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PA Revenue Department 

Releases March 2017 

Collections  
 

ennsylvania collected $4.4 billion in General 

Fund revenue in March, which was $229.6 

million, or 4.9 percent, less than anticipated, 

Secretary of Revenue Eileen McNulty reported 

today. Fiscal year-to-date General Fund collections 

total $22.4 billion, which is $679.3 million, or 2.9 

percent, below estimate.  

 

     Sales tax receipts totaled $760.6 million for 

March, $5.2 million below estimate. Year-to-date 

sales tax collections total $7.4 billion, which is 

$131.7 million, or 1.8 percent, less than anticipated. 

 

     Personal income tax (PIT) revenue in March 

was $1.2 billion, $15.1 million below estimate. This 

brings year-to-date PIT collections to $8.7 billion, 

which is $143.3 million, or 1.6 percent, below 

estimate.         

 

     March corporation tax revenue of $2.2 billion 

was $178.9 million below estimate. Year-to-date 

corporation tax collections total $3.7 billion, 

which is $350 million, or 8.7 percent, below 

estimate. 

 

     Inheritance tax revenue for the month was 

$92.9 million, $8.5 million above estimate, bringing 

the year-to-date total to $691.4 million, which is 

$14.6 million, or 2.1 percent, below estimate.  

 

     Realty transfer tax revenue was $33.4 million 

for March, $7.8 million below estimate, bringing 

the fiscal-year total to $343.2 million, which is 

$58.1 million, or 14.5 percent, less than anticipated.  

 

     Other General Fund tax revenue, including 

cigarette, other tobacco products, malt beverage, 

liquor and table games taxes, totaled $83.3 million 

for the month, $15.1 million above estimate and 

bringing the year-to-date total to $1.3 billion, 

which is $8.9 million, or 0.7 percent, below 

estimate.  

 

     Non-tax revenue totaled $45.8 million for the 

month, $46.2 million below estimate, bringing the 

year-to-date total to $338.6 million, which is $27.3 

million, or 8.8 percent, above estimate. 

 

     In addition to the General Fund collections, the 

Motor License Fund received $236.6 million for 

the month, $2.2 million below estimate. Fiscal 

year-to-date collections for the fund - which 

include the commonly known gas and diesel taxes, 

as well as other license, fine and fee revenues - total 

$2 billion, which is $20.3 million, or 1 percent, 

below estimate. 
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Source:  Pennsylvania Department of Revenue 

Press Release, 4/3/2017 

 

Reinventing Government 

Starts with State Budget, 

House Republican Leaders 

Say; House GOP crafts 

$31.52 billion budget that 

eliminates deficit and funds 

our schools without new 

taxes or borrowing 

 

aking up the challenge to deal with a 

potential $3 billion shortfall, House 

Republicans crafted a "smart budget" to 

begin the process of reinventing Pennsylvania 

government without raising or creating new taxes 

and also providing additional funding for key 

education and public safety programs. The 

budget bill, House Bill 218, passed the House today 

by a vote of 114 to 84, House Republican Leaders 

said. 

  

     "House Republicans are working to reverse the 

growth of government by using this opportunity to 

reinvent Pennsylvania government in the most 

efficient and effective ways - without raising taxes," 

Majority Leader Dave Reed (R-Indiana) said. "Our 

budget begins the process of a government 

reinvention - plotting a new course for 

Pennsylvania, punching holes in bureaucracy and 

focusing on government's core functions." 

  

     "This budget reflects our continued commitment 

to controlled spending and does not rely on the 

governor's proposed tax hikes that could hurt our 

state's economic future," Speaker of the House 

Mike Turzai (R-Allegheny) said. "This plan reflects 

a no-tax, no-borrow budget; it does not mortgage 

our future, but places priorities on core government 

functions, especially quality education for our 

children." 

  

     The budget plan contained in House Bill 218 

was crafted after a thorough review of the 

governor's proposal and the current state revenue 

situation.  

  

     According to the leaders, this budget responsibly 

invests in education and public safety as it provides 

support for essential social and human services and 

programs without a tax increase or any new 

borrowing. Total General Fund spending is $31.52 

billion, which is $246 million LESS than the 

current budget and $815 million LESS than Gov. 

Tom Wolf's $32.34 billion plan.  

  

     "We are looking to restart the budget process in 

Pennsylvania," House Majority Whip Bryan Cutler 

(R-Lancaster) said. "Ever since the Rendell 

Administration, we have been fighting budget 

deficits, meaning the state is spending more than it 

can pay for and Pennsylvanians just can't afford, nor 

will they accept, the same old budget discussions of 

more taxes, more debt and more spending.  

  

     "We are using this budget to re-evaluate our 

priorities and focus on core functions of 

government, which our taxpayers expect," he added. 

  

     Eliminating duplicative services and reducing 

overall costs will encourage reform and innovation, 

while ensuring funds are available for the core 

government services. The House Republican budget 

eliminates 58 budget "line items," of which 60 

percent were offered by the governor in his 

proposal. 

  

     "We appreciate Gov. Wolf taking our suggestion 

seriously to look at changing state government and 

how it operates," Reed said. "By reducing and 

eliminating outdated bureaucratic expenditures, 

without raising taxes, we can redirect needed 

funding to government's core functions like 

education, infrastructure, public safety and human 

service programs." 

  

     The House Republican budget also reflects the 

governor's proposal to merge several agencies, 

including four cabinet-level agencies into one. 

While the administration hasn't yet briefed House 

members with details of its proposal to merge the 

Departments of Aging, Drug and Alcohol Programs, 

Health and Human Services into one, it will receive 

a thorough review.  

  

T 
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     The governor's plan to merge the Department of 

Corrections with the Board of Probation and Parole 

is also included in House Bill 218. When the House 

receives the governor's plan, it will be reviewed. 

  

     As part of the caucus initiative to reinvent 

government, and understanding change starts from 

within, House Republicans include the complete 

elimination of five "legislative agencies."  The 

functions of the legislative agencies being 

eliminated through the bill can be better served 

through other agencies or standing committees: 

 

• Legislative Budget and Finance Committee - 

These functions can be transferred to the 

Independent Fiscal office (IFO). 

 

• Local Government Commission - The work of 

this commission falls under the purview of the 

House Local Government Committee. 

 

• Joint Legislative Air and Water Pollution 

Control and Conservation Committee - The 

work of this joint legislative committee can, and 

should, fall under the purview of the House 

Environmental Resources and Energy 

Committee. 

 

• Sentencing Commission - The work of the 

commission would be better achieved as part of 

the Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and 

Delinquency.  

 

• Center for Rural Pennsylvania - The functions 

of this agency would be served through the 

House Committee on Local Government, the 

state Department of Community and Economic 

Development, and universities.  

  

     "We are devoting $11.8 billion, or nearly 40 

percent of the General Fund, to PreK-12 education 

through our fiscally responsible approach - without 

imposing new or increased taxes on hard-working 

Pennsylvanians or employers," Appropriations 

Committee Chairman Stan Saylor (R-York) said. 

"We took a responsible approach to craft a 

sustainable budget." 

  

     Reaffirming the House Republican commitment 

to education at all levels, House Bill 218 would help 

provide Pennsylvania's students with a quality 

education from the youngest ages through college: 

 

• Increases Basic Education Funding through the 

fair funding formula by $100 million to $5.995 

billion. 

 

• Increases early childhood funding (Pre-K 

Counts and Head Start) by $25 million to 

$221.5 million. 

 

• Increases Special Education Funding by $25 

million to $1.122 billion. 

 

• Sets a record high $11.793 billion for PreK-12 

education - in fact, with this budget, 

Republicans will have increased PreK-12 

education by $1 billion over two years. 

 

• Increases funding for the State System of 

Higher Education by 2 percent ($8.84 million). 

 

• Increases funding for Thaddeus Stevens College 

of Technology by $664,000. 

 

     With this budget, Republicans will have 

increased PreK-12 education by $1 billion since 

Fiscal Year 2015-16. 

  

     "Restructuring takes time," Saylor said. "It's 

going to take us a couple of years to restructure 

Pennsylvania completely, but this is a start." 

  

     The bill now goes to the Senate for 

consideration. 

 

EDITOR’S NOTE:  The budget process is still in 

its early stages and negotiations between the four 

legislative caucuses and the Governor will now take 

place.  The final budget product will likely result 

from these negotiations and be amended into House 

Bill 218 by the Senate, which would then need to be 

concurred in by the House and signed into law by 

the Governor. 

  

Source:  House Republican Caucus, 4/4/2017 

 

House Republicans Pass 

Budget Proposal with 
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Across-the-Board Cuts… 

Again  
 

ouse Republicans unveiled their initial FY 

2017-18 General Fund budget proposal 

totaling $31.52 billion which is $245.6 

million less than the current year budget and $115 

million less than Gov. Wolf’s proposal.  

Republicans passed the bill Tuesday by a vote of 

114 to 84. 

 

     The proposed budget makes across-the-board 

cuts in state agency personnel line items, 

including: 

 

• DEP -- $7.3 million,  

• DCNR -- $2.8 million, 

• Agriculture, as well as a $506,000 cut in 

funding for county conservation districts, 

• Cuts in line-items for all interstate commissions 

at DEP, and  

• A $625,000 reduction in DCNR’s Heritage 

Parks Program. 

 

     At the same time, the Department of Revenue 

reported March state revenues were down  $229.6 

million, or 4.9 percent, below estimates and fiscal 

year-to-date collections were down $679.3 million, 

or 2.9 percent, below estimate. 

 

     The Republican budget does not increase general 

taxes or propose new bond issue funding.  There is 

no increase in the minimum wage. 

 

     The budget fulfills a 3-year commitment to 

increase education spending by $150 million and 

increases the Education Improvement Tax Credit 

Program by $75 million. 

 

     House Majority Leader David Reed (R-Indiana) 

explained the budget still needs $800 million in new 

revenue to be balanced and said his Caucus had put 

together a menu of $1.6 billion in budget balancing 

options (not yet available). 

 

     On the top of the list are $247.5 million from 

liquor expansion, $376 million from gaming 

expansion, including iGaming, airport slots, tablet 

gaming and fantasy sports, $160 million in transfers 

from special funds and $25 million in potential tax 

credit reductions. 

 

     House Republican Appropriations Chair Stan 

Saylor (R-York) also said the budget includes 

across-the-boards cuts in state agency personnel 

line-items, cuts in funding for the House and Senate 

by 6.5 percent (it increased 21 percent in the last 14 

years) and cuts what he called “corporate welfare” 

(no details yet). 

 

     The Republican budget eliminates these 

legislative committees and agencies: 

 

• Legislative Budget and Finance Committee – 

These functions can be transferred to the 

Independent Fiscal office (IFO). 

 

• Local Government Commission – The work of 

this commission falls under the purview of the 

House Local Government Committee. 

 

• Joint Legislative Air and Water Pollution 

Control and Conservation Committee – The 

work of this joint legislative committee can, and 

should, fall under the purview of the House 

Environmental Resources and Energy 

Committee. 

 

• Center for Rural Pennsylvania – The functions 

of this agency would be served through the 

House Committee on Local Government, the 

state Department of Community and Economic 

Development, and universities. 

 

     The budget also: 

 

• Agriculture: Reduced Agriculture funding by 

$35.6 million (including personnel and $30.1 

million for University of Pennsylvania 

Veterinary School) and funding to Conservation 

Districts by $130,000; 

 

• DEP: Reduces DEP funding by $8.9 million 

from current year (mostly personnel -- $7.3 

million, but cuts in funding for Conservation 

Districts-- $376,000; the Susquehanna, 

Delaware and Potomac River Basin 

Commissions, Ohio River Sanitation 

H 



5 

Commission, Chesapeake Bay Commission and 

Interstate Mining Commission); 

 

• Failure to Meet Minimum Federal 

Standards: The proposed budget does not 

address the fact that DEP does not have the 

resources to meet minimum federal 

requirements in the Safe Drinking Water, Air 

Quality, Surface Mining and other programs.   

 

o House Republicans are apparently 

content to let DEP raise permit fees to 

make up for yet more cuts as Rep. 

Saylor said during the budget hearings -- 

“great.”   

 

• West Nile/Zika Virus Control: Cut by 

$338,000; 

 

• DCNR: Reduces DCNR funding from 

Governor’s request by $2.8 million (personnel) 

and funds State Parks and Forestry operations 

from Oil and Gas Lease Fund revenues; 

 

• Heritage Parks: Reduces DCNR Heritage 

Parks funding to $2.25 million ($625,000 cut); 

and 

 

• USTIF Loan Repayment: Eliminates $7 

million Underground Storage Tank 

Indemnification Fund loan repayment. 

 

     The Republican budget was included in an 

amendment to House Bill 218 (Saylor- R-York) that 

was voted out of the House Appropriations 

Committee Monday by a party-line vote. The House 

passed the bill Tuesday by a vote of 114 to 84. 

 

     More details should be coming out in the next 

24-hours.  For example, a proposed “Endowment 

Fund” was described verbally as a new fund that 

would do everything in Gov. Wolf’s proposed 

$387.4 million bond issue to fund operating costs 

and provide funding for several environmental 

programs and State Police fee proposal.  The Fund 

would be financed with “new revenue,” but there 

are no details yet. 

 

     Click here for a copy of the House Republican 

budget spreadsheet.  Click here for the 1-page 

House Republican summary.  Click here for the 

General Fund Financial Statement. 

 

Source:  PA Environmental Digest, 4/10/2017 

 

Analysis: Cuts in State 

Funding To DEP Cannot 

Continue, Rebalance Needed  
 

he budget passed Tuesday by the House 

again fully endorsed the loud, but unspoken, 

message from the General Assembly and 

recent Governors that it is the policy of state 

government to use a Fee-For-Protecting The 

Environment Model for funding programs that 

protect the environment in Pennsylvania. 

 

     For the last 14 years General Fund, that is 

general taxpayer support for environmental 

protection programs, has been dramatically reduced. 

General taxpayer support for DEP in particular has 

been cut by 40 percent and its staff reduced by 25 

percent significantly impacting the services DEP 

can provide.  

 

     A cut that size was unthinkable in Pennsylvania 

25 even 15 years ago. 

 

     Now the result is clear -- 50 percent of DEP’s 

budget is supported by fees of one kind or another 

on businesses, local governments, individuals and 

authorities regulated by DEP.  It was less than half 

that a decade ago. 

 

     And that’s OK with the General Assembly and 

all three recent Governors, because everyone who 

voted for or signed each of the state budgets over 

the last 14 years endorsed, perhaps only with a wink 

and a nod, the Fee-For-Protecting The Environment 

Model of funding DEP. 

 

     During the House hearings on DEP’s budget this 

year, Appropriations Majority Chair Stan Saylor (R-

York) clearly had no problem with DEP increasing 

permit fees to support the Safe Drinking Water 

Program declared deficient by the federal 

government saying, “Great!” 

 

T 

http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38651
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38651
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38911
http://www.legis.state.pa.us/cfdocs/billInfo/billInfo.cfm?sYear=2017&sInd=0&body=H&type=B&bn=0218
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38728
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38728
http://wallaby.telicon.com/PA/library/2017/2017040343.PDF
http://wallaby.telicon.com/PA/library/2017/2017040342.PDF
http://wallaby.telicon.com/PA/library/2017/2017040341.PDF
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38728
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38728
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38911
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38911
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38651
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38651
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     Every single major environmental statute 

administered by DEP has authorization for the 

agency to adopt fees.  

 

     In fact the General Assembly has insisted on it. 

 

     DEP’s biggest program -- Oil and Gas 

Management -- is almost entirely supported by fees 

on permit reviews -- “each application shall be 

accompanied by a permit fee… which bears a 

reasonable relationship to the cost of administering 

this chapter.”  (Section 3211(d) of Act 13 of 2012) 

 

     DEP’s Air Quality Control Program -- “This 

section also authorizes the [Environmental Quality] 

Board by regulation to establish fees to support the 

air pollution control program authorized by this 

act.”  (Section 6.3 of Act 18 of 1995) 

 

     The Safe Drinking Water Program -- “The 

Environmental Quality Board shall establish fees 

for permit applications, laboratory certification and 

other services. Such fees shall bear a reasonable 

relationship to the actual cost of providing a 

service.” (Section 1(c) of Act 43 of 1984) 

 

     The Solid Waste Management Program -- 

“Permit and license fees shall be in an amount 

sufficient to cover the aggregate cost of reviewing 

all applications, acting on all applications, 

processing all renewals, and administering all the 

terms and conditions of all permits and all 

provisions of this act relating thereto.”  (Section 

104(8) Act 97 of 1980) 

 

     Dam Safety and Encroachments Act -- Among 

the duties of DEP are to adopt “Reasonable fees for 

the processing of applications and periodic 

inspections, for the purpose of reimbursing the 

Commonwealth for the costs of administration of 

this act.” (Section 5(a)(5) of Act 325 of 1978) 

 

     Clean Streams Law (basic water quality 

permits) -- “The department is hereby authorized to 

charge and collect from persons and municipalities 

in accordance with its rules and regulations 

reasonable filing fees for applications filed and for 

permits issued.” (Section 6 of Act 157 of 1980) 

 

     Well, you get the idea. 

 

     So after 14 years of heading in this direction, the 

General Assembly and the last three Governors are 

clearly saying we should fully embrace this Fee-

For-Protecting the Environment Model because it 

has become the norm. 

 

     While Pennsylvania’s current Fee-For-Protecting 

the Environment Model is based around permit fees, 

logically that could be expanded to include other 

services which clearly incur extensive costs now 

paid many times by state taxpayers. 

 

     The burden, instead, should be placed on those 

demanding the service from DEP, as the General 

Assembly and our Governors have clearly said. 

Appropriations speak louder than words after all. 

 

     If DEP was to fully embrace this policy, it would 

have to charge: 

 

• Application Resubmission Fees: 60 to 80 

percent of the 30,000 permit applications DEP 

receives every year are incomplete or deficient 

and have to be reviewed two, three or more 

times by DEP staff.  All that costs taxpayers 

money.  There should be a resubmission fee 

each and every time an application is returned to 

DEP to recover these costs.  DEP could give a 

discount for filing applications electronically. 

 

• Meeting Fees: Every time a permit applicant 

meets with DEP staff to consult on a potential 

application or a pending permit, it costs 

taxpayers money.  A DEP staff consultation fee 

seems appropriate. 

 

• Inspection Fees: Inspections and investigations 

of companies and local governments that may 

have caused pollution incidents costs taxpayers 

money.  You need a vehicle to get there or have 

to pay staff mileage, laboratory costs are 

incurred to analyze samples, it takes time for 

staff to write up inspection reports, etc.  And 

then there’s the cost of drafting notices of 

violations and taking any follow up enforcement 

action.  All that costs taxpayers money.  There 

should be a flat fee upfront for all investigation 

work and for each DEP staff member involved.  

DEP should be able to recover all its costs, if the 

responsible party caused the incident, 

http://www.legis.state.pa.us/CFDOCS/LEGIS/LI/uconsCheck.cfm?txtType=HTM&yr=2012&sessInd=0&smthLwInd=0&act=0013.&CFID=126352892&CFTOKEN=56814378
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Air/BAQ/Regulations/Documents/apca.pdf
http://www.elibrary.dep.state.pa.us/dsweb/Get/Document-76320/Safe%20Drinking%20Water%20Act.pdf
http://www.elibrary.dep.state.pa.us/dsweb/Get/Document-77847/Solid%20Waste%20Management%20Act%20-%20Act%201980-97.pdf
http://www.elibrary.dep.state.pa.us/dsweb/Get/Document-77847/Solid%20Waste%20Management%20Act%20-%20Act%201980-97.pdf
http://www.legis.state.pa.us/WU01/LI/LI/US/PDF/1978/0/0325..PDF
https://pennstatelaw.psu.edu/_file/aglaw/Marcellus_Shale/Clean_Streams_Law_Update.pdf
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38362
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38362
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automatically and without question, since that 

costs taxpayers money too. 

 

• Report Filing/Review/Storage Fees: DEP gets 

tens of thousands of reports every year from 

permit holders to help ensure compliance with 

Pennsylvania’s environmental laws and 

regulations.  They need to be reviewed and 

analyzed and then stored in electronic or paper 

form.  All that costs taxpayers money.  As a 

model, courts have had document filing fees for 

a very long time.  A report filing, review and 

storage fee to recover these costs seems right. 

 

• Grant Application Fees: DEP processes 

thousands of grant applications each year for 

recycling performance grants, Growing Greener 

grants, alternative fuel grants and many more.  

That all costs staff time and money and those 

costs should be recovered for taxpayers, 

successful application or not. 

 

• Fees for Investigating Citizen Complaints: 

Last, but not least, DEP gets hundreds of 

complaints about potential environmental 

problems every year that cost staff time and 

laboratory costs to investigate.  The burden of 

all these costs is now typically borne by 

taxpayers.  If a citizen files a complaint, perhaps 

a flat fee of $150 payable by credit card before 

someone from DEP sets one foot out of the 

office would be appropriate.  Later any mileage 

charges can be added on because DEP already 

has the complainant's credit card.  These 

charges could be refunded to the complainant if 

DEP successfully prosecutes the case, at which 

time the violator will be billed for the costs 

(including mileage). 

 

     Do these examples of the Fee-For-Protecting the 

Environment Model sound far-fetched, even 

bonkers?  

 

     So did 40 percent cuts in General Fund support 

for programs that protect the environment the 

environment in Pennsylvania a decade ago. 

But, this is clearly the policy Pennsylvania has 

adopted in the last 14 years, fully endorsed by the 

General Assembly and the last three Governors. 

 

     At some point this equation needs to be 

rebalanced and there must be a more thoughtful 

approach besides across-the-board cuts. 

 

     There also needs to be a conversation about 

investments that will make DEP more efficient and 

effective without losing its mission of protection. 

 

     If we don’t have these reasonable conversations, 

the Fee-For-Protecting the Environment Model and 

its ever-increasing fees will be a real problem for 

those regulated by DEP and the public. 

 

Source:  PA Environmental Digest, 4/10/2017 

 

Fox News: EPA’s Pruitt Says 

States Have the Resources to 

Do the Job  
 

PA Administrator Scott Pruitt Sunday 

defended massive 31 percent budget cuts at 

EPA, including funding for states to carry 

out federal programs saying, “We have state 

departments of environmental quality that have the 

resources and the expertise to deal with clean water 

and clean air issues,” on Fox News Sunday with 

Chris Wallace. 

 

     On March 16 the Environmental Council of the 

States, which represents the state environmental 

agencies of all 50 states, said the “dramatic cuts” 

proposed by President Trump will adversely affect 

every state.” 

 

     Clearly, Pennsylvania does not now and has not 

had the resources to carry out its mission for some 

time.  

 

     Pennsylvania has seen the General Assembly 

and Democratic and Republican governors cut the 

Department of Environmental Protection’s General 

Fund budget by 40 percent and its staff by 25 

percent over the last 14 years. 

 

     Click here for Pruitt’s comments on state 

funding. 

 

     Chris Wallace also pressed Prutt on climate and 

air quality issues.  Click here for the full interview. 

E 

http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=39060
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=39060
https://thinkprogress.org/trump-epa-administrator-budget-cuts-okay-states-e8b62d5102c4
http://www.foxnews.com/on-air/fox-news-sunday-chris-wallace/videos#p/5369946651001/v/5382367267001
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Source:  PA Environmental Digest, 4/10/2017 

 

Drought Declarations 

Change for Six Counties  
 

ollowing a meeting of the Commonwealth 

Drought Task Force on April 6, 2017, the 

Department of Environmental Protection 

(DEP) announced drought declaration changes for 

six counties: 

 

• Drought watch: Mifflin and Union Counties 

move from drought warning to drought watch.  

 

o Berks, Bucks, Centre, Chester, Cumberland, 

Dauphin, Delaware, Franklin, Lancaster, 

Lebanon, Lehigh, Montgomery, 

Northampton, Northumberland, Perry, 

Philadelphia, and Snyder remain on drought 

watch.  

 

o DEP encourages a voluntary water use 

reduction of 5 percent. 

 

• Normal status: Carbon, Juniata, Monroe, and 

Schuylkill Counties move from drought watch 

to normal status. 

 

     "Residents may wonder why some counties on 

drought watch haven't been returned to normal 

status," said DEP Acting Secretary Patrick 

McDonnell. "Although recent rainfall has, in the 

short term, put stream flows at normal or even 

higher than normal levels in these counties, 

groundwater levels have been lingering below 

normal. It will take a bit more time for the longer 

term averages in groundwater level in wells we use 

for monitoring to reflect more seasonally normal 

values." 

 

     DEP bases its declarations on four indicators--

precipitation deficits (90-day and longer averages 

across each county), 30-day moving average stream 

flows and groundwater levels from numerous 

monitoring points, as well as soil moisture.  

 

     Public water systems in affected counties 

continue to implement voluntary and mandatory 

water reductions in response to reduced supplies. 

DEP suggests several steps citizens can take to 

voluntarily reduce their water use: 

 

• Run water only when necessary. Don't let the 

faucet run while brushing your teeth or shaving. 

Shorten the amount of time you let the water run 

to warm up before you shower. Use a bucket to 

catch the water and then reuse it to water your 

plants. 

 

• Run the dishwasher and washing machine only 

with full loads. 

 

• Check for household leaks. A leaking toilet can 

waste up to 200 gallons of water each day.  

 

• Replace older appliances with high-efficiency, 

front-loading models that use about 30 percent 

less water and 40 to 50 percent less energy.  

 

• Install low-flow plumbing fixtures and aerators 

on faucets. 

 

Source:  DEP Press Release, 4/6/2017 

 

EQB to Consider Laboratory 

Fee Increases, Ammonia 

Standard on April 18  
 

he Environmental Quality Board will 

consider Laboratory Accreditation Program 

fee increases and revised ammonia and other 

water quality standards at its meeting on April 18.   

 

     The agenda items include: 

 

• Final Environmental Laboratory Accreditation 

Fee Package 

 

o Executive Summary (PDF) 

o Order (PDF) 

o Annex A (PDF) 

o Regulatory Analysis Form (PDF) 

o Forms (PDF) 

o Comment/Response Document (PDF) 

o Laboratory Accreditation Advisory 

Committee Letter_January 12, 2017 (PDF) 

 

F 

T 

http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/April_18_2017_EQB_Agenda.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/01_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_Exec%20Sum.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/02_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_Order.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/03_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_Annex%20A.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/04_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_RAF.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/04A_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_Existing%20Forms.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/05_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_CR%20Doc.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/06_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_LAAC%20Letter.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-495%20Final%20Labs%20Rule/06_7-495_Final%20Labs%20Rule_LAAC%20Letter.pdf
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• Proposed Triennial Review Of Water Quality 

Standards-Ammonia 

 

o Executive Summary (PDF) 

o Preamble (PDF) 

o Annex A (PDF) 

o Regulatory Analysis Form (PDF) 

o Ammonia Rationale (PDF) 

o Bacteria Rationale (PDF) 

o Human Health Rationale (PDF) 

 

• Presentation On Statement Of Policy - Water 

Quality Toxics Management Strategy 

 

o Notice (PDF) 

o Annex A (PDF) 

o Fiscal Sheet (PDF) 

 

     The meeting will be held in Room 105 Rachel 

Carson Building in Harrisburg starting at 9:00 a.m. 

 

     For more information, visit the Environmental 

Quality Board webpage.  Questions should be 

directed to Laura Edinger 717-772-3277 or send 

email to: edinger@pa.gov . 

 

Source:  PA Environmental Digest, 4/10/2017 

 

PUC Marks 80th 

Anniversary; Continues 

Commitment to Ensuring 

Safe & Reliable Utility 

Service 
 

n April 6, 2017, the Pennsylvania Public 

Utility Commission (PUC) marked its 80th 

anniversary as an independent state agency. 

 

     "For eight decades, my colleagues, along with 

the Commissioners who came before us, have 

focused on ensuring safe and reliable utility service 

to the Commonwealth's 12 million residents," said 

PUC Chairman Gladys M. Brown. "We are very 

much aware that the approximately 9,000 utilities 

we oversee, and the cases that come before us, 

impact the daily lives of citizens across the state - 

including their lights and heat, the water they drink, 

transportation services, and their ability to 

communicate with coworkers, customers, family 

and friends." 

 

     Act 43 of 1937, adopted on March 31 of that 

year, created the PUC, with a mission to "supervise 

and regulate" all public utilities operating in 

Pennsylvania. 

 

     The current PUC replaced the earlier Public 

Service Commission, which had been established in 

1913 as a successor to the Pennsylvania State 

Railroad Commission. The Railroad Commission 

was created in 1907, to oversee railroads, and 

address issues and complaints sparked by the rapid 

development of streetcar and telegraph systems. 

 

     "Since those early days, safety has been a key 

focus for the PUC and its predecessors - whether 

that involves railroads, electric and natural gas 

lines, or water service, or more distinctly modern 

issues, like cybersecurity, renewable energy and 

autonomous vehicles," noted Chairman Brown.      

"The challenges facing our residents and our 

utilities continue to evolve, and the Commission is 

always working to address new challenges while 

remaining dedicated to our mission of serving the 

public interest." 

 

     As noted in the PUC's most recent annual report, 

the Commission is working to address a diverse list 

of concerns for the future: 

 

• Ensuring the reliability and resiliency of utility 

service in the face of physical and cyber threats, 

including hosting a June 2016 "Black Sky" 

exercise to test Pennsylvania's ability to respond 

to a large-scale disruption of power and utility 

services.  

 

• Encouraging the ongoing modernization and 

improvement of utility infrastructure to help 

ensure the reliability of service as well as to 

provide greater access to unserved or 

underserved areas.  

 

• Exploring the future of utility ratemaking, 

including discussions on how to best maintain 

safe and reliable infrastructure while also 

encouraging more aggressive energy efficiency 

and conservation programs.  

O 

http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/01_7-534_Triennial%202017_Exec_Sum.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/02_7-534_Triennial%202017_Preamble.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/03_7-534_Triennial%202017_Annex_A.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/04_7-534_Triennial%202017_RAF.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/05_7-534_Triennial%202017_Ammonia_Rationale.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/06_7-534_Triennial%202017_Bacteria_Rationale.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-534%20Proposed%20Triennial%20Review/07_7-534_Triennial%202017_Human_Health_Rationale.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-516%20Chapter%2016%20Policy/01_7-516_Chapter%2016_Notice.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-516%20Chapter%2016%20Policy/02_7-516_Chapter%2016_Annex%20A.pdf
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/PublicParticipation/Public%20Participation%20Center/PubPartCenterPortalFiles/Environmental%20Quality%20Board/2017/April%2018/7-516%20Chapter%2016%20Policy/03_7-516_Chapter%2016_Fiscal%20Sheet.pdf
http://www.dep.pa.gov/PublicParticipation/EnvironmentalQuality/2017%20Meetings/Pages/default.aspx
mailto:edinger@pa.gov
http://www.puc.pa.gov/General/publications_reports/pdf/15-16_PUC_Ann_Rpt.pdf
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• Further promoting the use of combined heat and 

power (CHP) technology, which can increase 

efficiency, lower costs, reduce emissions and 

create greater reliability.  

 

• Addressing advancements for transportation 

services, including updated regulations intended 

to eliminate barriers to qualified passenger 

carriers while still ensuring safe and reliable 

operations.  

 

• Continuing the PUC's focus on rail and pipeline 

safety activities.  

 

• And exploring opportunities to enhance public 

participation, including the use of "Smart 

Hearings" to broadcast key PUC discussions 

live to a statewide audience, while also allowing 

concerned citizens to testify remotely - rather 

than traveling to Harrisburg or other hearing 

sites.  

 

     The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

balances the needs of consumers and utilities; 

ensures safe and reliable utility service at 

reasonable rates; protects the public interest; 

educates consumers to make independent and 

informed utility choices; furthers economic 

development; and fosters new technologies and 

competitive markets in an environmentally sound 

manner. 

 

     For recent news releases and video of select 

Commission proceedings or more information about 

the PUC, visit our website. Follow the PUC on 

Twitter - @PA_PUC for all things utility.  "Like" 

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission on 

Facebook for easy access to information on utility 

issues. 

 

Source:  PUC Press Release, 4/6/2017 

 

MEDIA ADVISORY – DEP 

to Hold Environmental 

Justice Listening in 2 

Southwest PA Locations  
 

he Pennsylvania Department of 

Environmental Protection (DEP) will hold 

the first two listening sessions on 

Environmental Justice in Waynesburg on April 12 

and in Pittsburgh on April 13, 2017.  

 

     The sessions will focus on engaging community 

residents and leaders in DEP’s decision-making 

process, and how DEP can involve people that may 

not fit the traditional definition of an environmental 

justice area - which is based on minority population 

and income levels in census tracts.  

 

WHAT: Greene County Environmental 

Justice Listening Session 
 

WHEN: Wednesday April 12, 2017 

                        4:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m.  

 

WHERE: Margaret Bell Miller Middle School  

                      126 East Lincoln Street 

                      Waynesburg, PA 15370 

 

WHAT:  Allegheny County Environmental 

Justice Listening Session 
 

WHEN:  Thursday April 13, 2017  

                        4 p.m. - 6 p.m. 

 

WHERE:   The Blakey Center 

                       1908 Wyle Avenue 

                       Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

 

     Comments will also be accepted via email at 

mailto:DEP-OEJ@pa.gov  

 

     Additional information, including future 

listening session dates and locations, can be found 

on the DEP website. 

 

Source:  DEP Press Release, 4/7/2017 

 

Lack of Resources, New 

Cleanup Goals Will Make 

Chesapeake Bay Cleanup 

Harder In PA  
 

T 

http://www.puc.pa.gov/
mailto:DEP-OEJ@pa.gov
http://www.dep.pa.gov/PublicParticipation/OfficeofEnvironmentalJustice/Pages/Listening-Sessions.aspx
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he PA Chesapeake Bay Watershed 

Implementation Planning Steering 

Committee met for the first time Monday 

and immediately confronted two challenges: 

Pennsylvania does not have enough resources to 

meet current nutrient and sediment reduction goals 

and new milestones coming as early as June will 

mean even more reductions will be needed. 

 

     Charged with developing Phase 3 of 

Pennsylvania’s Chesapeake Bay Watershed 

Implementation Plan, the Steering Committee will 

coordinate the work of at least 6 workgroups each 

with 10 or so members to come up with the plan. 

 

     The members of the Steering Committee now 

are:  

 

• Patrick McDonnell (Chair), Acting Secretary, 

DEP;  

• Rep. Garth Everett (R-Lycoming) (Chair), 

Chesapeake Bay Commission;  

• Cindy Dunn, Secretary, Conservation and 

Natural Resources;  

• Russell Redding, Secretary, Department of 

Agriculture;  

• Karl Brown, Executive Secretary, State 

Conservation Commission;  

• Andrew Dehoff, Executive Director, 

Susquehanna River Basin Commission;  

• Carlton Haywood, Executive Director, 

Interstate Commission on the Potomac River 

Basin;  

• Paul Marchetti, Executive Director, PA 

Infrastructure Investment Authority. 

 

     The members of the Steering Committee can be 

adjusted in the future, based on the needs of the 

program. 

 

     The draft list of workgroups and their chairs 

include: 

 

• Local Area Goals: Lisa Schaefer, Director of 

Government Relations, County Commissioners 

Association; 

 

• Stormwater: Felicia Dell, Director, York 

County Planning Commission; 

 

• Agriculture:  Matt Royer, Director, Penn 

State’s Agriculture & Environment Center; 

 

• Wastewater: John Brosious, Deputy Executive 

Director, PA Municipal Authorities Association; 

 

• Forestry/Riparian Buffers: Katie Ombalski, 

Woods and Water Consulting, formerly with 

ClearWater Conservancy; and 

 

• Funding: Rep. Garth Everett, Chair, PA 

Delegation to the Chesapeake Bay Commission 

or his designee. 

 

     The initial, draft Game Plan for Success calls for 

the workgroups to be put together in April and May 

and have a kick-off Watershed Implementation Plan 

Conference on June 5 in Harrisburg to solicit ideas 

for what should be in the Plan. 

 

     A key consideration in the planning process is 

meeting the expectations the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency laid out in an interim 

Expectations document on January 19, 2017. 

 

     Although no one at this point knows if those will 

change, the 4 major expectations are: 

 

• Numerical Reductions: Specify the 

programmatic and numeric implementation 

commitments between 2018 and 2025 needed to 

achieve their Phase III WIP planning targets; 

 

• Comprehensive Strategies: Commit to 

comprehensive strategies for engagement of the 

full array of their local, regional, and federal 

partners in WIP implementation; 

 

• Changed Conditions: By 2025, account for 

changed conditions due to climate change, 

Conowingo Dam infill and growth, and address 

any related additional level of effort; and 

 

• Local Reduction Goals: Develop and 

implement local planning goals below the state-

major basin scales and in the form best suited 

for directly engaging local, regional and federal 

partners in WIP implementation. 

 

T 

http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/Phase-III-WIP-(Watershed-Implementation-Plans).aspx
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/Phase-III-WIP-(Watershed-Implementation-Plans).aspx
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/Phase-III-WIP-(Watershed-Implementation-Plans).aspx
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/Phase-III-WIP-(Watershed-Implementation-Plans).aspx
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOcVBndk1XM3dURjg/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOTUNrbDA4cU9QTjg/view
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     Of particular importance, Acting DEP Secretary 

McDonnell and others emphasized, is how the Bay 

states were going to make up for the nutrient and 

sediment trapping normally done by the Conowingo 

Dam just across the Pennsylvania border in 

Maryland on the Susquehanna River. 

 

     The U.S. Geological Survey and others have 

documented the fact the Conowingo Dam is not 

trapping the nutrient and sediments it once did-- 

primarily from Pennsylvania and much smaller 

amounts from New York and Maryland. 

 

     As a result, the pollution now going over the 

dam will have to be allocated as reductions needed 

by the Bay states increasing their nutrient and 

sediment reduction goals. 

 

     In addition to the Conowingo Dam, Acting 

Secretary McDonnell said the other big increase in 

reduction allocations will probably come from the 

growth assumptions in the Bay modeling which 

account for conversion of farm and forest land by 

development. 

 

     Both those factors will increase the already 

significant nutrient and sediment reductions goals 

Pennsylvania and the other Bay states must achieve. 

 

     As highlighted in a presentation to the Steering 

Committee by Veronica Kasi, DEP Chesapeake Bay 

Program Manager, Pennsylvania must reduce 

nitrogen by 19 million pounds by the end of 2017 

(which Pennsylvania is not going to meet) and by a 

total of 34 million pounds by 2025. 

 

     Agriculture will likely be responsible for much 

more than 80 percent of these nitrogen reductions. 

Agriculture will also be responsible for 76 percent 

of the phosphorus reductions needed. 

 

     Not mentioned, but equally challenging, are the 

reductions needed for sediment pollution.  

Pennsylvania has not met its sediment pollution 

reduction goal since 2009. 

 

     In 2014, Pennsylvania was contributing over 

2.618 billion pounds of sediment pollution to the 

Chesapeake Bay.  By 2025, Pennsylvania is to 

reduce its sediment pollution load to 1.9 billion 

pounds. 

     Just for perspective, between 1985 and 2015 

Pennsylvania reduced phosphorus by 25 percent 

(1.4 million pounds), sediment by 15 percent (433.8 

million pounds) and nitrogen by 6 percent (11.57 

million pounds), respectively, according to DEP. 

 

     DEP concluded its update on the progress being 

made in Pennsylvania by pointing out “The 

technical assistance/compliance infrastructure, costs 

share funding are not in place to deliver these 

needed reductions (emphasis theirs).” 

 

     [Note: The primary reason Pennsylvania is not 

meeting its nutrient and sediment reduction goals 

are because funding for on-the-ground farm 

conservation and other watershed improvement 

projects has been cut by 75 percent over the last 14 

years in programs like Growing Greener by the 

General Assembly and Governors since 2003. 

 

     [The only time a small portion of funding was 

restored in Growing Greener Program, for example, 

was with the adoption of Act 13 and the drilling 

impact fees during the Corbett Administration. 

 

     [If those investments would have continued at 

2002 levels instead of siphoned off to build things 

like a parking garage in Scranton (according to a 

Joint Legislative Budget and Finance Committee 

report) and windmills or to balance the state budget, 

Pennsylvania would be in a much different place 

right now. 

 

     [Meanwhile, during that same period of time, the 

General Fund budget for the General Assembly 

increased by 21 percent since 2003. 

 

     [Several Steering Committee members 

commented that Pennsylvania has not been doing its 

part to meet Chesapeake Bay and water quality 

improvement goals statewide for some time, but 

wanted to focus on the task that lies ahead, not point 

fingers. 

 

     [The proposed Trump Administration 

elimination of funding for its share of the 

Chesapeake Bay Program was mentioned by several 

Steering Committee members as another challenge 

Pennsylvania and the Bay states must overcome.] 

 

http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=35558
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOM0dEZWV2Ukt6N2M/view
http://files.dep.state.pa.us/Water/ChesapeakeBayOffice/DEP%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Restoration%20Strategy%20012116.pdf
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=32814
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=32814
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38652
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=38652
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=39056
http://www.paenvironmentdigest.com/newsletter/default.asp?NewsletterArticleID=39056
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     Kasi also highlighted the fact that because 

Pennsylvania has not met the existing goals for 

reducing nitrogen and sediment, EPA announced 

last year it will develop its own goals for reducing 

nutrients and sediment in Pennsylvania in addition 

to whatever other goals there may be. 

 

     Kasi noted the new, basic nutrient and sediment 

goals Pennsylvania must meet will probably come 

out in draft form as early as June and should be 

finalized by the end of 2017.  

 

     States are required to submit draft Chesapeake 

Bay Watershed Implementation Plans to EPA in 

August of 2018 with final Plans due by December 

2018. 

 

     Kasi said there will be multiple opportunities for 

stakeholders and the public to be involved in 

Pennsylvania’s planning process over the next 20 

months. 

 

     As background, the Chesapeake Bay Watershed 

in Pennsylvania covers about two-thirds of the 

Commonwealth. 

 

     The next meeting of the Steering Committee will 

be on May 8 in Room 105 of the Rachel Carson 

Building in Harrisburg starting at 1:00 p.m. 

 

     Click here for a copy of the draft Game Plan for 

Success.   

 

     Click here for a copy of Veronica Kasi’s 

presentation to the Committee.   

 

     Click here for a copy of the Steering Committee 

agenda and draft overview of its task assignments.   

 

     Click here for a copy of EPA’s Interim 

Expectations for the Phase III Watershed 

Implementation Plans. 

 

     For more information, visit DEP’s Watershed 

Implementation Plans and Chesapeake Bay 

Program Office webpages. 

 

Source:  PA Environmental Digest, 4/10/2017 

 

Vazquez sworn in to serve 

197th District in North 

Philadelphia   
 

tate Rep. Emilio Vazquez, D-Phila., took the 

oath of office on April 5, 2017 to begin his 

first term in the Pennsylvania House of 

Representatives. 

 

     Vazquez won a special election on March 21 as 

the Democratic write-in candidate.  

 

     "I'm ready to roll up my sleeves and get to work 

for the people of the 197th Legislative District," 

Vazquez said. "They deserve to be accounted for in 

Harrisburg and I will work hard to make it happen."  

 

     Vazquez said some of his legislative priorities 

include job creation, economic development, 

ensuring funding for neighborhood schools and 

keeping communities safe. 

 

     Vazquez' office is at 511 W. Courtland St., Suite 

197 and is open 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Monday 

through Friday. The phone number is (215) 457-

5281. There is also a satellite office at 1421 W. 

Susquehanna Ave., Suite 197 and is open 10 a.m. to 

4:30 p.m. Monday, Wednesday and Thursday. The 

phone number is (215) 232-1202.  

 

     "The offices are in locations that many people 

may be familiar with," Vazquez said. "I look 

forward to working with my staff to serve the 

constituents of this district with any state-related 

issue they may have." 

 

     Vazquez also invites residents to visit his 

website -- and also follow him on social media at 

http://www.facebook.com/RepEmilioVazquez  and 

http://www.twitter.com/RepVazquez .  

 

     A graduate of Olney High School, Vazquez has 

worked in the public sector since 1983, most 

recently as an auditor for the Philadelphia Parking 

Authority. Vazquez also served in the Philadelphia 

Office of Managing Director under Estelle 

Richman, and on the Philadelphia Anti-Graffiti 

Network. He continues to serve as a Democratic 

committeeperson and ward leader.  

S 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOcVBndk1XM3dURjg/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOM0dEZWV2Ukt6N2M/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOQ09fTWp1M0Q4WUk/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4Y3VQLxjkxOTUNrbDA4cU9QTjg/view
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/Phase-III-WIP-(Watershed-Implementation-Plans).aspx
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/Phase-III-WIP-(Watershed-Implementation-Plans).aspx
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Pennsylvania%E2%80%99s%20Chesapeake%20Bay%20Program%20Office/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.pahouse.com/Vazquez
http://www.facebook.com/RepEmilioVazquez
http://www.twitter.com/RepVazquez
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Source:  Rep. Vazquez Press Release, 4/5/2017 

 

# # # # # # # 

 

    This newsletter provides general information, 

not legal advice as to any specific matter.  It 

should not be used as a substitute for appropriate 

legal advice. 


