
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

MIDDLE DISTRICT 

 

DENNIS J. BAYLOR,        : No.  9 MM  2012 

Petitioner     :  

      :      

      : PETITION FOR REVIEW OF 2011 

:  FINAL REAPPORTIONMENT PLAN 

      : 

2011 LEGISLATIVE REAPPORTIONMENT: 

COMMISSION,      : 

Respondent            :    

 

PETITIONER’S FIRST AMENDED PETITION FOR REVIEW OF THE 2011 LEGILATIVE 

REAPPORTIONMENT COMMITTEE FINAL PLAN FILED WITH THE SECRETARY OF 

THE COMMONWEALTH DECEMBER 12 2011 

 

Petitioner Dennis Baylor, pursuant to Rule 1028 (c)(1), Pa.R.C.P. 

§1028(c) (1) files an amended Petition for Review to address Preliminary 

Objections filed by the Respondent 2011 Legislative Reapportionment 

Commission.  

 
1) I have lived in Tilden Township since 1971 and every subsequent 

reapportionment has foist a new House incumbent on us. We went from 

residents of the 187th, to being residents of the 124th, to the 125th, and now 

back to the 124th. When someone by decree tells you who your “elected” official 

will be, your vote has been debased. I understand it must happen occasionally to 

make the process work, but to have it happen every reapportionment cheapens 

our votes. 

    2) The proposed plan reflects a lack of standards regarding compactness. 

The isoperimetric  quotient is used in geometry to quantify the compactness of a 

given shape and should be used by the commission to score proposed plans. 

   3) The proposed plan creates non-contiguous House districts see the attached 

Exhibit “A” for an example of the 134th, (which is a soon-to-be declared vacant 
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district, Rep. Richely won a Judgeship the most recent election. A Special 

Election coincident to reapportionment can raise unresolved due process and 

unequally weighted votes under the Pa. Election Code.) 

    4) The proposed plan needlessly divides Counties, and Communities of 

Interest in pursuit of the goal of equal district population, to split Berk County with 

Lehigh County twice, and with Lancaster County twice are examples so clear, as 

to require no further explanation. School Districts are an obvious Community- 

of-Interest and the proposed plan fractures every School District in Berks (18) 

save 1. 

    5) The proposed plan is advanced in bad faith, see the attached Transcript of 

the 28th Statewide Investigating Grand Jury Presentment No. 2, part 2 pages 69 

through 71, Exhibit “B”  http://www.attorneygeneral.gov/uploaded 

Files/Press/GJ-Presentment_No2_page64-119.pdf  The findings of fact 

concerning Steve Dull regarding the meeting  between Rep. Perzel , his staff and 

GCR & Associates show the 2001 plan was ready to go as soon as the U.S. 

Census data was officially released, probably in March or April 2001. Although 

there is clearly stalling on the part of the Commission (LRC), in the instance of the 

2001 LRC they had their Public meeting on the Preliminary Reapportionment Plan 

October 25, 2001 , and Nominating Petitions circulated the end of February 2002. 

This reapportionment the Commission is a month behind that in 2001 and 

Nominating Petitions circulate January 24, 2012, we don’t have ambush elections 

in America. Once again the proposed plan creates two open House seats in Berks. 

    6) The proposed plan is founded on a tainted database, which, in turn, is the 

http://www.attorneygeneral.gov/uploaded%20Files/Press/GJ-Presentment_No2_page64-119.pdf
http://www.attorneygeneral.gov/uploaded%20Files/Press/GJ-Presentment_No2_page64-119.pdf
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fruit of criminal activity in direct contravention of  Art. II, Sec. 17 of the 

Commonwealth Constitution which requires that non-partisan U.S. Decennial 

Census data be used to apportion the commonwealth. See Exhibit “B” page 69, 

“Dull testified that before the meeting with GCR, Perzel, Preski and Tomaselli 

explained to him that they identified GCR as an entity to help them win more seats 

in the legislature and retain Republican majority.” Since Rep. Prezel narrowly won 

reelection in 2000 (By about 100 votes once absentee ballots were counted) he 

didn’t hesitate to interject partisan profiling in the 2001 plan, as evidenced by his 

post-2001 district . See Exhibit “D”. According to Exhibit “B” Rep. Prezel’s staff 

interacted extensively with GCR and other vendors to make partisan voter data a 

web based database, thereby making it perpetual. See Exhibit “C” , an attempt was 

made to ascertain the architects of the proposed plan; however, the Commission 

has not responded. 

    7) In closing, attached as Exhibit “E” is the CONCURRING OPINION  on the 

2001 Legislative Reapportionment Plan, authored by Mr. Justice Saylor, and 

joined by Mr. Justice Eakin and Mr. Justice Castille . Under the foregoing premises 

I believe the Supreme Court can be persuaded to relinquish the passive role in 

reviewing the instant plan. 
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 WHEREFORE, all premises considered, Petitioner requests 

Respondent’s Final Plan be remanded with an Order entered ensuring the 

Commission start from scratch.  

 

 

       Respectfully Submitted 

 

 

     BY: 

 

 

             

               Dennis Baylor 

 2654 Mountain Road 

Hamburg, Pa. 19526 

(610) 781-8746    

dennisbaylor@gmail.com 

Petitioner pro se 
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VERIFICATION 

 

 

I, DENNIS BAYLOR, hereby affirm under the penalty of 18 P.S. §4904 related 

to the unsworn falsification to authorities that the factual statements 

contained in the foregoing Application are, to the best of my recollection 

and belief, true and accurate. 

 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

          I, Dennis Baylor, petitioner pro se, hereby certify that  on this date 

a true and correct copy of  the attached PETITIONER’S FIRST AMENDED 

PETITION FOR REVIEW OF THE 2011 LEGILATIVE REAPPORTIONMENT 

COMMITTEE FINAL PLAN FILED WITH THE SECRETARY OF THE 

COMMONWEALTH DECEMBER 12 2011 was served on the following parties 

via electronic mail;  

 

coconnor@redistricting.state.pa.us 

ccraykane@redistricting.state.pa.us 

jdelsole@dscslaw.com 

wstickman@dscslaw.com 

 

 

and by U.S. Mail, First-class, postage paid delivery to the office of: 

 

Honorable Joseph a Del Sole 
The Waterfront Building 

200 First Avenue, Suite 300 

Pittsburgh, PA 15222 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Dennis Baylor, Petitioner pro se 

 2654 Mountain Road 

Hamburg, Pa. 19526 

(610) 781-8746    

DATE: January 13, 2012  

                                           

dennisbaylor@gmail.com 
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