’ Commission will be 
comprised of:
4 individuals registered with the largest political party in the state;
4 individuals registered with the second-largest political party in the state; and
3 individuals with affiliations that are not of either of the two largest parties.

Under the legislation, the Commission is required to develop a preliminary plan for Congressional and 
state legislative districts. After a series of public hearings across the state, the Commission will either 
approve or disapprove of the plan. In order for a plan to be approved, it must receive seven votes, with
at least one vote coming from each of the Commission’s subgroups.

The state of California authorized a similar commission in 2008 with the authority to conduct legislative
and congressional redistricting. Independent citizen-based commissions have been upheld in states 
such as Arizona, while incumbent-drawn maps continue to be challenged across the country. The aim 
of this bill is to produce a redistricting process in our Commonwealth that truly reflects the essence of 
our democracy – voters selecting their representatives, not the other way around.

In addition to my work on SB 22, I have also taken a page from a success story in Ohio.  A compromise 
on redistricting reform was put forth that attached new requirements on the adoption of maps in the 
legislative chambers.  To that end, I am introducing SB 1060 as another option for redistricting reform.  
This proposal is a State Constitutional amendment that would incorporate the established independent
redistricting commission but also include a new requirement for the Congressional Reapportionment 
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process.  This new provision would require a 3/5 vote of adoption in each legislative chamber on a 
proposed Congressional Reapportionment bill.  In the event that the General Assembly would be 
unable to achieve the 3/5 requirement, then the independent redistricting commission would be 
tasked with drawing Congressional districts in addition to the state legislative maps.
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3. Criminal Justice Reform: What kind of reforms to bail or police practices would you support so that our 
counties reduce costs, the mentally ill are treated more appropriately, addicts get treatment faster, 
and those that will ultimately be found not guilty have fewer impacts on their lives?
 As a member of the Judiciary Committee, our Committee has been very busy examining legislative 

proposals on these criminal justice reforms.
As a former Deputy Court Administrator for Northampton County, I have a perspective on court 
functions and the administration of bail is one of the most important aspects facing our County court 
systems.  Both counties in my district, Northampton and Lehigh County have a division of Pre-Trial 
Services (Northampton’s is within the County government and Lehigh has a Pre-Trial Services agency 
contracted with the County) to due the risk assessments evaluations and present them to the Court.  
I know other states are looking to put in place risk assessment protocols and it is something for review 
of the Committee, but I believe the pre-trial bail review works well in our counties.  I am open as 
always to hear about proposals to make the systems more effective while ensuring public safety is 
maintained.
Philadelphia District Attorney Larry Krasner just announced that Philadelphia is ending cash bail 
requirements for 25 non-violent offenses, such as DUI, personal use of marijuana, retail theft, forgery 
and burglary where no one is present. A study by the City Controller’s office estimated removing cash 
bail could save the city as much as $75 million annually and reduce the prison population from about 
6,500 inmates to 4,700.
New Jersey implemented a no cash bail policy in the last few years as well so we in the General 
Assembly need to review the impact of these policy changes closely.
 Another reform that appears to be working are counties that have implemented “Drug Courts” 

where instead of locking up defendants, county drug courts allow prosecutors, public defenders, 
judges and others to work together to get defendants to much-needed drug treatment. 

Northampton County under Judge Dally has implemented the court.  It focuses on probation offenders 
who have already been released from prison after serving time for their non-violent crime, but then 
violated their probation by failing a random drug test or committing a minor crime such as shoplifting 
to feed their habit.
The offenders have to not only agree to treatment, but also be a good candidate for success as judged 
by a newly formed treatment team that reviews who gets into the program.

Normally a probation violator will be remanded back to prison to finish their sentence, but under this 
program, the person will get intensive, daily drug treatment and supervision through the county's 
Human Services and Probation departments. If an offender lapses, misses treatment or breaks the 
rules of the program they are then sent back to prison to finish their sentence.

According to the National Association of Drug Court Professionals, 75 percent of drug court graduates 
are free of any new criminal charges two years after completing the program as compared to more 
than 60 to 80 percent repeat rate for offenders who don't go through drug court.

Drug courts saves taxpayers money as estimates show that it saves taxpayers about $16,200 for every 
inmate who chooses outpatient treatment over a six-month stint in a cell.
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Other practices that I have supported to assist counties in reducing costs include giving judges the 
option of electronic monitoring of defendants in certain cases - such as those at higher risk of violating 
PFAs (SB 196, voted yes)

Also prison populations are down across PA due to changes to mandatory minimums and use of 
electronic monitoring where appropriate.

Another issue that needs to be reviewed that would reduce costs would be the release of terminally ill 
geriatric prisoners.  There must be guidelines put in place to ensure that the prisoner is not a threat to 
the community.

Other police reforms that I’ve recently supported include the use of body cameras for further 
transparency – which can potentially address the last part of the question about ‘those ultimately 
found not guilty’.

Finally, we see communities all across Pennsylvania, such as in the City of Easton, reviewing the 
decriminalization of marijuana.  There is legislation introduced on the topic in the Senate and it 
deserves a review in Committee to see what possible impacts it could have for the Commonwealth.
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4. Environmental Protection: Pennsylvania has a long history of environmental concerns with regard to 

the production, storage and transport of energy related materials.  More recently there has been 
greater and persistent concern expressed by citizen groups for the safe transport and disposal of toxic 
waste materials from the natural gas industry.  If disposed of in too close a proximity to our drinking 
water sources such as rivers, reservoirs, wells, etc. these materials pose a distinct threat to human 
health as well as environmental health.

At the same time Pennsylvania citizens living and working close to natural gas production wells have 
presented similar degrees of concerns for the safety of the air that they breathe as well as their 
children and animals.

How will you and can you respond in words and with actions that will demonstrate your understanding
and your commitment to securing a safe, healthy environment as well as an economically viable 
platform for practical and productive employment opportunities for Pennsylvanians?

Creating an environment that spurs job growth and economic development does not mean or should 
imply that we impede on progress in protecting our natural environment.  Job growth and 
development is good for the Commonwealth, but protecting waterways and aquifers is paramount to 
ensuring people have access to safe drinking water.  Water is a precious commodity, and while many of
us are accustomed to simply turning on a faucet to access safe and reliable water, there are areas of 
our state in which that access is far more a delicate matter.

Extraction of fuel resources from the ground has long been an issue in our state.  From the decades of 
coal to more modern methods used in the gas drilling industry, many Pennsylvanians have seen first-
hand the damage that can be done to the water ecosystem.  My concerns go beyond areas where 
extraction is occurring, and goes into our neighborhoods and communities that contain pipelines 
carrying these fuel sources.

To that end I was glad to sponsor along with my colleague Sen. Andrew Dinniman Senate Bill 929.  This 
legislation permits counties to enact a pipeline fee that collects in a Pipeline Emergency Response 
Fund.  If an unfortunate circumstance should occur with a breach or malfunction in a pipeline, that 
impacted community or region could have access to emergency-use money.  Having access to this fund
or knowledge of its use for reimbursements could help to expedite the emergency response, cleanup 
and reclamation of any large or small scale impact due to failure of the pipeline.
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