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1. Nationwide, municipalities, counties and states are instituting "good corporate citizenship" 
guidelines for banks and fund managers wishing to hold/manage governmental funds. These 
requirements can be quite creative: cutting banks out if they engage in predatory lending (or fail 
to modify predatory mortgages); requiring a certain percentage of reinvestment in  defined 
projects (in state..."greening"...revitalization of onshore manufacturing); giving bonus points to 
banks who maintain services in geographically underserved areas. What sorts of guidelines do 
you feel might be acceptable in PA, would avoid inappropriate favoritism / pork, and would remind 
banks that they have a primary responsibility to their community and their customers, not only to 
their shareholders and to the paychecks of their top management and board? 
 
A long time activist for social equity, I fully support legislation at the local level encouraging financial 
institutions to direct investment & resources into less affluent areas, rewarding them with ‘business’ for 
community objectives met, and withdrawing ‘business’ from them for not prioritizing these areas into their 
business plans. Financial institutions need to be reminded that ‘Main Street’, even in socio & 
economically challenged areas, are just as important to the economy as ‘Wall Street’.  I further believe 
that since public money is involved, all information regarding such should be publicly posted, ensuring 
transparency. Finally, elected officials, be they at the state or local level, not only have an obligation to 
serve the citizens who elect them within their respective legislative chambers, but also outside of such, in 
their offices & in the districts as a whole. As such, it is incumbent upon them to assist as facilitators and 
direct such companies, be they banks or businesses in other industries, to opportunities within & near 
their respective districts, matching corporate resources & expertise with community opportunities. A 
perfect example of that is a recent commitment by First Niagara to work with the North Side Leadership 
Conference and assist in resuscitating a blighted neighborhood commercial shopping district. Another 
example is with the non-profit I volunteer with called KaBoom!, a national non-profit group which builds 
playgrounds in socio economically challenged areas with funding & manpower assistance from 
corporations such as Home Depot & PNC. If elected officials would participate in facilitating partnering 
companies with such community opportunities instead of totally relying on local non-profit organizations to 
bare that burden, it is my belief that reinvestment, and subsequent resurrection, of many of these 
neighborhoods would happen at a greater pace. Should I be elected, I would be committed to rolling up 
my sleeves & participate in attempting to match corporate interests with community opportunities.   
  
2. What sorts of jobs best anchor and sustain a community?  What role, if any, should the state 
legislature play in encouraging / not hindering certain types of job development?  
 
It takes all kinds of jobs, commercial & industrial, to sustain a community. At issue is where these jobs 
would be located within or near communities. In the case of the 20th District, we are blessed with a 
number of areas currently ready to receive new tenants, not only of the commercial genre, but industrial 
as well. Specifically there are many areas in Lawrenceville, the Strip District, and the North Side where 
new industrial jobs, be they manufacturing or other, can be developed. And considering Pittsburgh is 
beginning to evolve into a region where technology companies are setting up shop, these areas could 
easily compliment that industry, along with others & institutions such as CMU, with manufacturing jobs. 
One way in which the state can help bring jobs to the area would be by increasing the size of current & 
designating new KOZ’s, or Keystone Opportunity Zones. This is a program created to entice new 
businesses to locate into specific zones by providing amnesty on a variety of tax fronts. It is my opinion 
that this program is currently under utilized within our district, and it would be of great economic benefit to 
fight to utilize it more. Again, like in the previous question, this is a duty of a state legislator, and once 
acquired, it would likewise be their duty to assist regional non-profits to seek out & facilitate companies to 
take advantage of such.  
  



3. Levels of Oversight: EPA oversight and Healthcare are, in large part, a statewide / national level 
issue. However, zoning, permitting, administration of benefits, etc. have also been city and county 
issues. What is the upside in having overlapping oversight and regulation at the municipal, 
county, state and federal levels?  In both the case of health care and of resource extraction, very 
large local employers have vested interests that may not be in line with the best interests of the 
citizenry. What, realistically, do you hope to do to further the best interests of the citizenry, and/or 
reduce the risk of inappropriate corporate influence? Separately address the issue of healthcare 
access (in an era of local hospital closings and growing regional monopolies) and the issue of 
coal and natural gas extraction. 
 
Generally, overlapping oversight & regulation at the state & local levels should be desired as an integral 
part of a ‘check & balance’ system. In the case of health providers merging & closing hospitals, along with 
assuring that jobs are not lost & work conditions are not aggravated, such oversight must assure that 
accessibility to health care, especially in socio economically challenged areas, is not compromised. In the 
case of natural gas extraction, corporate influence in this fledgling industry within our government is 
already proving to be significant, and the citizenry are quickly losing any controls or safeguards that they 
could traditionally rely upon to protect the safety of their well-being’s. From land owners not being notified 
of gas extraction violations on their own properties, to zoning decisions by locally elected officials being 
overridden by the Governor’s office, controls over the industry are being consolidated into the hands of a 
few. What is of greater concern is that some elected officials of both parties are turning a blind eye to the 
desires of their constituents, and their support for their future well-being is questionable at best. In the 
case of water and water eco systems, there are no ‘do over’s, and once the water is contaminated, we 
cannot drink money. While it may be politically expedient to vote against the Governor on certain Shale 
related legislation, what we need in this domain is a legislator who will be unwavering & truly represent 
the interests & safety of the citizenry. This is why as an acknowledged environmentalist, I have pledged to 
not knowingly accept donations from people who directly work directly in the natural gas extraction 
industry, so as to assure the population that any vote I participate in is not influenced in any way, shape 
or form by someone from that industry. And while it is highly unlikely I would alone be able to get the state 
legislature to turn their back on the industry, at least voters will know they have someone with their best 
interests at heart tackling any and all legislative issues in this domain. 
 
I, Dave Schuilenburg, candidate for Pennsylvania’s 20th State House District Representative do 
hereby approve the responses of this questionnaire, and am sending it on my own behalf.   


