
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 30, 1980 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 1 

Session of 1980 164th of the General Assembly No. 30 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the 
Journal for Tuesday, April 29, 1980, will be postponed 
until printed. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened at 11 a.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (H. JACK SELTZER) IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

THE HONORABLE JOHN M. F%RZEL, member of 
the House of Representatives and guest chaplain, offered 
the following prayer: 

Let us pray: 
Heavenly Father, as we gather here to legislate the future 

Of this, Our please look down On us with 
Your wisdom. You, Lord, who make the final decision, 
give us, the people who have government by petition, the 
benefit of heavenly guidance. In Your name we pray. 
Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was enunciated by members.) 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2487 By Representative TADDONIO. 

An Act amending the act of June 22, 1931 (P. L. 594, No. 
203), referred to as the Township State Highway Law, deleting 
a route in Franklin Township, Westmoreland County. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
~ ~ ~ i 1  29, 1980. 

No. 2488 By Representatives TADDONIO, KOLTER, 
PETRARCA AND RASCO. 

An Act providing for ridesharing arrangements and 
providing that certain laws shall he inapplicable to ridesharing 
arrangements, 

Referred to Committee on CONSUMER AFFAIRS, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2489 By Representatives WILT, GLADECK, 
LASHINGER, ARMSTRONG, THOMAS, 
REED, BOWSER, STEWART, POLITE, 
KUKOVICH, PERZEL, SIRIANNI, 

No. 2484 By Representative BURNS. 

An Act regulating the ownership, leasing, acquiring, 
importing, training, handling, housing and sale of guard dogs 
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Referred to Committee on AGRICULTURE AND 
RURAL AFFAIRS, April 29, 1980. 

No. 2485 By Representatives McCLATCHY, 
PIEVSKY AND CALTAGIRONE. 

An Act making an appropriation to the City of Reading. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2486 By Representatives McCLATCHY, 
PIEVSKY AND CALTAGIRONE. 

An Act making an appropriation to the Reading, Penn- 
sylvania School District. 

McINTYRE, MADIGAN. DAVIES, 
WENGER, POTT, NOYE, MILLER, 
CHESS, PRATT, McVERRY, PETERSON, 
KOLTER, BURD, KOWALYSHYN, 
PYLES, CESSAR, LEV1 AND MOWERY. 

An Act providing for group self-insurance funds for private 
and public employers for workers' compensation liabilities and 
providing for the establishment of employee protections 
through the use of aggregate excess insurance and a guaranty 
fund. 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2490 By Representatives FREIND, DURHAM, 
CIVERA, ARTY, GANNON, ALDEN, 
MICOZZIE AND KLINGAMAN. 

An Act amending the "Public Welfare Code," approved 
June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 21), providing for copayments by 
recipients for prescriptions under the medical assistance 
program. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2491 By Representatives FREIND, DURHAM, 
CIVERA, GANNON, ARTY, ALDEN, 
MICOZZIE AND SPITZ. 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Proce- 
dure) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further 
providing for costs. 
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Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, April 29, 1980. 

No. 2492 By Representatives FREIND, DURHAM, 
CIVERA, GANNON AND ARTY. 

An Act amending the "Local Tax Collection Law," 
approved May 25, 1945 (P. L. 1050, No. 394), increasing the 
maximum amount of the penalty on unpaid taxes. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2493 By Representatives GALLEN AND 
BROWN. 

An Act amending the "Metropolitan Transportation 
Authorities Act of 1963,'' approved August 14, 1963 (P. L. 
984, No. 450), further providing for the definition of "metro- 
politan area," and for the appointment of board members. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2494 By Representatives ARTY, EARLEY, 
FREIND, CIMINI AND DURHAM. 

An Act amending the "Local Tax Collection Law," 
approved May 25, 1945 (P. L. 1050, No. 394). changing provi- 
sion relating to penalties on taxes. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2495 By Representatives HALVERSON, 
BENNETT, YOHN AND GRIECO. 

An Act amending the "Credit Union Act." approved 
September 20, 1961 (P. L. 1548, No. 658). further providing 
for interest rates. 

Referred t o  Committee on  BUSINESS AND 
COMMERCE, April 29, 1980. 

No. 2496 By Representatives HALVERSON, 
BENNETT, YOHN AND GRIECO. 

An Act amending the "Credit Union Act," approved 
September 20, 1961 (P. L. 1548, No. 658), further providing 
for reserves. 

Referred t o  Committee on  BUSINESS AND 
COMMERCE, April 29, 1980. 

No. 2497 By Representatives HALVERSON, 
BENNETT, YOHN AND GRIECO. 

An Act amending the "Credit Union Act," approved 
September 20, 1961 (P. L. 1548, No. 658), further providing 
for the powers of credit unions. 

Referred t o  Committee on  BUSINESS AND 
COMMERCE, April 29, 1980. 

No. 2498 By Representatives ALDEN, DURHAM, 
MICOZZIE, SPITZ, ARTY, CIMINI, 
FREIND, TELEK, M. R. CLARK AND 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2499 By Representatives SHUPNIK, DAVIES, 
CIMINI, BORSKI AND WARGO. 

An Act amending Title 22 (Detectives and Private Police) of 
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, adding provisions 
relating to detectives and private police and making repeals. 

Referred to Committee on PROFESSIONAL LICEN- 
SURE, April 29, 1980. 

No. 2500 By Representatives THOMAS, FRYER, 
LEV1 AND A. C. FOSTER, JR.. 

An Act amending the act of October 4, 1978 (P. L. 883, 
No. 170). referred to as the Public Official and Employee 
Ethics Law, removing certified public accountants and 
appointed auditors. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
April 29, 1980. 

No. 2501 By Representatives ZWIKL, GALLEN, 
HONAMAN, HOEFFEL, COCHRAN, 
COLE, DAWIDA, STEWART, RITTER, 
J. L. WRIGHT, JR., FISCHER, BROWN, 
RAPPAPORT, PRATT, CALTAGIRONE, 
SPITZ, PISTELLA, McINTYRE, 
KOWALYSHYN, ALDEN, WENGER, 
LETTERMAN, DAVIES, WHITE, REED, 
BRANDT, McCALL, SALVATORE, 
MILLER, GANNON, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
DeWEESE AND KUKOVICH. 

An Act requiring every administrative department, board 
and commission and every independent commission to establish 
a forms and publications management plan meeting certain 
standards and providing for their implementation. 

Referred t o  Committee on  BUSINESS AND 
COMMERCE, April 29, 1980. 

I HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 227 By Representatives L. E. SMITH, DORR, 
McCALL, POLITE AND BITTLE. 

Amend Rule 43, Standing Committees and Sub-Committees. 
Referred to Committee on RULES, April 29, 1980. 

I LEAVES OF ABSENCE GRANTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. I request a leave for the gentleman 

from Allegheny, Mr. KNEPPER, for today, and for the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. McKELVEY, for today. 

The SPEAKER. Without obiection. leaves will be 
PICCOLA. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the issuance, 
without charge, of replacement drivers' licenses, registration 
cards, plates and other documents. 

granted. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, 

Mr. Pievsky, for the Democratic leaves of absence. 
M ~ ,  PIEVSKY, I request a leave of absence for the 

gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. ZITTERMAN, for 
today's session only. 



MASTER ROLL CALL RECORDED House Mr. Jack Kliebenstein of Danville, Montour County, 
who is here today as the guest of Mr. Merle Phill i~s.  
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The SPEAKER. The members will please report to the 
floor. We are about to take today's master roll. Only those 
members on the floor of the House may he recorded. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-192 

Alden Freind Livengood Rocks 
Anderson Fryer Lynch, E. R. Rodgers 
Armstrong Gallagher McCall Ryan 
Arty Gallen McClatchy Salvatore 
Austin Gamble Mclntyre Scheaffer 
Belardi Gannon McMonagle Schmitt 
Beloff Gatski McVerry Schweder 
Bennett Geesey Mackowski Serafini 
Berson Geist Madigan Seventy 
Bittle George, C. Manderino Shupnik 
Borski George, M. H. Manmiller Sieminski 
Bowser Giammarco Michlovic Sirianni 
Brandt Gladeck Micozzie Smith, E. H. 
Brown Goebel Milanovich Smith, L. E. 
Burd Goodman Miller Spencer 
Burns Grabowski Moehlmann Spitz 
Caltagirone Gray Mowery Stairs 
Ca~~abianca Greenfield Mrkonic Steighner 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave will he 
granted. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Dauphin, Mr. 
Piccola, to make an announcement. 

The Chair recognizes Mr. Piccola. He may proceed. 
Mr. PICCOLA. Some members of the House may recall 

that about a year ago at this time, I had the high honor of 
introducing to the members of the House and to the 
Governor the only undefeated basketball team in the State 
of Pennsylvania that year, Susquehanna Township High 
School girls' basketball team, who were the PIAA class A 
champions. I almost had that high honor again this year. 
We came within one game-in fact, a double-overtime 
game-of having that team repeat that accomplishment this 
year. However, I still have an honor to perform this year, 
and that is to present to the members of the House of 
Representatives and to the Governor the class A boys' 
basketball team state champions for 1980, the Susquehanna 
Township boys' basketball team. 

I would like to introduce the members of that team and 
the individuals who are accompanying them today. They 
zre seated at the rear of the House. and 1 would ask that 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the floor of the 

cessar Grieco Mullen Stewart they rise when I call their names. 
Chess Gruppo Murphy Street 
Cimini Hacartv Nahill Stuban The members of the team are Brian Dean-and, inciden- 

~ ~~~~~ ~~~~ ~ 

Cowell Hutchinson, W. Petrarca Vroon 
Cunningham lrvis Phillips Wachob 
DeMedio ltkin Piccola Wargo 
DeVerter Johnson. E. G. Pievsky Wasa 
DeWeese Johnson. J. J. Pistella Wenger 

-~~~~~~~~ - - ~ ~  " ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  
Civera Halverson Novak Sweet 
Clark, B. D. Harper Noye Swift 

O'Brien, B. F. Taddonio Clark, M. R. Hasay 
Cochran Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien, D. M. Taylor. E. Z. 
Cohen Hclfrick O'Donneli Taylor, F. 
Cole Hoeffel Oliver Telek 

Thomas Cornell Honaman Perzel 
Coslett Hutchinsan. A. Peterson Trello 

Adrian Robinson. That is the 1980 class AA boys' cham- 
pionship basketball team. 

They are accompanied today by their outstanding coach 
and assistant coach. Coach William Gaffev and his assis- 

tally, Brian is all-state and he has been elected to go to 
Penn State University, and I can see that school being a 
powerhouse in national competition in the not too distant 
future-Troy Keys, Chuck Cleckner, Bill Beistline, Andy 
Williams, Greg Mosten, Reiner Alfredson, Marc Toser, Eric 
Kleiman, Edward Nork, Ardee Burno, Jim Burger, and 

DiCarlo Jones Pitts white 
Davies Kanuck Polite Williams 
Dawida Klingaman Pott Wilson 
Dietz Knight Pratt Wilt 
Dininni Kolter Pucciarelli Wright, D. R. 
Dombrowski Kowaiyshyn Punt Wright, Jr., J. 
Donatucci. R. Knkovich Pyles Yahner 

Fee Lettennan Richardson 1 Thank you, Mr. Speaker 

tant, Randy Brenner, and by some of the people who work 
behind the scenes to make these kinds of things possible: 
Lana Glaser, the athletic director; Thomas J. Miles, prin- 
cipal of the high school; Dr. John Dunlap, superintendent 
of schools; David Schmidt, who is the trainer; Howard 

Dorr Lashinger ~ippaport Yohn 
Duffy Laughlin Rasco Zeller 

Lehr Reed Zord Durham 
Earley Lescovitz Rhodes Zwikl 

Fischer Levi Rieger Selmer, 
Foster, W. W. Levin Ritter Speakcr 
Foster, Ir., A. Lewis 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Dumas Maiale Shadding 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The SPEAKER. One hundred ninety-two members 
having indicated their presence, a master roll is established. 

Taksen, who is the statistician; Stephanie Diamond and Sue 
Katz, who are the managers. 

Thank you for providing them with a warm welcome. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1425, 
PN 2925, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Pennsylvania Election Code," 
approved June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 320), eliminating 
cross-filing by candidates for the offices of judge, justice of the 
peace and school directors. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

1 think that if a person is good in their position, whether 
they be a judge or what, I think that they should stand for 
election and stand under competition, because the matter of - 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

the election is a soviet-type election, voting "yes" or "no." 
I think it is wrong. It is completely contrary to our demo- 
cratic process, and 1 think we are denying the voters a 
choice so that hopefully we could have the better candidate. 

The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to alert the members 

who are in some normal State of confusion that this 
happens to be an extremely important bill. This is not a 
routine bill. Look at  it carefully. A Vote for this bill means 
that we eliminate cross-filing for candidates for the offices 
of judge, justice of the Peace, and school director. Be 
careful of that bill. 

I do not know whether they are cheering the announce- 
ment or whether they are cheering the idea. Do not tell me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Beaver. Mr. Laughlin. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, just briefly, I would like 
to address the fact that in Beaver County the manner of 
cross-filing has brought to the courts of Beaver County the 
finest judges whom we have ever had in that area. I would 
think that prohibiting judges from cross-filing would work 
to the detriment of the courts and would again put them 
back in the position of involvement in politics. I do not 
think we want that. 

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what they are 
applauding either, but, Mr. Speaker, I would ask in all 
earnestness that the members of the House vote this bill 
down and guarantee the courts and guarantee the men and 
the women who wish to file for this office the 0pportunitY 
to cross-file and to be representative of all the people. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, I have 

voted in the past for the elimination of cross-filing So far as 
school directors are concerned, because there is no prohibi- 
tion to candidates for school board being divorced from 
politics. However, in other legislation which will continue 
to be effective, we have written the judges and justices of 
the peace out of politics, and passing this bill does not 
change that. They will still be Out of ~olitics, Yet not be 
able to cross-file. Until we can correct both at the same 
time, I think that this bill ought to be defeated. 1 do not 
think that we ought to eliminate cross-filing so far as judi- 
cia1 candidates and justices of the Peace are concerned 
without putting them back into politics, if that is what we 
want to do. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

face a choice. I think that we should offer the voters a 
choice. 

I think if we look back and just see the results as it has 
happened in our areas-and in particular, I would like to 
say that as far as judges are concerned, I see nothing wrong 
with them coming down from the bench and going out and 
running for reelection. I think then they are exposed to the 
average whom they represent, knowing what their 
problems are, what their concerns are, rather than being set 
up in a chamber which is removed from the process. 

AS far as politics is concerned by judges, I think we have 
all had experiences and we know this ideal of removing 
them from politics is just a saying, an empty expression. I 
say, give the voters a choice and let us vote "yes" on this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Centre, Mr. Cunningham. 

MI. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I urge the passage of 
this bill for three reasons. Judges have successfully 
insulated themselves from accountability with regard to the 
people of this Commonwealth over a very long period of 
time. They are first of all able to cross-file, and in so 
doing, they truncate or they terminate the election process 
without ever really giving a legitimate choice to the voters 
of the Commonwealth. 

Secondly, they are able to seek reelection by a retention 
without any challenge from any other candidate, thereby 
eliminating any adversary process that might legitimately 
draw out the issues that should be considered in every single 
judicial election. 

Thirdly, they have been able by court rules to insulate 
themselves from the probing inquiry of the press and of 
their constituents by being prohibited from discussing issues 
on the merits. So there is virtually no way that we can have 
any way of knowing what a judicial candidate's views are 
philosophically on any issue. 

I think all three of these impediments to accountability 
should be eliminated, and I in fact have introduced legisla- 
tion to eliminate one of them. But 1 urge the adoption of 
this bill, because I think it is terribly important that the 
judges of this Commonwealth, the judicial candidates, be 
accountable to the people whose votes they seek, and cross- 
filing unconscionably shortens the campaigning process and 
makes the philosophical inclinations of the judges virtually 
unknowable. I urae the adontion of the measure. 

from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 
Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak in support of 

this proposal. I think all of us have seen what bas happened 
through the method of cross-filing. We have in a sense 
eliminated many choices for office by the matter of cross- 
filing, so that the voters go to the polls and they do not 

- 
On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER, Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-110 
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Alden Foster, Jr., A. Letterman Scheaffer 
Anderson Fryer Levi Schmitt 
Amstrong Gdlen Lewis Serafini 
Arty Gamble Livewood Sirianni 
~elardi 
Bennett 
Bittle 
Bowser 
Brand1 
Burd 
Cdtagirone 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Clark. M. R. 
~ochian 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Foster, W. W. 

Beloff 
Berson 
Borski 
Brown 
Burns 
Cappabianca 
Chess 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Cohen 
Cowell 
DeMedio 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 

Austin 
Dumas 
Giammarco 

Gatski ~ynch, E. R. 
Geesey McCall 
Geist McClatchy 
George, C. Mackowski 
George, M. H. Madigan 
Gladsk Manmiller 
Goebel Miller 
Goodman Moehlmann 
Grieco Mowery 
Hagarty Nahill 
Halverson Noye 
Hasay O'Brien. B. F. 
Hayes, Jr., S. Peterson 
Helfrick Phillips 
Hoeffel Piccola 
Honaman Pitts 
Hutchinson, A. Pratt 
Hutchinson, W. Punt 
Johnson. E. 0 .  Pyles 
Johnson. J. J .  Rasco 
Kanuck Ritter 
Klingaman Rocks 
Lashinger Rodgers 
Lehr Ryan 

NAYS-74 

Freind McVerry 
Gallagher Manderino 
Gannon Michlovic 
Grabowski Micozzie 
Gray Milanovich 
Greenfield Mrkonic 
Gruppo Mullen 
Harper Murphy 
lrvis Novak 
ltkin O'Brien, D. M. 
Knight O'Donnell 
Kolter Oliver 
Kowalyshyn Perzel 
Kukovich Petrarca 
Laughlin Pievsky 
Lescovitz Pistella 
Levin Polite 
Mclntyre Pot1 
McMonagle 

NOT VOTING-1 1 

Jones Reed 
Maiale Rhodes 
Pucciarelli Schweder 

EXCUSED-7 

Smith, E. H. 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wenger 
Wilson 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr.. J 
Yahner 
Zelkr 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Rappaport 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Salvatore 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Street 
Sweet 
Taddonio 
Trello 
Wachob 
Wargo 
White 
Wilt 
Y0hn 

Shadding 
Williams 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. SWEET offered the following amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 21, by removing the period after 
"Hospital" and inserting and further providing for the powers 
and duties of the Department of Environmental Resources. 

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
Section 2.   he act is~amendedby adding a section to read: 
Section 1904-A.I. Uranium Tailings.-(a) The Depart- 

ment of Environmental Resources shall have the power and its 
duty shall be: 

(1) To enter into such cooperative agreements with the 
United States Department of Energy as are described in section 
103 of the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act of 
1978, Public Law 95-604, 42 U.S.C. 5 7901 et seq. to perform 
remedial actions at each processing site in Pennsylvania desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the United States Department of 
Energy under the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act 
~ \ f  107P 
"L L,,". - 

(2) To acquire, in consultation with the United States 
Government, by purchase or by eminent domain, such property 
or interest therein as is necessary for performance of remedial 
action. 

I inserting 3. 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman On the question, 

Fisher Knepper Weidner Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affir- 
mative. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1899, 
PN 2356, entitled: 

An Act amending "The Administrative Code of 1929," 
approved April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175). authorizing a 
lease for oil rights at Woodville State Hospital. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington, Mr. Sweet. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I would like t o  begin by 
thanking the sponsor, Mr. Gamble, for allowing me to 
offer this amendment to a routine and noncontroversial 
bill. 

This amendment allows Pennsylvania to participate in the 
1978 Federal legislation, the Uranium Tailings Act. There 
are 23 sites around the United States that have been identi- 
fied by this act. One of them happens to be in my district. 
All this amendment does is give Pennsylvania the legislative 
authority to participate in this program. There are currently 
contractual arrangements going o n  between the Federal 
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Government and the state concerning this matter, and I 
would ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-177 

Alden 
Armstrong 
Any 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cdssar 
C h a s  
Cimini 
Civera -~ . ~ -  
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietl 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster. W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A. 

Brown 

Anderson 
Austin 
DiCarlo 
Dumas 

Barber 
Fisher 

Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gatski 
Gnsey 
Geist 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Giammarco 
Gladeck 
Gocbel 
Goodman 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Grieco 
GNPPO 
Hazartv 

Levin 
Livengood 
Lynch. E. R. 
McCall 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonaglc 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Michlovic 
Milanovich 
Miller 
Mochlmann 
Mowery 
Mullen 
Mumhv - ,  

Halverson  ahi ill . 
Harper Novak 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien. B. F. 
Helfrick O'Brien, D. M. 
Hoeffel O'Donnell 
Hoilaman Oliver 
Hutchinson, A. Perzel 
Hutchinson, W. Peterson 
lrvis Petrarca 
ltkin Phillips 
Johnson, E. G. Piccola 
Johnson, J. 1. Pievsky 
Jones Pistella 
Kanuck Pitts 
Klingaman Polite 
Knight Pot1 
Kolter Pratt 
Kowalyshyn Punt 
Kukovich Rappaport 
Lashinger R ~ S C O  
Laughlin Richardson 
Lehr Riegrr 
Lescovitl Ritter 
Letterman Rocks 
Levi Rodgers 

NAYS-2 

Pyles 

NOT VOTING-16 

Freind Micozzie 
Gallen Mrkonic 
Lewis Pucciarelli 
Maiale Reed 

EXCUSED-7 

Hayes. D. S. McKelvey 
Knepper Weidner 

Ryan 
Salvatore 
Schcaffer 
Schmitt 
Schweder 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitl 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., 1. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seluer. 
Speaker 

Rhodcs 
Shadding 
Street 
Williams 

Zitterman 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware, Mr. Freind. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. FREIND. I was not in my seat on that last vote. I 
would like to be recorded in the affirmative on that amend- 
ment, Mr. S~eaker.  

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

I CONSIDERATION OF HB 1899 CONTINUED 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
B u m  
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 

Foster, W. W. Levin 
Foster, Jr., A. Lewis 
Freind Livengood 
Fryer Lynch, E. R. 
Gallagher McCall 
Gallen McMonagle 
Gamble McVerry 
Gannon Mackowski 
Gatski Madigan 
Geesey Manderino 
George. C. Manmiller 
George, M. H. Michlovic 
Gladeck Mieouie 
Goebel Milanovich 
Goodman Miller 
Grabowski Moehlmann 
Gray Mowery 
Greenfield Mrkonic 
Grieco Mullen 
Gruppo Murphy 
Hagarty Nahill 
Halverson Novak 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Brien, B. F. 
Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien. D. M. 
Hclfrick O'Donnell 
Hoeffel Olivcr 
Honaman Perzel 
Hutchinson, A. Peterson 
lrvis Petrarca 
Ilkin Phillips 
Johnson, J. I. Piccola 
lones Pievsky 
Kanuek Pistella 
Klingaman Pitts 
Knight Polite 
Kolter Pott 
Kowalyshyn Pratt 

Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Schweder 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianoi 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. Jr., 1. 
Yahner 

Dombrowski ~ u k o v i c h ~  Punt Yohn 
Donatucci, R. Lashinger Pyles Zeller 
Dorr Laughlin Rappaport Zord 
Duffy Lehr R ~ S C O  Zwikl 
Durham Lescovitz Richardson 
Earley Letterman Rieger Seltzer, 
Fee Levi Ritter Speaker 
Fischer 
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NAY S-0 

NOT VOTING-16 

Austin Hutchinson, W. Maiale Serafini 
Dumas Johnson, E. G. Pucciarelli Shadding 
Geist McClatchy Reed Street 
Giammarco McIntyre Rhodes Williams 

EXCUSED-7 

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, in the amendment in its 
essence, would it be possible for a club to collect more than 
$250 in a given calendar year and then delay a contribution 
to a member beyond, let us say, the last day of December 
and beginning in January to a particular candidate in the 
amount again of another $250 after that specific date? Is 
there any prohibition in this amendment to take care of 
that sort of contribution? 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Kneooer Weidner Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, we are not changing anything . . 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affir- 

in the present election law except the fact that if a political 
club spends $250 to influence an election, then they are 
subject to it. Failing to meet that $250 mark, they would 

mative. not have to file that annual report. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate ~h~ gentleman refers to manipulation of I 

for concurrence. 
* * *  

. 
cannot speak for that or against it. It would be, however, 
contrarv to the election law. as I know it to be. 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 1627), page 11, line 24, by inserting 
after "SECTION." However, if a political committee makes 
aggregate expenditures as defined in section 1621 in an amount 
less than two hundred fifty dollars ($250) or incurs aggregate 
debt in an amount less than two hundred fifty dollars ($250) 
during the calendar year to influence an election, it need not 
file an annual report; provided that this exception shall not be 
applicable to a candidate's political committee or to a State or 
county committee of a political party or political body or to a 
political action committee of a corporation or unincorporated 
association. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 543, 
P N  1739, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 
320), entitled "Pennsylvania Election Code," further providing 
for the withdrawal of candidates, for filing of reports and affi- 
davits, and for certain audits and amending a definition. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. FRYER offered the following amendment: 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

Mr. DAVIES. All right, sir, and, also, even though they 
raised considerable amounts beyond the $250 by their club, 
they would only be responsible for those contributions to 
any individual in the sums of the $250 to the . . . 
ind~v~duals. In other words, they could collectively put 
together coffers in a county exceeding supposedly $8,000, 
$9,000, $10,000, and then be able to distribute it at a limit 
of, let us say, the maximum $249 to each one of those 
candidates without the necessity of filing under this provi- 
sion. 

Mr. FRYER. In answer to the gentleman's question, Mr. 
Speaker, that could not be done because we are talking 
about the total that they spent, not limited to one candidate 
but their entire expenditures. If they go over the $250 mark, 
they are subject to the law. If they are less than $250, they 
are excluded from that portion of the law. 

Mr. DAVIES. All right, sir. Then it is not dependent 
upon the contributions to the individual, but the $250 is the 
sum total of all of those contributions to all of those candi- 
dates. 

Mr. FRYER. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment embodies all 
the features of HB 2104, which passed on the date of 
January 29 by a vote of 183-1. The Senate has not acted on 
this bill as of this date, and it is my hope that by inserting 
this amendment which relates to political clubs setting a 
minimum of $250 for not requiring the annual report. if we 
act in the affirmative on this matter, we are merely 
affirming what we had in HB 2104, which passed by a vote 
of 183-1. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Davies. 

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the 
amendment stand for one or two questions of interroga- 
tion? 

Mr. FRYER. I will, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Davies, may 

proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Mr. Cowell. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to inter- 
rogate Mr. Fryer for a second, please, if he will agree. 

Mr. FRYER. Gladly, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fryer, indicates he 

will stand for interrogation. Mr. Cowell may proceed. 
Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, much of the content of SB 

543 is intended and has been intended to relieve the burden 
that has so often been addressed in floor debate here that 
confronts candidates and committees and what have you. 
My only concern is that this exemption does no: specifically 
talk about political clubs although in your remarks you 
continually use the words "political club," but, in fact, you 
say a political committee that might spend less than $250 
although later on in your amendment you try to provide for 
some exceptiotis to the words "political committee." Are 
you suggesting to us that the bottom line after you have 
taken into consideration all of those exemptions would be 



. . -  
endorsed this bill. I support this bill, but I oppose this Beloff Gatski McClatchy Seventy 

Bennett Geesey McMonagle Shupnik 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Bittlc Geirt Mackowski Sieminski 

978 LEGISLATIVE 

political committees that have no other function than to act 
as a political club? I am not sure because we do not use the 
words "political club" anywhere in the amendment 
although you continually use them in your debate. 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, possibly 1 was in error there. 
However, in reading the amendment, it states quite clearly 
that it is not applicable to a political committee. I think the 
amendment is very clear and speaks for itself, and if I did 
refer to the point of political committees, I was actually 
referring to political clubs. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, in your attempt to provide 
exemptions or exceptions for candidates, political commit- 
tees, or state and county committees, et cetera, et cetera, as 
you try to reduce the field down to what you perceive to be 
political clubs, how would you deal with an independent 
political committee, if you will, that is operating in some 
unauthorized fashion but might in fact be operating in a 
local municipality as an independent political committee 
that gets involved in elections? Would you define that as a 
political club as you have used the word? 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, I cannot speak for the various 
individuals who will be following this law. It has always 
been my observation that I have yet to see a law that will 
make an honest person out of a corrupt one. I say that this 
amendment speaks to itself, and I might add further that 
Common Cause bas endorsed this bill; also, the election 
board has endorsed this bill. Mr. Speaker, I feel as though 
we are plowing the ground all over again, and whatever 
thoughts the gentleman has, I wish he would follow the 
regular procedure of this House, introduce a bill with his 
expertise, and I am sure it would receive the approval of 
this House of Representatives. Until then, Mr. Speaker, let 
us move ahead on this bill. Thank you. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, may I make some remarks, 
please? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. COWELL. Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, too often 
when the prior speaker does not have an answer to a ques- 
tion, we hear the rhetorical comments about you cannot 
make an honest person out of a crook, and the amendment 
speaks for itself. That does not answer the question. I am 
concerned that the use of the words "political committee" 
in this amendment goes far beyond what has been the 
stated intention, and that is, to provide relief to political 
clubs. This amendment in no way speaks to the question of 
political clubs. It speaks to the question of political 
committees. 

My fear is that although there are certain exceptions or 
exemptions provided elsewhere in the amendment, it might 
still be too broadly interpreted. Secondly, the gentleman 
who was responding to my question did correctly state that 
groups like Common Cause and the election bureau and 
any number of other organizations have endorsed this bill, 
but let us emphasize they have not endorsed this amend- 
ment. Let us not ~ l a v  games with that either. Thev have 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Chester, Mr. Vroon. 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the author 
of the amendment? 

Mr. FRYER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fryer, indicates he 

will stand for interrogation. Mr. Vroon may proceed. 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, just as a point of clari- 

fication, Your amendment contains so many exceptions, 
what are we left with? What specifically are we trying to 
do? What group are we trying to exempt from this filing 
requirement? Please clarify this for me. 

M r  FRYER. Mr. Speaker, under present law, all items 
received by a political club that pass through their books 
are interpreted under the heading of contributions, which 
means- 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, there is so much noise in the 
House that I cannot hear the author of the amendment. 

Mr. FRYER. Under present law, Mr. Speaker, all contri- 
butions that are received by a political club are regarded 
under the heading of contributions. For instance, that small 
political club that holds monthly meetings-and they gener- 
ally have some form of lunch and refreshments-that bill 
goes towards the total. So, therefore, under the inter- 
pretation of the law, all of these clubs, these small clubs, 
are subject to that annual reporting. We already have had, 
in Berks County, two political clubs that have disbanded 
because of the effect of this. Now the thrust of this is the 
fact that we interpret the moneys that are spent to influence 
elections; in other words, the moneys that they would give 
to a County committee or to a candidate. What we are 
saying is, if they go over $250, then they are subject to the 
law; if the total is under $250 spent to influence an election, 
then they are exempt from the law. And, Mr. Speaker, in 
clarification of this for the former interrogator, I said HB 
2104 has been endorsed by Common Cause and by the elec- 
tion board and the amendment that I am seeking here is 
HB 2104, which passed the House by a vote of 183 to 1. 

Have I answered the gentleman's question, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. VROON. Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
May I make just a few remarks please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. VROON. I think this amendment is very much in 

order. I strongly support it. The only criticism I have is that 
it does not go far enough. Thank you. 

0, the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-162 

Alden Freind Levi Ryan 
Anderson Fryer Levin Salvatore 
ArmS"Ong Gallagher Lewis Scheaffer 
Arty Gallen Livengood Schmitt 
Austin Gamble Lynch, E. R. Schweder 
Belardi Oannon McCall Serafini 
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Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Ccssar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cole 
Coslctt 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DcWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Dorr - ~ 

Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Foster, W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A. 

Berson 
Borski 
Chess 
Cohen 
Cornell 
Cowell 

Dumas 
Johnson, 
Jones 

George, C. Madigan 
Gmrge, M. H. Manderino 
Giammarco Manmiller 
Gladeck Michlovic 
Goebel Micozzie 
Goodman Milanovich 
Grabowski Miller 
Gray Moehlmann 
Greenfield Mowery 
Grieco Mrkonic 
G N P P ~  Mullen 
Hagarty Nahill 
Halverson Novak 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Brien, B. F. 
Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien, D. M. 
Helfrick Perzel 
Honaman Peterson 
Hutchinson, A. Petrarca 
Hutchinson, W. Phillips 
lrvis Piccola 
ltkin Pievsky 
Johnson, E. 0. Pitts 
Kanuck Polite 
Klingaman Pot1 
Knight Punt 
Kolter Pyles 
Kowalyshyn Rasco 
Lashinger Rieger 
Lehr Ritter 
Lescovitr Rocks 
Letterman Rodgers 

NAYS-23 

Cunningham 
Fischer 
Hoeffel 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 
McVerry 

NOT 

Mclntyre 
J. J. Maiale 

Pucciarelli 

Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, Jr., 1. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Murphy Reed 
O'Donnell Richardson 
Oliver Stairs 
Pistella Steighner 
Pratt Wachob 
Rappaport 

V O T I N G - I 0  

Rhodes Street 
Shadding Williams 

"each" w h e n  de s igna t i ng  the year o f  the annual report, and 
instead o f  "each" it says the "prior" year .  So the date, 
December 31, r e f e r s  to the p r i o r  year which you are making 
y o u r  r e p o r t  with respect to. And the second technical 
c h a n g e  adds the words "poli t ical  committee" where it was 
inadver ten t ly  de l e t ed  f r o m  the language with respect to the 
t e rmina t i on  statements and annual reports. The last c h a n g e  
is more subs tan t ive .  It changes the e f f ec t i ve  date to an 
immediate ef fec t ive  date. 

On the question recurring, 
Wi l l  the House a g r e e  to the amendments? 

The fo l l owing  roll call w a s  recorded: 

YEAS-185 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Austin 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 

Foster, W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A. 
Freind 
Frva  
02lagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gatski 
Geesey 
Geist 
George. C. 
George, M. H. 
Giammarco 
Gladeck 
Goebel 
Goodman 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Grieco 
Gmppo 
Hagarty 
Halverson 
Harper 
Hasay 
Haves. Jr.. 

Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 
Lewis 
Livengood 
Lynch, E. R. 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McIntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 

Ritter 
Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Schweder 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 

Michlovic 
Milanovich 
Miller 
MoehlmaM 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Novak 
Noye 

S. O'Brien. B. 

Spencer 
Spitl 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. 

F. Telek . . 
EXCUSED-7 / Carnell ~e i f r i ck  O '~r ien :  D. M. Trello 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the a f f i rma t i ve ,  and the 
amendment was a g r e e d  to. 

On t h e  question, 
Will the House agree to the hill as amended on third 

cons ide r a t i on?  
Mr. DORR o f f e r e d  the fo l l owing  amendments: 

A m e n d  Sec. 8 (Sec. 1627). page  11, l ine I ,  b y  inserting 
brackets  before  a n d  af te r  "EACH" a n d  inserting immediately . 
thereafter  

A m e n d  Sec. 8 (Sec. 1627). page  11, l ine 17, by  inserting 
a f t e r  "CANDIDATE" o r  po~ i t i c a l  Eommittee 

A m e n d  Sec. 9, page  13, l ine 5, by  str iking o u t  "in 6 0  
days." a n d  insert ing immediately 

On t h e  ques t i on ,  

Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earlev 

Hoeffel Oliver 
Honaman Perzel 
Hutchinson, A. Peterson 
Hutchinson, W. Petrarca 
lrvis Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Johnson, E. G. Pievsky 
Johnson. J. J. Pistella 
Jones 
Kanuck 
Klingaman 
Knight 
Kolter 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Lauphlin 

Pitts 
Polite 
POI1 
Pratt 
Punt 
Pyles 
Rappaport 
Rasco 
Reed 

Vroon 
Wachob 
wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., J. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Fee ~ e h ;  Richardson ~ k a k e r  
Fischer Lacovitz Ricger 

NAYS-0 

N O T  V O T I N G - I 0  
Will t he -~ouse  a g r e e  to the amendments? I _ 

f r o m  York, Mr. Dorr. 

uumas O'Donnell Shadding Thomas 
The SPEAKER.- The Chair recognizes the g e n t l e m a n  I Maid? Pucciarelli Street Williams 

Rhodes 

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, t h e  amendment does three 
th ings .  The f i r s t  two are technical. It changes  t h e  word 
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EXCUSED-7 I REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

B a r k  Hayes, D. S. McKclvey Zitterman I The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
Fisher Knepper Weidner leader. 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am going to suggest that we 
amendments were agreed to. break now until 2 o'clock for the purpose of lunch and for 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the hill as amended on third 

consideration? 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

the purpose of caucus. 
Now just listen for a moment, if you will. If you will 

look at page 16 of your calendar for today, you will find 
that that is the start of five pages of resolutions that were 
introduced on a bipartisan basis. The resolutions are the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the balcony on 
behalf of the House, Major Jerry Harless and 27 students 
from Carson Long Institute, who are here today as the 
guests of Fred Noye of Perry County. 

The Chair also welcomes to the balcony James Williams, 
who is the candidate for the House of Representatives from 
the 188th district of Philadelphia, and Dwight Evans who is 
a candidate for the 203rd legislative district in Philadelphia, 
who are here today as the guests of Mr. Street. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, SB 543 will be 
passed over temporarily. The Chair hears none. 

WELCOMES 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
CONTINUED 

result of the studies made by the special TMI committee. I 
would like to go into caucus, review those resolutions and 
have lunch after the caucus, and when we return to the 
floor, take up the balance of the calendar as marked by the 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 785, 
PN 2825, entitled: 

An Act requiring political subdivisions to permit the use of 
solar energy and to make certain provisions relating to energy 
in local land-use controls; establishing requirements for solar 
skyspace easements; and requiring the Department of Commu- 
nity Affairs to publish guidelines and otherwise assist political 
subdivisions in energy matters. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

leadership and these resolutions. So 1 am suggesting to you, 
I guess, that if you are interested in the resolutions, you 
better go into the caucus. If you are interested in being 
recorded as voting on those resolutions, you better come 
back to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader announce the 
time of the caucus? 

Mr. RYAN. There will be a Republican caucus on the 
declaration of the recess. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, when did Mr. Ryan 

announce his caucus? 
Mr. RYAN. On the declaration of the recess, and return 

at 2 o'clock. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, 1 would ask that 

Democratic members report immediately to the caucus 
room for a caucus on some resolutions that are on the 
calendar that we want to caucus on having to do with Three 
Mile Island. I think that that can be handled quickly, and 
we can return to the floor, as scheduled, after lunch. 

The SPEAKER. There is a Democratic caucus called 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

immediately upon the declaration of the recess and also a 
Republican caucus upon the declaration of the recess. 

RECESS 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 785, on page 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House does now 
6, be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. stand in recess until 2 o.m. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the floor of the 
House Mr. Sam Cali, the register of wills of Lackawanna 
County, who is here today as the guest of Frank Serafini, 
Fred Belardi and Joseph Wargo. 

1 AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called 
to order. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the floor of the 
House Max Pavlovich from Richland Township, Cambria 
County, who is here today as the guest and friend and 
campaign strategist of Mr. Bill Telek. 
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The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, while we are waiting, I 

wonder whether you might take a point of parliamentary 
inquiry from Mr. Gatski? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Luzerne, Mr. Gatski. 

Mr. GATSKI. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GATSKI. Mr. Speaker, can you inform the members 

the date you have selected for the special election to fill the 
unexpired term of Mr. Ray Musto, who was just sworn in 
as a Congressman 2 weeks ago, just 13 days before the 
primary? I can recall a while ago for seven House members 
you called a special election, I believe, 13 days after their 
resignation, saying how important it was that their districts 
be represented. 1 would assume that that case is also true in 
Mr. Musto's 118th district. 

Could the Speaker tell of his intentions as far as filling 
this House seat? 

The SPEAKER. In response to the gentleman, the Chair 
did not know until yesterday at noontime that Mr. Musto's 
letter of resignation was here and the Chair has not given 
any consideration at  all to the question. So at this time 1 
have not set a date. I have not even thought about whether 
or not it would be appropriate to call a special election for 
the remainder of this year. 

The Chair would welcome the gentleman, Mr. Gatski, 
coming down to the office, and the Chair would welcome 
his advice and counsel on it as well as other people from 
that area. 

Mr. GATSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. We will be 
there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in error. The date was on 
Monday at  noontime. I was just advised that it was not 
yesterday that I knew about it. 

CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2393, 
P N  3130, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act," 
approved June 28, 1947 (P. L. 1110, No. 476), further 
providing for the finance charge of certain motor vehicles. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. LAUGHLIN offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19), page 2, line 14 by removing the 
period after "tractors" and inserting a comma 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19), page 2, line I4 by inserting 
brackets before and after "seven percent (7%)" and inserting 
immediately thereafter eight percent (8%) 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19), page 2, line 14 by inserting after 
"year" for a period of three years 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19). pages 2 and 3 by striking out "SO 
LONG AS T H E  in line 22 and all of lines 23 through 30, 
page 2; all of lines 1 through 13, page 3 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, the amend- 
ment that 1 am offering today in some way helps the 
consumer to curtail the increased cost of interest on the 
purchase of a motor vehicle. It helps it in this manner: If 
we pass HB 2393 as it is presently structured, we will be 
faced with an approximately 18.75-percent interest rate a t  
its maximum rate on the purchase of the vehicle. I am 
asking the members of the House to consider this amend- 
ment so that we can have a cap on these interest rates. 

At the present time the prime interest rate is falling; the 
banks are having less and less of a problem in getting 
money; the availability of money is there for the banking 
interests, and I would hope that the members would 
consider this amendment in the light that it is consumer 
oriented and that it will still provide those who wish to 
purchase a car with the necessary moneys from the financial 
institutions. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Chester, Mrs. Taylor. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the gentleman, 
Mr. Laughlin, would stand for interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Laughlin, indicates 
that he will stand for interrogation. Mrs. Taylor may 
proceed. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, is it your understanding 
that if HB 2393 were to pass in its original form, the add- 
on rate would be at 9 percent? Is that your understanding 
at the present time? 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. At the present time, Mr. Speaker, 
there is also an additional add-on that you are not taking 
into consideration, and that is the surcharge that is added 
to the discount rate when you purchase a vehicle. It is in 
addition to that. You are not just talking about a direct 9- 
percent add-on to the discount rate; you are talking about 
additional interest that is charged by the bank in the event 
that there is a surcharge. Now, this bill provides that any 
and all institutions may charge a surcharge if in fact any 
bank charges one, and as you know, the banks that have in 
excess of $500,000 in credit out must provide additional 
revenue to the Federal Reserve in order to maintain that 
loan. So I would add to that that whenever von total the 
present 13-percent discount rate with the 9-percent add-on 
and you figure in the surcharges with it, you are now 
talking about an 18.75-percent interest rate ceiling on a 
purchase of a vehicle. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, could 1 continue my inter- 
rogation? 

The SPEAKER. The lady may proceed. 
Mrs. TAYLOR. I am wondering on how many weeks or 

how many years are you quoting the cost, because in front 



was also no; the surcharge would not apply. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Beaver. Mr. Lauzhlin. 
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Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like 

to say in response to the last gentleman's remarks that the 
surcharge is, as a matter of fact, based on the Federal 
requirement of all those institutions with in excess of $500 
million out in consumer credit, that they then match the 
Federal Reserve requirement of additional percentages of 
money put into the Federal Reserve as a hedge against that 

of me I have an actuarial equivalent for the add-on rates, 
and what I have in front of me, Mr. Speaker, says that if 
the add-on rate goes to 9, we would then have to look at 
whether or not that money was being borrowed for 3 
months or 9 months or 36 months or the usual 42 months. 
What I have in front of me at the present time is 16.12 
percent, and that was what I was questioning, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, the facts that you 
present are accurate with the exception of the fact that you 
are not dealing with the surcharge that is added to those 
institutions that presently have that requirement. In addi- 
tion to that, the figures that are presently given as an add- 
on would amount to 18.75 as opposed to the present 12.83, 
which is a difference of 5.92 percent. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Thank you very much. 
I would just like to comment on the Representative's 

amendment and to say that today when we have the fluctu- 
ation that we are all experiencing, it would appear to me 
that it would be wrong to put on a cap. We might be back 
here again in 6 months or 1 year, asking again for us to 
consider the same problem. I think if we do not put the cap 
on, then we will have resolved the problem of the 
fluctuating money market. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Jefferson, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. L. E. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to clarify 
one point that was made by Mr. Laughlin. Yesterday we 
concurred in the Senate amendments on HB 1805, and the 
question of the surcharge came up in a discussion prior to 
that bill coming to the floor, and I inquired of the Secre- 
tary of Banking whether or not the surcharge would also be 
applicable to the 5 percent above the discount rate. The 
answer was no. So I inquired about whether or not the 
surcharge would be permitted in HB 2393, and the answer 

loan. That is the surcharge we are talking about, Mr. 
Speaker. It is with regard to the bank putting the money 
into the Fed. 

the Secretary of Banking says that the surcharge will not be 
applied when we figure out the interest rate that would be 
applicable on this kind of loan. The bill itself, on page 3, 
defines "Federal Reserve discount rate," and it says that it 
shall be "...the rate for advances or discounts for member 
banks in effect from time to time at the Federal Reserve 
Banks of the Federal Reserve Districts which include Penn- 
sylvania ...." Then there is a parenthetical clause, and it 
continues: "...plus any surcharge or other cost or charge 
added to such rate or associated with it for any class of 
banks, as determined by the Secretary of Banking." I think 
right in the bill it is very clear that the discount rate is not 
what we are using as a guide, but it is the discount rate plus 
the surcharge. It states that in the bill. Mr. Speaker, that 
being the case, Mr. Laughlin is entirely correct when he 
says that his amendment is an attempt to place a cap at 8 
percent. 

In December this House of Representatives and this 
General Assembly and the Governor signing the bill 
increased the add-on rate on these types of transactions to 7 
percent, which made an annual percentage rate on a 3-year 
loan of 12.83 percent, and if we allow this bill to pass as it 
is written without the Laughlin amendment, you would be 
allowed a 10 1/2-percent add-on, an annual interest rate - 
an annual APR - of 18.75 percent. Now, that represents, 
Mr. Speaker, a 46-percent increase in the actual interest rate 
that would be allowed over present law. It would represent 
a 70-percent increase over what was allowed prior to 
December and the passage of the bill allowing it to go to 7 
percent. It seems to me that we are just way out of 
hand, and we have got to cap these kinds of bills, and Mr. 
Laughlin's amendment has merit, Mr. Speaker. 1 urge its 
SUPPOrt. 

0, the ouestion recurrine. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Smith. 

Mr. L. E. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I am well aware of the 
surcharge and the reason for it and what it is all about. 
What I am trying to convey to the gentleman is that it 
would not apply to this legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the minority whip, Mr. Mand- 
erino, wish to be recognized on the amendment? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I am concerned about 
the information that we just received from Mr. Smith, that 

-. 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will strike the vote. 
Does the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, wish to debate the 

amendment? The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. I am sorry, 1 thought this was on the bill. 1 
avologize, Mr. Sveaker. . . 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-80 

Armstrong Fischer Levin 
Austin Fryer Livengood 
k lard i  Gallagher McCall 
Borrki Gamble Mclntyre 
Brown Gatski McMonagle 
Caltagirone Goodman Manderino 
Cappabianca Grabowski Michlovic 
Chess Gray Milanovich 
Clark, B. D. Greenfield Mrkooic 
Cochran Harper Murphy 
Cohen Hoeffel Novak 
Cole Hutchinson, A. O'Dannell 

Schmitt 
Schweder 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taylor. F. 
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Cow ell lrvis Oliver Telek 
DeMedio ltkin Petrarca Trello 
DeWeese Johnson, I. J. Pistella Wachob 
Dawida Knight Pratt Wargo 
Dombrowski Kolter Pucciarelli White 
Donatucci, R. Kowalyshyn Pyles Wright, D. R. 
Duffy Kukovich Rieger Yahner 
Fee Laughlin Rodgers Zelier 

NAYS-102 

Alden 
Anderson 
Arty 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Brandt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark, M. R. 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Durham 
Earley 
Foster, W. W. 

Fwter, Ir., A. Lewis 
Freind McClatchy 
Gallen McVerry 
Oannon Mackowski 
Geesey Madigan 
Gcist Manmiller 
George, C. Micozzie 
George. M. H. Miller 
Gladeck Moehlmann 
Grieco Mowery 
Gruppo Mullen 
Hagarty Nahill 
Halverson Noye 
Hasay O'Brien. B. F. 
Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien, D. M. 
Helfrick Perzel 
Honaman Petcrson 
Hutchinson, W. Phillips 
Johnson. E. 0. Piccola 
Kanuck Pievsky 
Klingaman Pitts 
Lashinger Polite 
Lehr Pot1 
Lescovitz Punt 
Lettennan Rappaport 
Levi Rasco 

NOT VOTING-13 

Reed 
Rocks 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Serafini 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wenger 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright. Jr., 1. 
Yohn 
Zwiki 

Seltzer. 
Speaker 

Bowser Jones Rhodes Shadding 
Dumas Lynch, E. R. Richardson Williams 
Giammarco Maiale Ritter Zord 
Ooebel 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fishn K n v w  Weidner 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments were not agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Lehigh, Mr. Ritter. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. RITTER. On the last roll call, Mr. Speaker, I 
thought I voted in the negative. Someone said my vote did 
not record over on that side. 1 thought 1 saw it over there. 
Can the Speaker check? 

The SPEAKER. The Chief Clerk informs me that the 
gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to be recorded in the 
negative on the Laughlin amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York, Mr. 
Foster. 

Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I find myself recorded 
in the affirmative on HB 1425, PN 2925. That is an error, 
Mr. Speaker. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2393 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I was rising to speak 

on the bill, but I understand there is another amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no notice of any addi- 

tional amendments. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, then I yield to the 

gentleman, Mr. Hutchinson. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Westmoreland, Mr. Hutchinson. 

Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON. I would like to make a 
motion, but I would like to have a few remarks before. 

Yesterday we voted on HB 1805, and I read in the paper 
today that one of the persons who made the amendment in 
the Senate is a little bit befuddled. He does not know what 
he did, and the Secretary of Banking said that we were 
going to raise the interest on automobiles with the same HB 
1805. With that, I would like to make a motion to lay this 
bill on the table until next week, until we find out what is 
going to happen to HB 1805. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. 
Hutchinson, moves that HB 2393 be laid on the table. This 
is not a debatable motion. Those in favor of laying the bill 
on the table will vote "aye"; opposed, "no." 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-73 

Armstrong 
Austin 
Borski 
Brown 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Chess 
Clark, B. D. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cowell 
DeMedio 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Dombrowski 
Duffy 
Fee 
Fryer 

Gallagher McCall 
Gamblc Mclntyrc 
Gatski McMonagle 
George, C.  Manderino 
Grabowski Michlovic 
Gray Milanovich 
Greenfield Moehlmann 
Harper Mrkonic 
Hoeffel Mullen 
Hutchinson. A. Murphy 
lrvis O'Donnell 
ltkin Oliver 
Knight Petrarca 
Kolter Pistella 
Kukovich Pratt 
Laughlin Pucciarelli 
Lescovitz Reed 
Levin Ritter 

Rodgers 
Schmitt 
Schwcder 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taylor, F 
Telek 
Trello 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Zeller 

Alden Foster, Ir., A. Levi Rasco 
Anderson Freind Lewis Richardson 
Arty Gallen Livengood Rocks 
Belardi Cannon Lynch, E. R. Ryan 
Beloff Geesey McClatchy Salvatore 
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Bennett Ocist McVcrry 
Berson George, M. H.  Mackowski 
Bittle Oladcck Madigan 
Bowser Ooebel Manmilln 
Brandt Owdman Miconie 
Burd Grieco Miller 
Ccssar ONPPO Mowery 
Cimini Hagarty Nahill 
Civera Halverson Novak 
Clark, M. R. Hasay Noye 
Cornell Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien, B. F. 
Coslett Hclfrick O'Brien, D. M. 
Cunningham Honaman Perzd 
DeVerter Hutchinson, W. Peterson 
DiCarlo Johnson. E. O. Phillips 
Dictz Johnson, 1. J. Piccola 
Dininni Jones Pievsky 
Donatucci, R. Kanuck Pi t s  
Dorr Klingaman Polite 
Durham Kowalyshyn Pot1 
Earley Lashinger Punt 
Fischer Lehr Pyles 
Foster, W. W. Letterman Rappaport 

NOT VOTING-12 

Burns Giammarco Rieger 
Davies Maiale Shadding 
Dumas Rhodes Sweet 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvcy 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the 
motion was not agreed to. 

Scheaffcr 
Serafini 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. H. 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Thomas 
Vrwn 
Wenger 
White 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Yahncr 
Yohn 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Williams 
Wilson 
Wright. Jr., J. 

Zitterman 

negative, and the 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, HB 2393 

permits the interest rate on third-party transactions on the 
purchase of automobiles to rise, depending upon what the 
Federal discount rate is as defined in the bill, and the bill 
defines the Federal discount rate as that rate at which 
advances and borrowings can take place from the Federal 
Reserve Board by member hanks plus any surcharge in 
effect a t  the time. Presently the Federal discount rate is at 
13 percent and there are many banks that have the 3- 
percent surcharge added; so that rate, as defined by this bill 
that we are pegging ourselves to, is now at 16 percent. And 
that 16 percent will permit, under the provisions in this bill, 
an add-on interest rate of 10 1/2 percent. Prior to 
December, the rate was an add-on rate of 6 percent. In 
December we allowed on these kinds of transactions a 1- 
percent increase, that is, a 1-percent add-on, which really 
meant that the annual percentage rate went to 12.83 
percent. 

If we allow this bill to pass and become law, under the 
provisions of this bill the top interest rate could be 18.75 
percent on these kinds of transactions. And, as I said 
before, this bill in itself raises the interest rate or permits 
the interest rate to rise 46 percent over current law. It 
permits a rise in interest rate over what has been the law in 
this Commonwealth for many, many, years, which we 
changed in December, and permits the rate to rise over last 
year's rate by 70 percent. 

Again, with all the arguments we made yesterday on HB 
1805 about placing the burden of inflation upon the 
consumer and making the special interest hole apply in this 
bill, the only persons, the only people that are going to be 
hurt by this bill are those who purchase cars on time and 
pay interest in third-party transactions. When you go to 
your automobile dealer and sign all your papers there, you 
sign your loan papers there, instead of paying interest at the 
rate of 12.83 percent, you will probably be paying interest 
at the rate of 18.75 percent. All of the arguments made 
yesterday and some today about how money is becoming 
more available to those who lend it at cheaper rates apply. 
We should not, we should not pass this kind of legislation 
allowing for this great gap, this great increase, in interest 
rates to a great detriment of the consumers across this 
Commonwealth. I urge a negative vote on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Chester, Mrs. Taylor. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, first of all as most of the 
members of the House know, this bill concerns itself with 
the finance charges permitted by law on the purchases of 
automobiles under the Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act. 
And if there is any one point that I would like to get across 
very clearly, and 1 will say it like two ways, this bill does 
not raise the interest rate. This bill does not establish a law 
that will raise the interest rate. This bill is not a 
nunconsumer bill. This bill might be labeled a consumer bill 
because right now we do not have any consumers for our 
new automobiles. Our automobile industry is in trouble. 
The bill is different from the one that we passed in the 
House yesterday. Yesterday we passed a bill that dealt with 
direct, direct loans. Today we are talking about a bill that 
involves a third-party loan. It is obvious, I am sure, to 
every member of this House that the automobile industry in 
this country is a barometer, and right now that barometer is 
falling. And 1 suggest to you, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, that this may not be a bill that we would pass if 
circumstances were different, but circumstances are not 
different. We need this bill; consumers need this bill; auto- 
mobile dealers need this bill; and I suggest to you that we 
pass the bill and also remember that the automobile 
industry is supportive of the Pennsylvania steel industry, 
the Pennsylvania glass industry and the Pennsylvania auto- 
mobile manufacturers - tires, what have you. 

Let me share with you some information that I received 
concerning what is happening in our surrounding states. In 
Maryland, as of April, their rate for automobile dealers, 21 
1/2 percent. In New York, they are in the process of 
changing their law. New Jersey had a 7-percent add-on, but 
now it is up to 9-percent. Ohio has an APR - Annual 
Percent Rate - 15 percent to 18 percent. Delaware has a 
floating rate with a discount; and that, Mr. Speaker, is 
what we are trying to do in HB 2393, and I urge the 
passage of this legislation. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
1 from Allegheny, Mr. Cowell. 
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Mr. COWELL. Would Mrs. Taylor consent to inter- 
rogation, please? 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, may proceed. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to just deter- 
mine with certainty exactly how the adjustment mechanism 
will work and from what base it will work as it is described 
on page 2, starting with the new language. Now it is rather 
clear, the language is rather clear, that when the discount 
rate is less than 11 percent, the finance charge will be 7. 
And it states clearly that when the discount rate is at 11 
percent, the discount rate will be 8 percent. I am concerned 
and my question relates to the language that begins on line 
25 of page 2. It says, "Whenever the Federal Reserve 
discount rate exceeds eleven percent (11%) ...", and today it 
does. Today it is 13 percent. So I am assuming that we are 
beginning with a base of 13 percent today and an interest 
rate of 7 percent. It says whenever it exceeds, as it does 
today when it is 13 percent, "...the Secretary of Banking 
shall as promptly as possible following" an additional 
" change ..." I am inserting the word "additional," but 
" ... following a change in such rate....", which means that 
if it goes from 13 now up to 14, then the rate of finance 
charge can he increased or decreased appropriately. 

I am asking, does that language say all that you intend it 
to say? As 1 read it and as I interpret it here, that 7-percent 
rate is not going to increase and the Secretary of Banking 
cannot increase it until and unless the discount rate is 
increased above 13 percent. But if the discount rate 
decreases below 13 percent, there will be no change whatso- 
ever. I do  not think that is what you intend, hut that is 
what it seems to say. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, if I could attempt to 
answer the question, at the present time the discount rate is 
13 percent. If this bill were to be law today, the add-on rate 
would be 9 percent. As the discount rate goes up 1 
percentage point, the add-on rate would rise half a point. 
So I believe the Secretary of Banking is not going to make 
any adjustments, Mr. Speaker. The Secretary of Banking is 
merely going to announce, he is going to inform the 
community as to what the discount rate would be at a 
certain time if it has changed. If the discount rate has gone 
from I1 to 12 or I1 to 13-and I believe it is at 13 today- 
then I think the bill is saying that the add-on rate would 
then be 9 percent. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 appreciate your inter- 
pretation and I thought that the intent was that the add-on 
rate would be 9 percent today, but in fact there is not a 
change occuring from 11 percent to 13 percent after the 
adoption of this law, if it is adopted. The base will he 13 
percent. That is what we have today and that is what will 
be in effect probably if this bill becomes law immediately. 
And my interpretation is that any changes will be from that 
13-percent base or whatever hase exists at the time the law 
is adopted rather than from the hase of 11 percent that 
perhaps existed at the time this bill was written. And 1 am 
concerned that this is going to end up heing very confusing, 

- - 

not just for us but for the Secretary of Banking and, more 
importantly, for some judge who gets called in to make 
some determination. The language that was struck on lines 
14 through 22 seems to have addressed that question more 
clearly than does the language that was inserted. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I was going to suggest 
that, you know, we might he confused about it but 
hopefully the Secretary of Banking will not be. It seems to 
me that it does very clearly, Mr. Speaker, on page 2, line 
22. where it reads, "So long as the Federal Reserve 
discount rate is less than eleven percent (11%) and eight 
Percent (8%) per Year when the Federal Reserve discount 
rate is eleven percent (11%)." I think what it is saying there 
is that, you know, that is the base, 11 percent is the base. 
However, as of today we are now at  a discount rate of 13 
Percent. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, if I may make a brief 
remark, please. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Mr. Cowell. The 
gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 was concerned about HB 
2393 at the beginning because it is an open-ended proposi- 
tion. We really do not know what the rates might be in the 
future, and I find it difficult to support interest hills that 
are open-ended. But equally as important now following 
this discussion, 1 am concerned that the language, the new 
k z u a g e ,  that we propose to insert into this law is equally 
unclear and perhaps may even work to the detriment of the 
cause that is supposedly heing served by this bill and is 
trying to be served by the proponents of this bill. 

We can be very clear in terms of interest language, 
interest rates, if we chose to be, and that is what we ought 
to be. That is the approach we ought to use. I am opposed 
to open-ended language and I am very opposed to this 
language that currently exists in HB 2393, because I do  not 
even think it clearly states the intent of the proponents of 
the legislation. And on that basis, 1 would urge that we 
defeat it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I think that part of the 

confusion that arises-and I must insist that we look at this 
hard-is that the Federal Reserve discount rate that Mrs. 
Taylor is talking about, at 13, is not the Federal Reserve 
discount rate that this bill talks about. This bill defines for 
itself what Federal Reserve discount rate means, and it says 
that it means the 13 percent at the Federal Reserve Board 
and the 3-percent surcharge. So we really start out with a 
discount rate of 16. Now there is no way to deny the 
language that appears on page 3 of the bill, at lines 7 
through 13, which says, "...the 'Federal Reserve discount 
rate' shall"-"for the purpose of this paragraphw- 
'' be, ..." and it does not mean the 13 percent that Mrs. 
Taylor is talking about because it defines something else. 
There is no question that the add-on permitted by this bill 
is not 9 percent hut it is 10 1/2 percent, which is substan- 
tially above what even Mrs. Taylor evidently intends. The 
hill does not do what it is purported to do. 
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Mr. Speaker, I urge a negative vote and, on this impor- 
tant measure, I ask that only members in their seats and 
present here vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. We have been hearing today about 
how high the rates can go. And, indeed, if our inflation 
rate keeps up, the true interest rate of money will continue 
to go up, because, historically, interest rates have gone 
between 2 and 4 percent above the inflation rate. So the 
people know that they are getting their money back when 
they invest it plus a modest return, which is in effect what 
is going on today. 

I must point out that if this 3-percent surcharge comes 
off in the near future, as many people expect it to be, then 
the rate for the purpose of this bill will be 13 percent, not 
16 percent. The rates are coming down; good. Then these 
rates will come down in tandem with it. Rates go up. Rates 
come down. The problem with the last 5 years has been 
that the fluctuation in rates has been very extreme and the 
pendulum has swung wider than it has historically, and we 
really have not gotten adjusted to that in our thinking, and 
this series of bills tries to do that. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Gallen. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I have a friend who is in 
the meatpacking business, just as the Speaker is or was. He 
is fond of telling a story about-this happened years ago- 
one of his customers calling him and saying, How much are 
your franks this week, Charlie? He said, I am selling franks 
for 49 cents a pound. He said, Seltzer is selling them for 39 
cents a pound. Charlie said, Well, why don't you go buy 
them from Seltzer? He said, Seltzer doesn't have any. 
Charlie said, Oh, when I don't have any, I sell them for 19 
cents a pound. 

The SPEAKER. Come into the 20th century, man. 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, today banks and lending 

institutions are unwilling to make automobile loans on new 
cars, old cars, or anything else, because they just cannot 
make money on them. They are paying more for their 
money than that. Wealthy people can buy cars today. They 
buy new cars because they have the money. Poor people 
cannot buy cars or people of modest incomes cannot buy 
cars because nobody will lend them the money. Mr. 
Speaker, if this bill becomes law, these people will be able 
to purchase automobiles. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Clearfield, Mr. George. 

The Chair never heard the gentleman more eloquent. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish you would explain to 

me how the bankers stopped that microphone on me 
because I am against this bill. 

Well, I would not say it is just the automobile dealers, 
my friends. I would say that it is everything in high finance. 
And I would also say, from the debate 1 have heard just a 
little while ago or for the last half hour, there are a lot of 
people in here who pay cash for their automobiles, because 
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it is evident that not many of you are forced to finance. 
And it is also quite evident to me that we must live under 
that old adage that "talk is cheap and it takes money to 
buy whiskey," because that is the way you are acting today. 
And if you are going to stand there and tell this member- 
ship and go Out in November and tell those constituents 
how You care, then yon better go back to your printer and 
get some of your literature changed, because you really do 
not care. I am not here to embarrass you. I would be just 
as embarrassed if I was caught up in this thing, and 1 think 
I speak from some expertise as far as an automobile dealer. 

I know all about reserve and I know what the situation 
is, and 1 guess a long time ago they were absolutely right 
when the three men asked what the best invention was and 
who Were those people responsible. And it has been 
decided, Mr. Speaker, that it was not electricity or it was 
not the telephone; that, in fact, it was interest. That, 
indeed, is the best invention. 

And what are we doing? We are taking that average 
individual that we speak for and in behalf of and we say 
that it does not make any difference that when you are 
unemployed and all the benefits cease, yon no longer have 
health coverage or health protection, and if something 
happens within your family that is going to take an extra 
$50 or $60, it will not make any difference, because, 
Mister, you are going to lose your automobile. It is going 
to be repossessed. 

DO not let anybody kid you that this bill is not before us 
today because it is not going to make somebody some 
money. And if it is going to make somebody some money. 
it is not the little guy that is going to benefit; it is the little 
guy that is going to Pay. And 1 can tell You that the same 
amount of automobiles will be sold in Pennsylvania next 
year as there would have been if we had not passed this 
bill. So if these bankers and these dealers are telling you 
that this bill is necessary to help them sell automobiles, I 
am saying to You that for too long and for too many times 
we have stood here in this House and we have said to that 
honest individual that makes his payments, we are now 
going to charge you more because the banks and the dealers 
want more money for that individual that is a bad risk. 
And that is all this is about. 

In these times when no one can predict what is going on, 
I would say that we should be ashamed of ourselves for 
even insisting that we would look into the merits of a bill 
like this at this moment. I would encourage you to vote no 
for this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Mr. Itkin. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to ask the sponsor 
to consent to a brief interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the lady consent to be inter- 
rogated? 

Mrs. Taylor indicates that she will stand for interroga- 
tion. Mr. Itkin may proceed. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am having some difficulty 
appreciating the nonuniform application of this particular 
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your own testimony, will not be able to get the financing 1 The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
and be able to conduct their business? I mean, why did you , . 
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leaoer. 
not allow the same increase on those particular applica- 
t;nn.? I Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have discussed with the 

amendment to the Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act. I see 
that there are a number of categories of interest rates 
permitted for different classes and different uses of motor 
vehicles, and I see that the only category that is being 
uncapped and allowed to rise, as the cost of money 
increases, is category 1. I wonder whether the lady would 
he able to comment on why she saw fit only to uncap the 
interest charges in one category while leaving all the other 
caps on? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I will take a stab at that. 
The new car dealers are the dealers that are in trouble. This 
classification refers to new cars. It also refers to, I think, 
and the classification says that it is new motor vehicles 
except those having a cash value of $10,000 or more that 
would be used for commercial purposes. 

So, directly speaking, Mr. Speaker, I think the answer to 
that question is that that classification was looked at 
because it was in that classification that not only were the 
new dealers having difficulty, but the people, the 
consumers, were the ones who went to the bank and found 
that they could not get any money in order to buy in the 
new-car market. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, you talk about new cars, and 
let us only deal with the concept of new-car sales. Yet there 
is another category that deals with new-car sales, and you 
mentioned it briefly in your response - those vehicles over 
$10,000 which are used primarily for commercial purpose. 

Now as I understand the existing law, which you are not 
changing in this particular area, you are still, by your 
amendment, permitting a cap on new cars selling for over 
$10,000, with a cap of an add-on interest rate of 7 1/2 
percent. Now if your concern is for the person procuring a 
car being able to do  so and getting the money available, 
why are you not being so generous to those individuals who 
purchase vehicles for commercial applications who, from 

Mrs. TAYLOR. I will take a stab at that, and then I will 
let some of the financiers make a statement. 

The point, I think, is that if you were buying a commer- 
cial vehicle over $10,000 and you went to the hank, there 
would be money for that kind of purchase. There is not 
money at the present time-as was pointed out several times 

that it is satisfactory to have a 7 1/2-percent add-on, but 
then you tell me that I can go to the same bank and say, 
well, no, I really want to use this as a personal car. I do 
not really wish to use it for a commercial application, and 
they can say, well, we have no money for you; if you would 
say to us that you use it for a commercial purpose and you 
will buy a more expensive car, we would certainly give it to 
YOU at the 7 112-percent cap. I just do  not see it. I see just 
the contrary. 

What I see is an attempt to make money flow into the 
car financing operations by imposing additional interest 
rates on the average car purchaser and giving deference to 
the larger car purchaser who may use a more expensive car 
or vehicle for a commercial purpose and telling him that he 
can get away at very, very low interest rates, and I do  not 
understand how you can in good conscience sock it to the 
average car purchaser and then allow those who purchase 
more expensive vehicles from not feeling the same type of 
problem. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, but I did not 
hear the question. 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicated she was unable to 
hear the question. Will the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, please 
repeat the inquiry? 

Mr. ITKIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I guess I am asking for 
the second time, what was the motive for uncapping interest 
rates on vehicles used for noncommercial- 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, may we have a 2-minute recess 
for a second, please? 

Mr. ITKIN. A 1-second or a Z-minute recess? 
Mr. RYAN. I caught that mistake myself. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, yield to 

the majority leader? 
Mr. ITKIN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

prime sponsor and the minority whip the need for an 
amendment, and, accordingly, 1 would ask that this bill be 
set aside temporarily and that the House go back and take 
up SB 543 while we are awaiting the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will pass 
over HB 2393 temporarily. The Chair hears none. 

during the dehate-for the average, ordinary consumer who 
needs to use his car or her car orivatelv for their dailv I CONSIDERATION OF SB 543 RESUMED 

not on what we are talking about now. 
Mr. ITKIN. Well, I do  not know. Perhaps someone else 

will want to respond, because it does not seem clear to me 
if the basis of the argument is that money goes to where 
you can make the greatest return on investments. You are 
telling me that there is adequate money to purchase vehicles 
if I say I am going to use it for a commercial purpose and 

work. I would assume that money would be more available 
for commercial loans, because it is the commercial loans 
where, I guess, the hanks make most of their profits and 

Mr. MANDERINO offered the following amendments: 

on the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the hill as amended on third 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 1635). oane 12. line 22. bv strikinn out . , - 
"INCLUDING LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS,~ 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 1635). page 12. line 24. bv insertinp. 
afrer   COMMONWEALTH."^ for  the purpose of thL 
subsection, a legislative or senatorial district shall he considered 
a puhlic office. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment has to 

do with the portion of the bill that indicates that the 
financing accounts of 5 percent of all the persons running 
for public office will he audited. The language that was 
used in the bill, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, was confusing 
in that it talked of 5 percent of all public offices including 
legislative districts for which candidates must file nomi- 
nating petitions or papers with the Secretary of the 
Commonwealth would be audited, and legislative district is 
not a precise term. It does not speak to senatorial districts, 
and it does not make it clear whether 5 percent of all these 
will be audited or whether 5 percent of all the offices 
elected would he audited. 

1 simply make a very minor change, and I will read to 
you the way the change makes the section read. "The 
Secretary of the Commonwealth shall select by lottery, at  a 
public drawing, forty days after each general and municipal 
election five per cent of all public offices," and I have 
taken out "including legislative districts", and I just 
continued, "for which candidates must file nominating peti- 
tions or papers with the Secretary of the Commonwealth." 
I have added this line: "For the purpose of this subsection, 
a legislative or senatorial district shall he considered a 
public office." That means that each legislative district and 
each senatorial district and each other office that is elected 
in the statewide election or any election where the filing has 
to he with the Secretary of the Commonwealth, 5 percent 
of all of those will he audited. 1 change nothing but make it 
clear that we are talking about legislative districts meaning 
senatorial as well as House districts. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I reviewed this amendment 
with Mr. Maoderiuo earlier and I agree with his statement 
that this cleans up the language of the act, and I will 
support it. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-184 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrang 
Arty 
Austin 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Bnson 
Bittlc 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 

Foster, Ir., A. 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gatski 
Omey 
Geist 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Gladeck 
Goebel 
Goodman 
Grabowski 
Gray 

Levin 
Lewia 
Livengood 
Lynch, E. R 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McMonagle 
MeVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Milanovich 
Miller 
Moehlmann 

Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. H 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 

Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cow dl 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
LltWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster. W. W. 

Greenfield Mowcry 
Grieco Mrkonic 
Gruppa Mullen 
Hagarty Murphy 
Halverson Nahill 
Harper Novak 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes, Jr.. S. O'Brien, B. F. 
Helfrick O'Donnell 
Hoeffel Oliver 
Honaman Perrel 
Hutchinson. A. Peterson 
Hutchinson, W. Petrarca 
lrvis Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Johnson, E. G. Pievsky 
Johnson, J. J. Pistella 
Jones Pitts 
Kanuck Polite 
Klingaman Pott 
Knight Pratt 
Kolter Pucciarelli 
Kowalyshyn Punt 
Kukovich Pyles 
Lashinger Rappaport 
Laughlin Rasco 
Lehr Reed 
Lescoviu Rhodes 
Letterman Ritter 
Levi 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-11 

Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Williams 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., J. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Burns Mclntyre Richardson Shadding 
Dumas Maiale Rieger Wilson 
Giammarco O'Brien, D. M. Schweder 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the balcony 20 
students from the Lancaster Mennonite High School with 
their teachers, Mr. George and Mr. Weher. They are here 
today as the guests of the Lancaster County delegation. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 543 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Mr. MANDERINO offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 1626), page 9, line 10, by removing the 
period after "COPYING" and inserting as herein provided. 
Any person may inspect or copy such vouchers by filing a 
request with the appropriate supervisory office which shall 
notify the candidate or political committee of such request. 
The candidate or political committee shall have the option of 
either forwarding such vouchers to the supervisor for such 
purpose or making the vouchers available to the requesting 
Derson. - 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 1626), page 9, line 12, by striking out 
"ANY PERSON" 
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Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 1626), page 9, line 13, by striking out 
"WHEN NOTIFIED OF SUCH FAILURE," and inserting 
such officer 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this has to do with the 

section of  the bill which permits the candidate, rather than 
to file vouchers, to keep vouchers on file which must then 
be made available upon request for copying to anyone who 
wants to copy or  to review the same. I simply add to that 
section of the bill, Mr. Speaker: 

Any person may inspect or copy such vouchers by 
filing a request with the appropriate supervisory 
office which shall notify the candidate or political 
committee of such request. The candidate or polit- 
ical committee shall have the option of either 
forwarding such vouchers to the supervisor for such 
purpose or making the vouchers available to the 
requesting person. 

I am trying to eliminate the coming to your home and 
your office of many individuals who may want to review it, 
and I am simply saying that anyone who wants to review it 
makes a request of the supervisor and we furnish then the 
vouchers to the supervisor for review. If you want to give 
them to the person who requests it, we can also. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I reviewed this amendment 
also with Mr. Manderino and I am of an  opinion that it 
makes sense and should be adopted. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Anderson Foster. Ir., A. Lewis Rocks 
Armstrong Freind Livengood Rodgers 
Arty Fryer McCall Ryan 
Austin Gallagher MeClatchy Salvatore 
Belardi Gallen McMonagle Scheaffer 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Bcrson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brand1 
Brawn 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark. M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 

Gamble 
Gannon 
Gatski 
Geesey 
Geist 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Gladeck 
Goebel 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Halverson 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes, Jr., S. 
Helfrick 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson. A. 

McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Michlovic 
Mieozzie 
Milanovich 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Novak 
Noye 
O'Brien. B. F. 
O'Brien. D. M. 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 

Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 

Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earlcy 
Fee 
Fiseher 
Foster, W. W. 

Hutchinson, W. Petrarea 
lrvis Phillips 
Itkin Piccola 
Johnson, E. G. Pievsky 
Jones Pistella 
Kanuck Pitts 
Klingaman Polite 
Knight Pot1 
Kolter Pratt 
Kowalyshyn Pucciarelli 
Kukovich Punt 
Lashinger Pyles 
Laughlin Rappaport 
Lehr Rasco 
Lescovitz Reed 
Letterman Rhodes 
Levi Ritter 
Levin 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-15 

Wachob 
War go 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Williams 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., J 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Alden Goodman Maiale Shadding 
Burns Johnson. I. J. Richardson Smith, E. H 
Dumas Lynch, E. R. Rieger Wilson 
Giammarco Mclntyre Schweder 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Mr. MANDERINO offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 6, page 8, line 30, by striking out 
"SUBSECTIONS" and inserting Clause (4) of subsection (b), 
subsections 

Amend Sec. 6 (Sec. 1626), page 9, by inserting between 
lines 4 and 5 (b) Each report shall include the following 
information: 

* *. 
(4) [Each and) Except as provided herein, every cxpendi- 

lure, the date made, the full name and address of the person to 
whom made and the purpose for which such expenditure was 
made. An expenditureoftwenty-five dollars ( ~ 2 5 j  or less for a 
campaign worker or a poll watcher shall be listed only as a 
total sum of all such expenditures. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment 

addresses the section of this bill that deals with expenditures 
of $25 or less in any campaign. Presently we are allowed 
under the law to report contributions of  less than $25 in the 
aggregate. We can say that we received 17 contributions of 
less than $25 or 150 less than $25 and we can report the 
total sum. This speaks to the expenditure side but limits the 
same kind of  aggregate filing of $25 or  less to the expendi- 
tures made for campaign workers and poll watchers. 

Mr. Speaker, the rationale and the purpose of this 
amendment is to eliminate what appears t o  be a require- 
ment in existing law that reports include the names and 
addresses of all campaign workers. The mechanics of 



990 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 30, 

paying such workers makes it extremely difficult to comply 
with this requirement. This exception is limited to campaign 
workers. Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have reviewed this amend- 
ment with Mr. Manderino, and I disagree with him. 

I think the bill as drafted, requiring on the expenditure 
side a list of those people to whom money was paid by the 
campaign committee, should be held intact. And I under- 
stand the illogic of that position in that contributions of 
less than $25 may be grouped and expenditures of less than 
$25 may not be grouped, but 1 think it is proper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Mr. Chess. 

Mr. CHESS. Mr. Speaker, I join with the majority leader 
in opposition to this amendment. 

In districts such as my own and some of my colleagues' 
from Allegheny County, where we do not pay our poll 
workers and we are often up against the machine which 
does nothing but pay the poll workers, there is often a 
question of who is working for whom; where the money is 
being spent; who is getting what money; how is it filtering 
down. In many cases the money goes to two or three 
individuals, and the amounts may filter down to $25 or less 
per individual, but one person is getting maybe $200, $300, 
$400, $500, and I think it raises some very serious questions 
if we would delete this amendment. I oppose the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoanizes the eentleman - - 
from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller. 

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I agree with our minority 
leader. What Mr. Chess is saying is true. What a political 
group can do  is just list X amount that was given to so 
many campaign workers, and there is no saying that it 
really went to campaign workers. It took care of wetting 
the whistle of some powerful district politician who was 
taken care of because he can deliver, and we want to know 
who those workers are so they can be checked out. It is not 
going to go to some kingpin who is going to be calling the 
shots. That is a fact. What will happen is all they will list is 
X amount of money went out to X amount of people 
without listing names. This is no way to work it because, as 

Cochran 
DeMedio 
Donatucci, R. 
Duffy 
Fee 
Gallagher 
Gamble 
Gatski 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Belardi 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark, M. R. 
Cahen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Die@ 
Dininni 

Irvis Novak 
Jones Oliver 
Knight Pievsky 
Kolter Pratt 
Lescovitz Puceiarelli 
Levin Rappaport 
McCall Rhodes 

Earley Letterman 
Fischer Levi 
Foster. W. W. Lewis 
Foster, Jr.. A. Livengood 
Freind Lynch, E. R. 
Fryer McClatchy 
Gallen McVerry 
Cannon Mackowski 
Geesey Manmiller 
Geist Michlovic 
George, C. Micorzie 
George, M. H. Miller 
Gladeck Moehlmann 
Goebel Mowery 
Goodman Murphy 
Grieco Nahill 
Gruppo Noye 
Hagarty O'Brien. B. F. 
Halverson O'Bricn. D. M. 
Hasay O'Donnell 
Hayes, Ir., S. Penel 
Helfrick Peterson 
Hoeffel Petrarca 
Honaman Piccola 
Hutchinson, W. Pistella 
ltkin Pitts 
Johnson, E. G. Polite 
Kanuck Pott 
Klingaman Punt 
Kowalyshyn Pyles 
Kukovich R ~ S C O  

Street 
Sweet 
Trello 
Wargo 
White 
Williams 
Zeller 

Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Serafini 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. H. 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wass 
Wenger 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., I,  
Y ahner 
Yohn 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Dambrowski Lashinger Reed Seltzer, 
Dorr Laughlin Ritter Speaker 
Durham Lehr Rocks 

NOT VOTING-13 

Burns Mclntyre Phillips Schweder 
Dumas Madigan Richardson Shadding 
Giammarco Maiale Rieger Wilson 
Johnson, J. J. 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments were not agreed to. 

Austin Grabowski McMonagle Rodgers 
Beloff Gray Manderino Sehmitt 
Caltagirone Greenfield Milanovich Seventy 
Cappabianca Harper Mrkanic Shupnik 
Clark, B. D. Hutchinson, A. Mullen Steighner 

a matter of fact, they can list one hunk of money that went 
out to so many people in an area and here some powerful 
district politician got the money because he is going to 
deliver that area. That is one of the reasons why 1 am very 
much afraid of it. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-49 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Chester, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. E. H. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, on the Manderino 
amendment No. 6320, 1 was out of my seat. I would like to 
be recorded in favor of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 
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CONSIDERATION OF SB 543 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-176 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Austin 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 

Foster, W. W. 
Foster, Jr., A. 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gatski 
Geesey 
Geist 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Gladeck 
Goodman 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 

Levi 
Lewis 
Livengood 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Miehlovie 
Mieouie 
Milanovich 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 

Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, L. E 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affir- 
mative. 

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate 
with the information that the House has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the Senate is 
requested. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I had my individuals crossed 
on the last amendment. I was in favor of what the majority 
leader was saying, and I voted wrong. I want to be voted in 
the negative on the amendment A6328. Sorry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Levin. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I pushed my button, hut 1 did 
not see the light in the affirmative on the final passage of 
SB 543. Could you check and see whether 1 was recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Levin, is not 
recorded. 

Mr. LEVIN. I would like the record to reveal that I 
Chess Grieco Mullen Sweet 
Cimini Gruppo Murphy Swift 

would have voted "yes" had it been operative. 
Civera Hagarty Nahill Taddonio The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
Clark. B. D. 
Clark. M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucei, R. 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 

Cornell 

Burns 
Dumas 
Giammarco 
Goebel 

Barber 
Fisher 

~&erdon  
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes. Jr.. S. 
Helfrick 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson, A. 
Hutchinson, W. 
lrvis 
ltkin 

Novak Taylor, E. Z 
Noye Taylor, F. 
O'Brien, B. F. Telek 
O'Brien, D. M. Thomas 
Oliver Trello 
Perzel Vroon 
Peterson Waehob 
Petrarca Wargo 
Phillips Wass 
Piccola Wenger 
Pievskv White 

Johnson, E. G. pistella 
Johnson, J. I. Pitts 
Jones Polite 
Kanuck Pott 
Klingaman Pratt 
Knight Punt 
Kolter Pyles 
Kowalyshyn Rappaport 
Lashinger Rasco 
Laughlin Reed 
Lehr Rhodcs 
Lescovitz Ritter 
Letterman 

NAYS-4 

Kukovich O'Donnell 

NOT VOTING-I5 

Levin Pucciarelli 
Lynch, E. R. Richardson 
McIntyre Rieger 
Maiale Schweder 

EXCUSED-7 

Hayes, D. S. McKelvey 
Knepper Weidner 

Williams 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., I. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Street 

Shadding 
Smith, E. H. 
Wilson 

Zitterman 

upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from North- 

umberland, Mr. Phillips. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, 1 was out of my seat on 

the Manderino amendment A6328. 1 wish to be recorded in 
the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will he spread 
upon the record. 

OBJECTION TO PASSING BILLS OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all hills on page 10 
will he passed over. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I have an ohjection to 
passing all the hills over on page 10. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, HB 2135 is a change 

in the appropriation in the Motor License Fund which will 
pay state policemen, I am told, who have already been 
informed that their next paycheck cannot he forthcoming 
because this hill has not run. 

Now, I do not know why this bill was not run. It has 
been on the calendar for 15 legislative days; it went on and 
off the table yesterday. 1 have several amendments to the 
bill, Mr. Speaker, but I think that the hill ought to be 
called up, the amendments dealt with, and send the hill on 
its way so that the State Police can get paid. 

The SPEAKER. Without ohjection, HB 2032, HB 2101, 
and HB 21 14 will be passed over. The Chair hears none. 
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The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, two things: First, the leader- 

ship marked their calendar this morning, and this bill was 
marked for a hold. I had no inclination that Mr. Mand- 
erino intended to call it up, although I marked the calendar 
that Mr. Manderino had an amendment for it. 

Mr. MANDERINO. 1 told you this morning when we 
marked the calendar that 1 had every intention of calling up 
HB 2135. 

Mr. RYAN. I have no recollection of that. I honestly do 
not. In any event, your calendar and my calendar show that 
it was not caucused on by the Republican side, and that is 
the reason it was held over along with any number of other 
hills, two others on that particular page not having been 
caucused on by the Democratic side. 

The reason I am told that we did not caucus on it was 
that the Appropriations Committee is of an opinion that 
inasmuch as this is a House bill, the State Police problem 
will be quicker reached and quicker solved through another 
process, and I would be happy to yield to Mr. McClatchy, 
who would discuss that with you if you like. Other than 
that, Mr. Speaker, 1 would again ask for-and I recognize 
my mistake this time-a 2- or 3-minute recess for a second. 

Would you like to interrogate or hear from Mr. 
McClatchy on it, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I am asking that HB 
2135 be called up. My specific reason is that I am beginning 
to get calls from the State Police in my district who are 
telling me that they are not going to get paid because I have 
amendments to HB 2135. I do not know where they are 
getting that information, but certainly if this is the vehicle 
that is going to give them the pay, I do not want to hold it 
up. I want it to move. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman advise 
me, is it his interest in solving the State Police problem by 
calling this bill up and voting on it finally without amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MANDERINO. No, Mr. Speaker. I had announced 
that I had amendments on this at least 15 legislative days 
ago, and the majority leader for some reason continues to 
choose not to call the bill up. Now, it has come to the point 
that it will be critical, and I do not want any longer to be 
blamed for holding up HB 2135. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I guess the gentleman did not 
understand my question, hut that really does not surprise 
me. 

My impression then is that the gentleman is not as inter- 
ested in calling the bill up to solve the State Police problem 
as he is interested in inserting his amendments in a bill that 
will move through this House. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker. I am certainly inter- 
ested in offering my amendments. They have been filed 
with the clerk; many of them have been distributed as long 
as 3 and 4 and 5 weeks ago. And, Mr. Speaker, I am not 
delaying the State Police getting paid: you are. You have 
refused to call the bill up. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, this is not in response necessarily to 
Mr. Manderino's statement, but by way of explanation, it is 
the intention of Mr. McClatchy to review the State Police 
problem and insert it into HB 1623, which is a bill that has 
passed both the House and the Senate and is in a confer- 
ence committee. That can solve the problem immediately 
and on time. The committee, I understand, will meet next 
week for this purpose. The pronounced intent of Mr. 
Manderino to solve that problem with HB 2135 falls some- 
what short in that being a House bill, it must leave this 
Chamber, go through the Senate committee process, the 
Senate floor, and return for signature by both the House 
and the Senate. 1 suspect and recommend that the 
McClatchy approach is the more realistic approach of 
solving the problem than with controversial amendments 
attached to this. 

Now, if the gentleman wants to solve the State Police 
problem and move this bill through without amendments, I 
would he happy to call it up. Other than that, 1 would ask 
that the bill be held over, and whatever the appropriate 
motion is to accomplish that, 1 would move to that effect 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The minority whip, Mr. Manderino, 
objects to HB 2135 being passed over. The Chair recognizes 
the majority leader, Mr. Ryan, who objects to the bill being 
considered. 

The question is, will the House consider the hill? Those 
who would vote in the affirmative would vote to consider 
the bill immediately. Those who object to the bill being 
considered immediately will vote "no." 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable, but the 
Chair recognizes the minority whip. 

Mr. MANDERINO. A point of parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, do not the rules of this 

House provide for an order of business to be taken up and 
that each bill be called up in its order, and do not the rules 
provide further that any variation from that must be done 
by suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, rather than go through this 
parliamentary debate, I would concede that the bill be 
called up, at which point I would like to be recognized so 
that 1 might move to lay the bill on the table. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2135, 
PN 2715, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Motor License Fund Supplement to 
the General Appropriation Act of 1979," approved July 4, 
1979 (No. IIA),, increasing the appropriation to the Penn- 
sylvania State Police. 
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BILL TABLED 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
Leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 2135 be laid 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a debatable motion, but the 
Chair recognizes the minority whip. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-97 

that the leadership of each party, by precedent, is able to 
make a statement even on the nondebatable motion. Is that 
correct? 

The SPEAKER. It is the intention of the Chair to permit 
both the minority leader and the majority leader to make a 
statement on the motion but not to debate the motion. So 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Manderino, if he 
would like to make a statement on the motion. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the majority leader has 
asked that the bill he laid on the table. Implicit in his 
request, I think, is the fact that he feels that the State 
Police problem can be better accomplished by another 
vehicle which is presently in a conference committee. There 
is no guarantee that the conference committee will insert the 
amendment that we are talking about for the State Police in 
that. There is no guarantee that either the House or the 
Senate will accept HB 1623 when it gets amended in 
committee, because it is an appropriation bill which may 
end up dealing with many subjects. 

Mr. Speaker, had we moved this expeditiously when it 
first came on the calendar, we would not be in this pickle 
today. I think that we ought not to lay this on the table but 
to take it up immediately. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader 
for a brief statement. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Manderino's statement 
surrounds itself with conjecture, and I think I can do the 
same thing. If this hill is considered today without amend- 
ments and sent to the Senate, 1 would suppose that the 
Senate might act quickly on it. If controversial amendments 
are inserted in it, then I think Mr. Manderiuo, by offering 
such amendments, jeopardizes the very solution to a 
problem that he is attempting to solve. 

Accordingly, my offer stands that if we want to bring HB 
2135 up to solve a State Police problem, let us do it. We 
will have that plus the additional insurance and assurance 
that the conference committee can solve the problem. If we 
are going to offer amendments and clutter this bill up with 
controversial amendments, then 1 suggest that the bill be 
laid upon the table and we attempt to solve the State Police 
problem through conference committee. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 

Alden Foster, Jr., A. McClatchy Scheaffcr 
Anderson Freind McVerrv Serafini 
Armstrong Gallen 
Arty Gannon 
Belardi Geesey 
Bittle Geist 
Bowser Gladeck 
Brandt Gocbel 
Burd Grieco 
Cessar Gruppo 
Cimini Hagarty 
Civera Halverson 

Mackowski 
Madigan 
M a ~ l i l l e r  
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien. D. 

Clark, M. R. 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Durham 
Earley 
Fischer 
Foster, W. W. 

Beloff 
Bennett 
Bersan 
Borski 
Brown 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Chess 
Clark, B. D. 
Cachran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cowell 
DeMedio 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Dawida 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
Duffy 
Fee 
Frver 

~~~~~. 
Hasay Perzel 
Hayes, Jr., S. Peterson 
Helfrick Phillips 
Honaman Piccola 
Hutchinson, W. Pitts 
Johnson, E. G. Polite 
Kanuck Pot1 
Klingaman Punt 
Lashinger Pyles 
Lehr Rasco 
Levi Rocks 
Lewis Ryan 
Lynch, E. R. Salvatore 

NAYS-86 

~~~~~~~~ 

Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Swift 
Taddonio 

M. Tavlor E. Z. 

Gallagher Letterman 
Gamble Levin 
Gatski Livengood 
George, C. McCall 
George, M. H. McMonagle 
Goodman Manderino 
Grabowski Michlovic 
Gray Milanovich 
Greenfield Mullen 
Harper Murphy 
Hoeffel Novak 
Hutchinson, A. O'Brien, B. F. 
lrvis O'Donnell 
ltkin Oliver 
Johnson. J. 1. Petrarca 
Jones Pievsky 
Knight Pistella 
Kolter Pratt 
Kowalyshyn Pucciarelli 
Kukovich Rappaport 
Laughlin Reed 
Lescovitz 

NOT VOTING-I2 

-. ,---. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wenger 
Wilt 
Wright, Jr., J 
Y0hn 
Zord 

Seltzer. 
Speaker 

Rhodes 
Ritter 
Rodgers 
Schmitt 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. F. 
Trello 
Wachob 
Wargo 
White 
Williams 
Wright, D. R. 
Yahner 
Zeller 
Zwikl 

Austin Giammarco Mrkonic Schweder 
Burns Mclntvre Richardson Shaddin~ - 
Dumas ~ a i a l ;  Rieger Wilson 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, HB 2003 will be 
passed over. The Chair hears none. 

For what purpose does the lady from Bucks, Mrs. 
George, rise? 

Mrs. GEORGE. I object to passing over HB 2003. 
The SPEAKER. The lady from Bucks, Mrs. George, 

objects to HB 2003 being passed over. 
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The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to calling 

uo HB 2003. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2003, 
PN 2656, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Public School Code of 1949," 
approved March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), further providing 
for the sale of certain unused and unnecessary lands and build- 
ings. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mrs. TAYLOR offered the following amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 5 and 6, by striking out "further 
providing for the sale of" in line 5 and all of line 6 and 
inserting providing for handicapped student programs in excess 
of one hundred eighty days. 

Amend Sec. I ,  page 1, line 9, by striking out "Section 
707," and inserting The 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 11, by striking out "clause" and 
inserting section 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 707), page 1, lines 12 through 17: page 
2, lines 8 through 26, by striking out all of said lines and 

"immediately" 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, lines 27 through 29, by striking out 

"and shall" in line 27 and all of lines 28 and 29 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Bucks, Mrs. George. 

Mrs. GEORGE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you 
to the majority leader and to others who helped get this 
considered now. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment, A5218, addresses a recent 
court decision that has come down here in the Common- 
wealth. This court decision guarantees education to handi- 
capped children in excess of-180 days. The purpose of this 
amendment is to further define the court order and to 
address the fiscal implications. The major aspects of the 
amendment are to limit school districts and intermediate 
units to the specific requirements of the court order and to 
make it clear that if school districts and intermediate units 
provide programs in excess of the court order, they will 
receive no state reimbursement. 

I urge adoption of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. Two things: First, I would like to 

thank the lady for her patience. She has had this amend- 
ment for several weeks now. It was no one's intent to delay 
consideration of the lady's amendment, but she was very 
patient and I thank her for that. 

Number two, the lady is in her amendment addressing an 
issue which the General Assembly should address. There is 
some question as to what the court is requiring the school 
districts of this Commonwealth to provide with regard to 
exceptional children, and the lady's amendment does 
provide a prospective statute which does define-I wonder 
if the lady would consent to interrogation before I make a 
further statement. 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. Does the lady have a fiscal note on 
her amendment? 

Mrs. GEORGE. A fiscal note was provided by the 
Appropriations Committee. I have serious questions about 
the validity of the fiscal note, however. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. What are your questions? 
Mrs. GEORGE. The fiscal note seems to imply that by 

this amendment I am creating additional costs to the state. 
What I am trying to do by my amendment is to limit the 
fiscal implications. There is no provision for this in the 
budget at this time. The Secretary of Education, in testi- 
mony before one of the committees in Washington, said 
that this could cost anywhere between $200 million and 
$500 million. The fiscal note is considerably less than that. 
At the moment it is really hard to tell what the fiscal impli- 
cations are. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. Since there is some question, Mr. 
Speaker, I wonder if you and 1 could just exchange some 
questions and answers. 

Mrs. GEORGE. Fine. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. Does your amendment not provide 

the prospect of saving our school districts money where 
there is misunderstanding as to what the court decision is 
requiring? Does not your amendment make it possible for a 
school district to provide an educational program that is no 
different than that provided for normal students with 
regard to the number of days? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Well, now you threw in something there 
at the end. Let me say that it will provide savings not only 
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to school districts, but in my view, it will provide a consid- 
erable savings to the Commonwealth, which is responsible 
for the excess cost for special education. It limits what the 
school district is required to do. Some of the school 
districts and intermediate units are providing programs that 
are quite elaborate. This is trying to limit what school 
districts are required to do  and will do. 

Now, if you want to restate your question a little bit, I 
do not quite catch it. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. What your amendment would do 
would be to provide a definition in law as to what is really 
expected by the intermediate units and the school districts 
with regard to the number of days of education for excep- 
tional children. 

Mrs. GEORGE. Not the number of days, no, but what is 
required past the number of days, and it requires a very 
minimal program. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. Yes, and if a school district wants to 
go beyond that, they do so voluntarily, and if an inter- 
mediate unit wants to do that, they do so voluntarily. But 
this amendment would preclude them from having to do 
that if they choose not to. 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes; it would, and if they do go beyond 
it, the state will not reimburse them in any way for it. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. And if there are some in the depart- 
ment who interpret the court decision as to meaning 
possibly year-round school for these children, there would 
be a tremendous impact as far as the Commonwealth and 
possibly the intermediate units and the local school districts. 

Mrs. GEORGE. That is correct, and some members of 
the department have already interpreted it that way and it 
has gotten into the press to be interpreted in that fashion. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. And your amendment is an effort to 
make it possible for a school district or an intermediate unit 
to say that we are not in fact required to provide a year- 
round program for these children just as we do not provide 
a year-round program for other classifications of students? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes; that is correct. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. There are those who would like if 

you would offer to the House your thoughts with regard to 
the fiscal impact as it pertains to your amendment, what 
you view to be the fiscal impact of your amendment. 

Mrs. GEORGE. The fiscal impact of my amendment will 
be to limit it considerably. I cannot give it in dollars. The 
court interpretation plus the interpretation of the Depart- 
ment of Education plus interpretations by school districts 
and intermediate units could make the fiscal implications go 
sky-high without my amendment. With my amendment 
here, it limits whatever the implications of the court case 
are. 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. I believe that the lady has addressed 
the problem correctly. I support the lady's amendment, and 
what I suggest we do is this: We vote on the lady's amend- 
ment and then we bold the bill so that those people who 
have questions can obtain answers to those questions. I 
believe the lady's motives are laudatory. I believe she has 
come to this House with an amendment that does offer a 

solution to a very difficult fiscal question, and if the lady 
would agree to my suggestion, we take her amendment and 
hold the bill until it is in final print so that those persons 
who have lingering questions can answer for themselves and 
with the department whatever questions they may have. 

I personally think the lady is pointed right. I think she 
bas brought a question to this House that should be 
brought to this House. I believe it is a matter that will save 
the Commonwealth, the intermediate units, and school 
districts the expenditure of unnecessary dollars. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Bucks, Mrs. George. 

Mrs. GEORGE. I do not understand "holding the bill". 
Just what do you mean by that? 

Mr. S. E. HAYES. We adopt the amendment and then 
send the bill to the printer and it will come back on the 
calendar with a new printer's number with the amendment 
in the bill. 

Mrs. GEORGE. All right. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. I just ask the lady's patience once 

again as you have been so gracious to do  on previous occa- 
sions, because there is no doubt that your intent is pure and 
so is the intent of those who are asking these questions. 
There is no intent to scuttle your amendment or  what you 
are trying to do. I believe that this House will stand with 
YOU in your effort. 

Mrs. GEORGE. Okay. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Schuylkill, Mr. Hutchinson. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, would the lady 

from Bucks consent to brief interrogation on the amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates that she will. The 
gentleman, Mr. Hutchinsou, may proceed. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, would the lady 
advise me what court decision we are talking about? Do 
you know the name of the case? 

Mrs. GEORGE. I am sorry. It is the Armstrong v. Kline 
case. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. And in what court was that 
case? 
Mrs. GEORGE. The Federal court in Philadelphia, Judge 

Newcomer. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. The eastern district? 
Mrs. GEORGE. Judge Newcomer- 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Yes; that is the eastern 

district. 
Mrs. GEORGE. The date of it was June 21 of last year. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Now, one further question: 

Is it correct that as a result of that decision, the Depart- 
ment of Education bas interpreted or has indicated that it 
plans to interpret the decision as requiring year-round 
school for exceptional children? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Not only are as they planning to do 
these things, the school districts all over this Common- 
wealth today have planned programs to begin this summer 
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for exceptional children. Parents have been called in, and a 
big program is under way. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Is that under mandate from 
the department? Is that because of some instructions the 
Department of Education has issued in connection with the 
court decision? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Okay. And the school 

districts or the intermediate units have been quick to 
comply with that- is that correct?-and set up programs. 

Mrs. GEORGE. That is correct. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Is it the lady's under- 

standing that there is some dispute or serious question 
about whether or not the decision in the Armstrong v. Kline 
case requires the setting up of that type of program? 

Mrs. GEORGE. It is the types of programs that are set 
up. I believe the Armstrong v. Kline decision requires some- 
thing to be set up, yes, but I think it is the extent of the 
program that is being set up. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Something over and above. 
It purports to require this Commonwealth on a constitu- 
tional ground to set up something over and above the 
education for normal students. Is that how the decision is 
interpreted? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Thank you very much I 

helieve I understand it. 
One other question: I think that is a third-circuit deci- 

sion, is it not? 
Mrs. GEORGE. I have it here. It is the eastern district of 

Pennsylvania. 
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. All right; it is in the district. 

I think Judge Newcomer is the circuit judge, but it may 
have been a three-judge district court; I do not know. It 
probably would have been. All right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just a brief comment. That concludes 
my interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 
proceed. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I urge all of 
the members on both sides of the aisle to vote for the lady's 
amendment. It seems to me that a very important principle 
is at stake, and that pending clarification of the meaning of 
the court decision, we should not permit the administrative 
bodies of this Commonwealth, the Department of Educa- 
tion or the local intermediate units, to tumble all over 
themselves to put into place the most expensive possible 
interpretation of the court decision. I think if we were to 
permit them to do that, we would he abdicating our func- 
tion with respect to the control of the appropriation process 
and the spending process in this Commonwealth. I would 
hope that all members would support this amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. If the lady and I and the other 

members could just chat about this a short while, the case 
that the lady has been referring to is Armstrong v. Kline, 

1 and it is my understanding that that particular decision is 
on appeal at the present time. Obviously there is no one 
who can say for sure what the outcome of that appeal may 
he. I believe that our record today, and whatever record we 
establish another day, should show very clearly that it is not 
our intent to write law if in fact the appeal accrues to the 
benefit of the Commonwealth, the intermediate units, and 
the local school districts. What I mean is this: I do not 
believe that we should be writing law in this area if there is 
no need to write the law. 1 think we should only write law 
if in fact the decision is sustained by the higher court and it 
becomes necessary then for this General Assembly to guide 
bur executive branch, specifically the Department of Educa- 
tion, with regard to their implementation of the court 
order. If we do nothing more than write law in this way 
and the appeal is rendered in favor of the Commonwealth 
and its instrumentalities, we may in fact he begging educa- 
tional programs that extend beyond the usual recognized 
180 days. There may be judges in this Commonwealth at 
various levels who believe we have spoken on this day or 
some day in the future with the notion that maybe there are 
provisions or situations which require a program that goes 
beyond 180 days. That I do not believe is the lady's intent. 
That I do not believe should be our intent. Our intent with 
this amendment on this day or any other day should only 
be to provide guidance to our Department of Education if 
-if-the appeal is not rendered in favor of the Common- 
wealth, the intermediate units, and the school districts. 

I would just ask the lady to consider that over the next 
couple of days. I do not know whether we should just 
hurry and pass this legislation. We do have it up front. I 
believe the Department of Education knows what our intent 
really is, but I do not know whether we should put some- 
thing in the School Code hastily that on another day could 
come back and haunt us with some judge somewhere or 
some administrator in the department saying, well, the 
General Assembly has already spoken and said there may 
be conditions whereby we provide education beyond the 180 
days. The lady's intent is good, but let us not allow for the 
frustration of her intent or our intent. Let us adopt the 
lady's amendment, get the bill printed, and think about 
what we want to do in terms of time. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Mr. O'Donnell. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the lady consent to 
interrogation? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The lady indicates that she will. The 

gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I think I understand the intent, but I 

am not sure that I really understand the amendment. In the 
first part of the amendment it seems to be triggered by 
"ordered by the courts." It seems as if this amendment 
would come into play only where a school district or an 
intermediate unit or the secretary or whatever has been 
ordered by a court. Is that the case? 
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Mrs. GEORGE. That is the case and that is the intent, 
and I think it would address what Mr. Hayes just spoke to. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Well, I think that would create a 
situation where even if Armstrong v. Kline is sustained on 
appeal and some program is attempted to be adopted, if the 
law of this Commonwealth is such that exceptional children 
are going to be given more education than 180 days, the 
effect of this amendment would then be that no school 
district could implement any program unless they them- 
selves were sued, because no court order could be issued 
unless it was directed at the individual defendants. In other 
words, I think that the language of the amendment-l think 
I understand it-but the language of the amendment, it 
would appear from your answer, would require that every 
school district in the state would have to be sued, because 
otherwise they cannot implement a program; they can only 
implement it pursuant to a court order. Usually, I think, 
what happens is that they read the case law and decide, we 
are probably under this obligation; we will implement it. 

The second question I have is in part (b). It arJpears that 
in that section the program could only address areas where 
regression has actually occurred in fact. Is that true? 

Mrs. GEORGE. I am sorry; I did not hear that. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. In part (b) it seems that the program 

could only address areas in which the student has in fact 
regressed. 

Mrs. GEORGE. That is what the court decision says. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. And, of course, that court decision 

might be modified, but this would become law independent 
of Armstrong v. Kline. So we would be adopting that posi- 
tion as a matter of law. Is that correct? That is the intent? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, may I be recognized on 

the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Philadelphia, Mr. O'Donnell. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I think something clearly has to be 

done about Armstrong v. Kline, and 1 think something 
clearly has to be done about the state legislature asserting 
itself in areas especially that have been our traditional 
prerogative and not permit the Federal courts under the 
guise of rights created in the Federal law to reshape our 
entire educational system the way they have done with some 
other areas. But I do not think that an amendment is the 
appropriate way to do this, because I think it is a fairly 
complex area. I think it is a problem that we have to 
address, but I think it would be much more appropriately 
done in a bill and under the scrutiny of a committee, and 
on that basis and that basis alone, I intend to vote against 
it and would urge the members to do so also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Delaware, Mrs. Arty. 

Mrs. ARTY. Mr. Speaker, will the lady from Bucks agree 
to he interrogated? 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for 
interrogation. Mrs. Arty may proceed. 
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Mrs. ARTY. DO YOU have at hand the court's ruling on 
:he Armstrong v. Kline case? 

Mrs. GEORGE. Yes. 
Mrs. ARTY. Does it say exceptional children or severely 

handicapped children? 
Mrs. GEORGE. I did have it. I just lent it to someone. 
Mrs. ARTY. Okay. 
Mrs. GEORGE. It is handicapped students. 
Mrs. ARTY. The term "exceptional" can be used at 

times in different ways, Mr. Speaker, and my suggestion is 
that the language be very clear in whatever amendment is 
offered. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mrs. GEORGE. May I address this on exceptional 
children? What the court said is that children who regress 
to the point that they cannot recoup what they have lost are 
entitled to this type of service or program. That is what it 
speaks to, not just plain regression because all children 
regress, but if they regress to the point that they cannot 
recoup it, that is it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recopnizes the gentleman 
from Schuylkill, Mr. Huichinson. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, just briefly in 
response to some of the questions that my good friend, Mr. 
O'Donnell, posed-and 1 think they are valid and impor- 
tant que~tion~-I would say first of all that I think what is 
happening here is that none of us is absolutely sure of just 
what happens with the Armstrong v. Kline decision and we 
are not absolutely certain of what the status of the appeal 
is. I do not even know whether the order is a class action 
case or whether it is binding only on the iocal school 
district. 

I do not think that the language of Mrs. George's amend- 
ment would require an actual binding order that would 
have to be imposed on a school district joined in an action. 
Aside from that, however, that could be handled by a class 
action. 1 do think that one thing is clear: The Education 
Department of this Commonwealth is falling all over itself 
to Put into effect the broadest possible program it can 
under the decree and all of the local intermediate units are 
following through, and that is what is happening to us here; 
we are losing control of the process, and if we wait to put a 
bill in and not deal with it by amendment, the programs 
will be set up and it will be like unscrambling eggs. 

NOW, I think that the problems that we have on the tech- 
nical basis with respect tc the status of the appeal, what 
will happen if the appeal is granted, and so on, are real 
problems that need to be addressed. I think, however, they 
are appropriately addressed by Mr. Hayes' suggestion that 
We put the amendment in here today, send a message that 
we me serious with it, and then sometime between now and 
next week or the following week, that we sit down and, if 
necessary, fine-tune the amendment-and 1 think it can he 
done-to meet those two problems, because if we do not 
take action promptly, we are going to be picking up a bill 
of perhaps in the hundreds of millions of dollars that we 
have to make good out of taxpayers' money without regard 
to what finally happens in that court decision, because the 
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programs will be in place and we will be stuck with it, and I 
am tired of that. It is not that I am against the proper 
program for these people, but this General Assembly has 
got to assert its prerogative to control the money that is 
contributed by the taxpayers. I think we should vote the 
amendment now, and then next week if it needs some fine 
tuning, we can make an amendment to it and then run this 
bill. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman, 

Mr. Hutchinson, is correct. The concern that Mrs. George 
has with the Armstrong v. Kline decision is that the school 
districts are beginning to interpret the Armstrong v. Kline 
decision so broadly and set up so many programs that 
almost every exceptional child will be in a program that will 
be beyond 180 days and perhaps extend through each and 
every summer, and this is going to put a tremendous 
burden on the coffers of the Commonwealth so far as 
paying for these programs is concerned. 

The Armstrong v. Kline decision was a simple statement 
that if regression is going to take place in the education of 
a child and recouping the regression would take an inordi- 
nately long period of time, when the child returns to 
school, special programs must be set up. This is what 
Armstrong v. Kline ordered the school districts in this 
Commonwealth and the Secretary of Education to do - set 
up programs. 

Now, Mrs. George is not setting up programs in her 
amendment. She is not mandating these programs. She is 
simply saying, when a court has made an order that addi- 
tional education beyond 180 days is necessary in certain 
instances, that the school district, one, will set up such 
programs; two, they will set up such programs that will 
minimize the recoupment time. I think we are all interested 
in that, that the programs that are set up will minimize 
recoupment time, and that the programs are set up for 
those children who will not, within a very reasonable time, 
recoup without the additional 180 days. And, Mr. Speaker, 
I think what she is trying to do we all ought to heed, 
because the departments all across the Commonwealth, the 
school boards, because of directives and information they 
are getting from our Department of Education, are begin- 
ning to set up broad programs for almost every exceptional 
child in the school district without regard to the technical 
language of Armstrong v. Kline that called for programs to 
be established only when there would be an unreasonable 
length of recoupment time to recoup the regression. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge adoption of the amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-180 

Alden Foster, W. W. Levi Rodgers 
Anderson Foster, Jr., A. Levin Ryan 
Armstrong Freind Lewis Salvatore 
Arty Fryer Livengood Scheaffer 
Austin Gallagher Lynch, E. R. Sehmitt 
Belardi Gallen McCall Serafini 
Beloff Gamble McMonagle Seventy 

Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Caltagirone 

Cannon 
Gatski 
Geesey 
Geist 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Gladeck 
Goebel 
Goodman 

McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmilln 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Milanavich 
Miller 

Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 

Cappabianca Grabowski Mowery Stewart 
Cessar Gray Mrkonic Street 
Chess Greenfield Mullen Stuban 
Cimini Grieco Murphy Sweet 
Civera Gruppo Novak Swift 
Clark, B. D. Hagarty Noye Taddonio 
Clark, M. R. Halverson O'Brien, B. F. Taylor, E. Z. 
Cochran Harper O'Brien, D. M. Taylor, F. 
Cohen Hasay Oliver Telek 
Cole Hayes, Jr., S. Perzel Thomas 
Cornell Helfrick Peterson Trello 
Coslett Hoeffel Petrarca Vroon 
Cowell Hanaman Phillips Wachob 
Cunningham Hutchinson, A. Piccala Wargo 
DeMedio Hutchinsan, W. Pievsky Wass 
DeVerter lrvis Pistella Wenger 
DcWeese ltkin Pitts White 
DiCarlo Johnson, E. G. Polite Williams 
Davies Jones Pott Wilt 
Dawida Kanuck Pratt Wright. D. R. 
Dietz Klingaman Pucciarelli Wright. Jr.. J.  
Dininni Knight Punt Yahner 
Dombrowski Kolter Pyles Yohn 
Donatucci, R. Kowalyshyn Rappaport Zeller 
Dorr Kukovich Rasco Zord 
Duffy Lashinger Reed Zwikl 
Durham Laughlin Rhodes 
Earley Lehr Ritter Seltzer, 
Fee Lescovitr Rocks Speaker 
Fischer Letterman 

NAYS-I 

0' Donnell 

NOT VOTING-14 

Burns McClatchy Nahill Schweder 1 Dumas Mclntyre Richardson Shadding 1 Giammarco Maiale Rieger Wilson 
Johnson, J. J. Moehlmann 

i EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

; On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Mr. TRELLO offered the following amendments: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by removing the period after 
"buildings" and inserting , and for the voluntary recitation of 
prayer in oublic schools. . . 

 mend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
Section 2. Section 1516.1 of the act, added December 6, 

1972 (P.L.1412, No.305), is amended to read: 
Section 1516.1. Meditation and Prayer Periods.-(a) [In 

each public school classroom, the teacher in charge may, or if 
so authorized or directed by the board of school directors by 
which he is employed, shall, at the opening of school upon 
every school day, conduct a brief period of silent prayer or 
meditation with the participation of all the pupils therein 
assembled.] The hoard of school directors may authorize the 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

recitation of prayer or silent meditation in the schools within 
the district. 

(b) The [silent] prayer or silent meditation authorized by 
subsection (a) of this section is not intended to be, and shall 
not be conducted as, a religious service or exercise, but shall be 
considered as an opportunity for [silent] prayer or silent medi- 
tation on a religious theme by those who are so disposed, or a 
moment of silent reflection on the anticipated activities of the 
day. Participation in the recitation of prayer shall be volun- a 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 27, by striking out "2. This" 
and inserting 3. (a) Section 1 of this 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, by inserting after line 29 (b) Section 
2 of this act shall take effect immediately. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Mr. Trello. 

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment has been 
offered by a number of states in the area in regards to 
voluntary silent prayer in our school system. In view of the 
fact that they are teaching sex education, drug and alcohol 
abuse, at least we ought to give the ones who want to pray 
an opportunity. I would appreciate an affirmative vote on 
the amendment. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-173 

Alden Foster. Jr.. A. Lewis Rodners 
Anderson ~ r e i n d  Livengood 
Armstrong Fryer Lynch, E. R. 
Arty Gallagher McCall 
Austin Gallen McClatchy 
Belardi Gamble McMonagle 
Bennett Cannon McVerry 
Bittle Gatski Mackowski 
Borski Geesey Madigan 
Bowser Geist Manderino 
Brandt George, C. Manmiller 

~ y &  
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 

Brown George, M. H. Michlovic Smith, L. E 
Burd Gladeck Micorzie Spencer 
Caltagirone Goebel Milanovich Spilr 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Coehran 
Cohen 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatueci, R. 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Goodman Miller 
Grabowski Moehlmann 
Gray Mowery 
Greenfield Mrkonic 
Grieco Murphy 
Hagarty Nahill 
Halverson Novak 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Brien, B. F. 
Hayes, Jr., S. O'Brien. D. M. 
Helfrick Oliver 
Honaman Perzel 
Hutchinson, A. Peterson 
Hutchinson, W. Petrarca 
Irvis Phillips 
Itkin Piecola 
Johnson, E. G. Pievsky 
Jones Pistella 
Kanuck Pitts 
Klingaman Polite 
Knight Pott 
Kolter Pratt 
Kowalyshyn Pucciarelli 
Kukovich Punt 
Lashinger Pyles 

Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Williams 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., J. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 

Durham Laughlin R ~ S C O  Zwikl 
Earley Lehr Reed 
Fee Lescovitl Rhodes Seltzer. 
Fischer Letterman Ritter Speaker 
Foster, W. W. Levi Rocks 

NAYS-6 

Berson O'Donnell Sweet Wachob 
Hoeffel Rappaport 

NOT VOTING-16 

Beloff Oiammarco Mclntyre Rieger 
Burns Gruppo Maiale Schweder 
Cole Johnson. J. 1. Mullen Shadding 
Dumas Levin Richardson Wilson 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 
Ordered, that the bill as amended be prepared for final 

passage. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 2393 RESUMED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mrs. TAYLOR offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19), page 3, lines 1 throuah 3. bv 
striking out "IMMEDIATELY UPON ANNOUNCEMENT' 
in line I, all of line 2 and "ANNOUNCEMENT" in line 3 and 
inserting upon publication by the Secretary of Banking 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19), page 3, line 3, by inserting after 

On the question, 
Will the House aeree to the amendments? - 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 

Chester, Mrs. Taylor. 
Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I believe that this is an 

agreed-to amendment. It is a technical amendment. The 
original bill said that the rate would become effective upon 
the announcement by the Secretary of Banking. The amend- 
ment will have the language read: "Such rate shall become 
effective upon publication by the Secretary of Banking in 
the Pennsylvania Bulletin and thereafter in public news- 
paper press releases." 1 think the original language had the 
cart before the horse, and they tell me that this is consistent 
with other pieces of legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I talked with Mrs. 

Taylor about the amendment. I would like to ask her a 
question or two. 
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The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for 
interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the rate having to be 
published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin, is that going into a 
section of the bill that would mean that it has to be 
published in the Bulletin whether or not the rate was going 
up or down or whether the rate was going up or down? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. I thought it referred to the change in the 
rate, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANDERINO. My concern, Mr. Speaker, is that 
the speed in which the rate is raised is equal in when it is 
lowered, and that is the problem that I have. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. I could not contest that statement. I 
think the only reason, Mr. Speaker, that they felt this was 
better, it was as if the Secretary of Banking was making the 
announcement before the announcement was made in the 
Pennsylvania Bulletin. The language is in an effort to say 
that it will be in the Bulletin at the zame time that he makes 
that announcement. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment 
is acceptable. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-181 

Alden Foster, W. W. Levin Ritter 
Anderson Foster, Ir., A. Lewis Rocks 
Armstrong Freind Livengood Rodgers 
Arty Frycr Lynch, E. R. Ryan 
Austin Gallagher McCall Salvatore 
Belardi Gallen McClatchy Scheaffer 
Beloff Gamble McMonagle Schmitt 
Bennett Cannon McVerry Serafini 
Berson Oatski Mackowski Scvcnty 
Bittle Geesey Madigan Shupnik 
Borski Geist Manderino Sirianni 
Bowser George, C. Manmiller Smith, E. H. 
Brandt George, M. H. Miehlovic Smith. L. E. 
Brown Gladcck Micovie Spencer 
Burd Goodman Milanovich Spitz 
Caltagirone Grabowski Miller Stairs 
Cappabianca Gray Moehlmann Steighncr 
Cessar Greenfield Mowery Stewart 
Chess Grieco Mrkonic Stuban 
Cimini GNPPO Mullen Sweet 
Civera Hagarty Murphy Swift 
Clark, B. D. Halverson Nahill Taddonio 
Clark, M. R. Harper Novak Taylor, E. 2. 
Cochran Hasay Noye Taylor, F. 
Cohen Hayes, 11.. S. O'Brien, B. F. Telek 
Cole Helfrick O'Brien, D. M. Thomas 
Cornell Hoeffel O'Donnell Trello 
Coslett Honaman Oliver Vroon 
Cowell Hutchinson, A. Perzel Wachob 
Cunningham Hutchinson. W. Peterson War go 
DeMedio lrvis Petrarca Wass 
DeVerter ltkin Phillips Wenger 
DeWeese Johnson, E. G. Piccola White 
DiCarlo Johnson, 1. I. Pievsky Williams 
Davies Jones Pistella Wilt 
Dawida Kanuck Pitls Wright, D. R. 
Dietz Klingaman Polite Wright, Ir., I. 
Dininni Knight Pott Yahner 
Dombrowski Koltcr Pratr Yohn 
Donatucci, R. Kowalyshyn Pucciarslli Zeller 
Dorr Kukovich Punt Zord 
Duffy Lashinger Pyles Zwikl 
Durham Laughlin Rappaport 

Earley Lchr Rasco Seltzer, 
Fee Lctterman Reed Speaker 
Fiseher Levi Rhodcs 

NAY S-2 

Lescovitz Street 

NOT VOTING-12 

Burns Goebel Richardson Shadding 
Dunas Mclntyre Rieger Sieminski 
Giammarco Maiale Schweder Wilson 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes. D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Mr. VROON offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19). page 3, line 11, by inserting a 
period after "DIFFERENTY' 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19), page 3, lines I1 through 13, by 
striking out "PLUS ANY SURCHARGE OR OTHER COST 
OR CHARGE ADDED TO" in line I 1  and all of lines 12 and 
13 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Chester, Mr. Vroon. 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, there has been a great deal 
of debate and misunderstanding on the concept of the 
surcharge to be added to the Federal discount rate. Now, 
lest there be any misunderstanding whatsoever about 
whether or not the surcharge is intended to be added in, 
this amendment eliminates all reference to such surcharge 
so that if this passes, the bill as it is written will pertain 
only to the basic Federal discount rate. This will result in a 
ceiling of 9 percent instead of 10 1/2 percent, as pointed 
out by the minority whip. 

I urge the acceptance of this amendment as a proper 
solution. I think that when we pass this bill, we will have a 
ceiling, and 1 want to make it very clear to everybody 
involved here that this is a ceiling that we are setting and it 
is by no means a mandate to any financial institution to 
immediately up the rates to that 9-percent ceiling. The 
market rates which apply at the time this goes into effect 
will govern how much is being paid by the people who buy 
their automobiles, and it will not necessarily be 9 percent, 
but 9 percent is the absolute limit at this particular time, 
and I urge acceptance of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment takes 

out the definition of "surcharge" as it was written and 
makes it clear that the Federal Reserve discount rate shall 
be the rate that the Federal Reserve Board charges its 
member banks without the surcharge, and I urge an adop- 
tion of the amendment. 
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REMARKS ON VOTE I EXCUSED-7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington, Mr. Leskovitz. 

M ~ .  LESKOVITZ, MI. speaker, on the ~~~l~~ amend. 

- ~~~ ~-~ 

CONSIDERAT1ON OF HB 2393 'ONTINUED I The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 

Barber Fisher Hayes. D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Knepper Weidner 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
ment I voted in error. I would like to be recorded in the 
affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
upon the record. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-184 

Alden Foster, Jr., A. Levin 
Anderson Freind Lewis 
Armstrong Fryer Livengood 
Arty Gallagher Lynch, E. R. 
Austin Gallen MeCall 
Belardi Gamble McClatchy 
Beloff Gannon McMonagle 
Bennett Gatski McVerry 
Berson Geesey Mackowski 
Bittle Geist Madigan 
Borski George, C. Manderino 
Bowser George, M. H. Manmiller 
Brandt Gladeck Michlovic 
Brown Goebel Micovie 
Burd Goodman Milanovich 
Caltagirone Grabowski Miller 
Cappabianca Gray Moehlmann 
Cessar Greenfield Mowery 
Chess Grieco Mrkonic 
Cimini Gruppo Mullen 
Civera Hagarty Murphy 
Clark, B. D. Halverson Nahill 
Clark, M. R. Harper Novak 
Cochran Hasay Noye 
Cohen Hayes. Jr., S. O'Brien, B. F. 
Cole Helfrick O'Brien, D. M. 
Cornell Hoeffel O'Donnell 
Coslett Honaman Oliver 
Cowcll Hutchinson, A. Perrel 
Cunningham Hutchinson, W. Peterson 
DeMedio lrvis Petrarca 
DeVerter ltkin Phillips 
DeWeese Johnson. E. G. Piccola 
DiCarlo Johnson. J. J. Pievsky 
Davies Jones Pistella 
Dawida Kanuck Pitts 
Dietz Klingaman Polite 
Dininni Knight Pott 
Dombrowski Koltcr Pratt 
Donatucci, R. Kowalyshyn Pucciarelli 
Dorr Kukovich Punt 
Duffy Lashinger Pyles 
Durham Laughlin Rappaport 
Earley Lehr R ~ S C O  
Fee Lescovitz Reed 
Fischer Letterman Rhodes 
Foster, W. W. Levi 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-11 

Burns Mclntyre Rieger 
Dumas Maiale Schweder 
Giammarco Richardson Shadding 

amendments were agreed 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third 

consideration? 
Bill was amended was aereed to. 

Ritter 
Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Williams 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., 1. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

White 
Wilson 

different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, only to urge only 

members in their seats to vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Beaver, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am sure by now every- 

body in the House knows how they are going to vote on 
this legislation, but I would just like briefly to give you a 
brief rundown on what has happened in other areas with 
regard to interest rates. 

We opened up the interest rates on housing mortgages. 
The Federal Government lifted the ceiling- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? The Chair 
would ask that the gentleman confine his debate to the bill 
before us. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. I will, Mr. Speaker. I am leading into 
that. 

Mr. Speaker, the effect of that interest rate- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is only attempting to help 

lead you. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The interest rate that was increased on mortgages resulted 

very emphatically in a one-half reduction of the total home 
starts in the United States last year. We went from $2 
million down to $1 million. Mr. Speaker, the interest-rate 
increase on the automobile that is being offered today is 
going to have the same type of effect. What it is going to 
do is put automakers in Detroit out of business. It is going 
to put the people who work in steel mills that make that 
steel for the vehicles out of business. We are going to have 
layoffs. We are going to have unemployment in our steel 
areas. The fact of the salesmen in the auto field is 
evidenced itself by the number of closings that have already 
happened. It is not because they cannot get money from 
banks. Their problem is that the interest rate, the prime 
rate that they are charging on their floor plan, is driving 
auto dealers into bankruptcy. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill only adds to the weight of the 
consumer. It only revolves the money faster from their 
pockets and to the bank again; and Mr. Speaker, I offered 
today a rate that 1 felt was acceptable and would be accept- 
able to consumers as well as the auto dealers. It was turned 
down, and, for that reason, MI. Speaker, I ask a "no" 
vote on this legislation. 
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On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTES CHALLENGED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, may I have just a few 

moments to check the roll, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman, Mr. Zord, in the hall of 

Alden 
Anderson 
Arty 
&loff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Ccssar 
Cimini 
Civera 

the House? 
Cornell 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Zord. in the hall of the House? 

hall of the House? The gentleman, Mr. McVerry, is in the 
hall of the House. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Is the gentleman, Mr. Punt, in the 
hall of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Punt, in the hall 
of the House? Is the gentleman, Mr. Punt, on the floor of 
the House? Is the gentleman, Mr. Punt, on the floor of the 
House? Will the gentleman's vote be struck. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Push the red button, Mr. Punt. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Punt, is on the 

floor of the House. Does the gentleman, Mr. Punt, wish to 
be recorded? 

Mr. PUNT. 1 certainly do, Mr. Speaker, and on behalf 
of informing the monitor from Westmoreland, I am present 
and I am casting a favorable vote. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I would not have to 
monitor if they would not push a button when you were 
not here. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Mr. MANDERINO. That is Mr. Cessar. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Zord's vote has been struck. 
Mr. MANDERINO. When did we get that capability on 

these machines, Mr. Speaker, without striking the whole 
roll? 

The SPEAKER. To respond to the gentleman, when the 
automatic voting machine people were here about 6 weeks 
ago, they fixed the machine so we were able to do this. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I did not 
know that it was possible. 

Is the gentleman, Mr. Cimini, in the hall of the House? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cimini, is in the 

hall of the House. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Is the gentleman, Mr. Goebel, in the 

hall of the House? 
Is the gentleman, Mr. McVerry, in the hall of the House? 

That is Mr. O'Brien. 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. McVerry, in the 

YEAS-I 10 

Foster, Jr., A. Levi 
Freind Lewis 
Fryer Livengood 
Gallcn McCall 
Gannon McClatchy 
Geesey McVerry 
Geist Mackowski 
George, M. H. Madigan 
Gladeck Mieouie 
Goodman Miller 
Grieco Moehlmann 
GNPPO Mowcry 
Hazartv Mullen 

DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Diet2 
E::ratucci, R. 

Durham 
Earley 

F:fkf W. W, 

Armstrong 
Austin 
Belardi 

Brown 
Cappabianca 
Chess 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Coslett 

~a ive r i on  Nahill ~ ~ ~~~~~ 

Hayes, Jr., S. Noye 
Helfrick O'Brien. B. F. 
Honaman O'Brien, D. M. 
Hutchinson. A. Perzel 
Hutchinson, W. Peterson 
Johnson, E. G. Phillips 
Johnson. 1. J. Pievskv 
Jones Pitts 
Kanuck Polite 
Klingaman Pott 
Kowalyshyn Pucciarelli 
Lashinger Punt 
Lehr Pyles 
Letterman Rappaport 

NAYS-67 

Fee Levin 
Gallagher McMonagle 
Gamble Manderino 
Gatski Manmiller 
George, C. Michlovic 
Goebel Mrkonic 
Grabowski Murphy 
Gray Novak 
Harper O'Donnell 
Hasay Oliver 
Hoeffel Petrarca 
Itkin Piccola 

Rasco 
Rocks 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., I. 
Yohn 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
S~eaker  

Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F 
Telek 
Trello 

Cowell Knight Pistella Wachob 
DeMedio Kolter Pratt Wargo 
Dawida Kukovich R e d  Yahner 
Dombrowski Laughlin Rhodes Zeller 
Duffy Lescovitz Ritter 

NOT VOTING-18 

Burns Irvis Richardson Shadding 
Dininni Lynch, E. R. Rieger Williams 
Dumas Mclntyre Rodgers Wilson 
Giammarco Maiale Schweder Zord 
Greenfield Milanovich 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidner 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affir- 
mative. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

STATE GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Gallen. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to remind the 
members of the State Government Committee there will be 
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a mee t i ng  o f  t h a t  c o m m i t t e e  i n  room 4 0 1  immed ia t e ly  u p o n  
a d j o u r n m e n t  t o d a y .  

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to t h i r d  cons ide r a t i on  o f  HB 1019, 
PN 2712, ent i t led :  

A n  A c t  amending  Ti t le  66 (Public Utilities) o f  t h e  Penn-  
sylvania Consol ida ted  Statutes,  prohibit ing t he  el imination o f  
cost  advantageous  residential rates. 

O n  t h e  ques t i on ,  
W i l l  t h e  House a g r e e  to t h e  bil l  on t h i r d  cons ide r a t i on?  
Bill was a g r e e d  to. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h i s  bill h a s  been cons ide r ed  o n  t h r e e  
d i f f e r en t  d a y s  and a g r e e d  to and is  n o w  on f ina l  passage .  

T h e  q u e s t i o n  is, s ha l l  t h e  bil l  p a s s  f inally? 
A g r e e a b l e  to t h e  p rov i s i ons  o f  t h e  Cons t i t u t i on ,  t h e  y e a s  

and n a y s  wil l  n o w  be t aken .  

YEAS-178 

Alden Foster, W. W. Lewis Rodgers 
Anderson Foster, Jr.. A. Livengood Ryan 
Armstrong Freind Lynch. E. R. Salvatore 
Arty Fryer McCall Scheaffer 
Austin Gallagher McMonagle Schmitt 
Belardi Gallen McVerry Serafini 
Beloff Gamble Mackowski Seventy 
Bennett Cannon Madigan Shupnik 
Berson Gatski Manderino Sieminski 
Bittle Geesey Manmiller Sirianni 
Borski Geist MicNovic Smith, E. H. 
Bowser George, C. Micozzie Smith, L. E. 
Brandt George, M. H. Milanovich Spencer 
Brown Gladeck Miller Spit2 
Burd Gmbel Moehlmann Stairs 
Caltagirone Goodman Mowery Steighner 
Cappabianca Grabowski Mrkonic Stewart 
Cessar Gray Mullcn Street 
Chess Grieco Murphy Stuban 
Cimini Gruooo Nahill Sweet 
Civera 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
Dc W ~ s e  
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Diet2 
Dininni 

DOlT 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 

~ a & y  
Halverson 
Harper 
Hayes, Jr., S. 
Helfrick 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson. A. 
Hutchinson, W. 
h i s  
Itkin 
Johnson, 8. G. 
Kanuck 
Klingaman 
Knight 
Kolter 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Lashinner 
~ a u ~ h l k n  
Lehr 
Lescovitl 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 

Novak 
Noye 
D'Brien, B. F. 
O'Brien, D. M. 
O'Domell 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pittr 
Polite 
POtt 
Pratt 
Pucciardli 
Punt 
Pyles 
Rappapart 
Rasco 
Reed 
Ritter 
Rocks 

Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor. F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wachob 
wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Williams 
Wilt 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. Jr., J .  
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

NAYS-1 

Hasay 
N O T  VOTING-16  

Burns Greenfield Mclntyre Rieger 
Donatucci, R. Johnson. J. J. Maiale Schweder 
Dumas Jones Rhodes Shadding 
Giammarco McClatchy Richardson Wilson 

E X C U S E D - 7  

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Kneppn Wcidner 

T h e  m a j o r i t y  r equ i r ed  b y  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  h a v i n g  v o t e d  
i n  t h e  a f f i rma t i ve ,  t h e  q u e s t i o n  w a s  d e t e r m i n e d  i n  t h e  a f f i r -  
mat ive .  

O r d e r e d ,  That t h e  c l e rk  p r e sen t  the same to the Senate 
f o r  concu r r ence .  

REMARKS ON VOTE 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  The C h a i r  recognizes  t h e  g e n t l e m a n  
f r o m  N o r t h a m p t o n ,  M r .  G r u p p o .  

M r .  G R U P P O .  M r .  Speake r .  I w a s  t e m p o r a r i l y  out o f  
m y  s e a t  w h e n  t h e  v o t e  on t h e  T r e l l o  a m e n d m e n t  A 5 1 3 5  w a s  
t a k e n  t o  H B  2003.  I w o u l d  l i ke  to be voted i n  t h e  a f f i r m a -  
tive. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h e  r e m a r k s  o f  t h e  g e n t l e m a n  wil l  be 
s p r e a d  u p o n  t h e  r eco rd .  

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
CONTINUED 

T h e  H o u s e  p roceeded  to t h i r d  cons ide r a t i on  o f  HB 1882, 
PN 2332, enti t led:  

A n  A c t  amend ing  t h e  act o f  J u n e  22, 1931 (P. L. 594, N o .  
203), referred t o  a s  t he  Townsh ip  S t a t e  H ighway  Law,  deleting 
a r ou t e  in  Clearfield County .  

On t h e  ques t i on ,  
Wi l l  t h e  H o u s e  a g r e e  to t h e  bil l  o n  t h i r d  cons ide r a t i on?  
Bill w a s  ag reed  t o .  

The S P E A K E R .  T h i s  bi l l  has been c o n s i d e r e d  on t h r e e  
d i f f e r en t  d a y s  and agreed t o  and is  now on f i n a l  passage .  

The q u e s t i o n  is, sha l l  t h e  bil l  pass finally? 
Agreeab l e  t o  the p rov i s i ons  o f  the Constitution, the y e a s  

a n d  n a y s  wil l  n o w  be t aken .  

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Austin 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 

Foster, W. W. 
Foster. Jr., A. 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Gatski 
Geesey 
Geist 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Gladeck 
Goebel 
Goodman 
Grabowski 
Gray 

Levin 
Lewis 
Livengood 
Lynch, E. R. 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Milanovich 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 

Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Scrafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
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Chess Grieco Mullen Street 
Cimini G r u p ~ o  Murphy Stuban 
Civera Hagarty Nahill Sweet 
Clark. B. D. Halverson Novak Swift 
Clark. M. R 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davis  
Dawida 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci, R. 
DO11 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 

Harper Noye Taddonio 
Hasay O'Bricn, B. F. Taylor. E. Z 
Hayes, 11.. S. O'Bricn, D. M. Taylor. F. 
Hclfrick O'DonneU Telek 
Hoeffel Oliver Thomas 
Honaman Perzel Trello 
Hutchinson, A. Peterson Vroon 
Hutchinson, W. Petrarca Wachob 
lwis Phillips Wargo 
Itkin Piccola Wass 
Johnson. E. G. Piwsky 
Kanuck Pistella 
Klingaman Pitts 
Knight Polite 
Kolter Pott 
Kowalyshyn Pratt 
Kukovich Pucciarelli 
Lashingcr Punt 
Laughlin Pyles 
Lehr Rappaport 
Lcscovitl Rasco 
Letterman Reed 
Levi Ritter 

Wager  
White 
Wilt 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, Jr., I, 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

NAYS-I 

Williams 

NOT VOTING-15 

Burns Johnson, 1. J. Miller Schweder 
Dumas Jones Rhodes Shadding 
Giammarco Mclntyre Richardson Wilson 
Greenfield Maiale Rieger 

EXCUSED-7 

Barber Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Kncpper Weidner 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affir- 
mative. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1105, 
PN 1331, entitled: 

An Act naming the Pierce Street Bridge, between Kingston 
and Wilkes-Barre, the "T. N. Wood and Martin L. Murray 
Bridge." 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 

SB 1105 RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 1105 be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2290, 
PN 3150. entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 19, 1931 (P. L. 589, No. 
2QZ), referred to as the Barbers' License Law, further 
providing for one barber barber shops and manager-barber 
licenses. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three 
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-170 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Austin 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittle 
Borski 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Clark, B. D. 
Clark, M. R. 
Cochran 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Davies 
Dawida 
Diet2 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Darr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Earley 
Fee 
Fischer 

Foster, W. W. Levin 
Foster. Ir., A. Lewis 
Freind Livengood 
Fryer Lynch. E. R. 
Gallagher McCall 
Gallen McClatchy 
Gamble McManagle 
Cannon McVerry 
Gauki Mackowski 
Geesey Madigan 
Geist Manderino 
George, C. Manmiller 
George, M. H. Michlovic 
Gladeck Milanovich 
Goebel Miller 
Goodman Moehlmam 
Grabowski Mowery 
Gray Mrkonic 
Grieco Murphy 
Gruppo Nahill 
Halverson Novak 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Brien, B. F. 
Hayes, 11.. S. O'Brien, D. M. 
Helfrick O'Donnell 
Hoeffel Oliver 
Honaman Perzel 
Hutchinson. A. Peterson 
Hutchinson, W. Petrarca 
lrvis Phillips 
Johnson, E. G. Piccola 
Kanuck Pievsky 
Klingaman Pistella 
Knight Polite 
Kolter Pratt 
Kowalyshyn Pucciarelli 
Kukovieh Punt 
Lashinger Pyles 
Laughlin Rappaport 
Lehr Rasco 
Lescovitz Rccd 
Letterman Rhodes 
Levi Ritter 

NAYS-6 

Rocks 
Rodgers 
Ryan 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Spencer 
Spit2 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
White 
Williams 
Wright, D. R. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Civera Itkin Pitts Pott 
Hagarty Micozzic 

NOT VOTING-19 

Burns Greenfield Mullen Shadding 
Cohen Johnson, I. 1. Richardson Wilson 
Donatucci, R. Jones Rieger Wilt 
Dumas McIntyre Salvatore Wright, Jr.. J 
Giammarco Maiale Schweder 
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Barbcr Hayes, D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Kneooer Weidner 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affir- 
mative. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate 
for concurrence. 

committee to make an editorial change to an existing law, 
and the conferees should have an opportunity to look at 
that. I discussed this with Mr. Irvis, I guess it was, earlier 
today in the conference room. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. What was Mr. Irvis' position on the 

nonconcurrence? Did he indicate? 
Mr. RYAN. Yes. He said there was no problem with it. 

Either he said it or you said it, but 1- 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1948, 
PN 2892, entitled: 

~ t t  

An Act amending "The County Code," approved August 9, 
1955 (P. L. 323, No. 130), providing for a cash reimbursement 
in lieu of a grave marker. 

I Mr. MANDERINO. No, I do not remember discussing it. - 
Mr. RYAN. Then Mr. Irvis said it. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Lehigh, Mr. Ritter. 
Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, would the majority leader 

consent to a brief interrogation? 
On the question, The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Ryan, indicates that 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? he will stand for interroaation, Ritter mav nroceed, 

HB 1948 RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1948 be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE CONSIDERED 

The Senate returned the following HB 552, PN 2432, 
with the information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendments in which concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the "Public Welfare Code," approved 
June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 21), prohibiting assistance to 
certain students, further providing for identification and proof 
of residence, and prohibiting copayment plans. 

- . . 
Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, what portion of this bill is 

already existing law? 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, if you recall, going back 

earlier in last year's session, Mr. Lashinger and Mr. 
Gladeck had a bill-I forget the number of it-that dealt 
with college students being on welfare. That portion of it 
passed the House, passed the Senate, and is now law. This 
is duplicate language of that existing law and it is Act No. 
102 of 1979. 1 forget the bill number of Gladeck and 
Lashinger's bill. 

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, then what the Senate added 
was a determination that has to be made that a person is in 
fact a resident of this Commonwealth before he is eligible 
to receive assistance; that a person must in fact remain a 
resident of this Commonwealth in order to continue to 
receive assistance; and that if a person absents himself from 
this Commonwealth for a period of 60 days, or the country 
for 30 days, he is no longer deemed eligible for welfare? Is 
that what the Senate amended or the Senate added to this 
bill? 

Mr. Speaker, the reason for the interrogation was 
because if that is what the Senate did, then 1 would urge 
that we concur. 

Senate amendments, Mr. Speaker, under the rules? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority 

leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the reason for nonconcurrence 

is a portion of this bill has already passed the House and 
the Senate and is now Act 102 of 1979, and it is for this 
reason that we are asking that we concur. In addition, we 
believe that we can make use of this bill in a conference 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

~h~ SPEAKER. a he chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
nonconcur in the amendments inserted by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. May we have an explanation of the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Lehigh, Mr. Ritter. 

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, if we have in fact passed a 
portion of this bill as another law and we now passed this 
bill which has the same identical language in it as that other 
law did-at least a portion of this bill-what then is the 
effect of present law, if we are simply restating existing 
law? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to kill 
the bill in its entirety. It is only to kill that portion of it 
that is a duplicate of existing law. I think maybe the 
prudent thing for me to do  at  this time, until I get suffi- 
cient information to answer Mr. Ritter's question, is to ask 
that this bill be passed over. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 30, 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman. Mr. Ritter, directing 
his inquiry to the Chair? 

Mr. RITTER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. It is a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Ritter. 

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, on page 2 of the bill, appar- 
ently lines 2 through 5, the majority leader indicated that 
we had passed that portion of this bill in 1979, so it is now 
existing law. And that deals with college students. My ques- 
tion is, if we pass HB 552 with the Senate amendments in 
it, including that portion which apparently restates existing 
law, what effect does that have then on existing law? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer that ques- 
tion. It is very seldom the Chair is not willing to answer 
questions, hut I do not feel qualified to respond to that 
one. 

Mr. RITTER. I thank the S~eaker.  

- ~- 

tually wound up in a conference committee. And we met in 
conference committee on this issue and since the conference 
committeee has been signed and the conference report given 
and even the Senate has passed this bill, there has been 
some serious challenges to the language that is in this bill. 
Particularly on page 2, there is a question of the work- 
ability of that section 306.1, and on hack on page 6, appar- 
ently, for some reason a wrong section was amended when 
we inserted the date of April 15. 

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, and for these two reasons, I 
ask for a "no" vote on the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, I would urge the adoption of 
the conference committee report. This deals with a very 
important issue. The Senate held hearings on this matter, 
and this agreement that we have before us has been 
hammered out and, in my opinion, is a good version in 

HB 552 PASSED OVER 
treating this problem. 

The gentleman, Mr. Brandt, mentioned a few sections. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority One section, which will be changed in another piece of 

leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I had asked, and perhaps I 

should make it in the form of a motion, to pass HB 552 
over. I do not want members on either side-and 1 see that 
I am winning on the nonconcurrence. But I do not want 
members on either side-to misunderstand the purpose of 
the nonconcurrence. Accordingly, I would request, even 
though I am winning on my own motion, that it be held 
over. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, HB 552 will he 
passed over. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

SENATE ADOPTS REPORT 
OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

legislation, is no necessity for refusing to accept this confer- 
ence committee report. It is an important issue; it deals in 
an important area, and, in my opinion, it is a good piece of 
work. I would urge the House to adopt this conference 
committee report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Schuylkill, Mr. Hutchinson. 

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge 
that we reject this conference report. 

In the legislature as in the courts, hard cases will often 
make bad law. This legislation is a product of some, 
perhaps, harsh cases. 

I would have no objection ~articularlv to this conference 
report did it not contain the language on page 7, which 
provides for a period of redemption of, I believe, 60 days. 
It is actually 90 days, because within 30 days of the sale the 

The Senate informed that it has adopted the Report of sheriff must serve the person, personal service, in all cases, 
the Committee of Conference on SB 316, PN 1612. and then that person who owns the property has 60 days to 

redeem it. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE Mr. Speaker, I oppose that on two grounds. 1 oppose it 

OF CONFERENCE CONSIDERED first on the grounds of the great cost it is going to impose 

Mr. RYAN called up for consideration the following 
Report of the Committee of Conference on SB 316, PN 
*,*" 

An Act amending the act of July 7, 1947 (P. L. 1368, No. 
542), entitled "Real Estate Tax Sale Law," further providing 
for returns by collectors in certain cases; providing for notices 
prior to sales and confirmation of sales and providing a limited 
rieht of redemotion after a sale. - ~ ~~ ~~~~~~~- r ~ 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the Report of the Committee of 

Conference? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Lancaster, Mr. Brandt. 

Mr. BRANDT. SB 316 is a piece of legislation that has 
run the full gambit from the Senate to the House and even- 

on our local government to have that service made. 
Sheriff's service is running about $25 to $30 for a particular 
service in counties where these sales are held, and there will 
be a large number of services required. 

In addition and the second reason I oppose it is I think 
we must go hack to the purpose of the Real Estate Tax Sale 
Act of 1947, which this amends. Prior to that act no tax 
title in this Commonwealth could or would be certified by 
any competent attorney and no title insurance could be 
obtained. The reason it could not be obtained was because 
there was a redemption period and the requirements with 
resvect to getting rid of that redem~tion were such that the - - 
risk was too great. This effectively prevented properties 
taken for taxes from ever getting back on the tax rolls, to 
the detriment of our local taxpayers - the vast majority of 
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people who pay their taxes. I think that we have taken a 
sledgehammer to kill a gnat, because there were a couple of 
cases where people were hurt. 

Now, the first part of the bill, with respect to increased 
notices, with respect to other problems and the interim 
assessment, I see no problem with and I could go along 
with. But that sheriff's sale provision is going to take us 
right back to pre-1947 law, and you will not be able to get 
these properties back on the tax rolls in any case because of 
that period of redemption. I think it would be utterly 
mischievous to land titles in this Commonwealth to adopt 
this conference report, and I therefore think we should 
reject it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Bucks, Mr. Gallagher. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to be in favor of 
the conference committee report. We have had this very 
serious problem, and in the last 6 to 10 months yon have 
heard here in the House about the problems in Bucks 
County and suburban areas where property was sold 
without proper notice, without the taxpayer being notified 
by realtors who were taking advantage of that situation. 
This bill is not the best bill that we could get together, but 
the conference committee came up with something plausible 
so that the property will not be sold without proper notice. 

It may seem archaic. It may seem it goes back to 1937, 
but at least the people in this area and many other areas 
will not have the houses sold from under them without 
proper notice. So I urge that we concur in the conference 
committee report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Chester, Mr. Vroon. 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I also join with my 
colleagues in urging a "no" vote on the acceptance of this 
conference report. In my case my objection is to a feature 
which demands the notation of unpaid interim taxes on a 
current tax bill. This is an unnecessary provision as far as I 
am concerned, and it invokes a hardship on every tax 
collector in the Commonwealth. It is a real pain in the neck 
to have to put unpaid taxes on a current tax hill. The 
computers are not set up to handle it, and I do not see any 
reason at all why it should be on the current tax bill. They 
get due notice through the mail, through all the laborious 
procedure which is described in this bill already, and I do 
not see any sense in doing this over and above everything 
else. It is just making work for people and causing a lot of 
hardship, as far as I am concerned, to local tax collectors. 
So for that reason, together with the reasons cited by my 
colleagues, I urge a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER.   he Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Adams, Mr. Cole. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 urge my colleagues to vote 
"no" on this bill. I think it came about by a few isolated 
cases in the Commonwealth, and now we are going from 
being underregulated to overregulated again, causing more 
time in our tax sales and also a lot of red tape. So I urge a 
"no" vote on SB 316. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Dauphin, Mr. Piccola. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Mr. Speaker, I also urge a negative vote 
on this conference committee report. Aside from the tax 
dollars that will be uncollected under this procedure, it is 
going to Cost our counties too much money just to operate 
the procedure. I believe that there are adequate notice 
requirements under the existing law, that judges are quite 
reluctant to turn property over to and will upset a tax sale 
at the very least amount of impropriety, and that the 
Present law is adequate to protect property owners under 
the Present circumstances. I therefore would urge a negative 
vote primarily because of the cost to our counties. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the issue 
before us is the efficient operation of a tax claim bureau 
and the rights of the people who are affected. Now, if you 
want an efficient operating tax claim bureau that will 
operate and sell properties, then reject this report. But I say 
that to those people who are caught in this and lose their 
Property and it goes to sale, a property which they bought 
over a period of time and have accumulated, I say that is 
wrong. 

You argue about the cost. 1 was approached by the same 
people. by the tax claim bureau. They do not want to 
change. They want a nice, efficient operation. They want to 
sell that property and turn it over in the tax roll. That is 
fine; it is commendable. But think of those few people who 
are caught in this mesh of transactions. Would you deny, 
Would You deny that one Person who is aggrieved in this 
Commonwealth, who loses his property and it is sold? 
What would go? Reason does prevail. 

This is a serious matter. Later, after we pass the collec- 
tion- 

But in all seriousness, to the people who have been 
caught in these tax claim sale laws, it is a terrible thing, and 
you have all read about it in the news media. Yon know 
what has happened to these people, and now I hear, well, 
this is going to cost too much money, or it is going to 
impede this operation. What do you want to do? Sell the 
Property maybe if someone, through an error, is caught 
behind? You do not want to permit a 60-day redemption? 
What is wrong with that? Sure it impedes a little bit, hut so 
does government, but basically it is for people. I say to 
YOU, think very seriously about this vote, because this-and 
I do not mean to embarrass anyone-is one for the people. 
Vote "yes." 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the Report of the Committee of 

Conference? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken, 

YEAS-69 

Betoff Gray Mullen Shupnik 
Berson Harper O'Brien, 8. F. Spitl 
Borski Hoeffel O'DonneU Steighner 
Brown Hutchinson, A. Oliver Stewart 
Caltagirone Itkin Petrarcs Street 



Clark, B. D. 
Cohen 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
FCC 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gatski 
George, C. 
George, M. H. 
Goodman 

Alden 
Anderson 
Annstrong 
Arty 
Belardi 
Bennett 
Bittle 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 30, 

Klingaman Pievsky Stuban 
Kolter Pistella Sweet 
Kukovich Pitts Trello 
Laughlin Pot1 Wachob 
Lescovitz Pucciarelli Wargo 
Lettennan Rappaport Williams 
Levin Reed Wright, D. R. 
McCall Rhodcs Wright, Jr.. I. 
McMonagle Rilter Yahncr 
Michlovic Rodners Yohn 
Micovie schmitt 
Mrkonic Seventy 

Dorr Kowalyshyn 
Duffy Lashinger 
Durham Lehr 
Earley Levi 
Fischer Lewis 
Foster, W. W. Livengood 
Foster. Ir.. A. Lvnch. E. R. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently voted in the 
affirmative on HB 1805, PN 3056, yesterday and wish to be 
recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 
Zeller upon the record. 
Zwikl 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

Punt 
Pyles 
Rasco 
Rocks 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills 
and resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

I COMMUNICATIONS 

I April 16. 1980 

Burns Greenfield ~a ia l e  Shadding 
Donatucci. R. Johnson. J. 1. Richardson Wilson 
Dumas Jones Rieger Wilt 

. . 
Bowser Freind ~ c ~ l a t c h y  Serafini 
Brandt Gamble McVerry Sieminski 
Burd Cannon Mackowski Sirianni 
Cappabianca Geaey Madigan Smith, E. H. 
Cessar Geist Manderino Smith, L. E. 
Chess Gladeck Manmiller Spencer 
Cimini Goebd Milanovieh Stairs 
Civera Grabowski Miller Swift 
Clark. M. R. Grieco Moehlmann Taddonio 
Cochran GNPPO Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cole Hagarty Murphy Taylor, F. 
Cornell Halverson Nahill Telek 
Coslett Hasay Novak Thomas 
DcVertcr Hayes, Jr., S. Noye Vroon 
DeWeae Helfrick O'Brien. D. M. Wass 
DiCarlo Honaman Perzel Wenger 
Davies Hutchinson, W. Peterson White 
Dawida lrvis Phillips Zord 
Diet2 Johnson, E. G. Piccola 
Dininni Kanuck Polite Seltzer, 
Dombrowski Knight Pratt Speaker 

NOT VOTING-16 

Austin Giammareo Mclntvre Schweder 

Barber Hayes. D. S. McKelvey Zitterman 
Fisher Knepper Weidncr 

Subject: Annual Legislative Report on the Intermediate Unit 
System 

To: Members of the General Assembly 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

From: Robert G. Scanlon 
Secretary of Education 

Under the terms of Section 924-A of the Pennsylvania Public 
School Code of 1949, as amended by Act 57 of 1974, the 
department is submitting to you the attached copy of the Final 
Annual Report to the General Assembly on the Intermediate 
Unit System: 1976-77, 1977-78. The first such evaluation, 
under Act 57, was completed and submitted to the General 
Assembly in 1975. 

In accordance with Act 57 of 1974 (part (d) of Section 924-A 
of the School Code) the obligation to submit this report shall 
cease after June 30, 1980, unless specifically reenacted by the 
General Assembly. 

It is anticipated that in lieu of any such reenactment, the 
department would engage in planning the continuance of some 
form of providing the General Assembly with annual inter- 
mediate unit system data. 

Less than the majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was deter- 

(Report on file with the House of Representatives but not 
printed in the Appendix.) 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Department of Education 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17126 
April 18, 1980 

The Honorable H. Jack Seltzer 
mined in the negative and the Report of the Committee of Speaker, House of Representatives 

Conference was not adopted. 139 Capitol Building 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 
Dear Speaker Seltzer: 

STATEMENT BY MR. POLITE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Montgomery, Mr. Polite. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. POLITE. T o  make a statement, Mr. Speaker. I 
listened to the debate on the "no" vote and the "yes" vote 
on the conference report, and I knew it was going to lose 
because the first three sponsors are all losers in the state- 
wide election. 

Subsection 12 of Section 2501 of the Public School Code, as 
amended by Act 59 of 1977, provides, "The Secretary of 
Education annually shall calculate the State 'Median Actual 
Instruction Expense per Weighted Average Daily Membership' 
and shall supply the same to the General Assembly." 

For the school year 1978-79, the Median Actual Instruction 
Expense per Weighted Average Daily Membership was 
$1,216.11. 

Sincerely yours, 
Robert G. Scanlon 
Secretary of Education 
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ANNOUNCEMENT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. S. E. HAYES. I wonder if I could have the attention 

of all members, please. In conversation with several of the 
leaders in the House and also the gentleman from Bucks, 
Mr. Gallagher, it is very likely that this House of Represen- 
tatives will begin consideration of the proposed School 
Code, HB 1671. As Mr. Gallagher and I announced several 
weeks ago, we urged members who thought it necessary to 
have amendments drafted to do so. I would just ask YOU 

again at this time to, in the next couple of days-not the 
next couple of weeks but the next couple of days-be in 
touch with the Legislative Reference Bureau and have 
drafted those amendments which you believe should be 
offered. I am not suggesting that there should be a cascade 
of amendments to HB 1671. The House Committee on 
Education has done a commendable job in reconciling the 
differences which have existed over time with regard to a 
new School Code, but obviously there will be those who 
believe it necessary to offer amendments. That is part of 
our process here. I would just ask you if you would please, 
please, cooperate with those who have to help manage this 
bill, be in touch with the Legislative Reference Bureau 
tomorrow and Friday, and ask them to prepare for you any 
amendments that you believe should he offered, because in 
all probability we will begin our early consideration of this 
bill in the next few legislative days. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader have any 
further business? Does the minority whip have any further 
business? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. 
Gallagher. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. In place of the minority leader-I 
am not taking his place, but just in place before he gets 
here-1 ask the Democratic members to pay attention to 
what Mr. Hayes brought to your attention. Maybe next 
Monday or Tuesday we might be considering the School 
Code recodification. Please get your amendments, if any. 
There is no need for them, but if you think there is, let us 
know ahead of schedule. 

Now I give you the minority leader. 

The SPEAKER. Does the minority whip have any further 
business? 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit for the record, in 

accordance with our rules, a list of additions and deletions 
of sponsors. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Mr. Donatucci. 

Mr. DONATUCCI. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House 
do now adjourn until Monday, May 5, 1980, at l:00 p.m., 
e.d.t. 

on the question, 
will the H~~~~ agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 5:10 p.m., e.d.t., the 

House adjourned. 

ADDITIONS 
HB 1425, Fryer 77; HB 2353, Cornell 177. 

DELETIONS 
HR 185, Geesey 55; HB 2340, White 203. 
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