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JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT 

 
1. This is a direct appeal from the Order Announcing the Judgment of 

the Court of the Commonwealth Court entered in this matter on January 7, 2021. 

(See Appendix “A” hereto.) There are three unreported opinions relating to the 

Order. (See Appendix “B” hereto.) 

2. The jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is based on the following: 

a. Article V, § 9 of the Pennsylvania Constitution; 
b. Section 723(a) of the Judicial Code, 42 Pa.C.S. § 723(a); 
c. Pa.R.A.P. 1101(a)(1); and 
d. Pa.R.A.P. 341(b)(1). 

3. The text of the Order in question is as follows: 

AND NOW, this 7th day of January, 2021, the 
application for summary relief filed by Petitioners, League of Women 
Voters of Pennsylvania and Lorraine Haw, is GRANTED IN PART 
and DENIED IN PART as follows: 

1. The Court hereby declares that the proposed 
amendment to Article I of the Pennsylvania Constitution, as set forth 
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in Joint Resolution No. 2019-1 (Proposed Amendment), violates 
Article XI, Section 1 of the Pennsylvania Constitution and, therefore, 
is unconstitutional.  

2. The Court further declares that all votes cast on the 
Proposed Amendment in the November 2019 general election are 
invalid. 

3. The Secretary of the Commonwealth is ordered not 
to tabulate or certify any votes cast on the Proposed Amendment in 
the November 2019 general election. 

4. All other requests for declaratory relief are denied 
as moot. 

 
(Cmwlth. Ct. ord., 1/7/21 (see Appendix “A” hereto).) 

4. The procedural history of this case is as follows: 

On October 10, 2019, Petitioners, League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania 

and Lorraine Haw, filed an Original Jurisdiction Petition for Review in the 

Commonwealth Court, naming as Respondent Kathy Boockvar, the Acting 

Secretary of the Commonwealth, and seeking a declaratory judgment and 

permanent injunctive relief based on allegations that: (1) the constitutional 

amendment proposed by House Bill 276, now known as Joint Resolution 2019-1, 

proposing as a constitutional amendment a new Article I, § 9.1, creating a crime 

victims’ bill of rights (the “Proposed Amendment”), violated the single subject 

requirement of Pa. Const., Article XI, § 1 (Count I); (2) the text of the ballot 

question prepared by the Secretary, to be posed to the electorate for a vote on the 

Proposed Amendment, violated Pa. Const., Article XI, § 1 because the ballot 

question did not contain the entire text of the Proposed Amendment (Count II); and 
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(3) the ballot question violated the electorate’s right to be fully informed on the 

Proposed Amendment because the ballot question did not fairly, accurately and 

clearly apprise the electorate of the question on which to be voted (Count III). 

Petitioners also filed an Application for a Preliminary Injunction, seeking to enjoin 

Respondent from submitting the ballot question on the Proposed Amendment to 

Pennsylvania voters in the November 2019 General Election. By per curiam Order 

entered October 22, 2019, the Commonwealth Court granted the intervention 

applications of Respondent Party Intervenors, Shameekah Moore, Martin Vickless, 

Kristin June Irwin and Kelly Williams (hereinafter “Appellants”), and also of 

Ronald L. Greenblatt, Esq. 

At the preliminary injunction hearing held before the Honorable Ellen 

Ceisler, on October 23, 2019, Petitioners withdrew their request that Respondent 

be enjoined from submitting the ballot question on the Proposed Amendment to the 

electorate in the November 2019 General Election, and sought as alternate relief 

that Respondent be enjoined from certifying the votes on the Proposed Amendment 

pending disposition of the Petition for Review on the merits. 

By Memorandum Opinion and Order entered October 30, 2019, the 

Commonwealth Court, per Judge Ceisler, granted Petitioners’ request for 

preliminary injunctive relief and preliminarily enjoined the Secretary from 

tabulating and certifying the electorate’s vote on the Ballot Question on the 
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Proposed Amendment. By per curiam Order entered November 4, 2019, at Nos. 83 

MAP 2019 and 84 MAP 2019, the Supreme Court affirmed the October 30, 2019 

Order of the Commonwealth Court, with Chief Justice Saylor filing a Dissenting 

Statement in which Justices Dougherty and Mundy joined. 

On November 5, 2019, the electorate cast votes in the General Election on, 

inter alia, the Ballot Question on the Proposed Amendment. In full compliance 

with the Commonwealth Court’s October 30, 2019 Order, as affirmed by the 

Supreme Court, the Secretary has not tabulated and certified the electorate’s 

November 5, 2019 vote on the Ballot Question on the Proposed Amendment. 

 The parties subsequently filed in the Commonwealth Court cross 

applications for summary relief. By per curiam Order Announcing the Judgment of 

the Court entered January 7, 2021, the Commonwealth Court granted in part and 

denied in part Petitioners’ application for summary relief and entered the Order 

from which Appellants now appeal. (See, supra, ¶ 3, and Appendix “A” hereto.) 

Memorandum Opinions in Support of Order Announcing the Judgment of the 

Court were filed by Judge Ceisler, joined in by Judge Wojcik, and by Judge 

McCullough, and a Memorandum Opinion in Opposition to Order Announcing the 

Judgment of the Court was filed by President Judge Leavitt, joined in by Judge 

Cannon. (See Appendix “B” hereto.) 
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5. Questions presented for review: 

A. Whether the Commonwealth Court erred as a matter of law in 
declaring that the Proposed Amendment to Article I of the 
Pennsylvania Constitution, as set forth in Joint Resolution No. 
2019-1, violated Article XI, Section 1 of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution, because the Proposed Amendment was contained 
in one ballot question? 

 
B. Whether the Proposed Amendment to Article I of the 

Pennsylvania Constitution, as set forth in Joint Resolution No. 
2019-1, violated Article XI, Section 1 of the Pennsylvania 
Constitution, because the entire text of the Proposed 
Amendment did not appear verbatim in the one ballot question? 

 
C. Whether the Proposed Amendment to Article I of the 

Pennsylvania Constitution, as set forth in Joint Resolution No. 
2019-1, failed to fairly, accurately and clearly apprise the 
electorate of the question to be voted upon? 

 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
   By: /s/ Scot R. Withers    By: /s/ David H. Pittinsky   

Scot R. Withers 
William R. Christman III 

Attorney I.D. Nos. 84309; 318827 
LAMB McERLANE PC 

24 East Market Street, Box 565 
West Chester, PA 19381-0565 

(610) 430-8000 
 

David H. Pittinsky 
Attorney I.D. No. 04552 
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1735 Market Street, 51st Floor  
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(215) 864-8117 

Counsel for Appellants, Respondent Party Intervenors  
Shameekah Moore, Martin Vickless, Kristin June Irwin and Kelly Williams 
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PUBLIC ACCESS POLICY CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 
 
 

It is hereby certified by the undersigned that this filing complies with the 

provisions of the Public Access Policy of the Unified Judicial System of 

Pennsylvania: Case Records of the Appellate and Trial Courts that require filing 

confidential information and documents differently than non-confidential 

information and documents. 
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