
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 28, 1987 

THE SPEAKER (K. LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

SESSION OF 1987 171ST OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 30 

REV. DR. DAVID R. HOOVER, chaplain of the House 
of Representatives, from McConnellshurg, Pennsylvania, 
offered the following prayer: 

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

0 God, our benevolent and eternal Father, as true stewards 
of Thine, we invoke Thy blessing upon this assemblage. As 
the three branches of government come together in joint 
session, we ask Thy humble blessing upon each one - the exec- 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

utive, the legislative, and the judicial. 0 God, endue them 
with divine wisdom, fill them with dedicated spirit, and guide 
them with determined effort so that the peoples of this great 
Commonwealth may benefit from outstanding statesmanship. 
Heavenly Father, renew their efforts, redouble their spirits, 
and increase their wisdom so that the power of Thy will and 
might may redound to the honor and glory of Thy blest name 
forever and ever. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was delivered by members and 
visitors.) 

JOURNAL APPROVED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been informed that the 
Journal of Tuesday, April 21, 1987, is in print. Unless the 
Chair hears objection, the Journal will be approved as 
printed. The Chair hears no such objection. 

No. 1183 By Representatives LLOYD, ITKIN, 
KUKOVICH, BELFANTI, CARLSON, 
BELARDI, CAWLEY, MELIO, 
HOWLETT. BALDWIN. HALUSKA, COY, 
CLYMER, GODSHALL, WOZNIAK, 
CORRIGAN, HERMAN, BUNT and 
RITTER 

An Act amending the act of April 9,1929 (P. L. 177. No. 175). 
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," removing limits 
on Energy Development Authority indebtedness. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT. 
Avril 28. 1987. 

No. 1184 By Representatives COLAFELLA, DeLUCA, 
RYBAK, NOYE, DAWIDA, MELIO, 
COLE. MRKONIC. MICHLOVIC. 
BELARDI, LaGROTTA, PRESTON, 
VROON, SAURMAN, SCHEETZ, GEIST, 
BALDWIN, KOSINSKI, McHALE, 
MERRY, CHADWICK, HALUSKA, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, MAIALE, HOWLETT, 
LUCYK. DISTLER. FISCHER. BLAUM. 
SALOOM, CLYMER, SIRIANNI, FOX, 
ARTY, CIVERA, HERSHEY, REBER, 
SEVENTY, DALEY, LEVDANSKY, 
RAYMOND, GAMBLE, PHILLIPS, 
TRELLO, BOOK, WOZNIAK, SHOWERS. 
LINTON and R. C. WRIGHT 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 
14), known as the "Public School Code of 1949," providing that 
the rules and regulations of school districts shall include a prohi- 
bition against smoking and the use of smokeless tobacco by 
pupils in school buildings and on school grounds. 

The SPEAKER. However, the Journal for Monday, April 
27, 1987, is not yet in print, and the approval of that Journal 
will be postponed until it is in print, unless there be objection. 
The Chair hears no such objection. 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 
No. 1185 By Representatives BARLEY, 

HUTCHINSON, MORRIS, SIRIANNI, 
BRANDT. HONAMAN. SCHULER. 

I Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, April 28,1987. 

SCHEETZ, MILLER, HERSHEY, 
JOHNSON, HALUSKA, SHOWERS. 
SEMMEL, DeVERTER, BALDWIN, 
CHADWICK, FARGO, BOWLEY, 
MAYERNIK, BATTISTO, MAINE, 
STABACK, TRELLO, BELFANTI, NOYE. 
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JADLOWIEC, GODSHALL, JACKSON, 
BUNT, DORR, PETRARCA, STEIGHNER, 
WOGAN, FISCHER, B. SMITH, CLYMER, 
MERRY, E. Z. TAYLOR, J. TAYLOR, 
BOWSER, CARLSON, STAIRS, BLACK, 
G. SNYDER, REBER and DININNI 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for the use of farm truck 
plates. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
April 28, 1987. 

No. 1186 By Representatives NAHILL, TRELLO, 
FOX, PHILLIPS, CARLSON, ANGSTADT, 
MARKOSEK, SCHULER, JOHNSON, 
GEIST, BUNT, ARTY, SHOWERS, 
FARMER, ARGALL, REBER, SAURMAN, 
McHALE, FISCHER, BURD, GLADECK, 
MICOZZIE, CIVERA, BUSH, BROUJOS, 
ROBBINS, KOSINSKI, CORNELL, 
PETRARCA, NOYE, SEMMEL, OLASZ, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, LANGTRY and 
COLAFELLA 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," further providing for 
the exclusion of certain sales by public libraries from the sales 
tax. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, April 28, 1987. 

No. 1187 By Representatives GEORGE, BROUJOS, 
REBER, NOYE, KUKOVICH, CARLSON, 
MRKONIC, TIGUE, BELFANTI, 
BALDWIN, BLAUM, DISTLER, 
HALUSKA, LLOYD, STABACK, MERRY, 
COY, VEON, KOSINSKI, ANGSTADT, 
ARGALL, SAURMAN, SHOWERS, 
MILLER, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
YANDRISEVITS, BELARDI, TRUMAN, 
HARPER, RUDY, BUNT, KENNEY, BUSH 
and RAYMOND 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for the funding of the Cata- 
strophic Loss Trust Fund. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, April 28,1987. 

No. 1188 By Representatives E. Z. TAYLOR, IRVIS, 
HAGARTY, REBER, ITKIN, 
J.  L. WRIGHT, KOSINSKI, KUKOVICH, 
LaGROTTA, WASS, MERRY, HERSHEY, 
WOGAN, JOHNSON, STABACK, 
D. R. WRIGHT, McHALE, FOX, HASAY, 
MARKOSEK, GEIST, NOYE, HECKLER, 
NAHILL, HUGHES, DALEY, SAURMAN, 
SHOWERS, ARTY, LASHINGER, 
FARMER, WESTON, TRUMAN, 
COLAFELLA, HARPER, WOZNIAK, 
TRELLO, BUNT, D. W. SNYDER, 

REINARD, DONATUCCI, RITTER, 
MORRIS, RAYMOND, SEMMEL, VEON, 
PETRARCA, PRESTON and JAROLIN 

An Act providing for the creation of a Statewide program to 
support and guide the establishment of extended school day-care 
programs for latchkey children; defining eligibility; further pro- 
viding for the powers and duties of the Department of Education; 
and making an appropriation. 

Referred to Committee on EDUCATION, April 28,1987. 

No. 1189 By Representatives ITKIN, LANGTRY, 
PISTELLA, BOYES, VROON, FOX, 
MRKONIC, DUFFY, HAYDEN, FARGO, 
CLYMER, E. Z. TAYLOR, McVERRY, 
HARPER and OLASZ 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21). 
known as the "Liquor Code," further providing for the issuance 
or transfer of distributor and importing distributor licenses. 

Referred to  Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, 
April 28,1987. 

No. 1190 By Representatives ITKIN, FOX, STABACK, 
TIGUE, CAWLEY, SAURMAN, 
LEVDANSKY, KUKOVICH, STUBAN, 
VROON, LLOYD, BLAUM, MELIO, 
J.  L. WRIGHT, KOSINSKI, BELARDI, 
LaGROTTA, CARLSON, HOWLETT, 
MAIALE, BELFANTI, MRKONIC, 
MERRY, DISTLER, HALUSKA, NOYE, 
HAYDEN, MAINE, COY, ANGSTADT, 
REBER, HERSHEY, COLE, 
YANDRISEVITS, NAHILL, ARGALL, 
SHOWERS, GEORGE, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
MICHLOVIC, BROUJOS, COLAFELLA, 
HERMAN, TRUMAN, WOZNIAK, 
KENNEY, R. C. WRIGHT, BUNT, BUSH, 
RAYMOND, FLICK, PETRARCA and 
PRESTON 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for the funding and collec- 
tion of the Catastrophic Loss Trust Fund. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, April 28,1987. 

No. 1191 By Representatives BOWSER, GODSHALL, 
SCHULER, BOOK, DISTLER, FARGO, 
DOMBROWSKI. MERRY. JOHNSON. 
HECKLER, HERSHEY, FARMER, FOX, 
HALUSKA, WOGAN, BARLEY and 
McVERRY 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for no-passing zones. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
April 28,1987. 

No. 1192 By Representatives BOWSER, GODSHALL, 
LEH, PITTS, PHILLIPS, DISTLER, 
FARGO, MERRY, MORRIS, GEIST, 
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NOYE, HECKLER, HERSHEY, TIGUE, I Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE. 
BARLEY. SCHEETZ. STAIRS. Anril 2R. 19x7 

Referred to Committee on LABOR RELATIONS, 
April 28, 1987. 

No. 1193 By Representatives FOX, KUKOVICH, 
PISTELLA, CAPPABIANCA, MELIO, 
SHOWERS, MORRIS, BOYES, RYBAK, 
BUNT, STUBAN, KOSINSKI, ARTY, 
PETRARCA, J. L. WRIGHT, JOHNSON, 
RITTER, COLAFELLA, TRELLO, 
CARLSON, ANGSTADT, TIGUE, ITKIN, 
DUFFY. BALDWIN, REBER. STABACK. 

E. '' 'OLAFELLA 
and S. H. SMITH 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P. L. 736, No. 338), 
know as "The Pennsylvania Workmen's Compensation Act," 
further providing for counsel fees. 

R. C. WRIGHT, PETRARCA, BURD, 
RAYMOND, CIVERA, WOGAN, FARGO, 
HALUSKA, MICOZZIE, MORRIS, TIGUE, 
SIRIANNI, ARTY, NAHILL, G. SNYDER, 
J. TAYLOR, LEH, HAGARTY, 
WOZNIAK, BOWLEY, BARLEY, 
REINARD, BELARDI, JADLOWIEC and 
MICHLOVIC 

An Act providing for resource recovery and recycling and for 
recycling responsibilities of counties and municipalities; imposing 

- - r--- --, 

No. 1195 By Representatives FOX, GEORGE, 
HAYDEN, BUNT, ARGALL, 
LEVDANSKY, J. L. WRIGHT, McHALE, 
MORRIS, FISCHER, SEMMEL, DISTLER, 
BATTISTO, FREEMAN, JAROLIN. 

PETRONE, SEMMEL, MICHLOVIC, I making appropriation; and making repeals. 

LASHINGER, McVERRY, NAHILL, 
O'DONNELL, MICOZZIE, WIGGINS, 
McHALE, FISCHER, CIVERA, GANNON, 
DeLUCA, BUSH, D. W. SNYDER, 

HUGHES, DAWIDA, R. C. WRIGHT, I Referred to Committee on CONSERVATION. April 28. 
TRUMAN. CORNELL. HAYDEN. OLASZ. 1 0 ~ 7  

duties on the Department of Environmental Resources and the 
Department of Revenue; imposing a solid waste services tax; 
establishing the Commonwealth Recycling Fund and the State- 
wide Mandatory Source-Separation and Recycling Fund; provid- 
ing for purchases and contracts involving recycled materials; 

. - 
BLACK, E. Z. TAYLOR, CLYMER, 
BLAUM, MAINE, VEON, GLADECK, 
D. W. SNYDER and DORR 

An Act amending the act of April 9,1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," providing for 
programs by the Department of Health for persons suffering 
from Alzheimer's disease. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
April 28, 1987. 

No. 1194 By Representatives FOX, KUKOVICH, 
O'DONNELL, CAPPABIANCA, MELIO, 
SHOWERS, MORRIS, BOYES, RYBAK, 
BUNT, STUBAN, KOSINSKI, ARTY, 
PETRARCA, J. L. WRIGHT, JOHNSON, 
RITTER, COLAFELLA, TRELLO, 
CARLSON, ANGSTADT, TIGUE, ITKIN, 
DUFFY, BALDWIN, REBER, STABACK, 
LASHINGER, E. Z. TAYLOR, PISTELLA, 
McVERRY, NAHILL, MICOZZIE, 
WIGGINS, McHALE, FISCHER, CIVERA, 
GANNON. DeLUCA, BUSH, 
D. W. SNYDER, PETRONE, SEMMEL, 
MICHLOVIC, HUGHES, DAWIDA, 
R. C. WRIGHT, TRUMAN, CORNELL, 
HAYDEN, OLASZ, BLACK, BLAUM, 
MAINE and VEON 

An Act amending the act of April 9,1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), 
known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," providing for 
respite service programs by the Department of Health for persons 
suffering from Alzheimer's disease; and making an appropri- 
ation. 

No. 11% By Representatives FREIND, ROBBINS, 
F. TAYLOR, CARLSON, CAWLEY, 
KOSINSKI, RAYMOND, PERZEL, 
BELARDI, J. TAYLOR, VROON, 
GANNON, BOWSER, FOX, TIGUE, 
GODSHALL, CLYMER, O'BRIEN, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, STABACK, JOHNSON, 
WOGAN. G. SNYDER. BATTISTO. 
PITTS, CIVERA, FLICK, HASAY, 
SIRIANNI, DeLUCA, ANGSTADT, NOYE. 
DISTLER, PHILLIPS, BIRMELIN, 
NAHILL, TRELLO, D. W. SNYDER, 
BUNT, GLADECK, CHADWICK, 
MORRIS, SEMMEL and BARLEY 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated Statutes, abrogating the defense of insan- 
ity. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, April 28, 1987. 

No. 1197 By Representatives RYBAK, TIGUE, 
HALUSKA. MELIO. NOYE. ~. ~ , 

DOMBROWSKI, SCHEETZ, ANGSTADT, 
MERRY, LEVDANSKY, DISTLER, BUNT 
and FOX 

An Act amending the act of October 4, 1978 (F. L. 883, No. 
170). referred to as the "Public Official and Employee Ethics 
Law," further providing for the filing of statements of financial 
interests for county and municipal offices. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
April 28.1987. 
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No. 1198 By Representatives RYBAK, STABACK, 
TIGUE, HALUSKA, MELIO, DAWIDA, 
DOMBROWSKI, ANGSTADT, HAYDEN, 
PETRARCA, DISTLER, McHALE, FOX, 
VEON and COLAFELLA 

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (F'. L. 1333, No. 
320), known as the "Pennsylvania Election Code," further pro- 
viding for the appointment of watchers and their powers. 

Referred to Committee on STATE OOVERNMENT, 
April 28, 1987. 

No. 1199 By Representatives J. L. WRIGHT, 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following bills for concurrence: 

SB 185, PN 191 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
April 28,1987. 

SB 289, PN 801 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
April 28,1987. 

~ - 

PETRARCA, SCHULER, SAURMAN, 
McCLATCHY, MELIO, VROON, I HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 

HECKLER. ITKIN. JOHNSON. INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

KOSINSKI, BOYES, COWELL, 
HOWLETT, MAIALE, CARLSON, 
B. SMITH, HALUSKA, WASS, FOX, 
WILSON, GRUPPO, McHALE, 
GODSHALL, NAHILL, HAGARTY, 
ANGSTADT, CLYMER, FISCHER, ARTY, 
JOSEPHS, COLAFELLA, JACKSON, 
TRUMAN, McVERRY, BURNS, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, LASHINGER, 
CORRIGAN, BUNT, REINARD, DeLUCA, 
GLADECK, DAVIES, DIETTERICK. 
MORRIS, BUSH, BOWSER, FLICK, 
RAYMOND and RITTER 

An Act making an appropriation to the Cancer Research 
Center of the University of Pennsylvania. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, 
April 28,1987. 

No. 1200 By Representatives PETRONE, KOSINSKI, 
DeLUCA. MARKOSEK. TRELLO. 
SALOOM, J. L. WRIGHT, FOSTER, 
KUKOVICH, LaGROTTA, DIETTERICK, 
CARLSON, MAIALE, HOWLETT, 
STUBAN, MRKONIC, BELFANTI, TIGUE, 
WASS, DISTLER, HALUSKA, LLOYD, 
JOHNSON, STABACK, FOX, HASAY, 
WILSON, GRUPPO, GEIST, DALEY, 
ANGSTADT, NOYE, KASUNIC, LUCYK, 
GANNON, GODSHALL, PERZEL, 
ARGALL, FISCHER, LEH, SHOWERS, 
GEORGE, MILLER, W O N ,  WOZNIAK, 
KENNEY. BUNT, DONATUCCI, 
HERMAN, MORRIS, STAIRS, MELIO, 
RAYMOND, TELEK, PETRARCA and 
PRESTON 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, eliminating the Catastrophic Loss Trust Fund. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE, April 28,1987. I 

No. 93 By Representatives SALOOM, 
DONATUCCI, KUKOVICH, MARKOSEK, 
DALEY, BOOK, VAN HORNE, COHEN, 
LIVENGOOD, HONAMAN, LAUGHLIN, 
LASHINGER, McHALE, HARPER, 
SWEET, HERMAN, WESTON, 
PETRARCA and OLASZ 

Providing for the appointment of a special committee to inves- 
tigate surrogate mothering. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, April 28,1987. 

No. 94 By Representatives PETRONE, KOSINSKI, 
DeLUCA, MARKOSEK, TRELLO, 
SALOOM, J. L. WRIGHT, FOSTER, 
KUKOVICH, LaGROTTA, DIETTERICK, 
CARLSON, MAIALE, HOWLETT, 
STUBAN, MRKONIC, BELFANTI, TIGUE, 
WASS, DISTLER, HALUSKA, LLOYD, 
JOHNSON, STABACK, FOX, HASAY, 
WILSON, GRUPPO, GEIST, DALEY, 
ANGSTADT, NOYE, KASUNIC, LUCYK, 
GANNON, GODSHALL, PERZEL, 
ARGALL, FISCHER, LEH, SHOWERS, 
GEORGE, MILLER, VEON, WOZNIAK, 
KENNEY, BUNT, DONATUCCI, 
HERMAN, MORRIS, STAIRS, MELIO, 
RAYMOND. TELEK, PETRARCA and 
PRESTON 

Directing the appointment of a special committee to study the 
Catastrophic Loss Trust Fund. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, April 28, 1987. 

No. 95 By Representatives PITTS, NAHILL, BUNT, 
BOYES, FOX, CAWLEY, BELARDI, 
J. L. WRIGHT, McHALE, BLACK, 
FLICK, SEMMEL, DISTLER, BATTISTO, 
MERRY, JOHNSON, TRELLO, BARLEY, 
CIVERA, PETRARCA, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
MICHLOVIC, LANGTRY, PHILLIPS, 
FISCHER, JACKSON, HERSHEY, 
FARMER, SAURMAN, MORRIS, COHEN, 
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BROUJOS, R. C. WRIGHT, MAINE, 
HARPER, SERAFINI and OLASZ 

Memorializing the Congress of the Uniled Stares to enact leg- 
islation requiring that coloration be added to kerosene. 

Referred to  Committee on RULES, April 28, 1987. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. On leaves of absence, the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Lawrence, Mr. Fee. 

Mr. FEE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. EVANS, for today. 

The SPEAKER. Leave is granted. There is no objection to  
the leave. 

The Chair recognizes the minority whip. Do you have any 
further requests for leaves? None. Thank you, sir. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that the follow- 

ing bills be lifted from the tabled calendar and placed on the 
active calendar: 

HB 38; 
HB 419; 
HB 774; 
HB 775; 
H B  916; 
SB 549; and 
SB 550. 

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

MASTER ROLL CALL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to  take the master roll 
call for the day. The members will proceed to vote. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Arsu 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Ballisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Bmk 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fanner 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McCIatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
kheefz 
khuler 
Semmel 
Seralini 
Scventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 

Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 

Godshall 
Gruitza 
G ~ P P ~  
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 

Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozde 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Moms 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 

Hughes Perzel 
Hutchinson Petrarca 
ltkin Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Jadlowiec Piceola 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Joseohs Pitts 

Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. 1. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Home 
Vwn 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 

DeWeese ~as"nic Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Oaley Kennedy Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kenney Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Deal Kukovich Reber 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Distler Langtrl Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Lashinaer 

ADDITIONS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

The Chair gave notice that he was about to  sign the follow- 
ing bill, which was then signed: 

SB 138. PN 143 

An Act designating the bridge on which Charlestown Road 
crosses Pickering Creek in Charlestown Township, Chester 
County, as the Baughman Bridge. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker is glad to welcome to  the hall 
of the House Debra Anne Steigerwalt and Melissa Jane 
Christman. They are 4-H members from Carbon County, and 
they are guests of Keith McCall. Are the young ladies in the 
balcony? Welcome to the hall of the House. We are glad to  
have you here. 

The Chair has been wondering who the children were in the 
balcony. They belong to the Penn Wynne School, which is 
known to  be one of the best schools in this country. A friend 
of the Speaker is Mike Brint, and Mike Brint's daughter, Jen, 
is in that school, and they are elementary school children. 
They are from the fifth grade, and the Speaker is personally 
delighted to  welcome them to  the hall of the House. Welcome 

Cannon Manmiller Smith. B. I In  the hall nf thp Hnrnrp children Thnt is the Penn Wvnne 
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COMMUNICATION FROM CHIEF JUSTICE 

REQUEST FOR JOINT SESSION 

Supreme Court of Pennsylvania 
Suite 515 

1515 Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102 

March 30, 1987 
The Honorable Members 

of the House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of ~enns~lvania  
Main Capitol Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
Dear Ladies and Gentlemen: 

If it meets with the approval of the General Assembly, I should 
like to address the Members in Joint Session on April 28, 1987, at 
a convenient time, on the subject of the State of the Judiciary in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Sincerely, 
Robert N. C. Nix, Jr. 
Chief Justice 

of Pennsylvania 
RNCN,Jr:jvc 

COMMITTEE TO ESCORT 
CHIEF JUSTICE APPOINTED 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the concurrent resolution pre- 
viously adopted by this House, the Chair appoints as a com- 
mittee to escort the Chief Justice to the hall of the House the 
following: the lady from Philadelphia, Mrs. Harper; the gen- 
tleman from Lawrence, Mr. LaGrotta; and the gentleman 
from Bucks, Mr. Heckler. 

The committee will proceed with the performance of its 
duties. 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

COMMITTEE TO ESCORT SENATE 

Mr. MANDERINO offered the following resolution, which 
was read, considered, and adopted: 

In the House of Representatives, April 28, 1987 
RESOLVED. That the S~eaker annoint a committee of three I 

~ ~~ ~~ ~~~~-~ 

toeswn the members and oificers oiihe Senate to the Hall of the 
House for the purpose of attending a Joint Session of the General I 
Assembly. 

COMMI'ITEE APPOINTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as a committee to wait 
upon the Senate, the gentleman from Columbia County, Mr. 
Stuban; the gentleman from Beaver County, Mr. Colafella; 
and the gentleman from Luzerne County, Mr. Dietterick. 

The committee will now proceed with the performance of 
its duties. 

COMMI'ITEE TO ESCORT 
GOVERNOR APPOINTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now appoints as a committee of 
the House to escort the Governor to the hall of the House, the 
gentleman from Adams County, Mr. Cole; the lady from 
Crawford County, Ms. Maine; and the gentleman from 
Montgomery County, Mr. Bunt. 

The committee will proceed with the performance of its 
duties. 

Momentarily, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court and 
the Governor of this Commonwealth will enter the hall of the 
House, together with the Senate, for the joint session. The 
Chair requests that you remain in your seats. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
ESCORTING SENATE 

The SPEAKER. The Senate of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania is entering the hall of the House. Members will 
now rise in place. 

The Chair recognizes the Sergeant at Arms of the House. 
The SERGEANT AT ARMS. Mr. Speaker, a committee of 

the House escorting the Senate to the hall of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the Sergeant at Arms. - 
The Speaker recognizes the chairperson of the committee 

escorting the Senate into the hall of the House, the gentleman 
from Columbia, Mr. Stuban. 

Mr. STUBAN. Mr. Speaker, your committee appointed to 
wait upon the Senate and escort them to the hall of the House 
has performed that duty and reports that the Senate is in 
attendance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the chairman and the 
committee in the performance of their duty, and they are dis- 
charged with the thanks of the Chair. 

The Chair now requests the Lieutenant Governor, the Hon- 
orable Mark S. Singel, to come forward, and the Chair 
requests the President pro tempore of the Senate, the Honor- 
able Robert C. Jubelirer, to be seated on the rostrum. 

The members of the Senate will now be seated. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
ESCORTING GOVERNOR 

I The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the hall of the 
House the Governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
Robert P. Casey. The committee to escort the Governor will 
bring the Governor forward. 

The Chair thanks the committee which escorted the Gover- 
nor onto the floor of the House and invites the committee to 
be seated on the rostrum. 

The Chair now welcomes to the hall of the House the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania, Robert Nix. 

The Chair recognizes the Sergeant at Arms of the House. 
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The SERGEANT AT ARMS. Mr. Speaker, a committee of 
the Senate and House escorting the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania to the hall of the House. 

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR 
MARK S. SINGEL 

REQUESTED TO PRESIDE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now Presents the gavel and asks 
the Lieutenant Governor, Mark S. Singel, to preside over this 
joint session. Lieutenant Governor. 

JOINT SESSION OF THE 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR 
MARK S. SINGEL PRESIDING 

The LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR. This being the day and 
time agreed upon by a concurrent resolution of the Senate and 
House of Representatives to hear an address by the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court, the Honorable Robert N. C. 
Nix, Jr., this joint session will please come to order. 

The General Assembly will be at ease while the committees 
are seated. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
ESCORTING CHIEF JUSTICE 

The LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR. The Chair recognizes 
the chairman of the committee to escort the Chief Justice, 
Senator Greenleaf. 

Mr. GREENLEAF. Mr. President, as chairman of the 
committee to escort the Chief Justice, I wish to report that the 
Honorable Robert N. C. Nix, Jr., Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court, is present and is prepared to address this joint 
session. 

JUSTICES WELCOMED 

The LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR. Prior to the introduc- 
tion of the Chief Justice, the Chair would recognize the pres- 
ence in the General Assembly of three other members of the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court: the Honorable Justice 
Flaherty, Justice Hutchinson, and Justice McDermott. Would 
they please rise and accept the greetings of the General Assem- 
bly. 

~~~b~~~ of the ~~~~~~l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ b l ~ ,  I have the honor and 
the privilege of presenting the chief  ti^^ of the supreme 
court, the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ b l ~  ~~b~~~ N, C, ~ i x ,  jr,, who will now 
address this joint session. 

STATE OF THE JUDICIARY ADDRESS 
BY CHIEF JUSTICE NIX 

CHIEF JUSTICE NIX. Mr. President, Mr. President Pro 
Tempore, Mr. Speaker, and Honorable Members of the 
General Assembly: 

On January 30 of 1984, during the first 30 days of my term 
as Chief Justice of Pennsylvania and with your gracious invi- 
tation to appear before this body, we began what I think is a 
most appropriate tradition in this Commonwealth; that is for 
the Chief Justice to report to the people of Pennsylvania 
through this body on the state of their judiciary. Although we 
have a tripartite form of government, with each branch sepa- 
rate and equal in the discharge of its assigned responsibilities, 
the interests of the people are best served where there is a com- 
munication among the units of government. ~~~h of us, 
within the confines of our respective constitutional responsi- 
bilities, seeks the common goal of providing a quality of gov- 
ernment for the people of this Commonwealth. This shared 
objective forges the relationship that exists between us. 

I therefore am most pleased to accept your invitation to 
appear before you and equally pleased to note the presence of 
the Governor with us today, and I understand his charming 
spouse is also with him, and the members of the Governor's 
Cabinet. I would also like to acknowledge the presence of my 
colleagues on the bench and the chairmen of the Supreme 
Court's committees and boards. 

When I previously appeared before you, I assured you that 
the judicial system was committed to a standard of excellence. 
I say to you now that we have remained steadfast in that com- 
mitment. 

In my earlier remarks, I advised you that the former prac- 
tice of courts maintaining their proprietary funds would be 
abolished. These are the funds that are collected from fees 
charged and costs assigned. That promise has been kept; that 
has been done. All funds and costs generated by the system 
are turned over to the General Assembly and placed in the 
general treasury. Since we are a body not vested with taxing 
authority, those funds are used to defray future costs of the 
operation of the court system. However, they are not turned 
over at the discretion of the court but rather through legisla- 
tive appropriation. 

It was also promised that there would be mandatory finan- 
cial disclosure for judges. That, too, has been done. Our dis- 
closure requirements are as comprehensive as the disclosure 
procedures under the Ethics Act, which the legislative and 
executive branches must follow. ~ ~ i l ~ ~ ~  of ajurist to file such 
a form annually would subject that jurist to discipline. 

The disclosure requirement has already proven effective in 
connection with the recent accusation that some judges had 
improperly accepted gifts from a labor union. In some 
instances the reports confirmed the fact that the gift was 
indeed given. In other instances, the failure to report such a 
gift may provide the basis for discipline although the conduct 
itself may not fall within the prohibition of the criminal laws. 

We have continued to employ and expand the concept of 
regionalization in the sparsely populated areas within this 
Commonwealth, and it has proven to provide a more effective 
use of judicial manpower and to provide a higher quality of 
service for those litigants in those areas. As predicted, region- 
alization is serving to supply additional judge-hours without 
the need for the creation of additional judgeships and the con- 
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comitant increase of costs that would arise from such a situa- 
tion. 

I promised you that we were fully committed to the contin- 
uing education of our judges. That commitment flowed from 
the recognition that a comprehensive program of judicial edu- 
cation is absolutely essential to a court system that has set the 
goal of excellence that we have established for this system. 

I am pleased today to report to you the outstanding pro- 
gress that is being made by the Judicial Educational Commit- 
tee, which is chaired by Dean John Murray, who was formerly 
the dean of the Law School at Villanova University and was 
formerly with the Law School at the University of Pittsburgh 
and has returned to that post. Dean Murray and a number of 
judges, members of the academic community, and lawyers 
who have served unselfishly on that committee are developing 
what I consider to be an outstanding curriculum for our judi- 
ciary. That group conducted a 3-day seminar for all of the 
appellate judges in this Commonwealth. That included the 
Commonwealth Court, the Superior Court, and members of 
the Supreme Court. I notice the shock on your face, because I 
am sure that you thought those gentlemen and ladies did not 
need any additional training, but I think all in attendance felt 
that that experience was worthwhile and something to be con- 
tinued in the future. 

We also had a Zweek seminar which was held right after 
the judicial elections in November, and that was a seminar 
designed to help the new judge, who has to make the transi- 
tion from an advocate to a jurist. There again, all of the par- 
ticipants in that program, which had speakers of national 
renown, indicated how helpful that program was, and in that 
context it is our intention to continue on an ongoing basis to 
provide an orientation program for new judges. I think at any 
time in the career of a judge it is most important to have that 
trainimg and that insight provided at that particular time. 

I would publicly like to express appreciation to the Pennsyl- 
vania Conference of State Trial Judges for its cooperation in 
the development of the continuing judicial educational 
program. Their commitment to and involvement in this effort 
has been invaluable. 

Critical to the proper management of any system is the need 
for an ongoing comprehensive evaluation of the key compo- 
nents of that system, and this is not a device designed to spy 
upon or to discover derelictions of those within the system. It 
is rather a tool to be employed to enhance the effectiveness of 
those individuals sewing in key positions throughout the 
system. Its value as a supportive tool has been universally 
accepted in the private sector. 

I had the honor and the privilege to serve as the chairperson 
of the Conference of Chief Justices of America for their com- 
mittee of judicial evaluation, and that committee worked in 
conjunction with the American Bar Association in establish- 
ing a system of judicial evaluation for all the courts in this 
Nation. I confess that when I Fist undertook this venture, I 
was a "doubting Thomas." However, I can say to you as I 
stand here today, I am a believer. I think the concept of judi- 
cial evaluation has come of age. 

We have begun in Pennsylvania to employ that concept, 
and I believe that we have begun at the most appropriate 
place, and that, of course, is with the trial judge, because the 
trial court, the court of common pleas, is the building block 
upon which our entire system is built. It is the objections to 
their decisions that supply the caseload to the appellate 
judges. They, too, sit in turn as a reviewing court of the 
actions of some boards and of the special courts of limited 
jurisdiction, so it was for that reason that we began this 
concept of judicial evaluation at that point within our system. 

Every common pleas judge in this Commonwealth is now 
required to report as to his or her productivity during each 
calendar month. I again emphasize that this is not some kind 
of concept of Big Brother. It is not something to be viewed as 
threatening; it is a tool that should be beneficial to the system 
and also to the individual, because its sole purpose is to 
attempt to get the highest and the most efficient productivity 
from that particular individual. 

Since our last meeting we have begun a major revamping of 
our administrative system. The key to the success of this 
undertaking was the securing of a capable administrator who 
possessed the capacity to head this office. I am most pleased 
to say that we have found such a person in Mrs. Nancy 
Sobolevitch. 

Excellence in the administration of justice cannot be 
achieved without sound fiscal management. Sound fiscal 
management entails accountability and strict internal finan- 
cial controls. Under the direction of Mrs. Sobolevitch, we are 
developing an Encumbrance Accounting System to enhance 
the efficiency of our accounting procedures. We have also 
revamped and updated our Personnel Management Manual 
so as to clearly define the duties and the responsibilities of all 
employees. We have also taken the needed steps to assure that 
we can protect against computer breakdowns in emergencies 
so that the situation will not be completely disrupted during 
those periods of shutdown. 

In short, we are fully conscious of the demands upon the 
tax dollar, and we will spare no effort to insure that every 
penny appropriated to this branch of government is wisely 
spent and accounted for in a proper manner. I make this state- 
ment to you today, that we of the judicial branch invite the 
Auditor General to make an annual review of all of our finan- 
cial records, and there is no reservation in that invitation. 

At our last meeting I advised you that we had set a high pri- 
ority on the development of a statewide automation system 
for the entire judiciary. In the midst of an explosion in the 
quantity and complexity of cases being litigated, coupled with 
the fact that the technology presently employed by the court 
system is still essentially of the horse-and-buggy vintage, the 
urgency of this priority is evident. To properly fulFi our 
mission and to discharge our responsibility of overseeing the 
effectiveness and the efficiency of the operation of the system, 
we must avail ourselves of the resources that modern technol- 
ogy has provided. Our ultimate objective is to link the com- 
puter operations of all of the courts within the unified system 
into a single integrated unit. 
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Computers offer an unlimited potential for communica- 
tion, retrieval, and storage of information. However, for this 
potential to be fully exploited, careful planning is required. 
Experience has demonstrated that piecemeal, unplanned 
designing of such a system will result in wasted spending and 
unfulfilled expectations. 

The Statewide Steering Committee on Court Automation, 
which is being ably chaired by Mr. Justice Zappala, has con- 
tracted with the Maximus firm to develop an Information 
Systems Master Plan for the system. This study will be divided 
into three phases: the first identifies the data processing 
resources that are currently available within the courts; the 
second identifies the data processing environment to which 
automation efforts will be directed; and the final stage devel- 
ops a strategy for statewide coordinated automation. The 
final report is expected by the end of this month. The entire 
program has been given a time frame of from 7 to 10 years. 

One factor that I am sure that you will be very interested in: 
I am also assured that the initial cost that may be involved in 
setting up this system will be offset by the enhanced capability 
of the system in the collection of fees and costs. I can assure 
you that within the relatively near future you will hear again 
from us on this particular subject. 

Time will not permit a full recitation of all of the initiatives 
that are in progress or in the design stage. I think it is suffi- 
cient to say at this juncture that many positive things are 
occurring. I would, however, be remiss if 1 failed to comment 
upon the Philadelphia situation. As you are undoubtedly 
aware, a critical situation has arisen in the First Judicial in the 
wake of accusations that some of the judges within that dis- 
trict were recipients of improper gifts. It would be inappropri- 
ate for me at this point to comment in any way upon the 
culpability, or the lack of it, of those who have been accused 
of such conduct, since these matters are still pending. 
However, it is significant to note that both the Supreme Court 
and the Judicial Inquiry and Review Board have acted deci- 
sively and expeditiously in response to this situation. 

For a court system to be effective in its primary role, which 
is, of course, the arena available in a democratic society for 
dispute resolution, it is imperative that the integrity of that 
system not be compromised. Thus, the action which has been 
taken by the court and the board has been designed to main- 
tain the integrity of the system and at the same time not 
offend the rights of the accused parties, who have yet to be 
finally adjudicated. 

A major impact of this situation is the diminution of judi- 
cial manpower in our most active judicial district within this 
Commonwealth. We have attempted to take every available 
measure to assure that the operation of the Philadelphia court 
system will not suffer during this crisis. With the cooperation 
of the leaders of the Philadelphia bench and bar and the 
offices of the District Attorney, the United States Attorney, 
and the Defender Association of Philadelphia, a number of 
measures have been instituted, some of which I will touch 
upon today. 

One is that the court day in list rooms has been lengthened. 
With the exception of a lunch break, judges are now being 
required to hear cases from 9:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. or until the 
conclusion of the list scheduled for that particular day. They 
will be assigned daily caseloads that can be reasonably 
expected to be disposed of within that period. Courtrooms are 
being monitored to insure compliance with this directive. 
Criminal cases where the defendant is in custody are being 
given priority. 

Another set of procedures that have been instituted has 
been the tight restriction on the day-of-trial continuances. 
Such continuances will be granted only under the most 
extreme circumstances which could not have been anticipated 
prior to the date of trial. For such continuances to be granted, 
it is required that the approval of the Administrative Judge be 
obtained, and further, the Administrative Judge is required to 
give his explanation and reasons for the granting of that con- 
tinuance. Those reports must be forwarded to the Administra- 
tive Office of Pennsylvania Courts and are made matters of 
public record. 

This is one of the regulations that has come out of this 
tragic situation in Philadelphia that I see as a permanent part 
of our system. I do not know of anything more frustrating to 
the citizen than to take a day off from work and come to the 
courtroom only to find that the matter has been continued. 
Such inefficiency is unpardonable and cannot and should not 
be tolerated. So we are in hopes, and I think the Philadelphia 
experience should give us a good proving ground, that this 
will virtually eliminate the on-day-of-trial continuances except 
in those cases where it is clear that the reason for the continu- 
ance could not have reasonably been ascertained prior to the 
day of trial. 

We have also set up a mandatory pretrial conference 
requirement for major civil cases that go to trial. These are 
cases that, if they reached the trial stage, would consume 
weeks and weeks of trial time. We have panels of lawyers, 
respected lawyers from both the defense and the plaintiff bar, 
who sit in these settlement conferences. The reason that we 
use the lawyers and the reason that the panels consist of both 
defense and plaintiff is that the attorneys, after presenting 
their case-of course, in a summary fashion, as you would in 
a settlement conference-have the benefit of receiving an 
evaluation from a fellow practitioner, one in whom the com- 
munity has respect, and also at least one member of the panel 
will be in the same position as the litigant, either the defense 
or the plaintiff. This has been used in other jurisdictions, and 
the reports have indicated the judges find it easier to get settle- 
ments from their parties where they can go back ahd indicate 
that a panel of this nature has suggested that the case is worth 
this or that. 

We have also begun to rely more heavily upon masters to 
resolve matters in the domestic relations field. These masters 
will attempt to settle cases prior to reaching trial. In this 
context let me make it very clear that a person is not denied 
the opportunity of going before the court. We try this proce- 
dure first, but the parties always have a right to go into the 
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courtroom and receive their rights. Hopefully, this will prove 
to be an effective device in not only relieving some of the pres- 
sure on judicial time, which is so precious at this point, but 
that it also will provide a more expedited disposition for the 
litigant. 

Also, in reference to the drug cases: As you may know, 
often there is concurrent jurisdiction between the Federal and 
State authorities. I want to thank Mr. Dennis of the United 
States Attorney's office of the Eastern District for being most 
cooperative in this effort, and he has agreed that the Federal 
courts will exercise jurisdiction in some of those more 
protracted cases so that the District Attorney of Philadelphia 
will not have his office encumbered with disposing of those 
cases at this particular time. 

I would also like to personally thank our Governor for his 
prompt response to the need to fill the judicial vacancies in 
Philadelphia County. We found that most, most rewarding to 
know that someone- Sometimes I think in this position we 
get the feeling of John the Baptist crying in the wilderness, 
and it was reassuring to have your interest and your concern 
and your prompt action in this matter, Governor. 

I say to you when you appraise the Philadelphia situation, 
although it is a regrettable situation, it does indeed have a pos- 
itive aspect. The action of the Supreme Court and of the Judi- 
cial Inquiry and Review Board I think reflects the commit- 
ment of both of those bodies to responsibly meet any contin- 
gency and to assure to the people of this Commonwealth the 
maintenance of the quality of our system regardless of the 
hurdles that we may be called upon to overcome to reach that 
objective. 

I think, in view of the subject I have just concluded, it is 
only fair to emphasize that an overwhelming number of our 
jurists are hard-working, caring, ethical, and able men and 
women dedicated to serving the people of this Common- 
wealth. 

Our statistics reveal that during the calendar year of 1985, 
416,000 cases were filed in the criminal, civil, family, and 
orphans' court divisions of the courts of common pleas of 
Pennsylvania. During that same period, 391,000 cases were 
disposed of, and this does not include an additional 37,444 
matters which were disposed of through arbitration. Addi- 
tionally, we are one of the few populous industrial States that 
can boast of having all of our three appellate courts in a 
current status. 

We have a cadre of senior judges who, after completing dis- 
tinguished careers as judicial officers, are nevertheless willing 
to sacrifice their well-earned period of leisure to suffer the 
inconvenience of travel and inadequate accommodations to 
assist in our efforts to maintain an efficient system. I may say 
to you that the senior judges were particularly helpful to us in 
the Philadelphia situation. 

Not only do our judges work hard, long hours to maintain 
current lists and to assure that justice is dispensed with dis- 
patch, they nevertheless also find time to participate in varied 
community activities which are designed to enhance the 
quality of life within this Commonwealth. 

A review of the statistics of neighboring and comparable 
jurisdictions reflects that our judges are expected to assume 
much greater responsibility than many of the judges in our 
sister States. A survey of the ratio of the judge to the popula- 
tion, using the base year of 1985, showed that Pennsylvania 
had 2.6 judges per thousand in population; Illinois had 6.7 
judges per thousand; Florida and Ohio had 3.1 judges per 
thousand; New Jersey had 4.4 judges per thousand; 
Wisconsin had 4.1 judges per thousand; and even Alabama 
had 3.1 judges per thousand. The national average that year 
was 3.4 per thousand, so you can see that Pennsylvania felt 
far below the national average. 

I point these facts out to you because I say to you, you 
cannot expect to continue to attract and maintain the service 
of individuals to serve on our benches who meet the standards 
we have set with the present rate of compensation that is being 
provided. 

To demonstrate the financial plight of the jurist in this 
Commonwealth, one need only compare the salary of the trial 
judge-that is, the Pennsylvania trial judge-in 1967 with the 
buying power of that trial judge salary in 1987. Of course, the 
salary in 1967 in the more populous judicial districts was 
$30,000. Today it is $65,000. At first blush we would think 
that that was appropriate, but I suggest to you that that 
picture is illusory. 

The purchasing power of the present salary expressed in 
1967 dollars is equivalent to $20,000. In other words, over the 
past 20 years the compensation of Pennsylvania judges has 
declined in real dollars by a full one-third, and this, of course, 
is true of your appellate system and throughout the system. 
Had the salary of the judge stayed on par, meaning only that 
it had the same buying power in 1987 as it had in 1967, that 
salary today would be $98,700, and I am sure with even your 
most generous heart you were not considering a raise of that 
proportion. So what we really see happening is, because of the 
inflationary spiral over the last 20 years, even when a judge 
gets a raise he never fully recoups from what he has already 
lost. 

Not only has our salary lagged far behind the rate of infla- 
tion, it also has lagged behind the growth in compensation of 
virtually every other category of professional in the private 
sector. For example, according to the figures maintained by 
the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics for the period of 
1975 through 1986, the salaries of senior accountants, attor- 
neys, chemists, and engineers in private industry increased 
each year at a rate of more than twice that of Pennsylvania's 
judges. That is an each-and-every-year-during-that-period 
increase. Likewise, trades people - people such as carpenters, 
machinists, electricians, painters, pipefitters, tool-and-die 
makers - all fared much better in that period of inflation than 
did your judges, who sadly fell off pace. 

Now, you may say that a judge's salary is a hybrid and 
cannot be compared with other occupations, but it certainly 
can be compared with jurists in other States performing com- 
parable duties. And in comparison, Pennsylvania again has 
fallen off pace. In contrast to the $65,000 figure, a Federal 
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district judge, who has a caseload that is not nearly the size of I raise. But I do not think that is the final answer. What I think 
that of our judges, receives $89,500 and the jurisdiction is 
comparable. In addition, the Federal judge is not required to 
contribute to his or her pension fund. This disparity is also 
reflected by comparison with State trial judges of equal rank. 
The trial judge in New Jersey receives $85,000 - $20,000 more 
than your judges, and remember the per capita figure where 
they have a much smaller population per judge available to 
minister to their needs. In New York, $82,000 per year; in 
Delaware, as small as Delaware is, $75,000 per year; in 
Virginia, $72,800 per year; and in Massachusetts, $71,500 per 
year. 

Let me say this; I think it must be stressed: The case for 
adequate and competitive judicial salaries is not a selfish one 
nor does it indicate that we are not appreciative of the oppor- 
tunity to serve the people of this Commonwealth. We are 
dealing, as we must, only with the stark realities of the mar- 
ketplace. Although the present judicial salary in this Com- 
monwealth may seem to some to be more than adequate, it is 
an indisputable fact that our salaries are not competitive with 
other entities seeking the legal talent required for the kind of 
court system you want. The 1985 national remuneration for a 
50-year-old law firm partner was $164,000. That is nation- 
wide. When we look closer at home and we take cities such as 
Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, the average for partners aged 
50-and this was a figure in 1985-was $254,000. When we 
talk about the income of corporate counsel in Pennsylvania in 
our major cities, Pittsburgh and Philadelphia, you have an 
average of between $210,000 and $222,000 a year. And judges 
are not requesting anything in that area hut merely showing 
you the need of our situation. 

Most discouraging is the fact that the starting salary of a 
recent law school graduate who goes into a major firm in one 
of the large cities in this Commonwealth-we are not talking 
about New Jersey or New York or anyplace else but right in 
Pennsylvania. Philadelphia or Pittsburgh-they are receiving 
in excess of $40,000. That is the individual who has just 
passed his bar and the ink on his diploma is not yet dry. 

As a consequence-and I think this is the fact you are going 
to have to personally deal with-more and more of our able 
jurists are leaving our benches. Some are going to the Federal 
system and others are returning to private practice. In virtu- 
ally all cases the exodus is because the individual cannot meet 
his or her family commitments on the judicial salary presently 
provided. Let me say to you that judges are like each and 
every one of you. We have an obligation to do the best for our 
families commensurate with our training and our skill. Cer- 
tainly I think in each of us there is desire to he in public office 
and to provide public service, and for that we are willing to 
sacrifice, but there is a degree where that sacrifice would be 
selfish and we would also in those instances conflict with our 
obligations and our duties to our families. 

I am saying to  you today that a raise is not the answer. Cer- 
tainly we need it and the figures demonstrate that, so I do not 
think further argument on that point is needed. And we do 
appreciate those of you who have expressed support for that 

is needed, number one, I think we should have a cost-of-living 
concept, maybe adjusted figures but some cost-of-living 
concept for the judicial salary. Now, normally the public offi- 
cial does not receive a cost-of-living kind of computation in 
their salary because of the length of the terms of office. When 
a person decides to take an office for a 2- or a 4-year period, it 
is certainly reasonable to expect that he is going or she is going 
to receive that salary for that 2 or 4 years. However, judicial 
salaries are different because judicial terms, judicial commit- 
ment, is different. The basic term is 10 years. Most judges 
serve at least 20 years. That is an altogether different picture 
than the officer who is serving 2 or 4 years. Let me also say to 
you, I think there is a need for a judicial salary commission 
that you appoint, that you supply the members, people, 
responsible individuals who can look and see the costs of judi- 
cial talent, to see the competing groups, and then to fix a 
salary commensurate and competitive with those sources. 

Finally-and I know you are very happy to hear me say 
that-I know that there is some sentiment to amend the judi- 
ciary article. If you recall in the past, I spoke to you before 
that 1 felt I should refrain from expressing my views on that 
subject. I think 3 or 4 years later, many battles later, shoul- 
ders more bent later, I am now going to give you some of my 
thinking, and it is only my thinking, on some of the questions 
that I understand you are considering. 

First let me say that I am convinced that the article devel- 
oped by the Constitutional Convention of 1967, which pro- 
vided for a unified judicial system, which was sorely needed at 
that time, does supply the basic structure for the foundation 
of the kind of system that you want to see in Pennsylvania, 
and I again reiterate, an independent unified judicial system is 
that basic structure. However, I do not think that it is inap- 
propriate after 20 years to review that document and to iden- 
tify some of those areas that can he modified to strengthen 
that initial thrust of the 1968 article. 

I know one of the questions that has been bandied around, 
some say ad nauseam, is judicial selection. Just to muddy the 
water further, let me give you some of my views on it. Let me 
say at the outset that I am a firm believer that judicial power 
has such an awesome impact upon the life of the individual 
that the citizens must have ultimate say as to the individuals to 
be selected to exercise that power. However, this is not incom- 
patible with the selection of men and women capable of the 1 quality of performance that we now require. General qualifi- 
cations for persons eligible to be candidates for judicial office 
can be set forth in your Constitution - age, experience, and 
things of that nature - with provision for further elaboration 
and refinement by legislative mandate and/or court rule, A 
panel can be authorized to determine the qualification of 
those seeking to run for judicial office and to assure that the 
requirements that have been set forth are met by each candi- 
date who seeks to be on the ballot for judicial office. And I 
say to you, as long as the criteria has been articulated and the 

! legitimacy of that criteria established, the fairness of such a 
I process is assured. You therefore have popular election hut at 
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the same time you are assured that those who are candidates 
in that election are all individuals who have been shown or 
who have demonstrated the quality necessary to serve in judi- 
cial office. 

I also believe that it is important to reconsider the rule of 
confidentiality with reference to the Judicial Inquiry and 
Review Board. It is imperative that public confidence in the 
performance of that body be maintained. Now, certainly 
judges are subject to all types of whimsical complaints, com- 
plaints completely without foundation, and in those instances 
nothing is served by making those complaints public. But 
where a complaint is made and after a preliminary investiga- 
tion it is determined that there is enough evidence, a prima 
facie case, for a formal hearing, those records, not necessarily 
during the proceedings, but those records as well as the result 
of that proceeding should he made public even if it is after the 
decision and regardless of what the outcome of that decision 
may be. And the reason for that: it is only fair to the public, 
because it is a matter of sufficient moment to require a formal 
hearing. The public then is entitled to know, what were the 
charges, what was the evidence produced in support of those 
charges, and also entitled to know, what was the evidence to 
refute those charges, and then they, too, can appraise intelli- 
gently the decision and in that way maintain confidence in the 
system itself. And it is also fair to the judge, because secrecy 
has a tendency to create suspicion, and it is incompatible with 
the role of a jurist to serve with some kind of cloud over that 
judge. And if the judge has been cleared and if the facts of 
record justify that acquittal, the jurist himself is best sewed 
for the public to be aware of that fact. 

Another area that I think is deserving of some consider- 
ation in your consideration or review of our judiciary article is 
that of retention elections. The concept of retention elections 
was to provide some kind of an accountability for the jurist 
which required every 10 years for the jurist to be reassessed by 
the voters. I say to you that if you strengthen your Judicial 
Inquiry and Review Board to the point that you are satisfied 
and confident with it, with the development of judicial evalu- 
ation, it is really questionable whether retention any longer 
serves a purpose and it is also possible that it serves a 
disservice. I say to you that a had judge, the public should not 
he required to have to endure that individual for I0 years 
before removing him. So for that reason I think retention can 
be ineffective for the major purpose that it was designed to 
accomplish. On the other hand, a good judge is distracted by 
the process, and really, I think you are taken away during that 
retention process. No matter what we want to say, it is a dis- 
traction to any judge who is going through that and it is intro- 
ducing influences into your judicial resolution that should not 
be a part of it. So 1 say to you-and these are only my 
thoughts for your consideration or lack of it, whatever the 

being served by this added feature which is costly, timely, 
and, as I said, distracting to the judge. 

I also was very pleased to learn of the Governor's intention 
to appoint a commission to study and to make recommenda- 
tions. Certainly, and there is no question that your measures 
have shown that you have given great thought to this matter, 
hut we are talking about a Constitution, and the broader the 
input, the more satisfactory the ultimate result. Now, I under- 
stand the problems with a convention; that is just too 
unwieldy. But a commission, which I would hope and would 
assume would have judges, have lawyers, have lay persons, 
have all of the individuals who are affected by the judicial 
system a part of that process, would give that added dimen- 
sion to the legislative process, because with the commission, 
of course its recommendation would be to this joint body, but 
they then would have a broader view of some of the issues that 
are involved in this discussion and this consideration. 

May I say to you, you have been most indulgent and deeply 
kind. I thank you. 

JOINT SESSION ADJOURNED 

The LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR. The Chair asks that 
members of the House and visitors remain seated for just a 
moment while the Governor, Chief Justice, and members of 
the Senate leave the hall of the House. 

The Senate and House committees will now escort the Gov- 
ernor and Chief Justice from the hall of the House. Will the 
two committees escort the Governor and the Chief Justice 
from the hall. 

The business for which the joint session has been assembled 
having been transacted, the session is now adjourned. 

THE SPEAKER (K. LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the members of the 
Senate and the distinguished members of the judiciary at the 
trial level and at the appeal level for being present for this 
joint session. 

The House will now stand at ease. 

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. The House will return to order. 
The Chair is delighted to welcome three students from the 

Philippines, from Manila. They are to the left of the Speaker. 
Rizaldy Villasenor is here to the left of the Speaker. Welcome 
to the hall of the House. Allyson Bautista, welcome to the hall 
of the House, and Antonio David, welcome to the hall of the 
House. We are glad to have you here. 

case may be-that is one thing to consider when you consider 
strengthening your JIRB to a point that you feel confident in MOTION TO PRINT PROCEEDINGS 
it - whether or not you do not have what you want to make OF JOINT SESSION 
sure that your judges are of the moral, ethical, and perform- 
ance standards that you require and whether anything really is The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 
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Mr. BROUJOS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the proceedings 1 CALENDAR 
of the joint session of the Senate and the House of Represen- 
tatives held this 28th day of April 1987 he printed in full in 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

this day's Legislative Journal. 

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

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The following bills, having been called up, were considered 
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

H B  561, P N  611; H B  110, PN 119; H B  310, PN 1217; and 
HB 1075, PN 1219. 

* * 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Those members within the hearing of the 
Speaker's voice, first let the Speaker congratulate you without 
giving you any reason for the congratulations. You deserve 
congratulations. 

Secondly, those of you who have amendments to the liquor 
hill, be sure they are in order and ready to go when we come 
hack on the floor. If you have any problems with the Refer- 
ence Bureau, get in touch with the Reference Bureau represen- 
tative here at the front of the room. Have your amendments 
ready when wecome hack on the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The House will stand in recess until 2 p.m. 

The House proceeded to second consideration of H B  190, 
PN 208, entitled: 

authorizing agreements between institutions of the 
State System of Higher Education and emergency service provid- 
ers; providing for payments and certain legal services; and 
making an appropriation. 

on the question, 
will the H~~~~ agree to the bill on second consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

AFTER RECESS 

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

SENATE MESSAGE 

ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION 
FOR CONCURRENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented the 
following extract from the Journal of the Senate, which was 
read as follows: 

In the Senate. April 27, 1987 
RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring), That 

when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, 
May 4, 1987, unless sooner recalled by the President Pro 
Tempore of the Senate; and he it further 

RESOLVED, That when the House of Representatives 
adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday, May 4, 1987, unless 
sooner recalled by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the House of 
Representatives for its concurrence. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate? 
Resolution was concurred in. 
Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 190 he 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

The following bill, having been called up, was considered 
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

The House proceeded to second consideration of H B  783, 
PN 853, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 9, 1984 (P. L. 676, No. 149, 
known as the "Information Technology Education Act," extend- 
ing the operation of the an .  

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 783 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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



440 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 28, 

The House proceeded to second consideration of SB 291, 
PN 847, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175). 
entitled "The Administrative Code of 1929," requiring certain 
public employes to pay a fair share fee; and providing for ohjec- 
tions to payment of a fair share fee; and also amending the act of 
March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), entitled "Public School Code 
of 1949," requiring school employees to pay a fair share fee; and 
providing for objections to payment of a fair share fee. 

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

BILL RECOMMIlTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that SB 291 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

a t *  

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 912, 
PN 1213, entitled: 

An Act regulating auto insurance surcharge rates. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 912 be 

recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a fiscal 
note. 

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

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1044, 
PN 1154, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of September 22, 1978 (P. L. 763, 
No. 143). entitled "An act establishing certain procedures relat- 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1044 he 
recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

* * *  

The following bills, having been called up, were considered 
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

HB 107, PN 1216; HB 732, PN 1218; SB 351, PN 377; and 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 66, 
PN 69, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No. 
130), known as "The County Code," further authorizing appro- 
priations to tourist ptomotion agencies. 

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

I BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 66 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

* * *  

The following bills, having been called up, were considered 
for the second time and agreed to, and ordered transcribed for 
third consideration: 

HB 457, PN 495; HB 719, PN 1212; and HB 722, PN 781. 
* .  

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 723, 
PN 782, entitled: 

I An Act reauirinn the attachment of fiscal im~act statements to 

I all bills in originalTorm or as amended relatingio the expenditure 
of funds by, or loss of revenue to, political subdivisions. 

ing to the termination of insurance agency contracts or accounts on the question, 
and providing penalties," further defining "agent" and 
"insurer"; and further providing for cancellation of contracts. Will the House agree to the hill on second consideration? 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 723 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 251, 
PN 272, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 7, 1965 (P. L. 48, No. 38), 
entitled "A supplement to the act of May 28, 1915 (P. L. 596), 
entitled 'An act requiring cities of the second class to establish a 
pension fund for employes of said cities, and regulating the 
administration and the payment of such pensions,' as to 
employes of second class A cities, reducing the number of years 
of employment to qualify for a pension; and increasing pension 
payments and contributions," increasing the maximum pension 
and the maximum contribution rates. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 251 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

I t *  

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 252, 
PN 273, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 13, 1972 (P. L. 184, No. 62), 
known as the "Home Rule Charter and Optional Plans Law," 
authorizing certain municipalities to extend pension credit for 
prior military service for its employees. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 252 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 366, 
PN 399, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), 
known as the "Second Class County Code," further providing 
for the amount of retirement allowances and for interest on con- 
tributions. 

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

I BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 366 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

* I *  

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 931, 
PN 1013, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 24, 1945 (P. L. 991, No. 38% 
known as the "Urban Redevelopment Law," further providing 
for the acquisition of blighted property by redevelopment author- 
ities for certain uses and the means of financing the purchase of 
property. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the hill on second consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 931 be 

recommitted for a fiscal note to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

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

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 11, PN 1332 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1974 (P. L. 34, No. 
15). known as the "Pennsylvania Municipal Retirement Law," 
further providing for divestiture of investments with corporations 
having business operations in South Africa or Namibia. 

FINANCE. 

HB 12, PN 1333 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act prohibiting investments in corporations having busi- 
ness operations in the Republic of South Africa or Namibia. 

FINANCE. 

HB 13, PN 1334 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act amendine Title 71 (State Government) of the Pennsyl- - 
\ania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting investmmts in corpora- 
tion\ havine, husiness o~crations in !he Revublic of South Africa 
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FINANCE. I FINANCE. 

HB 14, PN 1335 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act amending the act of February 17, 1906 (P. L. 45, No. 
11), entitled "An act to regulate the deposits of State funds, to 
prescribe the method of selecting State depositories, to limit the 
amount of State deposits, to provide for the security of such 
de~osits, to fix the rate of interest thereon, to provide for the 
publication of monthly statements of moneys in the general and 
sinking funds, to declare it a misdemeanor to give or take any- 
thing of value for obtaining the same, and prescribing penalties 
for violations of this act," prohibiting State depositories from 
entering into new financial transactions with the Republic of 
South Africa or Namibia. 

FINANCE. 

HB 15, PN 1336 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act requiring State-related universities and member institu- 
tions of the State System of Higher Education to divest them- 
selves of investments in the Republic of South Africa or Namibia. 

FINANCE. 

HI3 16, PN 1337 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting investments in corporations 
having business operations in the Republic of South Africa or 
Namibia. 

FINANCE. 

HB 17, PN 1338 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act providing priorities for the reinvestment of public 
moneys currently invested in the Republic of South Africa or 
Namibia. 

FINANCE. 

HB 76, PN 1339 (Amended) 
Bv Reo. MORRIS 

HB 824, PN 1342 (Amended) 
By Rep. MORRIS 

An Act providing for the control of transportation of poultry 
and for the disinfection of conveyances carrying poultry; requir- 
ing a license for transportation of live poultry or for dealing in 
poultry or poultry products; setting fees; authorizing certain 
powers of enforcement to the Department of Agriculture; and 
prescribing penalties. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

HB 1072, PN 1343 (Amended) 
By Rep. RYBAK 

An Act amending the act of June 18. 1984 (P. L. 384, No. El), 
known as the "~m~semen t  Ride Inspection kct," providing for 
self-insurance by owners and operators; and imposing duties 
upon the Secretary of Agriculture. 

INSURANCE. 

HB 1083, PN 1205 By Rep. MORRIS 
An Act providing for a Coyote Indemnification Program; and 

making an appropriation. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

I COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Pistella, to announce a meeting change. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to announce that there has been a change in the 

meeting for the select committee on long-term care. This had 
been scheduled for Thursday at 9:30 a.m. That meeting is 
being rescheduled for tomorrow, the 29th. at 9:30 a.m. in 
room 302 of the South Office Building. I repeat: That is for 
the select committee on long-term care. It will be at 9:30 a.m. 
tomorrow morning in room 302B of the South Office Build- 
ing. Thank you. 

. . 
An Act amending the act of December 7, 1983 (P. L. 784, No. 

225). known as the "Dog Law," imposing duties on persons who 
sell dogs in the regular course of business; providing a summary 
offense for misrepresentation of pedigree and health of dogs bred 
for sale: and nrovidinp for the enforcement of this act bv the 

HB 211, PN 1341 (Amended) 
By Rep. TRELLO 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2). 
known as the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," adding an exclusion 
from the sales tax. 

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1000, 
PN llm, entitled: - 

~ t t o r n e i  ~ e n i r a l .  

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 

HB 188, PN 1340 (Amended) 
By Rep. MORRIS 

A C ~  amending the act of ~ ~ ~ i l g ,  1929 (p. L, 177, N ~ ,  ITS), 
known as 'q-he ~ d ~ i ~ i ~ t ~ ~ t i ~ ~  code of 1929," funher providing 
for powers and duties of the Department of ~ ~ r i ~ ~ l t ~ ~ ~ ;  and 
making a repeal. 

AGRICULTURE AND RURAL AFFAIRS. 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. MANDERINO offered the following amendment No. 

A062 1 : 

An Act reenacting and amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. 
L. 90, No. 21). known as the "Liquor Code," providing for the 
creation, powers and duties of the Alcoholic Beverages Commis- 
sion; establishing administrative officers and units for the admin- 
istration and enforcement of the act; providing for the powers 
and duties of the Auditor General, State Treasurer, Attorney 
General and Pennsylvania State Police; regulating advertising; 
further providing for licenses, for penalties, for funding and for 
disposition of moneys; and transferring personnel, property and 
appropriations. 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 211). page 31, by inserting between lines 
I7 and 18 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 
~ ~p 

&) Except for up to three State Police officers who shall be 
employed in a supervisory capacity at the State headquarters of 
the enforcement bureau, all other personnel of the enforcement 
bureau shall be civilians. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader 
on the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, amendment 621 is an 
amendment having to do with the transfer of the enforcement 
personnel of the Liquor Control Board to the State Police. 

The fiscal note as prepared for the Legislation that is before 
us indicated that considerable expense, somewhere near $1 
million, was going to be involved in this simple transfer, or 
what we thought was going to be a simple transfer. My 
amendment eliminates most of the expense that the fiscal note 
demonstrates in that area by limiting the State Police involve- 
ment to three supervisory persons at the headquarters in 
Harrisburg who will supervise the civilian enforcement offi- 
cers presently in place who will be transferred to the State 
Police for that supervision. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-155 

Acosta Distler Lashinger Rieger 
Anmtadt Dombrowski Laughlin Ritter 
A r ~ d  Wnatucci Lescovitz Roebuck 
Arty Don Letterman Rudy 
Barley Duffy Levdansky Rybak 
Battisto Durham Lloyd Saloom 
Belardi Fargo Lucyk kheetz 
Belfanti Farmer McCall Schuler 
Birmelin Fee McClatchy Semmel 
Bwk Fischer McHale Serafmi 
Bowley Foster Maiale Seventy 
Bowser Fox Maine Smith, B. 
b y e s  Freeman Manderino Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Freind Manmiller Snyder. D. W. 
Bunt Gallen Markosek Snyder, G. 
Burd Gamble Mayemik Staback 
Bums Gannon Melio Stairs 
Bush George M e w  Steighner 
Caltagirone Gladeck Michlovic Stevens 
Cappabianca Gruitza Micouie Stuban 
Carlson G ~ ~ P P O  Miller Sweet 
Cam Haw'ty Moehlmann Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Haluska Morris Taylor, F. 
Cessar HarPrr Nahill Taylor, J .  
Cimini Hasay Noye Telek 
Civera Heman O'DonneU Tigue 
Clark Hcrshey Olasl TreUo 
Clymer Howlett Oliver Truman 
Cohen Hutchinson Petrarca Van Home 
ColafeUa Itkin Petrone Veon 
Cole Jackson Piccola Wambach 
Conigan Jarolin Pievsky Wilson 
Cowell Joxphs Pitts Wogan 
COY Kasunic Pressmann Womiak 
DeLuca Kennedy Preston Wright, D. R. 
DeVetter Kenney Punt Yandrisevits 
D e W e  Kosinski Raymond 
Dalw Kukovich R e k  Irvis. ~~~~~~ -~ ~ - ,  
~aviis LaGrotta Reinard Speaker 
Dietterick 

NAYS-33 

Baldwin Flick Hughes Murphy 
Black Geist Jadlowiec Phillips 
Blaum Godshall Leh Richardson 
Bortner Hayden Linton Robbins 
Brandt Hayes Livengood Ryan 
Chadwick Heckler McVerry Sirianni 
Dawida Hess Mowery Wass 
Deal Honaman Mrkonic Wiggins 
Fattah 

NOT VOTING-12 

Cornell O'Brien S a u m  Weston 
Johnson Perzel Showers Wright, 1. L. 
Langtr~ Pistella Vroon Wright, R. C. 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. MANDERINO offered the following amendment No. 

A0624 

Amend Sec. 143, page 264, line 26, by striking out "such" 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, as appropriate, employ- 
ees of the present board will be transferred to either the 
enforcement bureau, the commission itself, or to the adminis- 
trative law judge, as appropriate. That is taken care of on 
page 264 of the bill. 

At line 26 of the bill, the bill reads, "All such employees are 
to continue in their employment with either the commission, 
the Office of Administrative Law Judge or the bureau with 
the same pay scales, salaries, wages, seniority benefits, 
pension rights and other incidents of employment, including, 
but not limited to, civil service status, as if this act had not 
been effective." I want to take out simply the second word in 
that sentence, "such," where it says "All such employees, ..." 
to make it perfectly clear that we are talking about all employ- 
ees and that we are not limiting the effectiveness of the trans- 
fer of any employee with present status with the board. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Kosinski. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Would the speaker stand for interroga- 
tion, please? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Manderino indicates he will so stand. 
You are in order, and you may proceed. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as to the hearing officers currently employed 

by the Liquor Control Board. I have two questions. F i s t  of 
all, would your amendment grandfather them in to HB 1000? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Try that again, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. KOSINSKI. Mr. Speaker, would, under your amend- 
ment, current hearing examiners of the Liquor Control Board 
be grandfathered in to the Liquor Control Board as hearing 
examiners or administrative law judges under your amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MANDERINO. The amendment that I propose now 
does not have that effect. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you. 
There is no need for a second question. Thank you, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
'wal l  
Arc/ 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Borlner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Broujas 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
GNPPO 
Hagarly 
Haluska 

Cawley Harper 
Cessar Hasay 
Chadwick Hayden 
Cimini Hayes 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hershey 
Clymer Hess 
Cohen Honaman 
ColafeUa 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLnca 
DeVerter 
Dewewe 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasnnic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B - 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, 0. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Taylor. E. Z. 

Morris  ailo or; F. 
Mowery Taylor, 1. 
Mrkonic Telek 
Murphy Tigue 
Nahill Trello 
Noye Truman 
O'Brien Van Home 
O'Donnell Veon 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 

Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NAYS-2 

Heckler Serafini 

NOT VOTING-5 

Brandt Letterman Steighner Sweet 
Bunt 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. MANDERINO offered the following amendments No. 

A0623: 

Amend Sec. 147, page 265, line 20, by removing the comma 
after "rule" and inserting 

and 
Amend Sec. 147, page 265, line 20, by striking out "or fee" 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader 
on the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, amendment 623 deals 
with language in section 147 of the bill that is before us on 
page 265. Section 147 begins, "Each rule, regulation or fee of 
the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board in effect on 
December 31, 1986, shall remain in effect after such date until 
repealed or amended by the Alcoholic Beverages Commis- 
sion." 

Mr. Speaker, my amendment removes the word "fee" to 
make it perfectly clear that fees are set heretofore by the 
General Assembly and will remain in the province of the 
General Assembly to be set. I would ask that we remove the 
word "fee" from that section. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-195 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
ARY 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lncyk 
McCall 
McCIatchy 
McHale 
MeVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
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Bums GNPPO Merry Steighner 
Bush Hagany Michlovic Stevens 
Caltagirone Haluska Micozzie Stuban 
Cappabianca Harper Miller Sweet 
Carlson Hasay Moehlmann Taylor, E. 2. 
Cam Hayden Morris Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayes Mowery Taylor, I. 
Chadwick Heckler Mrkonic Telek 
Cimini Herman Murphy Tigue 
Civera Hershey Nahill Trello 
Clark Hess Noye Truman 
Clymer Honaman O'Brien Van Home 
Cohen Howlett O'Donnell Vwn 
Colafella Hughes Olasz Vroon 
Cole Hutchinson Oliver Wambach 
Comell Itkin Perzel Wass 
Corrigan Jackson Petrarca Weston 
Cowell Jadlowiec Petrone Wiggins 
COY Jarolin Phillips Wilson 
DeLuca Johnson Piecola Wogan 
DeVerter Joxphs Pievsky Wozniak 
D e w e x  Kasunic Pistella Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kennedy Pitts Wright, I. L. 
Davies Kenney Pressmann Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Punt Yandrisevits 
Deal Kukovich Raymond 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reber Irvis, 
Distler Lagt ry  Reinard Speaker 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-5 

Cawley Preston Richardson Sirianni 
Fattah 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. O'DONNELL offered the following amendments No. 

A0677: 

Amend Sec. 23 (Sec. 402), page 41, line 19, by inserting after 
"Hearings.-" - 

k!l 
Amend Sec. 23 (Sec. 402), page 41, line 26, by inserting after 

"thereof." 

4 and 5 

. -  . 
ets before and after "'to another premises not thin ~icensed" 

Amend Sec. 25 (Sec. 404), page 47, lines 24 through 30; page 
48, lines I through 9, by striking out "At any time prior to com- 
mission approval of an" in line 24, all of lines 25 through 30, 
page 47 and lines 1 through 9, page 48 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority whip. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment can fairly be characterized as a technical 

amendment. It only affects the nuisance bar section of the 
bill, and it conforms the language there to the rest of the exist- 
ing law as well as to the bills that have passed this House in the 
past on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the minority leader. 

Mr. RYAN. I wonder if the gentleman would be kind 
enough to give us an explanation of what his amendments do. 
The reason I say that is he makes reference to other amend- 
ments that have passed this House. Well, that is not good 
enough. I do not know what these amendments were, and I 
would appreciate it if you would- I have read the amend- 
ments, and I understand them. 1 am going to vote for your 
amendments, but 1 think we need a better explanation than 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There are really four parts to this amendment. If you turn 

your attention to the amendment, you see an (a) and a (b). 
The language under (a) and (b) replaces and rewrites existing 
language in the law having to do with hearings. Now, the bill 
itself contains language on exactly that subject although not 
well drafted, so the (a) and (b) language in the amendment 
substitutes for language that is in the bill that has to do with 
hearings and the mechanics of hearings and has no substan- 
tive effect on the bill whatsoever. It is merely a rewrite on the 
language. 

To give you an example of something that could be argued 
as substantive, the rest of the Liquor Code talks about wit- 
nesses who live within 500 feet of a proposed new license or a 
place-to-place transfer as coming before the board. That is 
throughout the law, 500 feet. This bill in this particular 
section changes the reference to 1,000 feet, and it is com- 
pletely inconsistent with the rest of the law. So if you pass this 
bill without this amendment, you would wind up having one 
section of the bill talking about 1,000 feet and everything else 
in the law talking about 500 feet. What we have done is to 
make it all consistent, 500 feet. That takes care of (a) and (b) 
and the very last paragraph. 

The middle paragraph beginning with the language 
"Amend Sec. 24," talking about "to another premises not 
then licensed," expands the posting requirement. There are 
three kinds of transactions that the licensing folks are con- 
cerned with - the issuance of a new license, a person-to-person 
transfer, and a place-to-place transfer. All the participation 
by citizens has to do with a place-to-place transfer. What we 
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have done here, however, is to say, in addition, when there is 
a person-to-person transfer, there shall be the posting require- 
ment. That is all the amendment does. 

One more thing I want to add: The existing law, not the bill, 
precluded licensees from participating in hearings as citizens. 
That has been litigated by a number of licensees, and the court 
has found that they should be entitled as are all other citizens 
to participate in a hearing on licensing. This language effec- 
tively makes the statute consistent with the court hearings and 
will permit licensees to participate the same as any other 
citizen. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortmr 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boycs 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
C a r h n  
Cam 
Cawley 
Ccssar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
&hen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Comell 
Garrigan 
Cowell 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Oruitla 
ONPPO 
H W Y  
Haluska 
H a r p r  
Hasay 
Hayden 
H a y s  
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
H o r n a n  
Howldt 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 

Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Lcvdansky 
Linton 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
MeCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Mnry 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
NahiU 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'DonneU 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Pnrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salwm 
Saurman 
Seheetz 
Sehuler 
Semmel 
Scrafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
T i u e  
TreUo 
Truman 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wipeins 

COY ladlowiec Pievsky Widin 
DeLuca Josephs Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Kasunic Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeex Kennedy Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kenncy Preston Wright, 1. L. 
Davies Kosinski Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kukovich Raymond Yandrisevits 
Deal LaGroha Reber 
Dietterick h S t r ~  Reinard Iwis, 
Distler Lashingcr Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Laughlin 

Clark lohnson 

NOT VOTING-2 

Jarolin Sirianni 
EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. COY offered the following amendment No. A0597: 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 19, by inserting after 
"exclusivel~." 

T h e  board  may p ro t i de  lor delivery to wholesale 
licensees a t  the  expense of the  licensee recei\,ing the  
delivery. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Franklin, Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment is a "may" provision to the newly 

hopefully created alcoholic and beverage control commission. 
The amendment would provide for a system whereby if rules 
are properly promulgated by the new beverage commission, 
deliveries could be made to wholesalers; that is, restaurants 
and other wholesalers in Pennsylvania. Currently these licens- 
ees have to go to a State store; in particular, an assigned State 
store. 

One important part of the amendment is the last phrase of 
the amendment which says that the expense would be handled 
by the licensee. What would have to happen, Mr. Speaker, if 
the amendment were to become part of the law would be that 
the board would have to promulgate a rule whether or not the 
board would actually have the trucks to make the deliveries or 
whether there would be a contractual situation with a private 
company of some sort, but the fact is it gives the board the 
authority to enter into this new arrangement of delivering. As 
you can imagine, for some of our larger licensees across the 
State, it is a chore for them to have to go to a State store and 
make volume purchases. This simply gives the alcoholic bev- 
erage control commission the authority to set up a system like 
AL:. 
1111s. 

1 ask for support of the amendment. 

On the question recurring. 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta Donatucci Laughlin Rieger 
Angstadt Duffy Leh Ritter 

Durham Lescovitz Robbins 
Arty Fargo Letterman Roebuck 
Baldwin Farmer Levdansky Rudy 
Barley Fattah Linton Ryan 
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Battisto 
Belardi 
Beifanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cow ell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Dalcy 
Davis 
Dawida 
Deal 
Didterick 
Distlcr 

Fee Livengood 
Fischer Lloyd 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster McCall 
Fox McClatchy 
Freeman McHale 
Freind McVerry 
Gallen Maiale 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Oodshall 
Gruitza 
G ~ P W  
Hagarty 
Haluska 
H a r m  
Hasay 
Haydeh 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlelt 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Iadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Iosephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinper 

Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Mochlmarln 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picwla 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Sau rma  
kheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventv 
.~~- .~. 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G 
Staback 
Stairs 
SteighnGr 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Home 
Vmn 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wston  
Wisgins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

- 
Dombrowski 

NAYS-1 

Don 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. JAROLIN offered the following amendments No. 

A0540: 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 15, by striking out "1 
The commission" 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 17, by striking out 
"9' 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 17, by striking out the 
bracket before "board" 

Amend Sec. 1 9  (Sec. 305), page 37, line 17, by striking out "1 
commission" 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 19, by inserting after 
"exclusively." 

1 A person ent~tled to purchase liquor at wholesale prices may 
purchase [he liquor a[ any Pennsylvania Liquor Srore upon len- 
dering cash, check or credit card for the full amount of the pur- * 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Jarolin. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment authorizes 
the owners of taverns or restaurants to be able to pick up their 
liquor at a store closer to their business establishment. In a 
previous bill, what was in there was a dedicated store for them 
to go to which may be numerous miles away from where they 
could get it a little bit closer. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on this, please. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Do you wish to debate the amendment? 

Mr. MANDERINO. I had difficulty following Mr. 
Jarolin's explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Strike the vote. There is a question. 

Mr. Jarolin, will you stand for interrogation? 
The gentleman indicates he will. Mr. Manderino, you are in 

order, and you may proceed. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I thought I heard you 

talk about being able to go to a different store than was 
assigned to you- 

Mr. JAROLIN. Yes. 
Mr. MANDERINO. -to buy your wholesale purchases. In 

A540 that is contained in the amendment by simply saying 
"any Pennsylvania Liquor Store upon tendering cash, check 
or credit card." 

How would the liquor store where he has not been assigned, 
that does not have his wholesale purchase permit, know that 
he was a licensed tavern owner entitled to purchase at dis- 
count? 

Mr. JAROLIN. They already get a number, do they not, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. MANDERINO. I do not know. Most of the time you 
are registered at the store wherein you have been assigned. 
Now, not every store is going to have your wholesale purchase 
permit, which is one physical piece of paper as I understand it. 

Mr. JAROLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, what this amendment 
would authorize that individual to do is to forward over to the 
beverage commission the store of his choice where he would 
he able to pick it up closer. That is the way I read it. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I still have a problem 
with this amendment. I have no problem with the concept that 
somehow there must he a system under which the liquor 
control store is able to determine if this person is permitted to 
purchase at discount because he is an owner of a license. That 
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is not contained in this amendment, and I would oppose the 
amendment until it contains language that would assure that 
the tavern owner or restaurant liquor-license holder can be 
properly identified as such when he goes in to make a pur- 
chase. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom, on the amendment. 

Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, I stand to ask the House to 
approve this amendment, because there are times when the 
Liquor Control Board assigns a restaurant or tavern a certain 
store that they have to purchase their supplies, and it might be 
inconvenient for that tavern, so there should he more than 
one. 

The tavern or the licensee is assigned a card and a number 
that must he on file in the particular stores that they wish to 
purchase from. Some of the stores that they are forced to pur- 
chase from do not have parking facilities, and, of course, they 
have to carry them a long way to their vehicles to he trans- 
ported. So the intent of the amendment is very good, and I do 
support it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, again, I have no 

problem with what the gentleman is attempting to accom- 
plish, but a licensee gets one wholesale purchase permit card 
and presently is determined to take it to a certain store, as I 
understand it. They are- 

Mr. JAROLIN. Mr. Speaker, is it possible to make a 
change in this amendment on the floor? 

Mr. MANDERINO. Yes. I am suggesting that you with- 
draw it and change the amendment in some manner to say 
that they can take their wholesale permit card to whichever 
Pennsylvania store they want. They will be restricted there or 
maybe you can draw an amendment that allows them more 
than one place by giving them more than one wholesale permit 
card or giving them a card that they can carry with them that 
identifies them as a licensee - some manner that the store they 
go to ought to be able to tell that they are a licensee. 

Mr. JAROLIN. That would be at a store of their choice 
then incorporated into the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I have no problem with that. 
Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you. 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

Mr. MANDERINO. Will you withdraw the amendment 
and get that- 

Mr. JAROLIN. I will withdraw the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

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

amended? 
Mr. ROEBUCK offered the following amendment No. 

A0713: 

Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 202), page 21, line 27, by inserting brack- 
ets before and after "thirty" and inserting immediately thereafter 

twenty-one 

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

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

Mr. ROEBUCK. Mr. Speaker, HB 1000 as presently 
written creates an Alcoholic Beverages Commission and 
requires that members of that commission be at least 30 years 
of age. This amendment would lower that age requirement to 
21, which is the legal drinking age in Pennsylvania. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Banner 
Bowley 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Clark 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 

Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Burd 
Burns 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civcra 
Clymer 
DeVener 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 

Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
George 
Gladeck 
Gmitza 
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
llkin 
larolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 

h 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Freind 
Gallen 
Geut 
Godshall 
G r u p ~ o  
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 

Livengwd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozde 
Miller 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 

IAYS-72 

Jadlowiec 
Kennedy 
Lanary 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lloyd 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Noye 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Raymond 
Reber 

Roebuck 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
StUban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Home 
Veon 
Wambach 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R 
Wright, 1. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Reinard 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Sauman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wright, R. C. 
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NOT VOTING-3 

Bunt Cohen Letterman 
EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendment was azreed to. 

a license if it was within 200 feet of another licensee, 300 feet 
of a hospital or a church or charitable institution, or in a 
neighborhood where within a radius of 500 feet the commis- 
sion felt that this would provide a problem with the moral 
environment of that community. 

Mr. Speaker, I would urge an affirmative vote on the 
amendment. - 

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

amended? 
Mr. ITKlN offered the following amendment No. A0470: 

Amend Set. 44 (Set. 431). Page 88, line 16, by inserting brack- 
ets before and after the period and inserting immediately there- 
after 
: And rovided further, That in the case of an new license or the 
transf: of any license to a new location the czmmission may, in 
its discretion, grant or refuse such new license or transfer if such 
place proposed to be licensed is within three hundred feet of any 
church, hospital, charitable institution, school or public play- 
round, or if such new license or transfer is a lied for a lace ihich is within two hundred feet of any whih is 

licensed by the commission, or if such new license or transfer is 
applied for a place where the principal business is the sale of 
liquid fuels and oil: And provided further, That the commission 
shall refuse any application for a new license or the transfer of 
any license to a new location if, in the commission's opinion, 
such new license or transfer would be detrimental to the welfare, 
health, peace and morals of the inhabitants of the neighborhood 
within a radius of five hundred feet of the place proposed to be 
licensed. The commission shall require notice to be posted on the 
property or premises upon which the licensee or proposed licensee 
will engage in sales of malt or brewed beverages. This notice shall 
be similar to the notice required of hotel, restaurant and club 
liquor licensees. 

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

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, currently in the Liquor Code 
there is no provision for the Liquor Control Board to deny a 
beer distributor license if for the purpose of location the beer 
distributor licensee wishes to establish his place of business in 
an undesirable location. We have these protections in the code 
as far as taverns go where we do provide certain discretion to 
the board, so that if a licensee is within 200 feet of another 
licensee, the board in its discretion can decide whether or not 
the applicant shall receive the license or the transfer. In addi- 
tion, there are other restrictions that are invoked - 300 feet 
from a church or a hospital or charitable institution or the 
like. These restrictions are a part of the code as far as it 
applies to bars and taverns, but there is no means of the 
Liquor Control Board denying a beer distributor the opening 
up of a licensed premises anywhere irrespective of location. 

What my amendment does is basically lift the exact require- 
ments for taverns and convey to this commission now the 
same discretionary authority that it had with respect to the 
granting of bar and tavern licenses. It would be discretionary 
on the part of the commission whether to grant or not to grant 

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

Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. I see absolutely no reason for this type of 
amendment whatsoever. This is the same thing as if you were 
selling soda pop out there. You are not allowed to handle it 
any different, It does not do one other thing than what it 

if were soda are doing is 
restricting people from doing business in Pennsylvania in the 
place they want to do it in. It does not have any interference 
with the church. It does not have any interference: there is no 
drinking there; there is not the belligerence you might find 
around a bar, and 1 just think this is another piece of trap 

added onto a bill that already has too much now. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Pistella. 
M ~ ,  pIsTELLA, Thank you, Speaker, 

the Mr. Itkin, stand for interrogation, 
Please? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Itkin indicates that he will so stand. 
you are in order, and you may proceed, M ~ .  pistella. 

PISTELLA, Thank you, Speaker, 
Speaker, I have been contacted by neighborhood 

groups, private citizens, and community leaders in my district 
in the city of Pittsburgh because there has been an attempt to 
acquire a license for a beer distributorship which we would 
commonly refer to as a beer warehouse near my legislative dis- 
trict that would be located within or approximately across the 
street from a city of Pittsburgh middle school in the east end 
of Pittsburgh; to be exact, Reizenstein Middle School. I was 
wondering if your amendment would in fact prohibit the loca- 
tion of such an establishment on that site. 

Mr. ITKIN. If that location is within 300 feet of the school, 
the board would then have the discretionary power to either 
grant or deny. If that licensee location is beyond the 300 feet, 
then the board has no power to deny the awarding of this 
license to operate at that location. This is only discretionary 
on the part of the board. It gives the board additional discre- 
tionary power now, which it does not have for beer distribu- 
tors, to consider whether to grant or to deny. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just a brief comment, if I may. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. He may 

proceed. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Contrary to the opinion that was expressed earlier by my 

colleague, Representative Letterman, in the city of Pittsburgh 
there is a problem with the location of such alcoholic beverage 
distributorships in locations that are considered by many to be 
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too close to schools and churches, and as a result, it has had 
an adverse effect on the development of some of the inner-city 
communities and neighborhoods within the city of 
Pittsburgh. I think that what Representative Itkin is suggest- 
ing by this amendment is entirely reasonable in the efforts that 
have been undertaken in various communities to upgrade the 
quality of life by trying to institute an element of control over 
whether or not such licenses should be in fact issued, and I 
would urge the members to support the Itkin amendment. 
Thank you. 

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, one final point: Of course, this 
would grandfather, and all existing licensees who now operate 
would be free to continue to operate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Clark, on the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I just want to point out that this amendment really does not 

have anything to do with the location of your everyday dis- 
tributor. I believe this is an attempt to q u i p  the Liquor 
Control Board to deal with the location of beer warehouses in 
Pennsylvania. I just want to caution the members of the 
House that when you make one rule for a beer warehouse, 
you make that same rule for every distributor. 

I think there was a good reason this was not put in the origi- 
nal code, that being the fact that importing distributors have 
territorial agreements. Under that territorial agreement, they 
are required to be located in certain areas of the Common- 
wealth to serve the territory that they have been given by their 
manufacturer. I think it might cause some problem in the 
future with one importing distributor fighting another to keep 
him out of an area. I just wanted to caution the members to 
that possibility. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-172 

Awsta Dorr Langt r~  
Angstadt Duffy Lashiiger 
.%all Durham Laughlin 
Arty Fargo Lcscovitz 
Baldwin F m e r  Levdansky 
Barley Fattah Linton 
Battisto Fee Livengood 
Belardi Fischer Lloyd 
Belfanti Flick Lucyk 
Bi ie l in  Foster McCall 
Black Fox McClatchy 
Book F r m a n  McHalc 
BoRner Freind McVeny 
Bowley Gallen Maiale 
Bowscr Gamble Maine 
~ Y S S  Gannon M a n d e ~ o  
Brandt Gciit Manmilln 
Broujos George Markosek 
Burd Gladeck Mayemik 
Bums Gruiua Melio 
Bush GNPP Meny 
Caltaaironc Hagany Michlovic 
Cappabianca Haluska Micouie 

Rebcr 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saunnan 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Sianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 

Carlson 
carn 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
cornell 
Corrisan 

Daley 
Davis 
Dawida 
Deal 
Distler 
Donatucci 

Blaum 
Bunt 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Clark 
COY 
Dietterick 

Harper Miller 
Hayden Moehlmann 
Hayes Morris 
Heckler Mrkonic 
Herman Murphy 
Hershey Nahill 
Hess Noye 
Honaman 0' Brien 
Howlett O'Donnell 
Hughes Oliver 
Hutchinson Perzel 
ltkin Petrarca 
Jackson Petrone 
Johnson Phillips 
Josephs Pievsky 
Kasunie Pistella 
Kennedy Pitts 
Kenney Pressmann 
Kosinski Preston 
Kukovich Raymond 
LaCrotta 

Dombrowski Mowery 
Godshall Olasz 
Hasay Piccola 
Jadlowiec Punt 
Jarolin Saloom 
Leh Serafini 
Letterman Seventy 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Sweet 
Tavlor. F. . . 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Truman 
Van Home 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Staback 
Stwens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Veon 
Wright, D. R. 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Mr. Belardi, who offers the following amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BELARDI. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, earlier the majority whip had an identical 

amendment approved, so I am withdrawing mine. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Mr. TIGUE offered the following amendments No. A0625: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 22, by striking out "regulating 
advertising;" 

Amend Sec. 86. page 181, lines 8 through 30; page 182, lines 1 
through 8, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Tigue, on the amendment. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, currently in the bill there is a prohibition 

against any manufacturer or shipper of alcoholic beverages 
from advertising prices. It also prohibits any media, print 
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media or electronic media, in Pennsylvania from accepting 
advertising for alcoholic beverages. Currently this is not pro- 
hibited. My language leaves it as it is today so that liquor can 
be advertised in newspapers and also that distributors can 
advertise the price of beer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom, on the amendment. 

Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, price advertising of beer has 
been a big problem in western Pennsylvania, not only there 
hut here in the Harrisburg area. It is hurting the small distrib- 
utors, and it is going to destroy an industry in Pennsylvania 
that I am afraid we will not be able to recapture or recuperate 
from the price advertising of beer or any alcoholic beverages. 

I would wish a "no" vote on this particular amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from York, Mr. Foster. 
Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the amendment for quite different reasons 

from those advanced by the gentleman, Mr. Saloom. I do not 
think we need this type of advertising and promotion. I do not 
think we need more products sold in this Commonwealth. We 
have problems enough with the amount that is sold, and I 
strongly urge every member to reject this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Tigue, on your amendment. 

Mr. TIGUE. Mr. Speaker, two things on the amendment. 
F is t  of all, currently by advertising the cost or the price of 

beer-that is the issue-consumers have been able to purchase 
beer cheaper than they would have without the advertising. 
The second point is, on the wine and liquor, obviously the 
LCB (Liquor Control Board) is not going to advertise. Cur- 
rently and for years now this has been allowed to be adver- 
tised. 

1 am not trying to sell more; I am just trying to leave it as is 
the status quo. If you want to help the consumer, allow adver- 
tising. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
fisau 
BFlfanti 
Bonner 
Bowser 
Bums 
Caltagione 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cok 
ComeU 
coweu 

Daley Kenney 
Danes Kosinski 
Dawida L ~ ~ S V  
DieUterick Lashinger 
Dombrowski Leh 
Frcind Laterman 
Gamble McCall 
Gladcck McVerry 
Godshall Melio 
Hagarty Merry 
Hasay Mimzzie 
Haydm M i e r  
Heckler Mrkonic 
ltkin Murphy 
Jarolin O'DonneU 

Roebuck 
Scmmd 
Serafini 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Truman 
Van Home 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisnits 

NAYS-137 

Arty Fattah Lloyd 
Baldwin Fee Lucyk 
Barley Fischer McClatchy 
Battisto Flick McHale 
Belardi Foster Maiale 
Birmelin Fax Maine 
Black Freeman Manderino 
Blaum Gallen Manmiller 
Book Gannon Markosek 
Bowley Geist Mayernik 
Boyes George Michlovic 
Brandt Gruitza Moehlmann 
Broujos G N P P ~  Moms 
Bunt Haluska Mowery 
Burd Harper Nahill 
Bush Hayes Noye 
Carlson Herman O'Brien 
Cessar Hershey Olasz 
Cimini Hess Oliver 
Clymer Honaman Perzel 
Cohen Howlett Petrarca 
Colafella Hughes Pctrone 
Corrigan Hutchinson Phillips 
COY Jackson Piccola 
DeLuca Jadlowiec Pievsky 
DeVener Johnson Pistella 
DeWeese Kasunic Pitts 
Deal Kennedy Pressmann 
Distler Kukovich Preston 
Donatucci LaGrotta Punt 
Dorr Laughlin Raymond 
Duffy Lescovitz Reber 
Durham Levdansky Reinard 
Fargo Linton Richardson 
Farmer Livengood Rieger 

NOT VOTING-2 

Cam losephs 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

Ritter 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
kheetz 
Schuier 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Trello 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wagan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

negative, and the 

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

amended? 
Mr. TIGUE offered the following amendment No. A0646: 

Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 207). page 28, lines 5 and 6 .  by striking 
out ", by licensees only, for volumepurchascs." and inserting 

for any purchase of liquor o r  alcohol at Pennsyl- 
vania Liquor Stores. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Tigue. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, currently in the bill there is a provision which 

would allow licensees who buy at wholesale to use credit 
cards. This amendment allows anyone who purchases alcohol 
at a liquor store, an LCB store, to use a credit card. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-94 

Angstadt Flick Maiale Ryan 
Arsall Gamble Markosek Semmel 
&&to Godshall Melio Seralini 
EIelardi Gruitza M e w  Seventy 
Blaum Hagarty Michlovic Smith, B. 
Bortner Hasay Micouie Snyder, D. W 
Bowley Hayden Miller Staback 
Bowser Heckler Mrkonic Steighner 

Amend Sec. 81 (Sec. 493), page 175,line4, by inserting brack- 
ets before and after ": Provided, however, That this" and insert- 
ing immediately thereafter 

This sectLon %hall nor prevenl any rnanufa~.turer  or any  agent of 
manufaclurer from offering and honor ing  coupons whlch offer 

, C"",,""". L ,113 
Bums Howlett Mur~hv  Stevens 

- 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Clark 
Cole 
Cornell 
Cow ell 
COY 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Distler 
Dambrowski 
Farmer 

Acosta 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
EIelfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Boys  
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Col'rigan 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
Daley 
Davies 
Deal 

Itkin 
Jarolin 
losephs 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 

Dietterick 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fago  
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Cannon 
Geist 

 ahi ill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Reber 
Reinard 
Ritter 
Roebuck 

George 
Gladeck 
GNPPO 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 

NO 

Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
McHale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Mayernik 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Noye 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pitts 
Raymond 

VOTING- 

D i ~ i  Evans 

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

Sweet 
Taylor, I .  
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Womiak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, S. H 
Snvder. G. 

Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wiggins 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

negative, and the 

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

amended? 
Mr. CAWLEY offered the following amendment No. 

A0473: 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lackawanna, Mr. Cawley, on the amendment. 

Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is another consumer amendment. This would allow 

coupons, consumers to use coupons for the purchase of their 
liquor at the State stores. It would not affect the present 
liquor system, Mr. Speaker; you would just purchase the 
product and then send the coupon in and a few months later 
you will be getting a check in the mail. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom, on the amendment. 

Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, this amendment has been dis- 
cussed many times by the members of the House Liquor 
Control Committee and we have favored this many times, and 
1 ask for support of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. But. Mr. Saloom. Mr. Cawlev said this 
was a consumer amendment. 

Mr. SALOOM. Well, there are two kinds of consumers - 
one with the cash and one with the plastic. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Clark, on the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support this amendment. It will allow consumers to 

get a rebate on the purchase of wines or liquor only, only 
through the State store system. It does not permit coupons for 
the purchase or a rebate on the sale of malt and brewed bever- 
ages through distributors. There would he complete control 
through the liquor store system; the person would have to 
present a receipt to the manufacturer from the liquor stores. 

I support the amendment. It will not have a fiscal impact on 
the Commonwealth but will help us increase our sales at the 
expense of the manufacturers. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the 
maker of the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. At your own risk. 
Mr. Cawley indicates he will stand for interrogation. You 

are in order, and you may proceed, Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. D. W. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, since this House 

decided to retain the prohibition on advertising a price, how 
would that affect the availability to advertise the coupons? 

Mr. CAWLEY. That is why we have in this that it will be 
determined by the commission. 
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Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 93, line 7, by inserting a (18.2) Unlawful Trade or Business Name. For a distributor 
bracket before "(5)" to operate under the same or similar trade name or business name 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431). page 93, line 16. by inserting a as another distributor unless approved by the commission. 
bracket after "effective." 

Amend Sec. 54 (Sec. 440). page 107, line 30, by inserting 
brackets before and after "No" and inserting immediately there- 
after 

A 
Amend s c .  54 (Sec. 440). page 107, line 30, by inserting 

brackets before and after "shall" and inserting immediately 
thereafter 

,"%a" = 
Amend Sec. 54 (Sec. 440). page 108, line 2, by inserting brack- 

ets before and after "nor" and inserting immediately thereafter 
but may not 

Amend Sec. 54 (Sec. 440). page 108, line 2, by inserting a 
bracket before "in" 

Amend Sec. 54 (Sec. 440), page 108, line 9, by inserting a 
bracket after "separately;" and inserting immediately thereafter 

except to importing distributors in accordance with 
this act; 

Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. MI), page 108, line 22, by inserting a 
bracket before "No" 

Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. 441). page 108, line 28, by inserting a 
bracket after "separately" and inserting immediately thereafter 
No distributor or importing distributor shall sell malt or brewed 
beverages or wine coolers in quantities of less than six containers. 
each container holding seven fluid ounces or more 

Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. 441). page 109. by inserting between lines 
16 and 17 

(0 Notwithstanding any provision of law to the contrary, a 
distributor or importing distributor may engage in sales of prod- 
ucts or items which are not malt or brewed beverages on the 
licensed premises without approval by the commission. 

Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442), page 109, lines 27 and 30, by insert- 
ing a bracket before "That" in line 27 and after "further," in 
line 30 

Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
Section 69.1. The act is amended bv addinn sections to read: ~~ 

Section 470.3. Sale of Wine cooleks by liporting Distribu- 
tors and Distributors.-(a) Importing distributors may sell wine 
coolers as defined in subsection (d), provided the wine coolers are 
subject to a territorial agreement with a manufacturer in accor- 
dance with section 431. 

@) Distributors may sell wine coolers, provided the distribu- 
tor complies with the provisions of the territorial agreement 
described in subsection (a). 

(c) Retail licensees currently permitted off-premises sales 
may sell the wine coolers described in subsections (a) and (b) for 
off-premises consumption subject to the same restrictions as 
apply to malt or brewed beverages. 

(d) For the purpose of this section "wine cooler" shall mean 
a wine-based beverage with an alcoholic content of less than eight 
per centum consisting of a blend of wine, fruit pulp and/or fruit 
juices and other ingredients. 

(e) AU wine coolers for sale under this section shall be pur- 
chased from or through the Pennsylvania State Store system. The 
commission is authorized to promulgate regulations to carry out 
this section. 

Section 470.4. Management Services Prohibited.-No dis- 
tributor shall contract with a consultant to provide for manage- 
ment advice concerning the establishing of prices, marketing stra- 
tegies, advertising or any other matter which would influence the 
operation of the business. 

Amend Sec. 80 (Sec. 492). page 161. by inserting between lines 
. - -. . - . . 

(18.1) Illegal Price Consulting and Advertising. For a di5- 
tributor to consult with another distributor to establish the retail 
price or advertising of malt or brewed beverages or wine coolers. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Clark, on the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This makes about 10 changes in the way that malt and 

brewed beverages are sold as well as wine coolers within the 
Commonwealth. I would ask that people pay attention while I 
go through the description. 

This is consumer related. Now, I hope that it does not 
doom the amendment the way the other consumer-related 
amendments have fared today. 

First, it will authorize the sale of wine coolers by distribu- 
tors and retail licensees of the board who are now permitted 
off-premises sales of malt and brewed beverages. In order to 
protect the revenue of the Liquor Control Board and the 
people at the board, it is required that all such wine coolers be 
purchased from the Liquor Control Board, or the Alcoholic 
Beverages Commission in this case. The wine coolers would 
be permitted at taverns that are now selling six-packs of beer; 
it would be permitted in distributors the same way we sell malt 
and brewed beverages today. 

The second change in the amendment would change the 
way that malt and brewed beverages are sold today. Presently 
distributors are required to sell malt and brewed beverages in 
no less than a case of 24 containers. This amendment would 
reduce that to six containers to allow them to sell six-packs. In 
addition, it would change the way taverns sell malt and 
brewed beverages. They are currently restricted to selling no 
more than two six-packs, and this amendment would allow 
them to sell any amount, so tbat distributors and retail licens- 
ees would have parity under this proposal. 

In addition, it would legalize for the first time in Pennsyl- 
vania something called microbreweries - breweries that make 
enough malt and brewed beverages only for sale at one loca- 
tion. This would allow a manufacturer of malt or brewed bev- 
erages to sell malt or brewed beverages at the location of man- 
ufacture. It would not create additional licenses for the manu- 
facturer as the Senate proposal would have, and it will require 
that they only be sold on the location. 

The next proposal: It allows distributors to sell other prod- 
ucts to reduce their dependence on the sale of malt and 
brewed beverages to make a living. We have seen about 10 
percent of licensees in distribution across the State go out of 
business because of the beer warehouses. This will allow them 
to sell other products without going to the board for 
approval. 

It also on the first page, you will see, eliminates a rule with 
the Liquor Board, and that is the 180-day rule tbat requires 
beer to be on sale for 6 months. 

It brings uniformity to the territorial law, requiring every- 
one to follow it. A recent Supreme Court case shows that our 
territorial law would be considered unconstitutional by that 
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And finally, it puts some prohibitions on the practices of 
discount beer warehouses where they trade under the same 
name, where they hire a consultant to manage more than one 
location, and they co-op advertise together, which allows 
them to in effect have chains of beer distributors which we 
have prohibited under the code. This should empower the 
commission to stop those practices. 

This contains several major changes in the way malt and 
brewed beverages and wine coolers are sold without any fiscal 
impact to the Commonwealth or the commission, and 1 would 
urge the adoption of the amendment. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you. 
Will the maker of the amendment stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Clark indicates he will so stand. You 

may proceed, Mr. Preston. You are in order. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am trying to get a clarification as far as what could be a 

wine cooler. What would be the difference between a wine 
cooler in a 12-ounce bottle and putting a regular bottle of 
vintage wine in a 12-ounce bottle? 

Mr. CLARK. The difference would be the alcoholic content 
in an individual bottle. 

Mr. PRESTON. What is the alcoholic content of wine 
coolers? 

Mr. CLARK. Eight percent, under the definition of this 
amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Are there not some wines that are only 6 
percent? 

Mr. CLARK. There are some wines that are marketed as 
wines that are 6 percent hut are considered under Federal reg- 
ulation to be wine coolers. 

Mr. PRESTON. My question is this, though: Are not an 
awful lot of the regular vintage wines, in a lot of cases, that 
you find in State stores 8 percent, as far as a regular simple 
dinner wine? 

Mr. CLARK. Not the normal wine sold. There are several 
specialties that have just come out. I think you are referring to 
a peach wine that would meet this definition as to fruit pulp 
and less than 8 percent. But your normal wine goes from 12 to 
13 percent by volume, if you read the label. 

Mr. PRESTON. No, sir. No, sir. There are an awful lot of 
different wines that you may be able to buy and some of the 
very fine vintage wines at 8 percent. Not only that, another 
question I would have then is, what would happen if some of 
the wine coolers happened to change their alcoholic content 
then to 11 percent? What is there to stop them? 

Mr. CLARK. If the alcoholic content of a wine cooler was 
raised to 11 percent, the sale would automatically go back to 
the ABC, if they pass the 8 percent. 

Mr. PRESTON. So are you saying then that any of the 
regular bottled wines that we have currently selling in our 
State stores that have an alcoholic content of 8 percent or 
below would he privy to be called a wine cooler per se? 

Mr. CLARK. Only if they could meet the definition out- 
lined in the code that requires they he made of a blend of 
wine, fruit pulp, fruit juices, and other ingredients. Wine is 
strictly wine. They do not put fruit pulp in wine. 

Mr. PRESTON. Can you tell me what the alcoholic content 
of beer or a malted beverage is? 

Mr. CLARK. Pardon? 
Mr. PRESTON. Can you tell me the difference between the 

alcoholic content of beer and a malted beverage? 
Mr. CLARK. A malt and brewed beverage and a wine. Is 

that what you are talking about? 
Mr. PRESTON. And regular beer. 
Mr. CLARK. I do not understand the question. Could you 

repeat it? 
Mr. PRESTON. In other words, you told me already that a 

wine cooler has 8 percent. 
Mr. CLARK. That is by definition in this amendment. 
Mr. PRESTON. Okay. Can you give me what the alcoholic 

content of malt beverages is? 
Mr. CLARK. Some malt beverages, mostly malt liquors, 

can go as high as 8 percent. 
Mr. PRESTON. Are there not some that are higher than 8 

percent? 
Mr. CLARK. There are some. In Pennsylvania law we do 

not talk about the alcoholic content of malt or brewed hever- 
ages, and they are currently sold the way these wine coolers 
would be sold under this proposal. 

Mr. PRESTON. So what you are proposing then is being 
able to sell a six-pack bottle of a brewed wine in a regular beer 
distributorship? 

Mr. CLARK. Pardon? I cannot hear you. 
Mr. PRESTON. Are you saying that if we pass your 

amendment, we will be permitting any licensee with a beer dis- 
tributorship to be able to sell four-because most wine coolers 
come in packages of four. Would they be able to sell those 
now in any beer distributorship? 

Mr. CLARK. No. The number in the amendment is six. 
They would be required to sell six-packs as a minimum 
package. 

Mr. PRESTON. So in other words, even though all of the 
wine coolers that I have seen within our State stores come in 
packages of four and it is boxed that way and packaged that 
way, we will he requiring all of the winemakers also to change 
their whole packaging concept to go with six now, as far as the 
wine coolers are concerned? 

Mr. CLARK. To meet the definitions under this act, yes. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I speak on the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. He may 

proceed. 
Mr. PRESTON. I am going to vote against this amendment 

mainly because what we are asking and making available for 
an awful lot of underaged kids, through an awful lot of local 
beer distributors, is for a flavored or what you might want to 
say pop-flavored wine to be sold to them. I do not think that 
we need to have this, and I do not need this type of a situation 
within my district. 
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It is awfully funny that at one time here we are stopping as 
far as some beer distributors near a school, but yet here we are 
now going to sell malt beverages and wine coolers, if you want 
to say, and there are not just a couple of wines that are 8 
percent. There are an awful lot of dessert wines and table 
wines that have an alcoholic content of 8 percent, if you sit 
down and you check the percentages as far as the stores are 
concerned and also the wines that you buy at your restau- 
rants, and I do not think that we need to have this. This might 
be a little way of having a slight divestiture, but I do not think 
that we want that. Can you imagine a 16-year-old kid walking 
down the street with a wine cooler with a straw in his mouth. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to yield to Rep- 
resentative Civera. He may clarify my point. 

The SPEAKER. He is next anyway. Do you still want to 
yield? He is coming up after you anyway. 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Delaware, Mr. Civera. 
Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Would the maker of the amendment stand for brief inter- 

rogation, please? 
Mr. CLARK. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Brian Clark indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You are in order. You may proceed. 
Mr. CIVERA. Mr. Speaker, on page 2 of your amendment, 

do you strictly stick to wine coolers or does it follow the malt 
beverage when you come into the question of six-packs where 
you are eliminating the question of 24 bottles per case? Could 
you clarify that? Is that wine coolers or is that malt beverages 
also? 

Mr. CLARK. As I explained earlier, the amendment 
reduces the amount of malt or brewed beverages that may be 
sold by a distributor to six containers, a six-pack sale. Under 
the language in the wine cooler section, it parallels the beer 
business so that wine coolers and malt or brewed beverages 
may both be sold in six-packs. The rationale behind that is 
that malt coolers are currently sold by distributors and retail 
licensees for off-premises consumption. They have the same 
flavor and alcoholic content as wine coolers, so it will bring 
some parity to both businesses. 

In addition, I would point out an additional section which 
removes the 144-ounce limit for taverns and retail licensees to 
give them parity with the distributors. 

Mr. CIVERA. Okay. Mr. Speaker, if I may, let us go back 
to the question of malt beverages. You bring out, for 
example, malt beverages, and there is such a thing as a beer 
malt cooler. Does your amendment address the six-pack in 
beer? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. It allows the sale of six-packs by distrib- 
utors. 

Mr. CIVERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I would like to make a brief statement, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may make 

the statement. 
Mr. CIVERA. This amendment, Mr. Speaker, is a very bad 

amendment, and 1 will tell you the reason why. 
Number one is that right now presently under the law beer 

distributors can sell to the consumer only by the case. If this 
amendment were to pass, it would mean that beer distributors 
would then be able to sell six-packs and it would hurt the iudi- 
vidual small tavern owner that has a "mom and pop" tavern 
in a community which relies on maybe a takeout service. If 
this amendment is passed, it only goes to the bigger person as 
a businessman and hurts the small retailer. 

I would urge the members of the House that we are not only 
talking about wine coolers, we are talking about malt coolers 
and we are talking about beer. A lot of our small tavern 
owners throughout the State rely on this type of business. 

I urge this amendment to fail. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

REQUEST TO DIVIDE AMENDMENTS 

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

Mr. STEVENS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I support giving beer distributorsthe right to sell the wine 

cooler, but as Representative Civera pointed out, there is a 
problem. 1 would like to move that this amendment be voted 
on separately on the two separate parts - first on the wine 
coolers and second on the six-pack issue - so that we are not 
mistaken on our votes on this particular amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Where do you wish to divide the amend- 
ment, Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. STEVENS. I am looking- I guess it would be down to 
where it says on page 2, "Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), ..." 
because at that point it talks about six-packs. My intent is to 
divide the amendment so that the issue of wine coolers is 
treated separately. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Stevens, it does not appear to the 
Chair on consultation that it is possible to divide this the way 
you ask that it be divided. I am sorry, but we do not believe 
you can. 

Mr. STEVENS. Not anywhere, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. It does not appear, because the amend- 

ment is in three parts. Wine coolers appear as above one part, 
beer coolers then is inserted, and then wine coolers comes 
back in. We do not think you can divide it so as to make any 
sense. 

Mr. STEVENS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I briefly comment? 
The SPEAKER. You are in order. You may proceed. 
Mr. STEVENS. I would like to state for the record that I do 

support the right of beer distributors to sell wine coolers. I 
may have to vote "no" on this particular amendment, 
because it is my understanding there will be other amend- 
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ments that will serve the original purpose, because I am con- 
cerned about the problems that Representative Civera has 
mentioned. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Erie, Mr. 

Bowser, on the amendment. 
Mr. BOWSER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support this amendment. There are some things in 

it that I would like to see changed. I really think we should let 
the people buy their product wherever they can instead of 
through the store system. I would like to see, as Representa- 
tive Civera said, that kept at case sales, but I think there are so 
many good things in this amendment to bring us out of the 
Dark Ages, as I am looking at our system. The micro- 
breweries, I think, are very important in this piece of legisla- 
tion, so I urge people to take a hard look at this and to give it 
a shot. If at a later date we find that a couple of things are not 
working well, then let us address them at that time. 

I urge you to support this amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Olasz, on the amendment. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the amend- 

ment stand for interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Clark indicates he will. You may 

proceed, Mr. Olasz. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment passes, 

would the "mom and pop" saloons now be permitted to sell 
wine coolers, which they are currently not able to? 

Mr. CLARK. For off-premises consumption they would be 
then allowed to sell wine coolers. They currently are not per- 
mitted to sell wine coolers for off premises but they are per- 
mitted to sell malt coolers for off premises. To show you the 
disparity there, one company makes a malt cooler and a wine 
cooler that you can see sitting in the cooler in your local 
tavern now, and you can buy one but cannot buy the other. 

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, on page 4 is a provision that 
would permit them to sell items other than malt or brewed 
beverages. Some members are concerned that this would open 
the door to supermarket sales. Would you care to clarify that 
point, please? 

Mr. CLARK. Well, this would not permit anyone to sell 
malt or brewed beverages who does not sell malt or brewed 
beverages now. It creates no new licenses. This is simply there 
to permit distributors to engage in the sale of wine coolers in 
addition to malt or brewed beverages and to sell other prod- 
ucts incidental to their business. As an example, the hoard has 
regulations that currently regulate what distributors can sell. 
The problem there is that they limit too strictly what they sell. 
As an example, they are permitted to lease a picnic tap to 
anyone except a licensee of the board. What I am saying is, 
how do you turn down a customer who wants a picnic tap? 
That person is probably one of your bigger customers, and 
this would allow that distributor to engage in that business. 

Mr. OLASZ. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Linton. 
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Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the Clark amendment. 

Many of us, particularly from the urban areas, who have had 
a number of problems with teenage drinking, a number of 
problems regarding the availability of alcohol, should have 
some serious concerns about what is being proposed in the 
Clark amendment. 

I stand in opposition vehemently to the Clark amendment 
and ask my colleagues to join me in making sure that we do 
not expand the opportunity for alcoholic beverages to be 
offered to young people in the Commonwealth. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just want to pick up where Representative 

Preston left off about the problems that young people will 
have with this liquor. There is a higher content of alcoholic 
beverage by volume, and the advertisements seem to be geared 
to the younger generations. I have a problem with that, 
because we have encouraged the groups such as MADD 
(Mothers Against Drunk Driving) and SADD-those are Stu- 
dents Against Drunk Driving-and what we have here is a 
double message, in my opinion, if we allow the expansion of 
the wine coolers in the Commonwealth. 

Another point that I would like to mention to the members 
is that all of us recognize the severe problems that we have 
with alcoholism in general. Recently this legislative body went 
through a number of hearings on the abuse of children, and 
the reports that we have are that 95 percent of children are 
abused by alcoholic parents. Another figure that we have is 
that 50 percent of all future alcoholics will come from alco- 
holic homes, and I do not want to belabor the problem. Weall 
are aware that it is a serious situation, and we who indeed 
want to help our youth and do the very best we can for them, 
this is not one way that we can do that. 

In concluding, Mr. Speaker, one must ask the question, if 
this amendment should pass on the wine coolers, what then do 
we do with the problems on the new alcoholic beverages 
coming out, such as Jim Beam and cola, Skol Vodka and 
grapefruit, which are new adventures in the alcoholic arena, 
which can now be only purchased at State stores. Here is 
another problem that this General Assembly will have to 
contend with in the future. 

So I would urge my colleagues here in the House to vote 
"no" on amendment 530. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the maker of the amendment stand for 

interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Clark, you are being asked to stand 

for interrogation by Mr. Tigue. Mr. Clark indicates he will 
stand. Mr. Tigue, you may proceed. 

Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, according to your amendment, only import- 
ing distributors would have wine coolers. Is that correct? 

Mr. CLARK. No. What pageare you on, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. TIGUE. Page 4. 
Mr. CLARK. On page 4 you are looking at subsection (a); 

look at subsection (b). It allows distributors to sell wine 
coolers. 

Mr. TIGUE. I am sorry. I cannot hear you. 
Mr. CLARK. Look at subsection (b) below (a). 
Mr. TIGUE. But subsection (h) says that only in accor- 

dance with subsection (a), which means that an importing dis- 
tributor could refuse to give a smaller distributor the sale of 
that product. 

Mr. CLARK. It is to pattern completely the sale of malt or 
brewed beverages presently. However, there is some disagree- 
ment in the amendment because it would provide that they all 
be purchased from the State store system. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 

Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Would you please ask the gentleman to 

talk into the microphone. 
Mr. CLARK. If the small gentleman to my right would give 

me a little room, it would be much easier. 
The SPEAKER. He takes up a considerable amount of 

space in that corner. He is doing his best. 
Try it again now, Mr. Clark. 
Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What this does is tries to pattern the territorial agreements 

that currently exist for a malt or brewed beverage. As I started 
with the amendment, I said that they would be permitted to 
sell the wine coolers in the same way they sell malt or brewed 
beverages. The answer to your question is "yes." 

Mr. TIGUE. So the answer to my question is that the 
importing distributors are the only ones to be given the right 
under your proposal. Then it would be up to the importing 
distributors to determine whether or not the other distribu- 
tors, the small D's, would in fact even receive this particular 
product. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, under current Law they are forced to sell 
to the distributors located within their territory. They would 
not be permitted to sell to distributors located outside. 

Mr. TIGUE. I am talking about your amendment though, 
not current law. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, this dovetails in with current law. Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. TIGUE. Okay. Another question, Mr. Speaker: From 
whom do the importing distributors purchase the wine 
coolers, from the State system or from the manufacturer? 

Mr. CLARK. The State stores. 
Mr. TIGUE. But according to the amendment, it really 

does not say that. It says in accordance with the same system, 
and currently distributors do not purchase items from the 
State stores; they purchase them from the manufacturer. 

Mr. CLARK. If you look at subsection (e), it says, "All 
wine coolers for sale under this section shall he purchased 

from or through the Pennsylvania State Store system. The 
commission is authorized to promulgate regulations to carry 
out this section," so that nothing could be done until the com- 
mission promulgated the regs. 

Mr. TIGUE. Okay. So that leaves an open question. Under 
your proposal can licensees purchase from distributors rather 
than the State stores? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, but they pay a much higher price. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman wishes to speak on the 

amendment, he may. 
Mr. TIGUE. Mr. Speaker, all we are doing with wine 

coolers is we are setting up another system of distribution 
which we currently do not have. If you want to retain the 
liquor system as it is, I suggest you vote against the amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson, on the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the 
amendment, and I do so for several reasons. 

Already in Philadelphia, and I am speaking specifically of 
Philadelphia and other urban centers across this Common- 
wealth, we have a problem with young people. The problem is 
that young people can always get access to malt beverages as it 
is now. This broadens the scope and allows youngsters to be 
able to get ahold of liquor much easier. It seems to me that if 
we are so concerned about what is going to happen to our 
young people, we would not want to make it so easy and 
affordable for them. 

1 am not in the business of trying to help the industry make 
more money in the area of wine coolers, but I am trying to 
deal with how we can make sure our system is going to deal 
with fairness and also not be able to he coupled with the fact 
that a national statistic just came out that about 34 percent of 
our young people today have tried these wine coolers already. 
In fact, it was indicated that under peer pressure they have 
been so distorted and have been so coerced into trying these 
wine coolers that to make it available on the market is only 
going to open up Pandora's box. If we are clear today on- 

The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Richardson. 
Try it now, Mr. Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It seems to me that this is a very important issue, one proba- 

bly that has already been highlighted because there has been a 
lot of work done with respect to the lobbyists who have been 
going around trying to make individuals support this particu- 
lar piece of legislation and this amendment. It is clear to me 
that on this issue concerning the wine coolers we have to be 
very careful, because there, but for the grace of God, go I. 

We also talk about mandating and giving the opportunity 
to individuals to be able to go into these stores, to be able to 
go into these establishments within your communities, pick up 
these wine coolers, and then give them to the kids. We have 
enough problems as it is in the State stores with those on the 
outside who buy wine for young people and they get it. Now if 
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you open up Pandora's box to allow everybody to get it, you 
are going to give more credence to drunken driving amongst 
teenagers and you are going to give more credence to those 
individuals who are out there every single day who see this as 
another way to bring this alcohol to our communities. I mean, 
one of the number one killers in thiscountry is still alcohol. 
For some reason we have this tendency to think that it is drugs 
and other things associated with drugs. Well, this is the 
number one drug, alcohol, still within this country and this 
Commonwealth, and I would say to those who are mindful of 
that and conscious of this the fact that there bas been a high 
rate of accidents on the roads as it relates to young people and 
drinking and the fact that if we make these wine coolers 
available in all these little stores and these other little outlets 
and distribution centers, we are going to put ourselves in a ter- 
rible situation within this Commonwealth, and I would ask 
for a negative vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom, on the amendment. 

Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, you have heard many oppo- 
sing arguments to this amendment today and all of them are 
correct. I also would ask the members of the House to oppose 
this amendment and to oppose any other amendments that 
would have a breakdown to the control that we have now or 
the distribution breakdown that we also have in our liquor 
stores in Pennsylvania. I would ask you, please, to vote in the 
negative on this amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Preston, for the second time on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My colleague, Mr. Richardson, mentioned the urban areas, 

but those of vou who are in suburban and rural areas will have 
college campuses. Whether it is Penn State, whether it is Ship- 
pensburg, whether it is Lewisburg, just sit down and think 
about what has been in the newspapers lately about underage 
drinking. Think about the problems people have had at the 
University of Pittsburgh; think about the problems people 
have had up there in Easton, as far as the college campuses are 
concerned with just even drinking beer. Now we are going to 
give the young kids another chance to consume something else 
with a heavier alcoholic content. 

Now, if you want those in some of your suburban or rural 
areas, how are you going to answer to your constituents from 
the problem of calling the police? How are you going to 
answer to the problem from the additional accidents and the 
extra police patrols and also the breaking, because most of 
them are in bottles. Most of you are going to have glass on 
your roads and just thrown all over the place. 

Again, I do not think this is a worthy cause. I think we need 
to vote "no," and let us get on about our business. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
One point in summary that I think was overlooked here. 

The wine coolers that everybody says are going to be pur- 

chased by the youngsters of Pennsylvania are no different 
from the malt coolers that are presently sold in the same dis- 
tribution system. So if the problem is out there, it is already 
out there with the same alcoholic content, the same flavor, 
and the same type of promotion and packaging. The only dif- 
ference is this allows a wine cooler to be promoted next to a 
malt cooler so that we get equal marketing. Presently when 
you go into a tavern, you can take a Calvin malt cooler home 
with you but you cannot take Bartles and Jaymes, and that is 
the major difference in this amendment with regard to wine 
coolers. 

But it does many other things. I t  allows six-pack sales by 
distributors, removes the 144-ounce limit, and should prove 
to protect our territorial law from a constitutional challenge. 
There are many things in this proposal, so do not just oppose 
it because of the wine cooler amendment. This, as opposed to 
other wine cooler amendments, would insure enforcement 
under the current systenl by keeping them at licensees and 
would preserve the revenue of the Liquor Control Board, 
which is about $6 million a year. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. 

Clark, in introducing the amendment and beginning the dis- 
cussion, said, listen carefully because this is a consumer 
amendment. It is a consumer amendment - consumer as in one 
who consumes and consumption. 

What we are talking about here is making more available a 
hard drug, one that we have problems with in the Common- 
wealth with not only youngsters but for those of middle age 
and past middle age. The social problems that occur because 
of increased distribution of alcohol we ought not to bring with 
an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. Soeaker. I ask for a nezative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Argall 
Blaum 
Bowser 
Broujos 
Burns 
Cappabian, 
Cawley 
Clark 
Colafella 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Any 
Baldwin 
Bart.? 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 

Corrigan 
LkLuca 
DeWeese 
Farmer 
nick 
Fox 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
H a m y  

Durham 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gmitza 

YEAS-35 

Hayden 
Kasunic 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Michlovic 
Nahill 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Petrone 

NAYS-161 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
MeClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 

Reber 
Ryan 
Serafini 
Staback 
Sweet 
Trello 
Van Home 
Wilson 

Rwbuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
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Brandt Grunw Melio Snvder. G. I The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that the aentleman's 

~dhen Hughes Perzel Veon 
Cole Hutchinson Petrarca Vroon 
Comell Itkin Phillips Wambach 
Cowell Jackson Piccola Was 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Weston 
DeVerter Johnson Pistella Wiggins 
Dalev Kennedv Pitts Wopan 

Bunt ~ a l i l k a  Merry stairs 
Burd Harper Micovie Steighner 
Bush Hasay Miller Stevens 
Caltagirone Hayes Moehlmann Stuban 
Carlson Heckler Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
Cessar Herman Mowery Taylor, P. 
Chadwick Hershey Mrkonic Taylor, I. 
Cimini Hess Noye Telek 
Civera Honaman O'Brien Tigue 
Clvmer Howlett Oliver Truman 

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

amended? 
Mr. LETTERMAN offered the following amendments No. 

A0595: 

- 
positive "no" is recorded in the record. 

For those of you who may miss votes, the Chair will take 
corrections when we are through with this bill. We still have a 
number of amendments to take, so let us get back to it. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1000 CONTINUED 

Duffv Levdanskv Robbins 1 19and 20 

~ a v &  ~ e n n e i  Pressman ~ a k i a k  
Dawida Kosinski Preston Wright, D. R. 
Deal Kukovich Punt Wright, I. L. 
Dietterick LaGrotta Raymond Wright, R. C. 
Distler Lan@r~ Reinard Yandrisevits 
Dombrowski Lashinger Richardson 
Donatucci Laughlin Rieger Irvis, 
Dorr Leh Ritter Soeaker 

NOT VOTING-4 

Cam Iarolin losephs Murphy 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 

Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 461). page 117, line 11, by inserting after 
"courses" 

and units of nonprofit nationally chartered clubs 
Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 461), page 117, line 27, by inserting after 

"licensees" 
and units of nonprofit nationally chartered clubs 

Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 461), page 120, by inserting between lines 

amendments were not agreed to. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the hall of the 
House, as guests of Fran Weston, Christine Patterson and 
Terence Mallow of St. Bernard's, and Kathryn Rayca and 
Brian Hirschman of St. Leo's. Where are they, to the left of 
the Speaker? Please stand. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
We are delighted to have you here. 

And the Chair is informed by Len Gruppo that he has 
guests from the Roseto Senior Citizens Club in Northampton 
County. Are they in the balcony? Welcome to the hall of the 
House. We are delighted to have you. 

Representative Pressmann has Mike Herschman and Linda 
Faust, who are college students, one of whom is an intern in 
his district office. They are to the left of the Speaker. Will you 
please rise? Which one of you is an intern, or are both of you? 
Both of you are interns. Congratulations. Welcome to the hall 
of the House. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Mr. Gamble, rise? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to change my 
vote on the Tigue amendment A0625 to HB 1000. I inadver- 
tently voted "yes" and I would like to change my vote to a 
very positive "no." 

@) "Nonprofit nationally chartered club" as used in this 
section shall mean any club which does not contemplate pecuni- 
ary gain or profit, incidental or otherwise, having a national 
charter. 

(h) "Unit of a nonprofit nationally chartered club" as used 
in this section shall mean any post, branch, lodge or other subor- 
dinate unit of a nonprofit nationally chartered club. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Centre, Mr. Letterman, on the amendment. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, all my amendment does 
is it eliminates the nationally recognized organizations from 
the quota system. I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Battisto 
Belfanti 
Black 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 

Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianea 
Carlson 
Carn 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 

Cornell 

Dietterick Lescovitz 
Distler Letterman 
Donatucci Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 
FOX McClatchy 
Freeman MeHale 
Gamble Maiale 
Cannon Manmiller 
Gladeck Markasek 
Godshall Mayernik 
Gruitza Michlovic 
G~UPPO Miller 
Hagarly Morris 
Haluska Mrkanic 
Hayden Nahill 
Herman Noye 
Hess O'Brien 
Howlet1 Olasz 
Hughes Oliver 
Hutchinson Perzel 
larolin Petrarca 
losephs Petrone 
Kennedy Piccola 
Kenney Pistella 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, I. 
Telek 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Weston 
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Cowell Kosinski Preston Wilson 
COY Kukovich Punt Wogan 
DeLuca Langtr~ Reinard Wozniak 
DeVener Laughlin Rieger Wright, J.  L. 
Dawida Leh Ritter 

NAYS-76 

Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Belardi 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Bush 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Corrigan 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Dam 

Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fmer 
Fee 
nick 
Foster 
Freind 
Gallen 
Geist 
George 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Johnson 
Kasunic 

NOT 

LaGrotta 
Lashinger 
Levdansky 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
McVerry 
Manderino 
Melio 
Merry 
Moehlmann 
Mow cry 
Murphy 
0' Donnell 
Phillips 
Pievsky 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Raymond 
Reber 

VOTING-9 

Richardson 
Robbins 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Showers 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stuban 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Acosta Itkin Maine Sweet 
Fattah Linton Micozzie Wiggins 
Heckler 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. Representative Lashinger has Bridget and 
Tommy O'Leary as guest pages. Their mother, Carol 
O'Leary, is here as a guest also. Are the children on the floor 
of the House? Apparently they are running errands. 

In the balcony now are the parents, teachers, and students 
from St. Bonaventure Catholic School in Glenshaw. They are 
the guests of Rick Cessar. Welcome to the hall of the House. 
They are in the balcony now. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1000 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. OLASZ offered the following amendments No. A0745: 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 31, lines 28 through 30, by 
striking out all of said Lines 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, line 1, by striking out 
"@" and inserting 

G!l 
Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, line 5, by striking out 

"lfl" and inserting 
@ 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, line 7, by striking out 
"@" and inserting 

!,!I 

I Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212). oaee 32. lines 7 and 8. bv striking .. . - . . 
out "devote fu l l  tim; to their official duties and shall" 

. 

Amend Sec. 70 (Sec. 471). page 139. line 28. by inserting after 
"\hrllW -..-.. 

recommend action to be taken by the commission. 
The commission may 

Amend Sec. 70 (Sec. 471), page 140, line 12, by striking out I - 
"administrative law judge" and inserting 

commission 
Amend Sec. 70 (Sec. 471). oaee 140. line 15. bv striking out ,. . - . . - 

"administrative law judge" and inserting 
commission 

Amend Sec. 70 (Sec. 471), page 140, line 21, by striking out 
"administrative law judge" and inserting 

commission 
Amend Sec. 70 (Sec. 471). page 141, line 10, by striking out 

"administrative law judge" and inserting 
commission 

Amend Sec. 71, page 142, lines 12 through 30; pages 143 
through 145, lines I through 30; page 146, lines 1 and 2, by strik- 
ing out all of said lines on said pages 

Amend Sec. 101 (Sec. 514), page 195, line 22, by inserting 
I after "immediatelv" 

make a recommendation to the commission. The 
commission shall 

Amend Sec. 102, page 196, lines 16 through 30; page 197, 
lines I through 7, by striking out all of said lines on said pages 

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

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

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of my amendment 
is to essentially warn the members of this body and alert them 
to the effect that if the administrative law judge would stay 
the way it is written in this bill, he in a sense would retain or 
have more power than the commission that he is supposed to 
answer to. Therefore, I have offered this amendment which 
would still place the administrative law judge in the position 
of making recommendations to the commission for final 
adjudication. 

The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Olasz. The Chair was 
advised that the amendment had been passed nut. Are there 
members who do not have it? All right. 

The House will stand in temporary recess until the pages 
have passed out the Olasz amendment. 

The House will come back to order. 
Mr. Olasz is now recognized. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of those who 

have not had an opportunity to read the bill thoroughly, this 
particular amendment of mine was discussed at length before 
the Liquor Control Committee, and if certain sections of this 
bill would pass, we are talking about creating a new commis- 
sion that would have salaries of approximately $152,000 and 
an administrative staff. However, the administrative law 
judge, his word would be final. The commission, even though 
they have these new seats, new salaries, would have no 
authority over this administrative law judge. I submit, to put 
on full-time lawyers where currently we have part-time 
hearing examiners serves no useful purpose. If the demand is 
there, the current examiner can serve 3 days, 4 days, 5 days. 
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HB 1OOO mandates that they be full time. I seriously question 
whether the need for full-time administrative judges exists. 

More importantly, there is no redress under the proposed 
law. The administrative law judge would be the final word. 
He would not make recommendations to the commission. The 
only appeal or recourse that you would have would be to the 
court of common pleas. He would be covered by the Civil 
Service Commission, which places him beyond reach of any 
redress. You are creating, in my opinion, a dictatorial posi- 
tion unreachable by anyone. 

1 would ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the Olasz amendment, the Chair recog- 

nizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have sat patiently today listen- 

ing to a number of the amendments, and I know that all of us 
will be out, regardless of whether we voted for or against a lot 
of these amendments, saying that we have done our job; we 
have passed reform in the House of the Liquor Control 
Board. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, it would be a mistake to adopt the 
Olasz amendments if in fact we are going to go out at some 
later date and say that we have attempted to reform the liquor 
act. This would take one of the most sensitive areas of the 
enforcement of the Liquor Code and put it right back in the 
same position it is in today, a position that has been criticized 
time and time again by the editorial writers as well as the 
outside observers of the liquor system. I think it is a mistake. I 
think it is a good idea that the law examiners be full time and 
not part time. I think it is a good idea that they act as judge 
and make a final decision not subject to review by the Liquor 
Board. 

I would encourage a negative vote if we are going to try and 
do anything by way of reform to this present system. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, very seldom, but in part I 
have to agree with the minority leader, Mr. Ryan, and stand 
in opposition to the Olasz amendment. In our efforts to 
reform the liquor control system in the State, one of the cen- 
terpieces of that has been the suggestion to remove enforce- 
ment from the purview of those people who are mainly 
responsible for generating revenue, because there is an 
inherent conflict between the two. I think that in the section 
of Mr. Olasz's amendment where be has these administrative 
law judges just advisory to the commission again just puts the 
issue of enforcement right back where we are trying to take it 
away from. So for that reason and for that reason alone, I 
think that this House should overwhelmingly reject the Olasz 
amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes themajority whip. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I would like to interrogate the speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Olasz indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I was a little confused by 

the discussion of full time and part time that you made and 
then that Representative Ryan made, and I just want to make 
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sure, this amendment does not in any way affect the full time- 
part time issue, does it? 

Mr. OLASZ. No. It would retain the current system. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, on the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. On theamendment. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you. 
I would urge a "no" vote on the amendment. The current 

system enables Liquor Control Board examiners to make rec- 
ommendations but they have to make them in secret, and then 
the process passes to Harrisburg where some mysterious 
process goes on and the board, after some significant delay, 
hands down a decision very, very far removed from the people 
who really have something at stake back home. 

I think it is extremely important that the liquor process look 
and act like the administrative process in all other areas. We 
have hearing examiners in other areas who make decisions, 
make them publicly, put it on the record, and then that record 
can be examined and, if necessary, attacked in an appeal to a 
court under the ordinary administrative process. We ought to 
do that in the Liquor Board, too. These examiners for the 
most part have significant experience, significant back- 
ground; they are competent, and they ought to be trusted to 
make a public decision publicly. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the Olasz amendment, the Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom. 

Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, I stand to support the amend- 
ment. I would hope that we could pattern this system similar 
to the workmen's compensation and the unemployment com- 
pensation referees where they can make a decision, pass it on 
to the ABC or the LCB, whatever it might be, the three com- 
missioners, and have them make the decision. Without the 
amendment, you are putting too much authority in one 
person's hands. 

I believe we should support this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise to oppose the Olasz amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, I think whenever we had the opportunity to 

consult with many of those around the Commonwealth 
regarding reform of the LCB, one of the major issues, at least 
those that my district supported, was to make sure that the 
enforcement mechanism was separated from the revenue 
enhancement position. 

I think that the Olasz amendment does not lead us toward 
any kind of reform. If we are in fact going to make sure that 
decisions are going to be made that will allow us to police the 
operations of those who sell alcoholic beverages in the Com- 
monwealth, I think it is important that we defeat the Olasz 
amendment. So I, on one of those rare occasions, have the 
opportunity to join the minority leader in support of the 
defeat of the Olasz amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Olasz, for the second time on his amendment. 
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Mr. OLASZ. To refute some of the arguments of my col- 
leagues, Mr. Speaker, just changing the name and putting a 
lawyer, and I stress, putting an attorney in a key position of 
administrative law judge and saying that he is infallible, 1 just 
want to remind some of my critics here that district justices 
have the name "district justice." They rule on matters of 
murder, theft, et cetera, and they are recognized for their 
ability. I contend that the hearing examiners are very compe- 
tent, and if this passes, you are saying that these men, despite 
the fact that they have many, many years' experience, will no 
longer he able to hold this position. 

If my colleagues had taken time to read this bill, the 
problem does not exist with the hearing examiner; the 
problem exists in the overall enforcement of the law, and con- 
tained in here are provisions to eliminate appeal, appeal, 
appeal. Once that institution-and I call some of them institu- 
tions-is cited, they are not going to be permitted to continue 
to sell. 

Now, I am asking you to be reasonable. Certain circum- 
stances may occur from the time of that hearing until the com- 
mission gets his recommendation. Under this proposed law, 
that avenue would be closed. Once you have created what I 
consider a very dictatorial position, then what do you do? 
You add cost upon cost. And to say that someone is going to 
he full time, are you telling me that the current system is not 
functioning? It is functioning. Your problems exist with the 
enforcement, he it your local police, be it your State Police. 
Under the Crimes Code they have the authority to prosecute 
and they are not prosecuting. You know it and I know it. You 
know where the problem bars are; I know where they are. 

But I am asking you to weigh your vote very, very carefully, 
because these men are doing the job; they are not the 
problem. Just to say you are going to vote against it because it 
is reform, you are dead wrong. 1 would ask for your support. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I just want to reiterate that I 
think the centerpiece of the reform issue relative to the Liquor 
Control Board is this issue of separating enforcement from 
the issue of revenue enhancement, and the Olasz amendment 
runs entirely counter to that. I think that we should all be very 
careful, as the former speaker just stated, in our vote on this 
matter, because I think this is the issue of where we really 
stand on whether we want to reform the liquor system in the 
State of Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to support the Olasz amendment. The amendment as 

drafted by the gentleman would merely make the administra- 
tive law judge's decisions a recommendation to the hoard and 
would not make them adjudications out in the district. I 
would point out that the fiscal note requires that we stay 
within the same number that we have now. There is no way 
possible for us to stay within that complement and make those 
adjudications even on a full-time basis. 

I would also point out that the rest of the bill strips another 
two-thirds of the hoard's duties away from them so that we 
are setting up a commission that has one-third of the rights 
and duties that the current board does but we are doubling 
their salaries. This would return some of that responsibility. 
Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-43 

Angstadt Gamble Markosek Scheetz 
Belardi Cannon Michlovic Serafmi 
Belfanti Godshall Micozzie Seventy 
Baycs G ~ i t r a  Miller Staback 
Cawley Howlett Murphy Stevens 
Civera Hutchinson Olasz Trello 
Clark Jarolin Petrone Van Home 
Dawida Lettennan Phillips Veon 
Duffy Livengood Punt Wozniak 
Fargo McCall Raymond Wright, D. R. 
Freind Maiale Saloom 

NAYS-157 

Aeosta Dietterick Kukovich Rieger 
Argall Distler LaGrotta Ritter 
Arty Dombrowski Langfry Robbins 
Baldwin Donatucci Lashinger Roebuck 
Barley Dorr Laughlin Rudy 
Battisto Durham Leh Ryan 
Binnelin Farmer Lescovitz Rybak 
Black Fattah Levdansky Saurman 
Blaum Fee Linton Schuler 
Book Fischer Lloyd Semmel 
Banner Flick Lucyk Showers 
Bowley Foster McClatchy Sirianni 
Bowser Fox McHale Smith, B. 
Brandt Freeman McVerry Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Gallen Maine Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt Geist Manderino Snyder, G. 
Burd George Manmiller Stairs 
Burns Gladeck Mayemik Steighner 
Bush GNPPO Melio Stuban 
Caltagirone Hagany Merry Sweet 
Cappabianca Haluska Mwhlmann Taylor, E. Z. 
Carlson Harper Morris Taylor, F. 
Carn Hasay Mowery Taylor, 1. 
Cessar Hayden Mrkanic Telek 
Chadwick Hayes NahiU Tigne 
Cimini Heckler Noye Truman 
Clymer Herman O'Brien Vroon 
Cohen Hershey O'Donnell Wambach 
ColafeUa Hess Oliver Wass 
Cole Honaman Perzel Weston 
Cornell Hughes Petrarca Wiggins 
Corrigan ltkin Piccola Wilson 
Cowell Jackson Pievsky Wogan 
COY Jadlowiec Pistella Wright, J. L. 
DeLuca Johnson Pitts Wright, R. C. 
DeVener Josephs Pressmann Yandrisevits 
DeWeese Kasunic Preston 
Daley Kennedy Reber Irvis, 
Davies Kenney Reinard Speaker 
Deal Kosinski Richardson 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 
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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 as 

amended? 
Mr. KOSINSKI offered the following amendments No. 

AMIS: 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 31, lines 21 through 24, by 
striking out all of said lines and inserting 

permuted under thls act. 
Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, lines 7 through 10, by 

strikin~ out all of said lines and insertinn - - 
(g) Nothing in this section or this act shall be construed or 

intended to change or affect the terms and conditions of employ- 
ment or the employment security of hearing examiners employed 
by the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board on the effective date 
of this section. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Kosinski. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
You may see a lot of words in this amendment, but it is a 

very simple idea. It allows all hearing examiners to continue to 
serve as administrative law judges under the new commission 
under the same terms of employment and employment secu- 
rity as they serve now. 

I would ask for a "yes" vote on my amendment. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader 
on the amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am blessed in that I do not 
know any of the Liquor Board examiners, so I have no per- 
sonal feelings one way or the other towards them, and being 
so blessed I can say without being prejudiced in one way or 
the other that if we are going into this new system where we 
apparently are going to have new commissioners, there is no 
reason why there cannot also be new examiners. 

I suspect that one of the problems is that some of the hold- 
overs would not be lawyers-I am guessing that-and they 
would be held in. If we are going to make this system effec- 
tive, then it should be effective as drafted by us, as proposed 
by the Governor, at least in this area, that we are going to 
have lawyers, people with legal training, acting as the judges 
in these cases, because under the defeat of the Olasz amend- 
ment it is not subject to review by the board but rather it is 
final with the examiner, as I understand it. So under the cir- 
cumstances, if we are going to sweep clean this Liquor 
Control Board situation, then let us do it. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority whip. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There are really two kinds of members here who enjoy 

God's blessings. Representative Ryan enjoys the blessing of 
not knowing any of the examiners. He has the blessing of 
ignorance, the blissful blessing of not knowing anything 
about this process. 

Many of us have the other kind of blessing. We have real 
information. We know some of the examiners in one way or 
another. Most of us have had contact with an examiner by 
coming in front of a hearing, usually to protest some nuisance 
bar or something else that is going on. Those of us who have 
that blessing, the blessing of knowledge, are I think pretty 
much satisfied with what is going on out there. 

If it is not broken, do not fix it. The mere appellation of 
civil service does not necessarily bring reform in the truest 
sense. It does not necessarily accomplish anything. The exam- 
iners that we have out there 1 think to a man and a woman. 
probably, are doing a good job. Why change that? There is no 
backlog. It is one place that has endured through the 
Thornburgh administration without a backlog of work 
undone and being done on the basis that they currently enjoy. 

I think we ought to support the Kosinski amendment. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr. 

O'Donnell, stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. O'Donnell indicates he will so stand. 

You may proceed. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman explain to 

me what the effect of this bill would be if passed into law 
without these amendments. In other words, the present exam- 
iners, would they automatically be fired? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Very probably. 
Mr. RYAN. And who could rehire them? 
Mr. O'DONNELL. In the Governor's discretion. 
Mr. RYAN. I am sorry. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. In the Governor's discretion. 
Mr. RYAN. Or the board's discretion? 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I am not sure, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. RYAN. The political fact of life, as 1 understand it, is 

the examiners who are presently sitting are sitting by virtue of 
Democratic control of the present Liquor Board. I believe 
that is right. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. 1 doubt if that is right since 1 think their 
tenure probably extends fairly far back. I honestly do not 
have their political affiliations, and I strongly suspect that 
their political affiliations are mixed. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman tell me if I 
am wrong when I make this statement: If an examiner is doing 
a good job today, as you suggest many of them are doing- 
and I am not quarreling with that- 

Mr. O'DONNELL. And if I could just interrupt to point 
out that the sunset report on that agency also spoke well of the 
job that they are doing. 

Mr. RYAN. I am not quarreling with that. I just do not 
happen to know. If they are doing a good job, as you suggest 
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and as the sunset review committee probably suggested, is 
there any reason why they will not be reappointed? Does this 
not give Governor Casey and/or the new commission-liquor 
control commission or ABC commission, whatever they are- 
the right to appoint these same people? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. If in fact they are attorneys, yes, they 
would have the right to reappoint them. Obviously, the terms 
and conditions of their appointment and their employment 
would be radically different. 

Mr. RYAN. Why is that? 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I wish I had enough of a command of 

the history of this House to recall the debates in which we 
have talked about getting qualified people in government at 
what kind of a price. I think there probably are committees of 
this House or staff members in this House on both sides of the 
aisle and in both Houses where to obtain the necessary exper- 
tise of, for example, an attorney, which these folks are for the 
most part, if not entirely, it has been necessary to employ 
them and on less than a full-time basis for the benefit of their 
expertise, especially where we can get a bargain. I think what 
happens here is tbat very few, I suspect, of the existing exam- 
iners will be able to come on board as full-time employees and 
give up the rest of the professional life that they have built up 
around them. Now, will we be able to recruit administrative 
law judges? Yes, of course. The law schools are turning out so 
many people that I suspect that we can get some bargain-base- 
ment prices on some attorneys and put them in there, and 
maybe they can learn the liquor law at public expense. But we 
are not going to get the folks that have the background that 
are in there now. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the gentleman is in 

order and may proceed. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I happen to believe that the 

present examiners- And I say to you honestly I do not have 
any idea who they are. It may be that I know one or two of 
them, but it does not occur to me that I do. I think the Gover- 
nor of the Commonwealth or the ABC, the new name of the 
Liquor Board, should have the responsibility of appointing 
these members back to the position as administrative law 
judge or bringing new ones in, and let me give you an example 
of why I say that. 

I have an amendment that I would hope will pass that will 
subject them to the Ethics Act. Right now, I am told, the 
attorneys working for the Liquor Board are the ones who 
have taken the appeal so that they are not subject to the Ethics 
Act. My amendment, which has been distributed, would 
require as a condition of employment that they waive the right 
not to be included in the Ethics Act. It is for that reason tbat I 
would like them to have to go through reappointment, so they 
are subject to the Ethics Act if my amendment passes, so that 
they must make a disclosure, so that they cannot have con- 
flicts, so that they are subject to the same restrictions that you 
and 1 are subject to. I think this is all part of reform, and if all 
we end up doing as a result of days and days of debate and 
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thousands of amendments and thousands of pages of testi- 
mony is change the name from the Liquor Control Board to 
the Alcoholic Beverages Commission, then this farce is going 
to be exposed and we are going to look like what we actually 
are if we allow it to happen. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time on the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Kosinski. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Kosinski. Someone 

else has not spoken for the first time. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Beaver, Mr. 

Laughlin, on the amendment. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Would the gentleman please stand for 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Kosinski indicates he will so stand. 

You are in order, and you may proceed, Mr. Laughlin. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, your recommendation 

with regard to grandfathering those particular examiners who 
are working at the present time, your particular amendment 
carries no circumstance that would require that they be full- 
time employees, does it? 

Mr. KOSINSKI. That is correct. 
Mr. LAUGHLIN. And the legislation in its present form 

does not require that they be full-time employees. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. KOSINSKI. From what I understand, the legislation in 
its present form does require full-time status. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, then your amend- 
ment, although grandfathering the employees, also would 
require then in line with the rest of the bill that they be full- 
time employees. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. No, it does not, Mr. Speaker, for a very 
simple reason. If you look at subsection (g), "Nothing in this 
section ... shall be construed or intended to change or affect 
the terms and conditions of employment ...." That term or 
condition of employment does include part-time status. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. I am glad to have that clarified for the 
record, Mr. Speaker, for the fact that at the present time the 
department is hiring examiners maybe on a two-day-a-week 
basis and paying them accordingly and is getting a tremen- 
dous bargain rather than having an attorney on full time and 
paying him some exaggerated salary for time he is not putting 
in. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Mr. Kosinski, for the second time on your 
amendment. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I come with some humility in the fact that the Republican 

leader may have misstated his case. From what I understand, 
all hearing examiners who are attorneys are subject to the 
Ethics Act and must file an ethics statement. 

I would also like to point out, as so many of the previous 
speakers who support this amendment stated, the system is 
working. The hearing examiners are a diligent, hard-working 
group of people who care about the system and who are 
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responsive to the needs of the community. An order to throw The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
these people out or to subject them to different terms of I amendments wereaareed to. 

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

employment would be a shame. 
1 believe we should support this amendment, and I ask for 

your support. Thank you. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

- 

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

amended? 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Baldwin 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohm 
ColafeUa 
Cole 
corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
D a l c ~  
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Argall 
Barley 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
BoRner 
Bowlcy 
Brand1 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clymer 
ComeU 
Deweex 
Dienerick 
Don 

Donatucci 
Duffy 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
George 
Oladeck 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Joxphs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Livengood 
Lucyk 

Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Freind 
Gallen 
Oeist 
G N P P ~  
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 

McCall 
McHale 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
0'Bri.cn 
0' DonneU 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Richardson 

NAYS-77 

NOT 

Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Lloyd 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Merry 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Noye 
Piccola 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 

MY Godshall Hughes 
DeVeIteI 

Dininni Evans 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Salwm 
Saunnan 
Seventy 
Showers 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J.  
Tigue 
TreUo 
Truman 
Van Home 
Vean 
Wambach 
Weston 
Wiggins 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

Ryan 
Schatz 
khuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Wilson 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Linton 

Mr. RYAN offered the following amendments No. A0734: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 18, by inserting after "Commis- 
sion;" 

providing ethical standards for the commission and 
its members and employees; 

Amend Bill, page 24, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 

"commission" 
or a member of the immediate family of a member 
or employe of the commission 

Amend Sec. 13 (Sec. 210). page 29, line 26, by inserting after 
"commission" 

or a member of the immediate family of a member 
or employe of the commission 

Amend Sec. 13 (Sec. 210), page 30, by inserting between lines 
1 and 2 
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~uhlic disclosure of all proposals considered and contracts . . 

@ No member or employe of the commlsslon or an adv~sor 
or consultant thereto ha\lng recommended to the Lommlrslon 
e~ther the maklng of a contract or a course ot action of uhlch the 

he has an adverse interest. 
(k) No member or employe of the commission may have an 

expenses. 

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

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair recognizes the minority 
leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I have 
before the House is an amendment that adds ethics provisions 
and penalties to the act. It attempts to require attorneys in the 
Office of Chief Counsel and the Office of Administrative Law 
Judge to comply with the financial reporting requirements of 
the Ethics Law by making their voluntary consent to do so a 
condition of employment or continued employment. 

The Commonwealth Court ruled that attorneys in State 
employment are not subject to the Ethics Act. The commis- 
sion, that is, the Ethics Commission, is trying to ignore that 
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decision and has appealed it to the Supreme Court. My infor- 
mation is that the action was initiated by attorneys currently 
in the employ of the Liquor Control Board. 

Now, one of the effects, one of the further effects, I guess, 
of an amendment such as this affects some of you. It was just 
pointed out to me moments ago that a lawyer member of the 
legislature would be precluded from representing a client 
before an administrative law judge. I do not think that is a 
had idea. I do not think that we should be permitted to repre- 
sent clients before administrative law judges. I point out to 
you, however, that that effect is in this particular amendment. 

I would ask that you accept this amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Will the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, 

consent to interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Ryan indicates he will stand for inter- 

rogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I have no difficulty with 

the amendment as proposed, hut I am unsure of why these 
specific prohibitions exist when in the first paragraph we 
make all of these employees subject to the State Ethics and 
Adverse Interest Acts. Why do we then go on to specifically 
enumerate various conduct? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, when I ordered these amend- 
ments and when I discussed this idea with our staff people, I 
said that to my knowledge-and you, of course, were a part 
of this-when we put together the Philadelphia convention 
center authority act we-and I think it is to the credit of all the 
leaders-we put some of the toughest ethics language that this 
State has ever seen into that act. I suggested to my staff people 
that to the extent they were able to incorporate the tough lan- 
guage of that act into this act, I wanted amendments t o  do it, 
and that is the reason for it. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that you men- 
tioned that because I had not intended to, but you have given 
me an opening. With all of those prohibitions that we put in 
the law when we passed the Philadelphia convention center, 
one of the highest policy people in the Thornburgh adminis- 
tration, Frank Wright, ended up as executive director of the 
Philadelphia convention authority. Now, I do not know how 
that happened, Mr. Speaker, with all those prohibitions in 
there, hut I am wondering whether or not the specific prohibi- 
tions here again will allow someone to slip through the cracks. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, if it will, it will probably be one of yours, 
not one of mine. 

Mr. MANDERINO. It was not one of mine in Frank 
Wright, who is now the executive director of the Philadelphia 
convention center, and these same kinds of prohibitions were 
put in by you to the Philadelphia convention center law. Am I 
wrong about that? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I was under the impression that 
we all took credit for putting tough ethics provisions in that 
act. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Yes. 

Mr. RYAN. Now, if you want to give me credit for it, I will 
take it, and I will say you had nothing to do with it. But the 
other thing that we did at that time, as long as we are opening 
doors, is we made sure as best we could-and you were right 
in there a part of every bit of it-that the key vote, the swing 
vote, would be someone acceptable to both of us or to all of 
us, and that happened to be Roger Hillas, the chairman of 
Provident National Bank. Now, he was your guy and my guy. 
So if Frank Wright was hired, it was half your fault and half 
my fault or credit, if you please. 

Mr. MANDERINO. But what I am saying is Frank Wright 
was hired. Frank Wright was a high policy person in the Gov- 
ernor's Office, in concert with the Governor daily making 
policy, and he was to have been prohibited, as I understood it, 
by all of that language that was put in that was very similar to 
this. He was not prohibited, because he obviously is serving as 
executive director within less than 6 months of leaving the 
Thornburgh administration, after having designed or helped 
to design the law under which he is now employed. What I am 
saying to you is I do not understand why the specific prohibi- 
tions once we say they will be subject to the Adverse Interest 
and the Ethics Acts and whether there was any specific 
reason. 

Mr. RYAN. I explained how this language got here the way 
it did. Now, I will look into how Mr. Wright was hired. I will 
bet you, though, a dinner on the side-and 1 am on a diet, so 
it is not going to cost you a lot to lose this. It might cost me 
something to lose, so I have got a real risk here. I will bet you 
that your appointees-by "your" I am talking Democrat 
appointees to the convention center-joined in the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Wright. Now, if you have a complaint, I think 
you better take it up with some of them. I do not know the 
answer to that, but let us get off that. Are we afraid of strong 
ethics provisions or are we not? If we are not afraid of them, 
put these in. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I am going to urge that 
we put these in. I am concerned, though, that Mr. Ryan after 
making all employees subject to the State Ethics and Adverse 
Interest Acts then specifically defines certain prohibited acts. 
I do not know whether those acts are not covered by the 
Adverse Interest Act or the Ethics Act or if there is an attempt 
to write people out of conformance. For instance, you notice 
that no attorney can act before the board, but it says nothing 
about the attorney's law partners acting before the board. Is 
that a loophole that was meant? Is it a loophole at all? Is it 
covered by the Adverse Interest Act or Ethical Conduct Act? 

What I am saying to you is I will urge, Mr. Speaker, an 
affirmative vote on this, but we will look hard at this language 
before final passage takes place in the Senate to make sure it is 
accomplishing what we all think it is accomplishing by voting 
for it, and that is by having people act in a manner that is 
ethical, having people act when they have no adverse interest 
to the Commonwealth in their dealings with the Liquor 
Control Commission, or the Alcoholic Beverages Commis- 
sion, as it may be known after this act passes. I was simply 
pointing out that in the past, and in the very recent past, we 
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thought we were doing the same thing. Frankly, I do not 
know who voted for the man, and maybe it was a unanimous 
vote, but it was certainly an employment that I thought, and I 
am sure Mr. Ryan thought, would have been prohibited at  the 
time we passed that act. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Pistella, on the amendment. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I cannot speak to the specific appointment that Mr. Mand- 

erino points out that was applicable to the Philadelphia con- 
vention center, but I ,  as one of the members who voted for 
that legislation, felt that those types of things were in fact to 
be prohibited. I would suggest to the minority leader that if 
there are auestions that have been asked about this  articular 
amendment, he withdraw it and redraft it so that those partic- 
ular concerns raised by Mr. Manderino are in fact met before 
we vote on this now, because I for one certainly do not want 
to walk into the same situation again. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
ARY 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchv 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 

Dawida 
Deal 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Kenney Punt Yandrisevits 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber IN~s, 
LaGrotta Reinard Speaker 
Langtr~ Rieger 

NAYS-1 

Richardson 
NOT VOTING-2 

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Berks, Mr. 
Davies. rise? 

Mr. DAVIES. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. DAVIES. With all this mention of ethics, is the offer- 

ing of these bets part of the rules of the House? Is that permis- 
sible? 

The SPEAKER. It would not he permissible to  bet on the 
floor of the House. If the Chair had heard any such offer, the 
Chair would have instructed the gentleman not to make such 
an offer, but the Chair failed to hear any offer. 

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

amended? 

Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltaairone 

Blaum Fox McHale Serafini 
Book Freeman McVerry Seventy 
Bonner Freind Maiale Showers 
Bowley Gallen Maine Sirianni 

~apibianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
ColafeUa 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVeRer 
DeWeex 
Daley 
Davies 

Mr. RYAN offered the following amendments No. A0739: 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201). page 21, line 4, by inserting a 
bracket before the ~er iod  

Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
~aiuska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 

Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Miller 
Mwhlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarea 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piecola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Amend Sec. 8 isec. 201). page 21, line 4, by striking out the 
brackets before and after "original" 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201). page 21, lines 4 and 5, by striking 
out "first appointed after the effective date of this amendatory 
act - 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 7 and 9, by striking 
out the brackets before "from" in line 7 and after "qualified" in 
line 9 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 200, page 21, line 10, by striking out the 
bracket before "or" 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, line 11, by inserting after 
"qualified]" 
, not more than two of whom shall be from the same political 
party as the Governor. The appointment of a member not of the 
Governor's political party shall be made from a list of not less 
than six nominees prepared and submitted to the Governor by the 
leader of the opposition party to the Governor in the House of 
Representatives and the Senate. Each floor leader may contribute 
at least three names to the list. The Governor shall select a 
member from the list within thirty days of receipt of the list, or 
the Governor may request one substitute list of nominees from 
the floor leaders. If the floor leaders fail to submit a substitute list 
within thirty days of receipt of a request to do so, the Governor 
may appoint the member for which lists of nominees were not 
submitted at his discretion. If one of the two floor leaders respon- 
sible for the submission of nominees for a list fails to submit 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, those of us who have been around here for a 

long while, particularly those of us who have watched the 
Senate in action-and I do not confess that I do that with any 
regularity-will remember the problems that we have had 
over the years over appointments where a two-thirds majority 
is required to put someone on a commission, be it the Turn- 
pike Commission, the Liquor Board, or whatever. Now, I 
suspect that this bill, which has a simple majority for confir- 
mation, is going to get into some trouble over in the Senate, 
changing from two-thirds to a simple majority, unless we do 
something about it. 

What normally happens is the minority side of the Senate, 
usually, or the party that is out of power, that is, not in the 
Governor's Office, they hold out-and the Democrats have 
done it and the Republicans have done it off and on over the 
years-they hold out the confirmation vote until they are sure 
that they have minority representation. 

Now, the amendment that I am offering now to HB 1000 
does this: It leaves the question of the three-man board or 
commission as is, but it guarantees membership to the out 
party. What it does is it assures that the party other than the 
Governor's party will have a representative. The floor 
leaders-if this were in law a year ago, it would be Mr. Mand- 
erino and Mr. Zemprelli-would submit names. Today it 
would be Senator Stauffer or myself would submit names to 
Governor Casey. From those names, Governor Casey would 
appoint the third member of the commission. 

Now, this amendment does something else which I think is 
terribly important politically. We have over the years, both 
parties, really taken the blame or the credit, as the case may 
be, for the actions of the Liquor Board during our Governor's 
term of office or when we did not have the Governor's Office. 
This amendment would provide that the three members of the 
Liquor Board, or the Alcoholic Beverages Commission, their 
terms would be coterminous with the Governor who 
appointed them so that it turns it into a true political issue. It 
makes it a campaign item. If you are not happy with the way 

the liquor system is being run, elect a new Governor, because 
he will appoint the new hoard, which will serve the same 
period of time that the Governor serves plus 90 days to allow 
for the changeover, but it is just 90 days beyond the term of 
the Governor. 

So it does those two very important things, and I think it 
makes sense from a good-government standpoint; I think it 
makes a lot of sense politically. 

I would encourage an affirmative vote. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this is purely a political 

amendment. The board now is appointed by the Governor. 
There is no minority representation. That is the way it is pres- 
entlv. That is the wav it is in the bill that we have before us. 
Mr. Ryan wants to insure minority representation, wants the 
responsibility and the accountability to be with the Governor 
but wants the Republican floor leaders to enter the process of 
appointment and put a minority member on. I suggest that we 
view the amendment just as it was intended, as a political 
amendment, and you vote your political persuasion. If you 
are a Republican, you vote with Mr. Ryan; if you are a Demo- 
crat, you vote with a negative vote on this particular amend- 
ment. There is no reason to give accountability to the Gover- 
nor and the appointments to Mr. Ryan or Mr. Stauffer in the 
Senate. 

There are several other technically deficient things with the 
amendment. If a Governor fails to appoint from the list given 
by the leaders, it appears that the leaders themselves can make 
the appointment to the commission. It does not speak to 
whether that kind of an appointment requires any confirma- 
tion at all, and it does not speak to the point of whether or not 
the two leaders who would make the recommendations, if 
they cannot agree on who that appointment should be, how 
the appointment is to be made. 

Those are just minor and technical deficiencies, but I 
suggest that we take care of the amendment with a negative 
vote on the aspect of the politics involved. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman, and I 

think I said it right up front that there are political consider- 
ations in connection with this amendment. I think that the 
gentleman is wrong when he says there is no minority repre- 
sentation on the Liquor Board today. It is my recollection that 
Mr. Mario Mele is a Republican, whereas there are two 
members of that committee who are Democrats. In the past 8 
years under the Thornburgh administration, the Liquor 
Board really has been run by the Democrat majority. This 
amendment would prevent that and it would say, you, Mr. 
Governor, are going to get the control of the Liquor Board or 
the Alcoholic Beverages Commission for the period of your 
term, and if it screws up, then it is going to turn into a cam- 
paign issue, and I think that is a worthwhile thing to have. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment. I think not 

only does it bring politics into this bill, but it also sets a had 
precedent. We have the PUC (Public Utility Commission) and 
a number of other boards and commissions, and if we start 
breaking them up between the two political parties, I think it 
sets an awful precedent. 

NOT VOTING-3 

Clark Moehlmann Rudy 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

We have a Governor who for the last 73 days has been 
appointing the best people he could find in this Common- 
wealth, and I suggest we defeat this amendment and allow 
him to continue to do so. 

The folk 

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

amended? 
Mr. RYAN offered the following amendments No. A0659: 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Birnelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
BOyeS 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Carlson 
Casar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cornell 
DeVener 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Distler 

Acosta 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

]wing roll call was recorded: 

Don Johnson 
Durham Kennedy 
Fargo Kenney 
Farmer Langtry 
Fischer Lashinger 
Flick Leh 
Foster McClatchy 
Fox McVerry 
Freind Manmiller 
Gallen Merry 
Cannon Micozzie 
Geist Miller 
Gladeck Mowery 
Godshall Nahill 
Gruppo Naye 
Hagarty O'Brien 
Hasay Perzel 
Hayes Phillips 
Heckler Piccola 
Herman Pitts 
Hershey Punt 
Hess Raymond 
Honaman Reber 
Jackson Reinard 
Jadlowiec 

NAYS-99 

Duffy Livengood 
Fattah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Freeman McCall 
Gamble McHale 
George Maiale 
Gruitza Maine 
Haluska Manderino 
Harper Markosek 
Hayden Mayernik 
Howlett Melia 
Hughes Michlovic 
Hutchinson Morris 
ltkin Mrkonie 
Jarolin Murphy 
Josephs O'Donnell 
Kasunic Olasz 
Kasinski Oliver 
Kukovich Petrarca 
LaGrotta Petrone 
Laughlin Pievsky 
Lescovitz Pistella 
Letterman Pressman" 
Levdansky Preston 
Linton Richardson 

Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

- 
Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 211). page 31, by inserting between lines 

17and lR 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Seventy 
Showers 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
SWPP, 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Home 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

period after "commission" 
Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 213), page 32, lines 13 through 15, by 

striking out ''andshall" in line 13, all of line 14 and "brought 
before the Office of Administrative Law Judge." in line 15 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the minority leader. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I listened with interest and 
agreed with the gentleman, Mr. Fattah, and the gentleman, 
Mr. Linton, when they said that what they were interested in 
was the separation of enforcement from the revenue stream. 
Now, I agree with that, and this amendment goes a step 
further in solving that problem. 

Mr. Speaker, what this amendment does is it transfers to 
the Attorney General the role of prosecutor. Without this 
amendment, what you have is you have the judge, the jury, 
the enforcement, the prosecution all under the Liquor Board 
or the Alcoholic Beverage Control Commission. Here you 
have the prosecutor from a different agency from the judge 
and jury, and I think if you want reform, you do just what 
this amendment does: you transfer it. The same way you are 
putting investigations with the State Police, the prosecutor in 
these matters should be from a different agency such as the 
Attorney General's Office, and I recommend that this amend- 
ment be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Kosinski, on the amendment. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Would the speaker please rise for inter- 
rogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Ryan indicates he will be interrogated. 
You may proceed. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Would what we formerly called the 
hearing officers, now the administrative law judges under this 
bill, be put under the Office of Attorney General? 

Mr. RYAN. No, Mr. Speaker, they wouldnot. 
Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the majority leader. 
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Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, this, like the Last amend- 
ment that Mr. Ryan offered, is purely political. The question 
is whether the Attorney General will supply the attorneys at 
the hearings before the hearing examiner or the administrative 
law judge or whether they will be supplied by the commission 
appointed by Governor Casey. I think you can see where Mr. 
Ryan is coming from. 

I think the vote taken on the last amendment ought to be 
repeated on this amendment, but I would ask, Mr. Speaker, 
that just those in their seats vote this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am a big boy, and I pointed 

out, if you recall on the last amendment, that there were polit- 
ical considerations to it. 1 do not believe that is the case here. 
Tongue in cheek or otherwise, I am not trying to generate jobs 
out of the Attorney General's Office. If you want some 
reform, if you want to separate the enforcement from the 
judge and the jury, the prosecutor, the DA, if you will, should 
not work for the judge and jury. I mean, it makes no sense. 
Otherwise, you are going to have too many friends sitting in 
the same building deciding what is or is not enforced or prose- 
cuted. That is one of the great abuses that we are trying to 
correct with this particular hill, and we have heard members 
stand up and say that, that this is what you are trying to do. 

I have no objection to only those in their seats being permit- 
ted to vote. They are the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, what the 

gentleman alludes to is a problem that exists in every adminis- 
trative law agency and every administrative agency. It is the 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Hutchinson? Remove the vote. Mr. 
Petrarca? Remove thevote. Fine. It is off now. 

Mr. RYAN. I know Mr. Rieger would be disappointed if 1 
did not ask if he were in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. There he is. 
Mr. RYAN. The gentleman, Mr. Lucyk? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Lucyk is on the floor. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Is the gentleman, Mr. Reber, on the 

floor? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber? 
Mr. RYAN. Yes; he is right here. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Reber is on the floor of the House. 
Mr. RYAN. The gentleman, Mr. Sweet? 
The SPEAKER. Is Mr. Sweet on the floor of the House? 
Mr. RYAN. I saw him here somewhere, but I do not see 

him at this moment. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Sweet is on the floor. 
Mr. RYAN. He is over on our side where he belongs. 
Is the gentleman, Mr. Trello, on the floor? Yes; there he is. 
Mr. MANDERINO. The gentleman, Mr. Kenney, George 

Kenney? 
Mr. RYAN. He is right here. 
Is the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, here? 
The SPEAKER. We are approaching 5 minutes on the stop- 

watch. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-97 

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

nature and essence of the administrative agency. I repeat my 
former message that this is purely political. 

The SPEAKER. Only those members physically present in 
their seats are to be voted. 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTES CHALLENGED 

Mr. MANDERINO. Is the gentleman, Mr. Stevens, up? Is 
the gentleman, Mr. Bush, on the board? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Bush is on the board. 
Mr. MANDERINO. The gentleman, Mr. Stevens, is still 

recorded. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Stevens is not in his seat. Mr. Stevens' 

vote must be stricken. 
Mr. MANDERINO. I am satisfied with that vote, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Take Mr. Stevens' vote off the board and 

let it stay off until he is back in his seat. 
Mr. MANDERINO. The gentleman, Mr. Serafini, Mr. 

Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Serafini is in his seat. 
The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Hutchinson? 

The gentleman, Mr. Petrarca? 

Angstadt Fargo Kennedy Reinard 
Argall Farmer Kenney Robbins 
~ r t y  Fischer Langtry Ryan 
Barley Flick Lashinget Saurman 
Birmelin Foster Leh Scheelz 
Black Fox McClatchy Schuler 

Freind McHale Semmel 
Bowser Gallen McVerry SeraRni 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cornell 
DeVener 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 

Acosta 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Broujos 

Cannon Manmiller 
Geist Merry 
Gladeck Micazzie 
Godshall Miller 
GNPPO Moehlmann 
Hagarty Mowery 
Hasay Nahill 
Hayes Noye 
Heckler O'Brien 
Herman Perzel 
Hershey Phillips 
Hess Piccola 
Honaman Pitts 
Jackson Punt 
Jadlawiec Raymond 
Johnson Reber 

Dombrowski Levdansky 
Donalucci Linton 
Duffy Livengood 
Faltah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Freeman McCall 
Gamble Maine 
George Manderino 
Gruitza Markosek 

Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Seventy 
Showers 
Staback 
Steighne~ 
Stuban 
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unclear how this would happen. The best that can be deter- 
mined is, if an applicant requests a license or transfer or 
renewal and the investigation is done, the Alcoholic Beverage 
Commission will phone the State Police and ask them to send 
one of their agents out to conduct the investigation on that 
licensee. A0633 will separate these functions, keeping enforce- 
ment within the commission itself, and professionalize the 
requirements of those agents beginning with the level of exec- 
utive director down to the agents in the field. 

The amendment itself is self-explanatory as far as the crite- 
ria in our attempt to reform and professionalize by placing 
competently trained, educated, professional people within the 
field of enforcement to in fact enforce the liquor laws of the 
Commonwealth. 

I would ask for adoption. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, as 1 understand what the 

Punt amendment would do, it would place the enforcement 
hack with the commission rather than with the State Police 
supervision. 

I would ask for a negative vote, Mr. Speaker. I think that if 
this bill is to become law, there are interests in the other body 
that seem to indicate that this is something that must be done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom, on the amendment. 

Mr. SALOOM. I am going to pass, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

MY 
Baldwin 
&Ifanti 
Birmelin 
Book 
Brand1 
Cawley 
C i i  
Civera 
Clark 

Awsta 
Angstadt 
Argdl 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Black 
Blaum 
BoRner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlsan 
Cam 

Distler Jackson 
Duffy Lescovitz 
Foster Livengood 
Gannon McCall 
Geist Manmiller 
Godshall Micouie 
Heckler Miller 
Honaman Moehlmann 
Howlett Mrkonic 
Hutchinson 

NAYS-I60 

Don 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
fischer 
Flick 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
George 
Gladeck 
Gruitza 
G N P P ~  
Hagmy 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 

Levdansky 
Lintan 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
McHde 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mowery 
Murphy 
NahiU 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 

Noye 
Olasz 
Petrarca 
Punt 
Saloom 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Tigue 
Veon 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saurman 
kheetz 
khuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, I. 

Cessar 
Chadwick 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietterick 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

Kenney 

Dininni 

Hayden Oliver 
Hayes Perzel 
Herman Petrone 
Hershey Phillips 
Hess Piccola 
Hughes Pievsky 
ltkin Pistella 
Jadlowiec Pitts 
Jarolin Pressmann 
Johnson Preston 
Joxphs Raymond 
Kasunic Reber 
Kennedy Reinard 
Kosinski Richardson 
Kukovich Rieger 
LaGrotta Ritter 
L a n g t ~  Robbins 
Lashinper Roebuck 
~ a u g h l k  Rudy 
Leh 

NOT VOTING-2 

Letterman 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans 

Telek 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wambach 
wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

h i s ,  
Speaker 

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 as 

amended? 
Mr. PUNT offered the following amendment No. A0635: 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Franklin, Mr. Punt. 
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Mr. PUNT. Mr. Speaker, the second amendment deals with I EXCUSED-2 
a licensing division of the Alcoholic Beverage Commission. I ,:":-"; 

=..--o ",,..,,.a, L.-.a 

As I mentioned previously, it is very unclear how investiga- 
tions are going t o  be conducted when a request is made for a The question was determined in the negative, and the 

new license, a transfer, or  a renewal. This amendment A0635 amendment was agreed 

The follo 

establishes the criteria and a division of licensing within the 
Alcoholic Beverage Commission. 

I would ask for its adoption. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

Argall 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Bums 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessv 
Chadwick 
C i n i  
Civera 
Clymer 
Colafella 

On thequestion recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. FREIND offered the following amendments No. 

A0661: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Burd 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Clark 
Cohen 
Cole 
corrigan 
coweu 
COY 
DeLuea 
DeWeex 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Danatucci 
Doll 
Durham 

Gruitza 
Kukovich 

#wing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-81 

Cornell Hess 
DeVerter Honaman 
Dietterick Hutchinson 
Distler lackson 
Duffy Leh 
Fargo Leswvitr 
Farmer Letterman 
Ftick Livengood 
Foster Lloyd 
Fox McVerry 
Freind Manmiller 
Gallen Micozzie 
Gannon Miller 
Geist Moehlmann 
Godshall Mrkonic 
Haluska Nahill 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes Olasz 
Heckler Petrone 
Herman Picwla 

Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Freeman 
Gamble 
George 
Gladeck 
O N P P ~  
Hagarty 
Harper 
Hayden 
Hershey 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Itkin 
Jadlowiec 
larolin 
Johnson 
Joxphs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
LaGrotta 
LangtrY 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lwdansky 
Linton 

NOT 

Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Metio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mowery 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Otiver 
Perrel 
petrarca 
Phillips 
Pievsky 
PisteUa 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rudy 

VOTING-6 

Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Telek 
Tigue 
TreUo 
Wilson 
Wozniak 
Wright. J.  L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, G.  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
was  
Wiggins 
Wright. D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Wogan 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 1 through 29; pages 2 through 8, 
lines 1 through 30; page 9, lines I through 22, by striking out all 
of said lines on said pages and inserting 
Amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21), entitled 

"An act relating to alcoholic liquors, alcohol and malt and 
brewed beverages; amending, revising, consolidating and 
changing the laws relating thereto; regulating and restricting 
the manufacture, purchase, sale, possession, consumption, 
importation, transportation, furnishing, holding in bond, 
holding in storage, traffic in and use of alcoholic liquors, 
alcohol and malt and brewed beverages and the persons 
engaged or employed therein; defining the powers and duties 
of the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board; providing for the 
establishment and o~eration of State liquor stores, for the 

I payment of certain license fees to the respkctive municipalities 
and townshius. for the abatement of certain nuisances and, in 
certain case;, 'for search and seizure without warrant; pre- 
scribing penalties and forfeitures; providing for local option, 
and repealing existing laws,'' abolishing the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board; establishing the Department of Liquor 
Control; providing for a Liquor Hearing Commission; and 
imposing powers and duties. 
Amend Bill, page 9, lines 25 through 30; pages 10 through 

265, lines 1 through 30; page 266, lines 1 through 22, by striking 
out all of said lines on said pages and inserting 

Section 1. The definition of "board" in section 102 of the 
act of April 12, 1951 (P.L.90, No.21). known as the Liquor 
Code, is amended and the section is amended by adding defini- 
tions to read: 

Section 102. Definitions.-The following words or phrases. 
unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, shall have the 
meanings ascribed to them in this section: 

["Board" shall mean the Pennsylvania Liquor Control 
Board.] 

"Board," or "Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board" or 
"Liquor Control Board" shall mean the Department of Liquor 
Control. 

I "Commission" shall mean the Liquor Hearing Commission. 

"Department" shall mean the Department of Liquor 
Control. I * * *  

I "Secretary" shall mean the Secretary of Liquor Control. 

Section 2. Sections 201,202,203,204,205 and 206 of the act 
are repealed. 

Section 3. The act is amended bv addine sections to read: 
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radius of five hundred feet of the place proposed to be licensed: 
And provided further, That the board shall not issue new licenses 
in any license district more than twice each license year, effective 
from specific dates fixed by the hoard, and new licenses shall not 
be granted, except for hotels as defined in this act, unless the 
application therefor shall have been filed at least thirty days 
before the effective date of the license: And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall prohibit the board from 
issuing a new license for the balance of any unexpired term in any 
license district to any applicant in such district, who shall have 
become eligible to hold such license as the result of legislative 
enactment, when such enactment shall have taken place during 
the license term of that district for which application is made or 
within the thirty days immediately preceding such term, nor shall 
anything herein contained prohibit the hoard from issuing at any 
time a new license for an airport restaurant, or municipal golf 
course, as defined in section 461 of this act, for the balance of the 
unexpired license term in any license district: And provided 
further, That the board shall have the discretion to refuse a 
license to any person or to any corporation, partnership or associ- 
ation if such person, or any officer or director of such corpora- 
tion, or any member or partner of such partnership or association 
shall have been convicted or found guilty of a felony within a 
period of five years immediately preceding the date of application 
for the said license. 

(h) No appli~ation for a new lisensc or the transfer of an 
existing license to a neu location,hall be approved unless satis- 
factory eviden~e i, received that the applicant has caused noti;e 
to be published once a week for three consecuti\e ueeks in a 
newspaper o i  general circulation a, defined by 45 Pa.C.S. 6 I01 
(relating to definitions), puhli\hcd and ~.irculated in the affected 

1971 (P.L.118, No.6). is amended to read: 
Section 464. Hearings Upon Refusal of Licenses, Renewals 

or Transfers; Appeals.--@ The board may of its own motion, 
and shall upon the written request of any applicant for club, hotel 
or restaurant liquor license, or any applicant for any malt or 
brewed beverage license other than a public service license, or for 
renewal or transfer thereof, whose application for such license, 
renewal or transfer has been refused, fix a time and place for 
hearing of such application for license or for renewal or transfer 
thereof, notice of which hearing shall be mailed to the applicant 
at the address given in his application. Such hearing shall be 
before the hoard, a member thereof, or an examiner designated 
by the board. At such hearing, the board shall present its reasons 
for its refusal or withholding of license, renewal or transfer 
thereof. The applicant may appear in person or by counsel, may 
cross-examine the witnesses for the board and may present evi- 
dence which shall likewise be subject to cross-examination by the 
board. Such bearing shall be stenographically recorded. The 

the board shall refuse such license, renewal or transfer following 
such hearing, notice in writing of such refusal shall be mailed to 
the applicant at the address given in his application. In all such 
cases, the board shall file of record at least a brief statement in 
the form of an opinion of the reasons for the ruling or order and 
furnish a copy thereof to the applicant. Any applicant who has 
appeared before the board or any agent thereof at any hearing, as 
above provided, who is aggrieved by the refusal of the board to 
issue any such license or to renew or transfer any such license may 
aoneal. or anv church. hos~ital. charitable institution. school or .. . , . .  
public p~ayg~ound or parents or guardians of minors under 
twenty-one years of age attending a school located within three 
hundred feet of the premises applied for, aggrieved by the action 
of the board in granting the issuance of any such license or the 
transfer of any such license, may take an appeal limited to the 
question of such grievance, within twenty days from date of 
refusal or grant, to the court of quarter sessions of the county in 
which the premises applied for is located or the county court of 
Allegheny County. Such appeal shall be upon petition of the 
aggrieved party, who shall serve a copy thereof upon the board, 
whereupon a hearing shall he held upon the petition by the court 
upon ten days' notice to the board, which shall be represented in 
the proceeding by the Department of Justice. The said appeal 
shall act as a supersedeas unless upon sufficient cause shown the 
court shall determine otherwise. The court shall hear the applica- 
tion de novo on questions of fact, administrative discretion and 
such other matters as are involved, at such time as it shall fix, of 
which notice shall be given to the board. The court shall either 
sustain or over-rule the action of the board and either order or 
deny the issuance of a new license or the renewal or transfer of 
the license to the applicant. 

The jurisdiction of the county court of Allegheny County con- 
ferred hereby shall be exclusive within the territorial limits of its 
jurisdiction. 

(b) Whenever one or more inhabitants of a neighborhood 
within a radius of five hundred feet of the place proposed to he 
licensed make a request, in writing, that the department conduct 
a public hearing on whether the issuance of a new license or the 
transfer of any license to a new location would be detrimental to 
the welfare, health, peace and morals of the neighborhood, the 
department shall conduct a public hearing thereon within the 
county where the place proposed to be licensed is situated. When- 
ever a school or the parents or guardians of minors under twenty- 
one years of age attending a school situated within three hundred 
feet of the place proposed to be licensed make a request, in 
writing, that the department conduct a public hearing on whether 
the issuance of a new license or transfer of any license to a new 
location would be detrimental to the welfare, health, peace and 
morals of the minors attending the school, the department shall 
conduct a public hearing thereon within the county where the 
place proposed to be licensed is situated. Such public hearing 
shall be in addition to any other hearing the department may 
conduct on the application. 

Section 8. (a) All versonnel, allocations, appropriations, 
equipment, files; ;ecords,-contracts, agreements, obligations and 
other materials which are used, employed or expended in connec- 
tion with the powers, duties or functions of the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board are hereby transferred to the Department 
of Liquor Control established by this act with the same force and 
effect as if the allocations and appropriations had been made to 
and said items had been the personnel and property of the 
Department of Liquor Control in the first instance and as if the 
contracts, agreements and obligations had been incurred or 

examiner shall lhereker report to the-board upon such hearing. entered into b y  the Department o r ~ i q u o r  Control. 
The board  hall thereupon grant or refuse the licenre, renewal or (h) All present employees o i  the Penn\ylvania Liquor 
transfer thereof. In considering the renewal of a license. the 
board shall not refuse any such renewal on the basis of the prbpri- 
ety of the original issuance or any prior renewal of such license. If 

Control ~ o a r d  are hereby transferred to the Department of 
Liquor Control established by this act. All such employees shall 
continue in their employment with the same pay scales, salaries, 
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wages, seniority benefits, pension rights and other incidents of I accountability. I think any of you as elected officials realize 

abolished by section 2 of this act (repealing sections 201 through 
206) shall be deemed to be references to the Department of 
Liquor Control established by this act. 

Section 9. All orders, licenses, regulations, decisions and 
other actions of the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board shall 
remain in full force and effect until modified, repealed, sus- 
pended, superseded or otherwise changed by duly authorized 

employment, including, but not limited to, civil service status and 
collective bargaining status, as if this act had not been enacted. 

(c) Except where the context indicates that the reference is 
intended as applying to the Liquor Hearing commission, all ref. 
erences in statutes to the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board 

action. 
Section 10. (a) All powers granted by this act to the 

Department of Liquor Control shall be exercised by the Pennsyl- 
vania Liauor Control Board until the Secretarv of Liouor 

that elected officials are always by definition more responsive. 
We have to be because our jobs depend on it, 

There are any number of problems with the operation of 
liquor in Pennsylvania. For example, one of the major corn- 
plaints you get, in addition to price, is the fact that there are 
always shortages of stock. Operated properly, that should 
never be, considering that Pennsylvania is the largest pur- 
chaser of alcohol in the free world since we are the largest 
control State and we are the best customer of every distiller, 
and on and on and on. 

It strikes me that if we make this a Cabinet department 
headed by a Cabinet official appointed by the elected Gover- 
nor and it does a good job, that is going to redound to the 

Control has been appointed by the Governor and Eonfirmed by benefit of the elected Governor, regardless of who the Gover- 
the Senate. nor is. If it does a bad job, it is going to work to the detriment 

(b) Powers granted by this act to the Liquor Hearing of that elected Governor who has to run for reelection. I think 
Commission shall be exercised by the Pennsylvania Liquor 
Control Board until the Governor has issued his proclamation 
stating that the Liquor Hearing Commission is authorized and 
ready to perform the powers, duties and responsibilities pre- 
scribed by this act. 

Section 11. Each rule, regulation or fee of the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board in effect on the effective date of this act 
shall remain in effect after such date until repealed or modified 
by the Department of Liquor Control. 

Section 12. The Department of Liquor Control shall be 
funded to the same extent as is the Pennsylvania Liquor Control 
Board by and from The State Stores Fund. 

Section 13. (a) Section 2 of this act shall take effect on the 
effective date of this act except to the extent necessary to carry 
omt the nrovisions of ~ection 10 of thi.; act 

it is putting responsiveness and accountability where it 
belongs. Each member has received two detailed memos on 
what this proposal does. A Cabinet official runs it except for 
adiudications, which are handled by a three-member liquor 
hearing board appointed in the same manner as the Environ- 
mental Quality Board. 

I do not have any delusions, Mr. Speaker. I do not think 
this is going to pass, but I think right now we have an oppor- 
tunity to change the whole system, and I think what we are 
going to end up doing is applying a couple of Band-Aids to a 
system that is still going to bleed very much. For that reason, I 
would sincerely hope that I would have at least some col- - -. . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . -. . . 

(b) The Pennsylvania Liauor Control Board is continued in I leagues support this amendment. Thank You, Mr. Speaker. 
existence to the exient necessary to carry out the provisions of On the question recurring, section 10 of this act. 

Section 14. All acts and parts of acts are repealed insofar as Willthe agree the amendments? 
they are inconsistent with this act. 

Section IS.  This act shall be retroactive to December 31, 
1986. 

Section 16. This act shall take effect immediately. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Delaware, Mr. Freind, on the amendment. 

Mr. FREIND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is more or less a technical amendment. It guts the entire 

bill, Mr. Speaker, and replaces it with a Cabinet department. 
In 1933, in my opinion, we in the legislature made a number 

of mistakes. Now, I say "we," but none of us were here at the 
time, not even Representative Ryan, although if you look at 
his hair, you could not be sure of that, but none of us were 
here. But 1 think we made three major mistakes. Number one, 
we had the State operate liquor. I think that was a mistake, 
although I think it would be a mistake now to change. 
Number two, we gave this Liquor Control Board two jobs 
which clash 180 degrees: one, we said sell liquor and raise 
revenue, and the other, we said control liquor. Mutually 
exclusive jobs. Number three, in an effort to insulate this 
Liquor Control Board from political influence, an impossible 
task anyway, what we also did was insulate the board from 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-53 

ARY Farmer Miller 
Barley Flick Moehlmann 
Book Fax Nahill 
Bowser Freind Noye 
Brandt Gallen O l a a  
Bunt Gannon Perzel 
Bums Gladeck Pitts 
Cessar Hagarty Preston 
Civera Heckler Punt 
Clymer Honaman Raymond 
Cornell Jackson Reber 
Dietterick Kennedy Reinard 
Distler McClatchy Ryan 
Durham 

NAYS-145 

Acasta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Boyes 

Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Geist 
George 

Langtr~ 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 

Saurman 
Scheetz 
Serafini 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tigue 
Vroon 
Westan 
Wilson 
Wright, I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Rabbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 



1987 

Broujos 
Burd 
Bush 
Cdtagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Clark 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
coweu 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 

Dininni 
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On the question recurring, Doylestown, Pennsylvania, people come in and try to get 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as resort licenses under the conceDt that that is a resort. 

Godshall McVerry Smith, B. 
Gruitza Maiale Snyder, G. 
Gruppo Maine Staback 
Haluska Manderino Stairs 
Harper Manmiller Steighner 
Hasay Markosek Stuban 
Hayden Mayemik Sweet 
Hayes Melio Taylor, F. 
Herman Merry Taylor, J .  
Hershey Michlovic Telek 
Hess Micozzie Trello 
Howlett Morris Truman 
Hughes Mowery Van Horne 
Hutchinson Mrkonic Veon 
ltkin Murphy Wambach 
Iadlowiec O'Brien Wass 
Jarolin Oliver Wogan 
Johnson Petrarca Wazniak 
Josephs Petrone Wright, D. R. 
Kasunic Phillips Yandrisevits 
Kenney Piccola 
Kosinski Pievsky Irvis, 
Kukovich Pistella Speaker 
LaOrotta Pressrnann 

NOT VOTING-2 

Wiggins 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans 

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

this is accurate. Unfortunately, the option of using a resort to 
exceed the quota of legitimate licenses has been purveyed over 
the years to the court system, going back to all the court cases 
that have existed here where the LCB has been tried, if you 
would, has been tried in the courts to exceed what they have 
determined as the LCB as a reasonable number of licenses. 

What I am oposing in this amendment is to define in the 
act, in HB 1000, exactly what a resort is. A resort, as we see it, 
is defined, I think, as someplace where seasonally there is an 
influx of a large number of people. Seasonally you get people 
who stay in hotels, they eat out a lot, and therefore, they 
exceed the capacity, exceed the capacity of the local bars and 
restaurants and liquor-dispensing establishments. 

What I have done here is taken the language that the courts 
have said, the courts have used, over the years of trying these 
cases, and I have simply said that the term "resort area" shall 
mean an area which experiences a seasonal influx of persons 
for the area's attractions, contributing to a substantial dispar- 
ity between the normal population and the patronage figures, 
causing the seasonal population to increase to the extent that 
the existing licensees cannot handle the business. Now, they 
are commonly associated with tourism and vacation, includ- 
ine but not limited to substantial transient living and eating - - - 
accommodations. I would cite the Poconos and places like 
that, and we mean to be a resort. I do not know if you can 
conceive of it, but places like Pottstown, places like 

amended? 
Mr. WILSON offered the following amendments No. 

A0690: 

Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 461), page 117, line 30, by inserting a 
bracket before "in" where it appears the second time 

.. . - . . 
"area." 

- I his area there will be less licenses issued under the resort cate- 

surely Doylestown is not a resort. 
1 would ask for your affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

themajority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker. I would ask for a nega- 

Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 4611, page 118, line 1, by striking out the 
bracket before "board" 

Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 461), page 118, line 1, by striking out 
"commission" 

Amend set. 60 (set. 461). Daae 118. line 2. bv insertins after 

As used in this subsection the term "resort area" shall mean an I gory, but I do not think we can be sure of that. I know that 

tive vote on the Wilson amendment. 
I frankly am not sure whether or not the Wilson amend- 

ment will cause more licenses to be issued or less licenses to be 
issued under the resort category. I think Mr. Wilson thinks in 

vacation, mcluding, but not limited to, substantial transient would rather live with that court-determined language than living and eating accommodations. 
the language that Mr. Wilson is inter~retinr! as that court- 

for the area's 
parity between the 

' seasonal 
, licensees 

shall contain those 
with tourism and 

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

- .  
the courts have carved out a very finely defined definition of 
what a resort area is in cases that have gone to the court time 
after time in Pennsylvania, and there exists a body of law 
under which a determination can be made on when a resort 
license should be issued and when it should not be issued. I 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, under the current law and 
under the proposed law, the Liquor Control Board and the 
ABC, if you would, would have the prerogative to define or 
choose a resort area, which would be an area which we all 
conjecture up as a place you would go to spend a vacation, 
you would be in a hotel, and things of that nature, and 1 think 

- - - 
defined language, because 1 am not at all sure that this is what 
the court has defined as a resort area. 

I would ask, for that reason, Mr. Speaker, a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Bucks, Mr. Wilson, for the second time on the amendment. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I could cite a case here, and I 

am just trying to read the exact case. It is the application of 
Hohl vs. the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Liquor Control 
Board. It says the "Legislature did not intend to permit every 
disappointed applicant to appeal from denial of a liquor 
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license and at the same time permit no judicial review of the I Donatucci Launhlin Roebuck Yandrisevits 
granting of a license in certain areas solely on the basis of 
geographic fortuity; ...." 

1 think the majority leader himself said not too long ago- 
and I would have to oaraohrase-on one of the nrevious 

DO" Lescavitz Rudy 
Duffy Letterman Rybak Irvis, 
Durham Levdansky Saloom Speaker 

NOT VOTING-4 
. . ~ ~~~~ - - -  ~ - - -  

amendments, we are not here today in this bill to open up the 
process; we are not here to open it up to everybody who wants 
to come in and go around, circumvent the law, circumvent the 

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

'Ole Hershey Maiale Melia 

EXCUSED-2 

~ i ~ i ~ ~ i  Evans 
number of licenses that we approve; we are here today to 
define this particular process. And I say to you members of 
this House, if you want to leave it up to the courts to decide, if 
you want to leave it up to them to make a judicial inter- 
pretation of what you thought you thought here, let the bill 
exist the way it is today. If you want to be a legislator and do 
your job and tell the courts as to how you want that inter- 
pretation, vote for this amendment. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-62 

- 

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

0" thequestion recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. WILSON offered the following amendment No. 

A0688: 

Angstadt 
Birmdin 
Black 
Book 
Bowxr 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Clymer 
Comell 

Acosta 
h a l l  
MY 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cam 
Cawley 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Dalw 
Davies 
Deal 
Dombrowski 

DeVerter 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
G~UPPO 
Hagany 
Harper 
Hasay 

Fattah 
Fee 
Flick 
Foster 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gruitm 
Haluska 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Joxphs 
Kasunie 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 

Heckler 
Jadlowiec 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Leh 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Merry 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHde 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Michlovic 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
0' Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Pelrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Raymond 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 

Perzel 
Pitts 
Punt 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright. J. L. 

Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vraon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 

Amend Sec. 60 (Sec. 46l) ,  page 117, line 9, by inserting brack- 
ets before and after "two" and inserting immediately thereafter 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. WILSON. Again, Mr. Speaker, this amendment 
simply says that the allocation of the number of licenses per 
population shall increase to 3,000 people for every license. It 
does not take any licenses away from anybody. It does not 
subtract any licenses currently existing. 1 heard people on this 
side of the aisle stand up and talk about the problems with 
licenses. Here is an opportunity to tell me as you would affirm 
that vote and say that we do not want to create any more 
problem bars. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-73 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Arty 
Birmelin 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
B1andt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Clymer 

Comell 
DeVener 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Gladeck 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hecklcr 

Herman 
Josephs 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Lloyd 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Mieowie 
Miller 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Pistella 
Pitts 

Argall Fee Lescovitz 
Baldwin Flick Letterman 
Barley Foster Levdansky 
Battist0 Freeman Linton 
Belardi Gamble Livengood 

Preston 
Raymond 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Scheetz 
Serafini 
Snyder, G. 
Stevens 
Taylor. E. 2. 
Taylor. I. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, 1. L. 

Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
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Belfanti Geist Lucyk 
Black George McCall 
Blanm Godshall McHale 
Bortner Gruitza Maine 
Broujos Gruppa Manderina 
Caltagirone Hagarty Manmiller 
Cappabianca Haluska Markasek 
Cawley Hayden Mayemik 
Civera Hayes Merry 
Clark Honaman Michlovic 
Cohen Howlett Moehlmann 
Colafella Hughes Morris 
Cole Hutchinson O'Donnell 
Corrigan Jackson Olasz 
Cowell Jadlowiec Oliver 
COY Jarolin Petrane 
DeLuca Johnson Phillips 
DeWeese Kasunic Piccola 
Daley Kosinski Pievsky 
Dawida Kukovich Pressmann 
Deal LaGrotta Punt 
Dombrowski Langtry Reba 
Donatucci Lashinger Reinard 
Durham Laughlin Richardson 
Fattah Leh Rieger 

NOT VOTING-9 

Hershey Maiale Petrarca 
Hess Melio Rudy 
ltkin 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor. F. 
Trella 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Sweet 
Truman 

negative, and the 

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

amended? 
Mr. FOSTER offered the following amendment No. 

A0700: 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 309, page 39. by inserting between lines 
7 2nd I( . .. 

(i) No Pcnnbylvania liquor Store shall conduct spe~.ial sales 
of liquor or alcohol at Icss than the pre-established wholesale and 
retail prices except when special sales of 5pccific ~ar~eties or 
brands aredeterm~ned by the comn~ission to he necesvary to move 
unsaleahle merchandi,~. 

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

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

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am offering this amendment so that the newly created 

liquor agency will be able to do the job for which it was 
created. Basically in the amendment I am prohibiting the type 
of merchandising and promotional-type sales as we bad a year 
or so ago around a holiday. This may sound like a great idea if 
you are talking about a hardware store, garden seeds, appli- 
ances, et cetera, but let us remember that we have a Liquor 
Control Board for a specific purpose - to control the use of a 
substance that causes great difficulties in our society and costs 
us enormous amounts of money. 

The function of the Liquor Control Board is twofold: to 
control the use of this substance; and secondly, to derive 
enough revenue so that the true costs of alcohol on society are 
covered. Remember, it is not just the costs of producing 
alcohol that we deal with. We have to deal with all of the diffi- 
culties and all of the agonies that it causes society. 

Therefore, if we have these bargain basement-type promo- 
tions, two things can happen and both of them are had. 
Number one, the State can lose substantial amounts of 
revenue, and when the State loses revenue in this manner, it is 
the taxpayers who have to make it up. I do not think that the 
taxpayers of the Commonwealth should have to subsidize the 
drinkers. 

Now, the other had thing that can happen, someone will 
probably say, oh well, we might make it up in greater volume 
of sales. That is another thing we do not want. We do not 
need greater volume of sales. 

Liquor taxes are user taxes. The people who use the sub- 
stance should be paying the freight, and it should not fall back 
on the taxpayers. I would ask an affirmative vote on the 
amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-54 

Barley Clymer Leh Salwm 
Birmelin Farmer Lloyd Scheetr 
Black Foster Maine Schuler 
Blaum Fox Manderino Semmel 
Book Freind Manmiller Serafini 
Bowley Gallen Miller Stairs 
Bowser George Mow ery Stevens 
Brandt Hayes Nahill Taylor, E. Z. 
Broujos Herman Naye Telek 
Burd Hess O'Donnell Tigue 
Bush Honaman Piccola Wambach 
Carlson Johnson Pievsky Wass 
Chadwick Kennedy Pitts Wilson 
Cimini Kenney 

NAYS-143 

Acosta ~ u r r y  Laughlin Rieger 
Angstadt Durham Lescovitz Ritter 
Argall Fargo Letterman Robbins 
Arty Fattah Levdansky Roebuck 
Baldwin Fee Linton Rudy 
Battisto Fischer Livengood Ryan 
Belardi Flick Lncyk Rybak 
Belfanti Freeman McCall Saurman 
Bortner Gamble McClatchy Seventy 
Boyes Oannon McHale Showers 
Bunt Geist McVerry Smith, 9. 
Burns Gladeek Maiale Smith, S. H. 
Caltagirone Gadshall Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
Cappabianca Gruitza Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Carn GNPPO Merry Staback 
Cawley Hagarty Michlovic Steighner 
Cessar Haluska Micouie Stuban 
Civera Harper Moehlmann Sweet 
Clark Hasay Morris Taylor, F. 
Colafella Hayden Mrkonic Taylor, 1. 
Cole Heckler Murphy Trello 
Cornell Hershey O'Brien Truman 
Corrigan Howlett Olasz Van Home 
Cowell Hughes Oliver Veon 
COY Hutchinson Perzel Vroon 
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DeLuca ltkin Petrarca Weston 
DeVener Jackson Petrone Wiggins 
DeWeese Jadlowiec Phillips Wogan 
Dalcy Jarolin Pistella Wozniak 
Davies Iosephs Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Dawida Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Deal Kosinski Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dietterick Kukovich Raymond Yandrisevits 
Distler LaGrotta Reber 
Dombrowski Langtry Reinard IN~s, 
Donatucci Lashinger Richardson Speaker 
Dorr 

NOT VOTING-3 

Cohen Melio Sirianni 
EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bowley Flick Mayernik Serafini 
Brandt FOX Miller Wilson 
COY Freind Murphy Wozniak 
Dawida Gladeck Nahill Wright, J. L. 
Farmer Heckler Punt Wright, R. C. 
Fattah McVemy Reinard 

NAYS-165 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 

Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 

Distler LaGrotta Ritter 
Dombrowski Langtry Robbins 
Donatucci Lashinger Roebuck 
DOR Laughlin Rudy 
Duffy Leh Ryan 
Fargo Lescovitz Rybak 
Fee Letterman Saloom 
Fischer Levdansky Saurman 
Foster Linton Scheetz 
Freeman Livengood Schuler 
Gallen Llovd Semmel 

commission" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 151, line 8, by striking out the 

Mr. REINARD offered the following amendments No. 
A0686: 

Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 150, line 28, by inserting a 
bracket before "(2)" 

Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 150, line 29, by striking out 
the bracket before "board" 

Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 150, line 29, by striking out "I 

~ ~ 

bracket before "board" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 151, line 8, by striking out "1 

Bkum Gamble ~ u c b k  Seventy 
BorIner Gannon McCall Showers 
Bowser Geist McClatchy Smith. B. 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o s  George 
McHale Smith, S. H. 

Godshall Maiale Snyder. D. W. 
Bunt Gruitza Maine Snyder, G. 
Burd G ~ ~ P P O  Manderino Stairs 
Burns Hagarty Manmiller Steighner 
 BUS^ Haluska Markosek Stevens 

commission's" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 151, line 21, by striking out 

the bracket before "board" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491). page 151, lines 21 and 22, by strik- 

ing out "1 commission" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 152, line 13, by striking out 

the bracket before "board" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 152, line 13, by striking out "1 

commission" 
Amend Sec. 79 (Sec. 491), page 153, line 10, by inserting a 

bracket after "apply." 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
thegentleman from Bucks, Mr. Reinard. 

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a very important amendment in my 

mind. If we are truly going to reform the State liquor system, 
1 think we should reform it with a system that is competitive. 
What this amendment will simply do is take away the penalty 
for out-of-State purchases of alcohol, thereby creating a new 
system where if we cannot compete with our foreign neigh- 
bors under our current system, then we have to take initiatives 

Caltagirone Harper Melio 
Cappabianca Hasay Merry 
Carlson Hayden Moehlmann 
Cam Hayes Morris 
Cawley Herman Mowery 
Chadwick Hershey Mrkonic 
Cimini Hess Noye 
Civera Honaman O'Brien 
Clark Howlett Olasz 
Clymer Hughes Oliver 
Colafella Hutchinson Perzel 
Cole ltkin Petrarca 
Cornell Jackson Petrone 
Corrigan Jadlowiec Phillips 
Cowell Iarolin Piccola 
DeLuca Johnson Pievsky 
DeVerIer Josephs Pistella 
DeWeese Kasunic Pitts 
Daley Kennedy Pressmann 
Davies Kenney Preston 
Deal Kosinski Richardson 
Dietteriek Kukovich Rieger 

NOT VOTING-12 

Book Durham O'Donnell 
Cessar Michlovic Raymond 
Cohen Micouie Reber 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, I. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Sirianni 
Staback 
Sweet 

negative, and the 

necessary to make our Pennsylvania system competitive with 
neighboring States. 

1 ask for your support. 

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

amended? 
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Mr. HOWLETT offered the following amendments No. 

Amend Sec. 147, page 265, line 20, by inserting after "regula- 
tion" 

contract, lease 
Amend Sec. 147, page 265, line 23, by inserting after "Com- 

mission" 
or until it terminates in accordance with its own 
terms 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Howlett. 

Mr. HOWLETT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The current existence of this area is with regard to the status 

of the contracts and leases entered into by the LCB: Do they 
remain in effect when the new commission takes over? There 
are some who say that the commission is merely a successor 
organization to the LCB, thus bound by the LCB to these 
leases and contracts. So all I am trying to do, Mr. Speaker, is 
hold the current contracts of the LCB to the new commission 
with this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta Fattah Lloyd Rudy 
Baldwin Fee Lucyk Ryan 
Battisto Freeman McCall Rybak 
Belardi Gamble McHale Saloom 
Belfanti Cannon Maiale Seventy 
Blaum George Maine Showers 

Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cornell 
DeVener 
Davits 
Dietterick 

Freind 
Gallen 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 

- 

Manmiller 
Merw 
Micozzie 
Millcr 
Moehlmann 
MoweIY 
Nahill 
NOYS 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Punt 
RebCr 

Smith, S. H. 
Snvder. D. W. . . 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

NOT VOTING-4 

Bush Cohen O'Dannell Raymond 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 

1 Mr. HOWLETT offered the following amendments NO. 
A0556: 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201). page 21, line 15, by striking out 
"fifty thousand dollars ($50,000)" and inserting 

forty thousand dollars ($40,000) 
Amend S-7 and 18, by striking ... - 

out "fifty-two thokand dollars ($52.000)" and inserting 
forty-two thousand dollar5 ($42,000) 

Amend Sec. 9 (Sec 202). pagc 22. lines I through 5. by strik- I ing out all of said lines 

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

Clark 
ColafeUa 
Cole 
Comgan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Duffy 

Banner Gruiua Manderino Staback 
BOY= Haluska Markosek Steighner 
Broujos Harper Mayemik Stuban 
Caltagirone Hayden Melio Sweet 
Cappabianca Howlett Michlovic Taylor, F. 
Cam Hughes Morris Taylor, J. 
Cawley Hutchinson Mrkonic Tigue 

Angstadt 
Arsd 
MY 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Howlett, on the amendment. 

Mr. HOWLETT. Mr. Speaker, on A0556, I would like to 
withdraw that amendment. 

ltkin 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaCrotta 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengwd 

Distler 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fixher 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 

Murphy 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Roebuck 

NAYS-91 

Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lawtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
McClatchy 
McVerry 

~ r e l l o  
Truman 
Van Home 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

IMS, 
Speaker 

Reinard 
Robbins 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
khuler 
Semmel 
Serafmi 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The 
amendment is withdrawn. 

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

amended? 
Mr. HOWLETT offered the following amendments NO. 

A0559: 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, line 3, by striking out the 
bracket before "two-thirds" 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, line 3, by striking out "I a e' 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Howlett, on the amendment. 

Mr. HOWLETT. Mr. Speaker, this amendment merely 
changes the requirements for confirmation hack to the current 
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Carlson Oruitza Murphy Vroon 
Cawley Gruppo Nahill Wambach 
Cessar Hagany Noye Wass 
Chadwick Haluska O'Brien Weston 
Cimini Hasay Perzel Wogan 
Civera Hayden Phillips Wright, D. R. 
Clymer Hayes Piccola Wright, J. L. 
Cornell Herman Pitts Wright, R. C. 
Corrigan Hershey Punt Yandrisevits 
Cowell Hess Raymond 
COY Honaman Reber IN~s,  
DeLuca Hughes Reinard Speaker 
DeVener Jackson 

NOT VOTING-3 

Heckler Showers Sirianni 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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 as 

amended? 
Mrs. LANGTRY offered the following amendments No. 

A0717: 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 88, line 8, by inserting a 
bracket before ": And" 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 88, line 9, by striking out the 
bracket before "hoard" 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 88, line 9, by striking out "1 
commission" and inserting 
. Additionally, a distributor may sell a quantity of 24 containers, 
all of the same unit size, but containing different brands of malt 
or brewed beverages, mixed in unit combinations of six of the 
same brand. The commission 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from Alle- 
gheny, Mrs. Langtry. 

Mrs. LANGTRY. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, what this amendment will do is permit a dis- 

tributor, while selling a case of beer, to mix the six-packs in 
the case. This is a long, long sad tale that we will not get into. 
The heer distributors have told us, and other people, that they 
cannot mix the cases. The problem comes in when a person 
wants to try a new type of heer, and you have to buy it by the 
case, and you take it home and you do not like it and you are 
stuck. And for we ladies who do not like to go into taverns to 
buy beer, I urge support of the amendment to permit-it does 
not mandate-to permit distributors to mix equal size six- 
packs in a case of heer. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-167 

Acosta Dietterick Kukovich Rieger 
Angstadt Distler LaOrotta Robbins 
k@J Dombrowski Langtry Roebuck 
Arty Danatucci Lashinger Rudy 
Baldwin Darr Laughlin Ryan 

Barley Duffy Lescovitz Saloom 
Battisto Durham Levdansky Saurman 
Belardi Fargo Livengood Schuler 
Belfanti Farmer McCall Semmel 
Birmelin Fattah McClatchy Serafini 
Black Fischer McHale Seventy 
Blaum Flick McVerry Sirianni 
Book Fox Maiale Smith, B. 
Banner Freeman Maine Smith, S. H. 
Bawley Freind Manmiller Snyder, D. W. 
Bowser Gallen Markosek Snyder, G. 
Bayes Gamble Mayernik Staback 
Brandt Cannon Merry Stairs 
Broujos George Michlovic Steighner 
Bunt Gladeck Micazzie Stevens 
Burd Godshall Miller Sweet 
Bums Gruitza Moehlmann Taylor, E. Z. 
Bush GNPPO Morris Taylor, F. 
Caltagirone Hagany Mowery Taylor, J. 
Cappabianca Harper Mrkonic Telek 
Carlsan Hasay Murphy Trello 
Carn Hayden Nahill Truman 
Cawley Hayes No ye Van Home 
Cessar Heckler O'Brien Veon 
Chadwick Hess O'Donnell Wambach 
Cimini Hanaman Olasz Wass 
Civera Howlett Oliver Weston 
Clark Hughes Perzel Wiggins 
Colafella Hutchinson Petrane Wilson 
Cole Ltkin Piccola Wogan 
Cornell Jarolin Pievsky Wozniak 
Cowell Johnson Pistella Wright, D. R. 
COY Josephs Punt Wright, J. L. 
DeLuca Kasunic Raymond Wright. R. C. 
DeWeese Kennedy Reber 
Davies Kenney Reinard Irvis, 
Dawida Kosinski Richardson Speaker 
Deal 

NAYS-32 

Clymer Haluska Lucyk Ritter 
Cohen Herman Manderina Rybak 
Corrigan Hershey Melio Scheetr 
DeVerter Jackson Petrarca Showers 
Daley Jadlowiec Phillips Stuban 
Fee Leh Pitts Tigue 
Foster Letterman Pressman" Vroon 
Geist Lloyd Preston Yandrisevits 

NOT VOTING-1 

Linton 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mrs. LANGTRY offered the following amendment No. 

A0736: 

Amend Sec. 20 (Sec. 306), page 39, line 18, by inserting after 
"quarterly." 

A copy of the annual aud~t of the affairs of the com- 
rni\sion $hall bc \ubmitted t o  each member of the 
General Assembly. 

On the question, 
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Will the House agree t o  the amendment? EXCUSED-2 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from Alle- Dininni Evans . 

gheny, Mrs. Langtry, on the amendment. 
Mrs. LANGTRY. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Amendment A0736 merely requests, or  I should say 

requires, that a copy of the annual audit of the affairs of the 
commission shall be submitted to each member of the General 
Assembly. 

O n  the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-186 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Reber 
Angstadt Dorr Laughlin Reinard 
Arty Duffy Leh Richardson 
Baldwin Durham Lescovitz Rieger 
Barley Fargo Letterman Robbins 
Battisto Farmer Levdansky Roebuck 
Belardi Fee Lintan Rudy 
Belfanti Fischer Livengood Ryan 
Birmelin Flick Lloyd Rybak 
Black Foster Lucyk Saloom 
Blaum Fox McCall Scheetz 
Book Freeman McClatchy Schuler 
Bonner Freind McHale Semmel 
Bowley Gallen McVerry Serafini 
Boyes Gamble Maine Seventy 

Manderino Brandt Gannon Showers 
Bunt Geist Manmiller Sirianni 
Burd George Markosek Smith, 9. 
Bums Gladeck Mayernik Smith, S. H. 
Bush Godshall Melio Snyder, D. W. 
Caltagirone Gruitza Merry Snyder, G. 
Cappabianca Gruppo Miehlovic Staback 
Carlwn Hagarty Micozzie Stairs 
Cam Haluska Miller Steighner 
Cawley Harper Moehlmann Stevens 

Hasay Morris Stuban Cessar 
Chadwick Hayden Mowery Sweet 
Cimini Hayes Mrkonic Taylor, E. Z. 
Civera Heckler Murphy Taylor, F. 
Clark Herman Nahill Taylor. I. 
Clymer Hershey Noye Telek 
Cohen Hess O'Brien Trello 
Colafella Honaman O'Donnell Truman 
Cole Hughes Olasz Van Horne 
Cornell Hutchinson Oliver Veon 

Itkin Perzel Corrigan Vroon 
Cowell Jackson Petrarca Wambach 
COY ladlowiec Petrone Wass 
DeLuca larolin Phillips Weston 
DeVerter Johnson Piccola Wiggins 
DeWeese Josephs Pievsky Wilson 
Daley Kasunic Pistella Worniak 
Davies Kennedy Pitts Wright, D. R. 
Dawida Kenney Pressman Wright, I. L. 
Deal Kosinski Preston 
Dietterick LaGrotta Punt Irvis, 
Distler Lagtry Raymond Speaker 

NAYS-9 

Argall Kukovich Saurman Wright, R. C. 
Broujos Ritter Tigue Yandrisevits 
Dombrowski 

NOT VOTING-5 

Bowser Howlett Maiale Wogan 
Fattah 

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

MR. ITKIN REQUESTED TO PRESIDE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, come here 
for a moment? 

The Chair requests that the Speaker pro tempore tempu- 
rarily preside on the floor of the House. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(IVAN ITKIN) IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to 
order. Thank you. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1000 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. FOX offered the following amendments No. A0714: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 24, by striking out "and" 
Amend Title, page 1, line 25, by removing the period after 

"appropriations" and inserting 
; and providing for a referendum relating to the 
establishment of a private enterprise system for the 
sale of wine and liquor. 

Amend Bill, page 266, by inserting between lines 18 and 19 
Section 153. Referendum.-At the first primary, municipal 

or general election next occurring more than 45 days following 
the effective date of this act, a referendum shall he placed upon 
the ballot for consideration by the electors. 

(b) The question shall be in substantially the following 
form: 

Shall the State Store System for the sale of wine and 
liquor be replaced by privately owned stores? 

(c) The election shall be held in accordance with the act of 
June 3, 1937 (P.L.1333, No.320). known as the Pennsylvania 
Election Code. 

(d) The results of the election shall be tabulated in the 
manner provided by law and the Secretary of the Commonwealth 
shall certify them to the Governor, the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. 

Amend Sec. 153, page 266, line 19, by striking out "153" and 
inserting 

154 
Amend Sec. 154, page 266, line 21, by striking out "154" and 

inserting 
155 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Montgomery, Mr. Fox. 

Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment which was 
drafted in cooperation with "Mix or Match" Langtry, and it 
is with her blessing that 1 introduce this amendment. 
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This would call for a referendum to be held in the election, 
presumably tbis fall, for the purpose of finding out public 
opinion on privatization. Despite the fact that the bill will be 
passing, 1 think it is important to have public opinion. There- 
fore, I would ask that we give similar support to this amend- 
ment as we have the last two. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, I rise to 
oppose the amendment offered. The ballot box across the 
State, in my opinion, would be influenced by those people 
who want to merchandise liquor and wines and malt hever- 
ages in Pennsylvania to an extent that most members of the 
House, I think, are unwilling to merchandise and sell for con- 
sumption. 

We have a control system; we ought to keep that control 
system. Our best manner of keeping the control system is to 
not allow those outside interests to come in with their dollars 
and influence the voting at the ballot box. We know what our 
constituents want; we should vote our constituencies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Bucks, Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I stand in opposition to this amendment. For better or for 

worse, this is our responsibility, the members of the General 
Assembly, as to how the distribution of alcoholic beverages is 
to be made to the citizens of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania. We are getting a salary and benefits to do that job, and 
we should not relegate that responsibility to the ballot box. 
Thank you very much, and I again ask for a "no" vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

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

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would likewise urge a negative vote on tbis amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from 

Montgomery, Mr. Fox, care to debate the amendment? 
Mr. FOX. Just a brief comment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All right. This is your second 

time, Mr. Fox. 
Mr. FOX. Mr. Speaker, just a brief comment. 
1 think it is a consumer issue and not a private-interest 

issue. I believe in exit surveys from elections last year, it was 
clearly shown in those surveys that 70 percent of the public 
actually wants a private system with safeguards to make sure 
that there is no underage drinking. I think there could be a 
private system with such safeguards, and I would like to ask 
for a positive vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, 
Mr. Reber. 

Mr. REBER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I can think of no single issue in recent years 

where the voters of my district have personally said, if I only 

had a chance to vote on this thing, we would go- Now the 
time is right where we can allow them to finalize that particu- 
lar answer. 

The majority leader seemed to think that merchandising or 
the influencing of votes will he done by certain high rollers, if 
you will, who have an interest in this particular issue. Well, I 
am confident that the people in my district will not be influ- 
enced by the merchandising or the influencing of votes, and I 
dare think that constituents in many, if not all, of the other 
districts will obviously react the same way. 

But more importantly, the Fox initiative, as is set forth in 
this particular amendment, does absolutely nothing to gut the 
hill in its present form, any of the amendments that we have 
had today, but it simply says, let us once and for all take 
something that was established, if you will remember back, 
through a constitutional amendment process to allow it in the 
first place, something that has deep-seated roots in history in 
allowing an overall populace mandate, one way or the other, 
to be considered. I think this is particularly significant in light 
of the continuing uproar we have had - the fact that we are 
here today in tbis particular kind of time constraint under the 
sunset process and all of the other arguments pro and con that 
have gone on over the years. Why do we not give each one of 
those individuals who has an interest in such a subject that has 
ramifications in so many areas - taxes, revenue, underage 
drinking considerations, criminal enforcement- If there was 
any kind of issue that should in fact be taken for a nonbinding 
referendum hut yet a referendum that gives some populace 
input, this is the kind of issue that should be placed on the 
ballot. 

Let us give the Fox a vote today. Let us go with this amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Gamble. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I oppose the amendment. I 
believe that our representative system works and works well. 
Governor Casey, as a candidate last year, made it very clear 
that he was against privatization of the liquor stores, so I 
think that a message was sent to all of us. 

Let us vote against this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
The Chair recognizes the lady from Allegheny, Mrs. 

Farmer. 
Mrs. FARMER. Thank you. 
I wanted to really share with you a survey that was done 

within my district of Allegheny County which showed that 74 
percent of the people favored in fact privatization, and I 
would ask that these people as well as the other people of the 
Commonwealth be given the opportunity to express them- 
selves via Mr. Fox's referendum vote. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on behalf of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
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The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from North- 
umberland, Mr. Belfanti. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have done two surveys in my legislative district in the last 3 

years, one targeted and one districtwide, and they showed the 
exact opposite of my predecessor's. I think that all of our dis- 
tricts are a little different on this issue. 

But I would like to echo the statement made by one of the 
previous speakers in opposition to this amendment, and that 
statement is that the merchandising and the high rollers who 

to control. That is why I am against this amendment. Also, I 
do know that we have a lot of money out there, and there is no 
question in my mind about this, that votes can be bought. 

I oppose the amendment. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks, Mr. 

Gallen. 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, in light of Representative 

Trello's remarks, I think that Abraham Lincoln was wrong. 
You can fool all the ueode all the time. 

referendum. 
I fear that the voters out there would only hear one side of 

this issue very loudly and very clearly. There is no funding 
mechanism whereby the other side can be presented and 
present the argument in a very rational way. I think the voters 
out there are intelligent. 1 do believe, however, that the media 
is stacked on this issue, and therefore the issue could not be 
presented without an equal amount of money on both sides. 

I therefore oppose the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 

Trello. 
Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I think it is very important for 

me to show you the survey of my district. 1 think the voters of 
mv district are the most intelligent voters of all. because thev 

are out there, along with the news media, who have some 
interest in this issue, have the money to present one side of the 
issue. There is no one on the other side, not the General 
Assembly, not the Liquor Control Board, who has a line item 
to combat the marketing which would take place prior to a 

Book 
Bowser 
Bunt 
Burd 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cornell 
Fargo 
Farmer 
nick 
Fox 
Gladeck 

. . 
the question recurring, 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The call was recorded: 

YFAS-A5 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barlev 

. -. . - . - 
Godshall McVerry 
Hagarty Mayernik 
Heckler Merry 
Herman Miller 
Honaman Moehlmann 
Kennedy Mowery 
Kenney Mrkonic 
Langtry Nahill 
Lashinger Pistella 
Laughlin Punt 
McClatchy Reber 

Deal Kukavich 
Dietterick LaGrotta 
Distler Leh 
Dambrowski Lescovitr 
Donatucci Letterman 
Dorr Levdanskv 

Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor, I. 
Tigue 
Wilson 
Wozniak 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 

constituents were against abolishing the State stores, and Fischer McCall Showers 
Foster McHale Sirianni 

think that that is what we should abide by. Freeman Maiale Smith. B. 
1 ask for a negative vote. Thank you. Bowley Freind Maine Smith. S. H 

- 
h&e reelected me seven times and they know what they are 
doing down there. 

The survey in my district indicated that 82 percent of my 

- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the lady 

from Allegheny, Mrs. Langtry. 
Mrs. LANGTRY. Mr. Speaker, we appreciate all of the 

local or the district polls, and mine, of course, is 70 percent to 
dispense with the system. Nevertheless, I think we all received 
a copy of a statewide poll - a statewide poll, not a district poll 
- from the State Data Center at Penn State University, which 
is supported by this legislature through the budget process, 
showing 48 percent in favor of going to a private system. 

I would support Mr. Fox and his amendment for the simple 
reason that a ballot vote would permit us to have a statewide 
idea of what the voters are thinking. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the 
lady from Philadelphia, Mrs. Harper. 

Mrs. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 rise to oppose this amendment. There is no question about 

it as far as I am concerned and my constituents are concerned 
that we want to have control, private control. We are against 
private distribution of liquor. We want the State to continue 
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NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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 as 

amended? 
Mr. MURPHY offered the following amendment No. 

A0708: 

Amend Bill, page 116, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
Section 58.1. The act is amended by adding a section to 

read: 
section 445, Limited B ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  of a limited 

brewery license may: 
(1) Sell malt or brewed beverages produced by the limited 

brewery or produced under contract for the limited brewery by 
another Pennsylvania brewery on the licensed premises under 
such conditions and re ulations as the commission ma enforce, 
to [he commission, to fndividuals for consumption on:r off the 
premises and to hotel, restaurant, club and public service liquor 
licensees. 

service liquor licensees. 
3 0 erate a restaurant or brewer ub on the licensed 

at any of [he commission.ap~r~ved locations where 
Lennsylvania wine and distilled spirits may also be sold for on- 
premises consumption. 

The term "limited brewery" as used in this section shall 
include manufacturers of malt or brewed beverages produced 
within this Commonwealth not exceeding twenty thousand 
barrels per year. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
My amendment recognizes a growing new product in the 

marketplace, and that is gourmet beers produced in micro- 
breweries. As you can see in the last portion of the amend- 
ment, it defines a microbrewery as a manufacturer of malt or 
brewed beverages that produces less than 20,000 barrels a year 
in the Commonwealth. Some of you might have heard of 
Samuel Adams beer or Pennsylvania Pilsner. This would 
permit limited breweries to exist in the Commonwealth and to 
be able to sell their products and other Pennsylvania-pro- 
duced products, such as wine and other beers, on premises in 
a restaurant situation. The rest of the language tracks what we 
have done for limited wineries in this State. 

This would, I believe, create a number of new businesses in 
the Commonwealth. I know, for example, of one in the 
Pittsburgh area that intends to begin production if this kind 

of amendment would pass that would give them the ability to 
produce very expensive gourmet beers in the marketplace. 
Without this amendment, they would not be able to produce 
in Pennsylvania. 

I urge your support. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 

man. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 

Clark. 
Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As part of my earlier amendment, I offered a proposal that 

would allow the sale of beer at breweries. That is not what this 
amendment does. It would permit the sale at those breweries, 
but it also creates three limited breweries similar to the wine 
system that we have for our limited wineries, so it would 
create three separate locations. 

The amendment also allows for the contract brewing by 
another Pennsylvania brewer. I can foresee a situation where I 
could contract with a brewery to produce the beer for me, like 
Stroh's up in the Allentown area because they are a ~ennsyl- 
vania brewery. to produce Matt Ryan beer, and then I could 
onerate three senarate Matt Rvan beer locations within the 

-- 
way. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes again 
thegentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I will wait until the other 
speakers have their opportunity, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes 
majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I have not asked for recognition. You 
can call on Mr. Murphy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair defers to the lady 
from Allegheny, Mrs. Farmer. 

Mrs. FARMER. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I have one question for Mr. Murphy at this time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady is in order. She may 

proceed. 
Mrs. FARMER. Mr. Speaker, it was my understanding that 

this bill provided sales of that particular manufacturer's beer 
on the premises. Is that correct? 

Mr. MURPHY. It does that, Mr. Speaker. 
Mrs. FARMER. I am sorry. I cannot hear you. 
Mr. MURPHY. Yes, Mr. Speaker, it does do that. It also 

adds what we have done for limited wineries, which this Ian- 
guage tracks. It permits three other locations outside of the 
place of production. We have done that for Pennsylvania win- 
eries. This bill would do the same for breweries, limited hrew- 
eries. May I remind you that we are talking about a brewery 
that produces less than 20,000 barrels a year, which would be 
averysmall brewery. 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 28, 

Mrs. FARMER. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this amend- 
ment. I can see in our particular case, in the Allegheny County 
area, that such an amendment would assist us in creating 
additional jobs and perhaps attract tourism and additional 
business to our area. 

I ask for your support of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The Chair now recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my difficulty is trying to understand the 

Murphy amendment. We are being presented here with what 
appears to be a new concept for an establishment in Pennsyl- 
vania of breweries that do not have to comply with any of our 
laws presently on breweries-at least that would be my inter- 
pretation-because they are small-quantity breweries. I do 
not see anything that does or does not say whether they are 
subject to the same tax, inspections, everything that we are 
talking about, but 1 do know that it is a new concept. I do 
know that there is no limit on how many of these might spring 
up. I have no idea whether it is difficult to produce 20,000 
barrels per year or whether 1 can do it in my basement. I do 
know that everybody who can produce 20,000 barrels a year 
can open up a restaurant and sell the product there, and 
somehow we are also going to be able to sell the product at 
other locations that the board would designate. I am not sure 
whether those are presently licensed establishments or not 
licensed establishments, because this amendment just simply 
does not tell you everything that you ought to know about this 
kind of a concept. But I have a feeling that this is going to sell 
more of that stuff called alcohol in Pennsylvania than is pres- 
ently being sold in Pennsylvania, and simply on that basis, 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes for the 
second time the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would urge the previous speaker to read the amendment if 

he has it. At least in three locations in the amendment does it 
say that the new commission has to license under their condi- 
tions and regulations but the locations must be commission 
approved, so that throughout the amendment is reference to 
the commission controlling the sale, the production, and the 
location of these facilities. 

Mr. Speaker, the previous speaker was correct. There might 
be a lot of these springing up in the Commonwealth. I thought 
we were about trying to create new businesses in this Com- 
monwealth, not simply to be afraid of what is new. There are 
numerous microbreweries around this country. In Washing- 
ton State over the last 5 or 6 years, some 20 microbreweries 
have started. The one I am aware of beginning in Pennsyl- 
vania, in western Pennsylvania, is going to entail an invest- 
ment in excess of $2 million. I do not believe that people can 
do that, make that kind of investment to produce alcohol in 
the basement of their homes. This will create new industry. It 
will create new businesses. It will impact the tourist attraction. 
It will impact our ability to attract people to this State. 

This is a very limited operation. It gives the commission 
clear power to control and regulate it, contrary to what was 
just said. Rather than continue to be fearful of the future and 
what is new, I would urge you to look at this seriously. Look 
at what is being marketed around the country and in certain 
taverns in the State, and you will understand that this is an 
opportunity for Pennsylvania, not to be opposed but to be 
accepted. I urge your support of it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- 
man. 

The Chair recognizes his colleague from Allegheny, Mr. 
Duffy. 

Mr. DUFFY. I would just like to ask Mr. Murphy a ques- 
tion, if I may. 

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

Mr. DUFFY. Now, you mentioned about Samuel Adams 
beer and microbreweries. Now, Samuel Adams beer is made 
at Iron City Brewing Company on a subcontract basis. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. MURPHY. That is correct. 
Mr. DUFFY. Now, are they going to be able to go ahead 

and possibly hire themselves out and do work for maybe 10 or 
15 or 20 people that want to start up a small brewery and sell it 
out of Iron City? 

Mr. MURPHY. The manufacturers of Samuel Adams beer 
and Pennsylvania Pilsner, which is also manufactured at the 
Iron City brewery, would intend to start their own micro- 
breweries. That would employ 15 or 20 people in producing 
that beer. Please understand that that beer typically would not 
compete-here I am a beer drinker; by the way, I do not even 
drink beer-Samuel Adams typically does not compete with 
the Iron City beer becauseit would be a much more expensive 
beer. It is what they call gourmet beer. They sell for probably 
as much as $I to $2 a bottle more, so they are competing only 
in the very high end of the marketplace. It is really a relatively 
new product that has come onto the market nationally. There 
has been a fair amount of articles written about it in national 
magazines and newspapers, and what it does is create small 
microbreweries around the State that would employ 15 to 50 
people probably. 

Mr. DUFFY. Well, I have no objection. Now, there is a 
brewery starting up on the North Side, and possibly that is in 
your area. 1 have no objection to that, but I have a problem 
with the Iron City Brewing Company possibly making Samuel 
Adams and five or six other brands of beer and selling it out 
of the Iron City Brewing Company. That bothers me and dis- 
turbs me somewhat. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Kosinski. 

Mr. KOSINSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in favor of the Murphy amendment. I would like to 

inform the members that recently Philadelphia lost its last 
major brewery, Schmidt's. The only hope we have for 
brewing to continue in the once-prosperous Philadelphia 
region is with the microbrewers, so I ask your support for the 
Murphy amendment. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle- I NAYS-118 
man. 

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Mr. Clark. 

Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to call the members' attention closely to this amend- 

ment. In subsection (3) it permits the limited brewery to 
operate a restaurant or brewery pub on the licensed premises 
or at any of the three locations and sell wine and distilled 
spirits in addition to the malt or brewed beverages. Also, there 
is no requirement in the amendment that the Pennsylvania 
limited brewery actually have any equipment to make beer. 
There is a cap on the amount of production of 20,000 barrels 
per year. So under the amendment, the way I envision it, I 
could contract with a Pennsylvania brewer to make me 10,000 
barrels a year under the Amos Hutchinson brand label and 
sell those in three separate locations as well as the limited 
license, in four locations. Then I could contract for the prod- 
uction of another brand, the John Wozniak brand of beer, 
and do the same thing. So instead of limited breweries creat- 
ing jobs, we have beer brokers licensing the product around 
the State. 

Now, the concept that the maker of the amendment is inter- 
ested in 1 am in full support of. The language in my earlier 
amendment permitted Pennsylvania brewers to sell malt and 
brewed beverages on their premises, and that is what a micro- 
brewery is. It is not something that sells wine and whiskey at 
three locations separate from the microbrewery. A micro- 
brewery produces enough beer for consumption at their 
licensed premises, similar to a tavern who could make his 
own. There is no limit to the number of locations that could 
be in Pennsylvania by the end of this year if this became law. 

I urge the defeat of this amendment. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 

Belardi 
Bwk 
Bortner 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Colafella 
Cornell 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietcrick 

Distler 
Dorr 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Rick 
Fox 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gladsk 
Godshall 
Gmitza 
Hagarty 
Hayden 
Heckler 
ltkin 
Josephs 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 

YEAS-79 

LanEtry 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
McCall 
McHak 
McVerry 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
Michlovic 
Miller 
Mwhlmann 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pressmann 

Preston 
Reber 
Ritter 
Roebuck 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Snyder, D. W. 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor, J.  
TreU0 
Truman 
Van Home 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 

Angstadt Donatueci Linton Ryan 
Any Duffy Livengood Rybak 
Baldwin Durham Lloyd Saloon 
Barley Fee Lucyk Saurman 
Battisto Fischer McClatchy Scheetz 
Belfanti Foster Maiale Schuler 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Cole 
Corrigan 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Deal 
Dombrowski 

Freeman 
Freind 
Geist 
George 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
LaGrotta 
Lashinger 
Leh 
Letterman 

NOT 

Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Melio 
Merry 
Micozrie 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Noye 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Robbins 
Rudy 

VOTING-3 

Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
wass 
Wiggins 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Fattah cannon Hughes 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the 
Speaker. 

I THE SPEAKER (K. LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 
Itkin, for so ably presiding. I trust that some of you noticed 
that the Chair had a backup pro tempore in Hefty Fryer, who 
heard us calling for the vote and decided to come down to see 
if we needed any help. He sends his best regards to all of you 
but he had to get back home. 

I CONSIDERATION OF HB 1000 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. J. L. WRIGHT offered the following amendment No. 

A m :  

Amend Sec. 143, page 265, by inserting between lines 2 and 3 
(d) Notwithstanding any provisions of this section, enforce- 

ment officers of the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board shall, in 
order of seniority, be given the choice of transferring to the 
Bureau of Liquor Code Enforcement of the Pennsylvania State 
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Police, or remaining within the Alcoholic Beverages Commis- 
sion. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Wright. 

Mr. J. L. WRIGHT. It is my understanding that the bill as 
written does not determine which enforcement officers will be 
transferred to the State Police for enforcement and which 
officers will stay with the new ABC for licensing. 

My amendment simply allows the officers themselves to 
make that decision based upon their seniority. The senior man 
will determine whether he wishes to transfer or stay with the 
parent body and on down the line. 

I t  is a simple amendment which will help to protect the job 
rights of the employees. I suggest you approve the amend- 
ment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-152 

Angstadt Davies Langtr~ Robbins 
Dawida Lashinger Roebuck 

Artv Dietterick Leh Rudy 
~aldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Binnelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
C l i  
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 

Acosta 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 

Distler 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gmitza 
G N P P ~  
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hanaman 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kenney 

Harper 
Howlett 
larolin 
losephs 
Kasunic 

Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Mclio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Bnen 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillios 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 

Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 

~ y a n  
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Ritter 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Showers 
Sweet 

Cam Kosinski Pievsky Taylor, F. 
Deal Kukovich Pistella Trello 
Dombrowski LaGrotta Pressmann Wiggins 
Danatucci Laughlin Preston Wright, D. R. 
Fee Levdansky Richardson Yandrisevits 
George Lucyk Rieger 

NOT VOTING-5 

Fattah Hughes Linton Truman 
Gannon 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendment was aereed to. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notes that it is now 20 minutes 
to 6. If we can hold the debate on these amendments to rea- 
sonable lengths, we can finish this hill today without being 
here too long, but that will depend upon those who are dehat- 
ing on the floor. The Chair urges you to be quick with your 
debate so that we may finish the bill and not have to drag it 
out in tomorrow morning and perhaps all day tomorrow. 

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

amended? 
Mr. BOWLEY offered the following amendments NO 

A0744: 

Amend Sec. 54 (Sec. 440), page 107, line 30, by inserting after 
"Quantities.-" 

@ 
Amend Sec. 54 (Sec. 440), page 108, by inserting between lines 

13 and 14 
(b) Any malt or brewed beverage manufactured for sale 

within this Commonwealth in original containers of not less than 
seven ounces and not more than thirty-two ounces, which are not 
made of glass, must be made of all aluminum. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Warren, Mr. Bowley, on the amendment. 

Mr. BOWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a modest attempt on my part to attempt 

to encourage some recycling within the Commonwealth to try 
to address our solid waste issue. All 1 am requesting is that for 
any brewed beverage manufactured for sale within the Com- 
monwealth that would have 7 ounces or more and less than 32 
ounces, the container be made of  glass or must be made of all 
aluminum. 

The problem we have now is many containers are made of 
tin or aluminum on the side and metal on the top and bottom. 
I have personally witnessed people walking along the road- 
ways carrying magnets. When they come to a can, they 
attempt to see if there is any metal on the can. If there is metal 
on the can, they throw the can back. If it is all aluminum, they 
put it in the sack and take it to a recycling center to get money. 

I think this would help encourage recycling and address our 
solid waste problem. I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Beaver, Mr. Laughlin, on the amendment. 

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, the Represen- 
tative brings up an issue relative to the aluminum industry. He 
fails to take into consideration that the Iwin Works employs 
600 people in western Pennsylvania in the area of the can field 
with sheet metal. He fails to take into consideration the 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Argall FOX Hershey Moehlmann 
Battisto Hasay Micovie Pitts 
Bowley Heckler Miller Scheetz 
Dietterick 

NAYS-183 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

employees in the Philadelphia area, the Bucks County area, 
where the Fairless Works is located where they again turn out 
the same type of a metal can and container. He fails to take 
into consideration the LTV plant, the last one working, in 
Beaver County that turns out the same type of a container and 
provides 600 jobs for employment. 

Mr. Speaker, I can understand the gentleman's wish to take 
care of an area. I can understand his concern about the situa- 
tion for his people. I would hope he would take into consider- 
ation the effect that he wants to have on the rest of the State in 
depriving people of employment. And for that reason, Mr. 
Speaker, I would ask for a negative vote. 

The SPEAKER. A question of language has been raised on 
this amendment, Mr. Bowley. The Chair reads this amend- 
ment and, although it is a ridiculous conclusion, it may well 
be read to say that the malt or brewed beverage must be man- 
ufactured either of glass or aluminum. Take a look at the lan- 
guage. You perhaps have to have this redrawn. You meant 
that the containers- 

Do you wish to go ahead with the amendment? 
Mr. BOWLEY. No, Mr. Speaker. As I read that, it says in 

the original containers. 
The SPEAKER. You wish to go ahead with the amend- 

Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 

Acosta 
~~~~~~d~ 
Any 

;$$ 
~ ~ l ~ ~ d i  
Belfanti 
Bi'melin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 

B~~~~ 
Brandt 

ip 
~~~d 
Burns 

ELgirone 
cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
a,,k 

Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 

Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McI'eIV 
MaUe 
Maioe 
Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Micblovic 
Morris 
MowerY 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
0 '~onne l l  
OlasZ 
Oliver 
Perzel 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweef 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, I. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 

merit. I Clymer Jackson Petrarca Veon 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Cor- Jadlowiec Petrone Vroon 
Calafella Jaralin Phillips Wambach 

rigan, on the amendment. Johnson Piceola Wass 

Mr. CORRICAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to ask for a negative vote on this amendment. As a 30- 

year employee of a Pennsylvania steel mill, what this bill actu- 
ally says is that we will not make any more cans out of steel, 
and 1 amvery much opposed to that. Thank you. 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I also rise to oppose 
this amendment. I think that to the United Steelworkers of 
America and those who are involved in labor, this is an anti- 
labor amendment, and I ask the members to vote "no." 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentlemen let us call the vote on 
this without making your positions prosteel or proaluminum 
known. We could get this thing done in a hurry. If you insist 
on being recognized, we must recognize you. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to bring up the 
fact that Pennsylvania is the largest manufacturer of tin cans 
and bottles in the whole world. We have four manufacturing 
sites inside Mr. O'Brien's and my districts, and we would ask 
for a "no" vote. Thank you. 

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

Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVeRer 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrOtta 
Lawtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 

NOT 

~ ~ 

Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 

VOTING- 

Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Durham Cannon Hagarty Hughes 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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 as 

amended? 
Mr. DeLUCA offered the following amendments NO. 

A0732: 



494 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 28, 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212). page 31, lines 28 through 30, by Carlson 1 Heckler Manmiller Saurman 
striking out all of said lines Chadwick Herman Merry Schuler 

~ i e n d  Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, line I ,  by striking out 
"@" and inserting 

(db xz 
Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, line 5, by striking out 

"@" and inserting 
1-1 
lzL 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 212), page 32, line 7, by striking out 
"@" and inserting 

In 
2.' 

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

The SPEAKER. On  the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. DeLuca. 

Mr. DeLUCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment strikes out the language mandating that 

hearing officers or administrative law judges, whatever you 
would want to  call them, be attorneys. What would happen, I 
think that right now most of them are attorneys, hut there are 
qualified individuals who have come up through the system 
who could be very qualified as hearing examiners, and I do 
not think we have to  mandate that they should he attorneys. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote on this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Awsta 
Angstadt 

Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
B i e l i n  
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Burd 
Bums 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cowell 

Argall 
Barley 
Belfanti 
Black 
Bunt 
Bush 

DeLuca LaGrotta 
DeWeese LangtrY 
Daley Laughlin 
Dietterick Lescovitz 
Distler Letterman 
Dombrowski Livengood 
Donatucci McCall 
Duffy McHale 
Fargo Maiale 
Fattah Maine 
Fee Markosek 
Fischer Mayernik 
Flick Michlovic 
Fox Miller 
Freeman Mrkonic 
Gamble Murphy 
George Nahill 
Godshall O'Brien 
Gmitza OlaSz 
Hagarty Oliver 
Haluska Perzel 
Hasay Petrone 
Hayden Pistella 
Howlett Pressman" 
Hutchinson Preston 
Itkin Richardson 
Jasephs Rieger 
Kasunic Roebuck 
Kenney Rudy 
Kukovich 

NAYS-72 

Gallen Lintan 
Geist Lloyd 
Gladeck Lucyk 
G N P P ~  ~ c c l a t c h y  
Harper McVerry 
Hayes Manderino 

Rybak 
Saloom 
kheetz 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggius 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevils 

Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 

Cornell 
Corrigan 
COY 
DeVerter 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dorr 
Durham 
Farmer 
Foster 

Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 
'Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lashinger 
Leh 

Micozzie 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pitts 

Semmel 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Vroan 
Wright, D. R. 

[N~S. 

Speaker 
Freind Levdansky 

NOT VOTING-I0 

Davie~ Kosinski Ritter Staback 
Cannon Melio Smith, S. H. Truman 
Hughes Morris 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. VAN HORNE offered the following amendment NO. 

A0535: 

Amend Bill, page 136, by inserting between lines 26 and 27 
Section 69.1. The act is amended by adding a section to 

read: 

\ubsecrion (a). 
(c) All ulne for sale under this redtion shall be in kegs made 

ofsta~nless steel. Each keg shall contain iwenty-fi\e or more llters 
nr .. ins .,, ",,... - 

(d) All wine cold pursuant to this section shall be wbject lo 
the same rate of taxalion as wines and spirit\ for sale in th i c  Com- 
monuealth. The commission i, aurhorired to promulgate reguld- 
tions to carry out this section. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Van Horne. 

Mr. VAN HORNE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment 0535 recognizes the fact that in western Penn- 

sylvania we have a winery that has the proprietary technology 
of producing a sparkling wine in a keg and serving it through 
a draft system. This would allow it to be sold in the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania. Right now that is precluded. 

There are jobs available now. They are coming under the 
Ben Franklin Partnership for some aid. So on the cutting edge 
of technology in the wine industry, I would solicit your 
support for this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-168 

I Mr. CARN offered the following amendments No. A0720: 

I Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201). page 21, line 15, by striking out "I 
fifty thousand dollars ($50,0L%)" I Amend Sec. 8 (Scc. 201), page 21, line 16, by striking out the 

Acosta Danatucci Kukovich Richardson 
Argall Dorr LaGrotta Rieger 
Arty Duffy L a n g t ~  Ritter 
Baldwin Durham Lashinger Robbins 
Barley Fargo Laughlin Roebuck 
Battisto Farmer Lescovitz Rudy 
Belardi Fattah Letterman Ryan 
Belfanti Fee Levdansky Rybak 
Black Fischer Linton Saurman 

Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Car" 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Comell 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

bracket before “twenty- five"^ 
Amend Scc. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 17 and 18, by striking 

out "fifty-two thousand dollars ($52,000)" and inserting 
thirty-five thousand dollars ($35,000) 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment. the Chair recognizes 
Book Flick Livengood Schuler 

McCall Bowley Foster Semmel 
Bowser Fox McClatchy Serafini 
Brandt Freind McHale Seventy 
Broujos Gallen McVerry Showers 
Bunt Gamble Maine Sirianni 
Burd Gannon Manmiller Smith, B. 
Burns Geist Markosek Smith. S. H. 

Angstadt 
Bimelin 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Boyes 
Cimini 
Clymer 
Corrigan 

the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Carn. 
Mr. CARN. Mr. Speaker, amendment A0720 provides for 

the salaries of the commissioners, and as opposed to provid- 
ing them with $52,000 a year, I felt that since we have dimin- 
ished their responsibilities, their rate increase should only be 
to $35.000. and I ask mv colleaeues for an affirmative vote on 

Hughes 

Dininni 

George Mayernik 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Miehlavic 
Gruitza Micozzie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hess Olasr 
Honaman Oliver 
Hutchinson Perzel 
Itkin Petrone 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pistella 
larolin Pressman" 
Johnson Preston 
losephs Punt 
Kasunic Raymond 
Kennedy Reber 
Kenney Reinard 
Kosinski 

NAYS-29 

Freeman Manderino 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Howlett Petrarca 
Leh Phillips 
Lloyd Pievsky 
Lncyk Pitts 
Maiale Saloom 

NOT VOTING-3 

Melio Truman 

EXCUSED-2 

Evans 

~nyde;, D. W. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tavlor. F. , . 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 

Inis, 
Speaker 

Scheetz 
Snyder, G. 
Tigue 
Vroon 
Wiggins 
Wright, 1. L. 
Yandrisevits 

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

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

amended? 

. ,  , - 
this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Barley 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cornell 
Cowell 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Dalev 

Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 

losephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Lloyd 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 

Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, I. 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
WOgM 
Wright, 1. L. 

~ a v i k s  Jackson Punt  right, R. C 
Dawida Jadlowiec Raymond 

NAYS-49 

Baldwin Freeman Markosek Staback 
Blaum Itkin Micouie Stuban 
Bortner Jaralin Morris Telek 
Boyes Johnson Mrkonic Tigue 
Burns Levdansky O'Donnell Trello 
Cappabianca Linton Olasz Vroun 
Civera Livengood Petrarca Wozniak 
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Cole L u q k  Petrone Wright, D. R ,  
Corrigan McCall Pievsky Yandrisevits 
COY McClatchy Robhins 
Deal McHale Rybak IN~s, 
Duffy Maine Showers Speaker 
Fargo Manderino Smith, B. 

NOT VOTING-8 

Battisto Gamble Melio sweet 
Fee Hess Michlovic Truman 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. CARN offered the following amendment No. A0721: 

Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 2041. oaee 22. lines 28 and 29. bv strikine ~ ~ ... - . . , 
out "Salaries of the rxecutivc dlrector and" and ~nsertlng 

The salary of the executive direaor shall be thirty 
four thousand dollars ($34.000) annually and the 
salaries of the other 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Carn. 

Mr. CARN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment sets the salary of 
the executive director. In  the bill it allows for the commis- 
sioners to set the salary, but this amendment sets the salary at 
$34,000 annually, and I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Awsta Distler Kukovich Reinard 
Angstadt Donatucci LaGrotta Rieger 
Argall Dorr Lanary Roebuck 
MY Duffy Lashinger Rudy 
Baldwin Durham Laughlin Ryan 
Barley Farmer Leh Saurman 
Battisto Flick Lescovitr kheetz 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bawley 
Bowser 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
cessar 
Chadwick 
C i n i  
Civera 
Clymer 

Foster 
Fox 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Oodshall 
Gruitm 
GNDPO 
~agarty 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlnt 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 

Letterman 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayemik 
~ e k y  
Michlovic 
Miwuie 
Miller 
Mwhlmann 
Mow cry 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Oliver 

khuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tmman 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 

Cohen 
Colafella 
Cornell 
DeVerter 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietierick 

Blaum 
Bortner 
Boyes 
Cappabianca 
Clark 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
Dombrowski 
Fargo 
Fattah 

Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kenney 
Kosinski 

Fee 
Fischer 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Haluska 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Maine 

Perzel 
Phillips 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 

NAYS-49 

Manderino 
Melia 
Morris 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pressmann 
Ritter 
Robbins 

Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Rybak 
Saloom 
Showers 
Staback 
Sweet 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

NOT VOTING-4 

DeWeese Freind Harper Richardson 
EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. PRESTON offered the following amendments No. 

A0715: 

AmendTitle, page 1, line 18, by inserting after "the" 
administrative 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 102), page 12, line 18, by inserting after 
"the" .... - 

administrative 
Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 102), page 18, by inserting between lines 

16 and 17 
"Secretary." The Secretary of the Alcoholic Beverages 

Commission. 
Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 2011. oaee 20. line 28. bv insertinn hrack- ,. . - . . . - 

ets before and after "Appointment of Members; Terms; Sala- 
ries" and insertine immediatelv thereafter 

~,tablishment of komm~s\ion; Secretary and Salary 
Amend Sei. 8 (See. 2011. wage 20, line 29, by inserting brack- 

ets before and after "independent" 
Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201). page 21, line 2, by inserting brackets 

before and after "consist of three members" and inserting imme- 
diately thereafter 

be headed by a secretary 
Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, line 4, by inserting a 

bracket before "Of" 
Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, line 4, by striking out the 

brackets before and after "original" 
Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 4 and 5, by striking 

out "first appointed after the effective date of this amendatory 
a H  

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 7 and 9, by striking 
out the bracket before "from" in line 7 and after "qualified" in 
line 9 
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Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 10 and 11, by striking 
out the bracket before "or" in line 10 and after "qualified" in 
line 11 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201). Daae 21. lines I1 through 13. bv . - . .  
slrik~ng out "No member upon the expiration of his term shall" 
in line I I ,  all of line 12 and "appointed or *hall be qualified." in 
line 13 ~~~~~ -. 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 14 and 15, by striking 
out the bracket before "twenty-Tour" in line 14 and after 
"$24,000)" in line 15 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 201), page 21, line 15, by striking out 
"fifty thousand dollars ($50,000)" 

Amend Sec. 8 (Sec. 2011, page 21, line 16, by inserting a 
bracket after "who" and inserting immediately thereafter 

e secretary 
8 (Sec. 201), page 21, lines 17 and 18, by striking 

i ($52.000)" and inserting 

and amended to read:" and inserting 
repealed. 

Amend Sec. 9 (Sec. 9), page 21, lines 21 through 30; pages 22 
and 23, lines I through 30; page 24, lines 1 through l l ,  by striking 
out all of said lines on said oaees ~ - 

Amend Sec. 146, page 265, lines 13 through 19, by striking 
out all of said lines 

Amend Sec. 147, page 265, line 20, by striking out "147" and 
inserting 

I46 
Amend Sec. Bill, page 265, lines 24 through 30; page 266, line 

I ,  by striking out all of said lines on said pages 
Amend Sec. 150, page 266, line 2, by striking out "150" and 

inserting 
147 

Amend Sec. 151, page 266, line 7, by striking out "151" and 
inserting 

148 
Amend Sec. 152, page 266, line 14, by striking out "152" and 

inserting 
14'4 . .* 

Amend Sec. 153, page 266, lines 19 and 20, by striking out all 
of said lines 

Amend Sec. 154, page 266, line 21, by striking out "154" and 
inserting 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very simply, my amendment gives you a chance over the 

next 10 years to save the taxpayers of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania $1 million. I fail to understand, coming from a 
management standpoint, why we would have three commis- 
sioners plus an executive director. One or  the other has to run 
the show. So basically all we are doing is making the executive 
director the secretary of the commission and abolishing all of 
the three other commissioners where one person makes the 
decision and he carries the weight of the ball. 

Thank you very much. I ask for an affirmative vote. 

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

The follo 

Belardi 
Bowley 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Burns 
Cawley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Farmer 
Hagarty 
Hayden 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battista 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Deal 

wing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-44 

Johnson Nahill 
Kennedy O'Brien 
Kenney O'Donnell 
Kosinski Oliver 
Kukovich Petrone 
Laughlin Preston 
Lloyd Reinard 
McVerry Richardson 
Michlovic Rieger 
Miller Roebuck 
Murphy Scheetr 

NAYS-149 

Dietterick Jackson 
Distler Jadlowiec 
Donbrowski Jarolin 
Donatucci Kasunic 
Dorr LaGrotta 
~ur fy  Langtry 
Durham Lashinger 
Fargo Leh 
Fattah Lescovitz 
Fee Levdansky 
Fischer Livengood 
Flick Lucyk 
Foster McCall 
FOX McClatchy 
Freeman McHale 
Freind Maiale 
Gallen Maine 
Gamble Manderino 
Cannon Manmiller 
Geist Markosek 
George Mayernik 
Gladeck Melio 
Godshall Merry 
Gruitza Micozzie 
Gruppo Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayes Noye 
Heckler Olasz 
Herman Perzel 
Hershey Petrarca 
Hess Phillips 
Honaman Piccola 
Hawlett Pievsky 
Hughes Pistella 
Hutchinson Pitts 
Itkin Pressmann 

NOT VOTING- 

Serafini 
Seventy 
Stevens 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, R. C. 

Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Carlson Joxphs Linton Truman 
Carn Letterman Rudy 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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 as 

amended? 
Mr. WOZNIAK offered the following amendment No. 

A0701 : 
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Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442). page 109, line 29, by inserting 
brackets before and after "forty-four" and inserting immediately 
thereafter 

ninety-two 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Cambria, Mr. Wozniak. 

Mr. WOZNIAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What this amendment does is increase from 144 fluid 

ounces what can be sold in a retail establishment, bar in a res- 
taurant, to 192 fluid ounces. What is occurring is that for the 
most part you can walk out of a bar carrying two 12-ounce . ~ . - 
six-packs but you cannot walk out of a bar carrying two 16- 
ounce six-packs, and I am getting a lot of complaints on the 
street that this is inconvenient. 

I am ready. I would like to roll this amendment. I appreci- 
ate your support. It is one for the consumers. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-91 

Aco~ta 
Argall 
Baldwin 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 

Distler 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Fox 
Freeman 
Gamble 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Hagarty 
Harper 
Hasav 

Letterman Roebuck 
McCall Rybak 
McHale Saloom 
McVerry Semmel 
Markosek Serafini 
Merry Seventy 
Michlovic Snyder, D. W 
Miller Staback 
Moehlmann Steighner 
Mrkonie Stevens 
Mumhv Tavlor. F. 

Corrigan Hess Piccola Wright, D. R. 
COY Hughes Pievsky Wright, J.  L. 
DeLuca Jackson Pitts Wright, R. C. 
DeVerter Jadlowiec Pressmann 
Daley Johnson Preston Irvis, 
Deal LaGrotta Raymond Speaker 
Dombrowski Lashinger Reber 

NOT VOTING-4 

Howlett ltkin Maiale Truman 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. LASHINGER offered the following amendment No. 

A0755: 

Amend Sec. 28 (Sec. 406.1), page 53, lines 20 and 21, by 
inserting a bracket before "on" in line 20 and after "be" in line 
21 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Lashinger, on the amendment. 

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, currently in the Liquor Code there is a 

requirement to have a secondary service area - that that sepa- 
rate service area, though it is located on an adjacent or contig- 
uous site where no thoroughfare cuts through the premises, 
still be situated on a minimum of a 1-acre parcel. The problem 

, . 
Bums ~ a y d e n  ~ a h h l .  Taylor, J .  
Caltagirone Heckler O'Brien Tigue 
Cappabianca Honaman 0' DonneU Trella 
Cam Hutchinson Olasr Van Home 
Cawley Jarolin Perzel Veon 
Clark Josephs Petrarca Weston 
Cole Kasunic Parone Wiggins 
CoweU Kennedv Pistella Wilson 

Angstadt 
ARY 
Barley 
Battisto 
Bimelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowley 
Bowser 

that this has created in the Liquor Code since its adoption has 
been specifically in more urbanized areas, where though a sep- 
arate location might be 6 feet from the licensed premises, the 
conclusion would be that it is a separate service area, but 
though it is on the same parcel, though it is contiguous, it still 
does not qualify because the separate service area is not on a 

DeWeese ~ e n n e i  Punt wogan 
Davies Kosinski Reinard Wozniak 
Dawida Kukovich Rieger Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Langlry Ritter 

Boycs 
Bwh 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cohen 
ColafeUa 
Comell 

separate i-acre parcel. 
Some of the better examples right now are historic renova- 

tion projects. A number of hotels and restaurants in cities 

Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Freind 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Oeist 
George 
Gladeck 
O r u p ~ o  
Haluska 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McClatchv 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Mayemik 
Melio 
Micouie 
Morris 
Mowery 
Noye 
Oliver 
Phillips 

Richardson 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wambach 
wass 

and, again, more urbanized areas that are undergoing historic 
renovation are building adjacent service areas because you 
cannot do any construction to the historically certified build- 
ing. If the adjacent property, again, is not on a separate l-acre 
parcel, then it does not qualify as a separate service area. 1 
would therefore like to take out the requirement that it be on a 
separate but l-acre parcel, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTE STRICKEN 

The SPEAKER. Strike the vote. There has been some ques- 
tion on the amendment. Strike the vote. 
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On the amendment, the Chair recognizes the majority 
whip. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I would like to interrogate the sponsor, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lashinger indicated that he will stand 
for interrogation. You may proceed, Mr. O'Dounell. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have read the amend- 
ment and I listened to your description, and I am frankly still 
at sea. 

You are affecting the bill; you also affect the current law on 
what the requirement is for a secondary service area. 

Mr. LASHINGER. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Why? 
Mr. LASHINGER. Let me give you an example that I am 

familiar with - a historic renovation of an older hotel with an 
existing license. The board concluded, because a separate area 
was constructed, a separate building, though only 6 feet from 
the existing licensed premises on the same parcel, it did not 
qualify as a secondary service area-no liquor could be served 
in that establishment-because the new secondary service area 
did not meet this minimum area of 1 acre. The conclusion of 
the Liquor Board has been that the new secondary service area 
be located on a parcel of no less than 1 acre. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, on the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. O'Donnell, may 

proceed. 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I do not think that this is a major issue. I do not want to 

hold up the deliberations of the House. I would recommend a 
"no" vote, because the established law as well as this bill have 
created a requirement that prevents people from shoehorning 
their way into what really constitutes a separate license by 
putting fairly rigorous requirements on the secondary service 
areas. Although I have to admit to not being entirely clear and 
1 do not want to go into extensive interrogation, I think we 
ought to be very reluctant to suspend what are very, very 
rigorous limitations on this type of thing, and 1 would urge a 
"no" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Fargo 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Foster 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinsor 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

Leh 
Leswvitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McHale 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
O'Dannell 
Olasz 
Oliver 

I Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Tmman 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wineins 

COY Jarolin Pievsky w i ign  
DeLuca Johnson Pistella Wozniak 
DeVerter Josephs Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Pressman" Wright, J.  L. 
Daley Kennedy Preston Wright, R. C. 
Deal Kosinski Punt Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Raymond 
Dombrowski LaGrotta Richardson Irvis, 
Donatucci Laughlin Rieger Speaker 
Duffy 

NOT VOTING-0 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. LASHINGER offered the following amendment NO. 

A0754: 
YEAS-45 I Amend Sec. 137 (Sec. 801). page 219, line 12, by inserting 

Argall Distler Lashinger Reinard 
Book Dorr McClatchy Ryan 
Bowser Durham McVerry Saurman 
Bunt Farmer Maine Serafini 
Burd Flick Miller Stevens - ~ 

Bums Fox Mwhlmann Sweet 
Cawley Gladeek Nahill Taylor, E. Z. 
Cessar Godshall Noye Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Heckler O'Brien Telek 
Comell Kenney Perzel Weston 
Davies Langtry Reber Wogan 
Dawida 

. . 
after "period." 

These moneys shall be used exclusively for the 
enforcement of the liquor laws of the Common- 
wealth. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Lashinger, on the amendment. 

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Before Mr. O'Donnell gets a chance to read this one- This 

provision specifically would earmark those moneys that are 
returned to our local municipalities from the liquor licensing 
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fees, that they are to be used exclusively by the local political 
subdivision for the enforcement of the liquor laws of the 
Commonwealth. 

What is happening and some time ago in debate over 
another Liquor Code bill I had sent around a memo indicating 
how much in the way of license revenues was returned to our 
local municipalities. We are constantly hearing about problem 
bars. What I am saying to our municipalities is that these 
licensees are paying fees to the Commonwealth that are 
returned to municipalities. Those municipalities, instead of 
farming that money into their general fund accounts, should 
be using those moneys for the enforcement or policing of 
problem bars in those areas. So specifically, municipalities 
would have to earmark these licensing fees for enforcement . 
within the political subdivision. 

I would ask for support of the amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Soeaker. - r ~ ~  ~ 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Lashinger, it seems like you are 
trying to sell every case you either won or lost in court in the 
last couole of vears. 

1 think we should vote "yes" for this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Fattah. 
Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Lashinger 

amendment. I think that it is entirely appropriate that we 
restrict the money for the purpose intended. 

I think that for those of us who have given rhetoric in 
support of law enforcement and especially dealing with the 
problems of nuisance bars, it is now time for us to put our 
votes where our words have been, and I would ask each 
member of the General Assembly on this amendment to vote 
in favor of the Lashinger amendment, because it speaks to 
strong enforcement in dealing with problems in many of our 
neighborhoods throughout the Commonwealth. Thank you. - - 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-106 

Acasta Duffy Linton Reinard 
Angstadt Durham Livengood Richardson 
ARv Farmer Lucvk Rieeer 

amendment, Mr. Speaker. We are on A0754. We are adding 
language, Mr. Speaker, for the licensing fees. 

Mr. MANDERINO. I have no oroblem with the amend- 

As 1-undeistand this amendment, section 216 is being 
stricken. Is that correct? 

Mr. LASHINGER. No, Mr. Speaker. We have a different 
Brand1 George Melio Smith, S. H. 
Broujas Gladeek Michlavic Snyder, D. W 
Bunt Godshall Micozzie Steighner 
Burns Haeany Miller Stevens 

Batiisto Fattah ~ c ~ l a t c h y  ~ a i b u c k  
Birmelin FOX Maiale Saurman 
Book Freind Maine Semmel 
Bowser Gamble Manmiller Serafini 

. . 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Heckler 
Hershey 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
losephs 
Kenney 
Koainski 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 

ment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom. 
Mr. SALOOM. I do oppose the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
This gives the State the authority to tell the local govern- 

ments how to use the money that is being sent to them. Many 
times in some of the local bars in some of the small commu- 
nities the police force is called out to break up fights and 
things of that sort. They do use the money wisely, and I would 
ask that we defeat this amendment and not dictate to the local 
municipalities how to expend this money. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think this is one of the best amendments that we are going 

to go through today. I have sat down and read about the 
thousands of dollars that are going to our municipalities, and 
the public safety departments have a chance to use the funds 
any way they want. I have yet to see, really, in essence, in any 
private liquor establishments within my legislative district or 
even in the city of Pittsburgh, the police department actively 
getting involved. I do not think that we should continuously 
give this money to the municipalities so they can be fat and 
not use the money for what it is supposed to be used for, and 
this directs them to do exactly what the taxpayers want where 
they can be accountable for their money. 

Dombrowrki 
Dorr 
Fargo 
Fee 

Bush 
Callagirone 
Carlaon 
Carn 
CeSSar 
Cimini 
Ci,,,,, 
Cohen 
Cornell 
COY 
DeLuca 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietteriek 
Distler 
Donatucci 

Argall 
Baldwin 
Barley 

E:!Eti 
sl,k 
Blaum 

EfT; 
B~~~~ 
Burd 

~ ~ ~ ~ , " ~  
,.-hadwick 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeVeRer 

Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Freeman 
Gallen 
Geist 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Johnson 

Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donne 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Pills 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reber 

LaGrotta 
Lawtry 
Leh 
Letterman 
Lloyd 
McCall 
McHale 
McVerry 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Maehlmann 
Mawery 
Olasz 
Petrarea 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pressmann 
Punt 

Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vraon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Seventy 
Showers 
Siriami 
Smith, B. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Tieue 

Wogan 
Wright, I .  L. 
Yandrisevits 
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DeWeese Kasunic Ritter IN~s,  
Daley Kennedy Robbins S ~ a k e r  
Deal Kukovich Rudy 

NOT VOTING-1 

Gannon 

EXCUSED-:! 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. LASHINGER offered the following amendment No. 

A0756: 

Amend Sec. 22 (Sec. 401), page 40, lines 27 and 28, by insert- 
ing a bracket before "one" in line 27 and after "ounces" in line 
28 and inserting immediately thereafter 
one hundred ninety-two fluid ounces sonsi5ting of not more than 
two combinations of six containers per combination, each con- 
tainer not excreding sixteen fluid ounccs, 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Lashinger. 

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very briefly, Mr. Speaker, this is something we have 

debated on this floor before. I know the Liquor Control Com- 
mittee has debated it extensively. 

Right now there is an ability to take out two six-packs from 
an "R" (restaurant) license and I believe-and someone can 
correct me if I am wrong-an "En (eating) licensed estahlish- 
ment in the Commonwealth. Two six-packs right now, gener- 
ally, if they are 16-ounce cans cannot be taken out. The law 
was written so that when 12-ounce cans were the norm, you 
could take two six-packs. The maximum you could leave these 
establishments with was 144 ounces. 

All we are saying, Mr. Speaker, is the average today is now 
16-ounce cans. If you are leaving with two six-packs, six con- 
tainers in each of those packs, each container, if it is 16 
ounces, would reach a maximum level of 192 ounces. It is still 
two six-packs. All we are doing is allowing for the fact that 
12-ounce cans have now become 16-ounce cans, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, what we are really doing 
is allowing 25 percent more booze to go out the door in six- 
packs, and I oppose the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-72 

Argall Dietterick Letterman Reber 
Belardi Distler McCall Reinard 
Blaum Farmer McHale Roebuck 
Bortner Fox McVew Ryan 
Bowley Freeman Manmiller Saloom 

Bowser Gladeck Merry 
Brandt Godshall Michlovic 
Bunt Gruitza Miller 
Burns Hasay Murphy 
Caltagirone Hayden Nahill 
Cawley Heckler O'Brien 
Civera Herman O'Donnell 
Clark Honaman Olasr 
Cole Kasunic Perzel 
Cornell Kenney Petrarca 
Cowell LanKtr~ Pistella 
Davies Lashinger Punt 
Dawida Lescovitz Raymond 

NAYS-126 

Awsta Dorr Kosinski 
Angstadt Duffy Kukovich 
Arty Durham LaGrotta 
Baldwin Fargo Laughlin 
Barley Fattah Leh 
Battisto Fee Levdansky 
Belfanti Fischer Linton 
Birmelin Flick Livengood 
Black Foster Lloyd 
Book Freind Lucyk 
Boyes Gallen McClatchy 
Broujos Gamble Maiale 
Burd Cannon Maine 
Bush Geist Manderino 
Cappabianca George Markosek 
Carlson Gruppo Mayernik 
Carn Hagarty Melia 
Cessar Haluska Micozzie 
Chadwick Harper Moehlmann 
Cimini Hayes Morris 
Clymer Hershey Mowery 
Cohen Hess Mrkonic 
Colafella Howlett Noye 
Corrigan Hughes Oliver 
COY Hutchinson Petrone 
DeLuca Ltkin Phillips 
DeVerter Jackson Piccola 
DeWeese ladlowiec Pievsky 
Daley larolin Pitts 
Deal Johnson Pressmann 
Dombrowski Josephs Preston 
Donatucci Kennedy Richardson 

NOT VOTING-2 

Sirianni Truman 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

Serafini 
Staback 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor, I. 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Trello 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, I. L. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

negative, and the 

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

amended? 
Mr. LASHINGER offered the following amendment No. 

A0741 : 

Amend Sec. 14 (Sec. 216). page 33, lines 5 through 10, by 
striking out all of said lines 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Lashinger, on the amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wayne, Mr. Birmelin, on the amendment. 

Mr. BIRMELIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would oppose this amendment even though Mr. Distler is 

a colleague and roommate here of mine on the floor, but I 
have seen in my district that special occasion permits often are 
abused to the point where teenagers are getting beer on a quite 
easy basis. 1 think that these are the least patrolled of the 
special licensing outfits, and I would oppose this amendment, 
specifically because 1 think it is their problem, especially for 
underage drinkers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northumberland, Mr. Belfanti, on the amendment. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the special occasion permit was originally and 

still is primarily for volunteer fire companies. We have 
adopted amendments similar to this on other liquor legislation 
over the past four terms since I have been here, and in every 
case the conference committee has removed the provision. 

I would ask that we at this time adopt the Distler amend- 
ment, and hopefully the conference committee, which we all 
know this bill is going to end up in, will leave this in so we can 
help our volunteer firemen. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Foster, on the amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
While I share Mr. Distler's concern about our local govern- 

ments, I think the preeminent problem here is that of the addi- 
tional use of alcohol and the problems with teenage drinking 
and the general liberalization of the code, and I would 
strongly urge a negative vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Acosta, on the amendment. 

Mr. ACOSTA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Yes; I also have to oppose this amendment. I happen to live 

in a community where some private organizations have clubs, 
and they use these permits to make money for themselves. So 
therefore, I oppose his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Bunt, on the amendment. 

Mr. BUNT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For purposes of establishing a definition under "volunteer 

fire company," may I question the maker of the amendment, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Distler, indicates he 
will stand for interrogation. You are in order, and you may 
proceed, Mr. Bunt. 

Mr. BUNT. Would a volunteer ambulance squad or rescue 
association be included under the definition "volunteer fire 
company"? 

Mr. DISTLER. No, it does not. It does not fall under that 
language right now that is presently in the bill. So it is only 
applicable to volunteer fire companies. 

Mr. BUNT. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 

Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-117 

Angstadt Dietterick Kenney Raymond 
Argall Distler Kukovich Reber 
Baldwin Dombrowski Langtry Rieger 
Belardi Danatucci Lashinger Rudy 
Belfanti Duffy Laughlin Ryan 
Book Durham Lescovitz Saloom 
Bortner Farmer Letterman Saurman 
Bowley Flick Levdansky Serafini 
Bowser Fox Lloyd Seventy 
Brandt Freeman McCall Smith, B. 
Broujos Freind McClatchy Staback 
Bunt Gamble McVerry Stairs 
Burd George Maiale Stei~hner 
Burns Gladeck Markosek Stevens 
Bush Godshall Mayernik Stuban 
Caltagirone Gruitza Merry Taylor, F. 
Cappabianca Gruppo Miehlavic Taylor, 1. 
Carlson Hagarty Miller Telek 
Cessar Haluska Morris Tigue 
Clark Harper Mrkonic Trello 
Colafella Hasay Murphy Van Horne 
Cole Heckler Nahill Veon 
Cornell Honaman O'Donnell Weston 
Cowell Howlett Olasr Wiggins 
COY Hutchinson Perzel Wilson 
DeLuca ltkin Petrone Wogan 
DeWeese Jackson Pistella Wozniak 
Daley larolin Pressman" Wright, D. R. 
Davies Kasunic Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida 

NAYS-79 

Acosta Fischer Lucyk Rybak 
Arty Foster McHale Scheetz 
Barley Gallen Maine Schuler 
Battisto Gannon Manderino Semmel 
Birmelin Geist Manmiller Showers 
Black Hayden Melio Sirianni 
Blaum Hayes Micozzie Smith, S. H. 
Boyes Heman Moehlmann Snyder, D. W. 
Carn Hershey Mowery Snyder, G. 
Cawley Hess Noye Sweet 
Chadwick Hughes Oliver Taylor, E. Z. 
Cimini Jadlowiec Phillips Truman 
Civera Johnson Piccola Vroon 
Clymer Josephs Pievsky Wambach 
Cohen Kennedy Pitts Wass 
Corrigan Kosinski Preston Wright, 1. L. 
DeVener LaGrotta Reinard Yandrisevits 
Deal Leh Richardson 
Dorr Linton Robbins IN~s,  
Fargo Livengood Roebuck Speaker 
Fee 

NOT VOTING-4 

Fattah O'Brien Petrarca Ritter 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
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or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop license, 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 84, line 5, by inserting after 

Mr. GLADECK offered the following amendments No. 
A0749: 

AmendTitle, page I,line24, by inserting after "moneys;" 
establishing a private wine system; imposing a tax; 

Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 102), page 18, by inserting between lines 
19 and 20 

"Wine" shall mean liquor which is fermented from grapes 
and other fruits, having alcoholic content of twenty-four per 
centum or less. The term "wine" shall not include malt or brewed 
beverages, nor shall wine include any products containing alcohol 
derived from malt, grain, cereal, molasses or cactus. 

Amend Set. 42 (Set. 411). Page 83, line 9, by inserting after 
"license," 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop license, 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 83, line 11, by inserting after 
"license" 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop license 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 41 I), page 83, line 15, by inserting after 
"restaurant" 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shoe 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 41 I), page 83, line 22, by inserting after 
"license" 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop license 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411). page 83, line 29, by inserting after 

"licensee," where it appears the second time 
or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop licensee, 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 84, line 11, by inserting after 
"licensee," 

Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443). page I l l ,  line 6, by inserting after 
"license" 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop license 

Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 11 1, line 7, by inserting after 
-distributor- 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine sho licensee 

Amend Sec. 57 (sePcc. 443), page I l l ,  line 14, by inserting after 
"licensev 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop license 

Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443). page 11 I, line 16, by inserting after 
"Article IV" 

or subdivision (B. 1) of Article 1V 
Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 11 1, line 24, by inserting after 

"dispenser's" 
or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop 

Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 112, line 2, by inserting after 
"dispenser's" 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wineshop 

Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 112, line 10, by inserting after 
-distributor'sM where it appears the second tirne 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine sho 

Amend Sec. 57 (S;. 443). page 112, line 16, by inserting after 
"beveraeesm 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine specialty 
wine shop licensee, 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 84, line 19, by inserting after 
"licensee," 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop licensee, 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 84, line 26, by inserting after 
"licensee," 

or private wholesale wine or  retail wine or specialty 
wine shop licensee, 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 85, line 4, by inserting before 
"The" 

cl 
Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 85, line 6, by inserting after 

"licenses" 
or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop licenses 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 41 I), page 85, line 17, by inserting after 
"licensee" 

or  private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop licensee 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 85, line 24, by inserting after 
"licensee" ~~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ 

or private wholesale wine or retail wine or specialty 
wine shop licensee 

Amend Sec. 42 (Sec. 411), page 86, by inserting between lines 
2 and 3 

(g) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this section, a 
person or corporation who holds an importers liquor license or an 
importers warehouse license for liquor shall be allowed to hold a 
private wholesale wine license. 

I 
- 

or private wholesale wines or retail wines or specialty 
wlnes 

Amend ~ a 7  (Sec. 443), page 113, line I I ,  by inserting 
brackets before and after "subdivision (9)" and inserting imme- . . 
diately thereafter 

subdivisions (B) and (9.1) 
Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 113, line 23, by inserting 

before "The" 
SQ 

Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 113, by inserting between lines 
26 snd 27 -. -. . - - . 

Notwithstanding any 'other provision of this section, a 
person or corporation who holds a malt and brewed beverage dis- 
tributors or importing distributors license shall be allowed to hold 
a private wholesale wine license. 

Amend Bill, page 116, by inserting between lines 25 and 26 
I Section 58.1. Article IV of the act is amended bv adding a I subdivision to read: 

ARTICLE IV. I LICENSES AND REGULATIONS; LIQUOR, ALCOHOL 
AND 

I MALT AND BREWED BEVERAGES. 
* * * 

(B.l) Private Wholesale and Retail Sale of 
Wine and Specialty Wine Shop. 

Section 445. Private Retail Wine Licenses.-(a) Subject to 
the provisions of this article and the regulations promulgated 
under this article, the board shall have the authority to issue a 
private retail wine license to a person, corporation or association 
for any premises having a storeroom with not less than one 
thousand five hundred square feet of floor space and gross sales 
of not less than five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) for the 

urpose of establishing, operating and maintaining a private 
retail wine store. The license shall entitle the private retail wine 
store to purchase wine in containers of four liters or less, from 
private wholesale wine licensees and to keep on the premises such 
wine, subject to the provisions of this act and the regulations 
made thereunder, and to sell the same for off-premises consump- 
tion. In addition to any other requirements imposed by this 
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thereunder, and to sell the same for off-premises consumption 
pursuant to this article. 

(h) Resale may take place at all times permitted by the 
board. In no event shall the hoard fail or refuse to permit the sale 
of wine by specialty wine ships during any hours or time when 
State Liquor Stores are permitted to sell liquor. 

(c) No wine package shall he opened on the premises of a 
specialty wine shop. No licensee nor employe of any licensee shall 
allow any wine to he consumed on the premises nor shall any 
person consume wine on the premises. 

Section 448. Rules and Procedures for Private Retail Wine 
Licenses, Wholesale Wine Licenses and Specialty Wine Shop 
Licenses.-(a) An applicant for a private retail wine license, a 
wholesale wine license or a specialty wine shop license or for the 
transfer of an existing license to other premises shall file a written 
wlication with the board in such form and containing such 
information as the hoard shall prescribe by regulation. The appli- 
cation shall he accompanied by a filing fee in an amount deter- 
mined by the hoard, by regulation, sufficient to cover related 
costs; the prescribed license fee; the bond specified in subsection 
Isl 

(b) W~th  the init~al application and ea:h application for 
renewal, theapplicant \hall providr a f~nansial statement or other 
documents in the form and anraining \uch iniorntat~on as the 
hoard shall prescribe by regulation to indicate the appl~cant's 

- -- 

financial capability. 
Ic) With each initial application and each application for 

renewal, the applicant shall identify the location and ownership 
of the proposed site for the private retail wine license or wholesale 
wine license or specialty wine shop license as proof that the place 
of business conforms to applicable health and fire statutes and 

(d) I f  the applicant is a natural person, the appl~cation shall 
show that the applicant is a citizen of the United States and a resi- 
dent of this Commonwealth and is not less than twmty-one (21) 
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a private retail wine licensee or \prcialry wine \hop licensee to sell 
winc for a price which is less than what the private retail wine 
licensee paid for such wine. 

Amend Sec. 95 (Sec. 505.2). naee 188. bv insertine between 
. . . . - . . . - . . - - 

(4) Sell at retail to individuals at the board-approved off- 
premises locations any wine or winc product. 

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

Cornell 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dorr 

Acasta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barlev 
Battifto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Boves 

Hagalty Reber 
Heckler Reinard 
Honaman Ryan 
Kenney 

NAYS-163 

Dombrowski Leh 
Donatucci Lescovitr 
Duffy Letterman 
Durham Levdansky 
Fargo Linton 
Fattah Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Foster McCall 
Freeman McHale 
Freind McVerry 
Gamble Maiale 
Cannon Maine 
Geist Manderino 
George Manmiller 
Gruitza Markasek 

Taylor, J. 
Wilson 
Wright, 1. L. 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloon 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. G. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Gladeck. 

Mr. GLADECK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I will try and 
make this brief. 

My first amendment is an amendment that deals with 
private wine shops and wine wholesalers, and what it does is it 
creates a system of private wine specialty shops and private 
wine wholesalers that would he administered by the new Alco- 
holic Beverages Commission. It would provide for an annual 
fee for private wine shops of $500 and any other expenses that 
would be incurred by the ABC and deemed reimbursable, as 
well as a $1,000 bond that would have to be posted at  the time 
of the application being filed. There would have to be a 
minimum inventory of 7,500 dollars' worth on hand monthly, 
and the local municipal veto would be in effect. Records must 
be kept for a period of 2 years, at least 2 years, and would 
have to  be open to  the ABC at all times. Sales would be by 
cash or by check and not by credit card. As far as the whole- 
sale distributor license goes, you would have to post a $20,000 
bond and it would be a $10,000 license fee with the same pro- 
visions as for the private wine shops. Also, beer distributors 
would be permitted to obtain wine shop licenses as well. 

1 have long believed that the liquor control system has not 
served the people of Pennsylvania well as far as the selection 
of wine that is available. I think that this amendment repre- 
sents a fair compromise and hopefully would give Pennsyl- 
vanians who choose to  drink wine the right to buy wine in 
Pennsylvania at  competitive prices and competitive selections 
with surrounding States as well as in good locations. I would 
appreciate your sincere consideration of this amendment. 
Thank you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-34 

Book Farmer Langtry Sauman 
Bowser nick McClatchy Semmel 
Brand1 Fox Merry Serafini 
Burd Gladeck Miller Snyder, D. W. 
Bums Godshall Nahill Stevens 

&:; Gruppo Mayernik staback 
Haluska Melio Stairs 

Caltagirone Harper Michlovic Steighner 
Cappabianca Hasay Micozzie Stuban 
Carlson Hayden Moehlmann Sweet 
Cam Hayes Morris Taylor, E. Z. 
cawley Herman Mowery Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hershey Mrkanic Telek 
Chadwick Hess Murphy Tigue 
cimini Howlett Noye Trello 
civera Hughes O'Brien Van Harne 
Clark Hutchinsan O'Donnell Veon 
Clymer Itkin Olasz Vroon 
Coben Jackson Oliver Wambach 
~ o l a f e ~ ~ a  Jadlowiec Perzel Wass 
Cole Jarolin Petrone Weston 
Carrigan 
cowell 

Johnson Phillips Wiggins 
Josephs Piccola Wogan 

coy Kasunic Pievsky Wazniak 
DeLuca Kennedy Pistella Wright, D. R. 
DeVerter Kosinski Pitts Wright, R. C. 
DeWeese Kukovich Pressman" Yandrisevits 
~~l~~ LaGrotta Preston 
Davies Lashinger Punt Irvis, 
Dawida Laughlin Raymond Speaker 
Deal 

NOT VOTING-3 

Gallen Petrarea Truman 

EXCUSED-2 

~ i ~ i ~ ~ i  Evans 

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 as 

amended? 
Mr. GLADECK offered the following amendment NO. 

A0706: 

Amend Sec. 14, page 33, by inserting between lines 10 and 11 
Section 217. Wine Marketing.-(a) There is hereby estab- 

lished within the commission the Bureau of Wine which shall be 
responsible for the purchasing and the wholesale and retail mar- 
keting of premium wines so as to make these wines available to 
Pennsylvania consumers at competitive prices and in a convenlent 
atmosphere. 

@) The management of the bureau shall be vested in a direc- 
tor, an assistant director for purchasing and an assistant director 
for marketing. 
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(c) The commission shall establish that at least five per I the fact that Pennsylvanians, at least in southeastern Pennsyl- 

section shall meanany one county or any combination of tuo, they simply cannot gct a good bottle of premium wine because 
three or four countic\ contiguous and adjacent ut th  a total popu- drinkur5 have ne,er reL.eived [he a t [ent lOn by , ~ ~*...*. ., 

centum of all State stores within a metropolitan area are wine spe- 
cialty stores, at which premium wine shall be sold. These stores 
shall not sell an distilled roduct. The stores shall be in addition 
to the current n&,her of gate stores in operation in said area. 

(d) (1) The term "metropolitan area" as used in this 

vania perhaps up as far as ~ ~ h i ~ h  valley, historically 
go across the river into New Jersey to buy their wine, They go 
south into Maryland and into Delaware and into Washington, 
DC. and north as far as New York City. The reason for that is 

. . . . grain, cereal, molasses or cactus. I Pennsylvanians who choose to drink wine from going but of 

larlon or nrry rnousano or more. 
2 The term "wine" as used in this section shall mean 

liq&r) which is fermented from grapes and other fruits, havin 
alcoholic content of twenty-four per centum or less. The t e r i  
"wine" shall not include malt or brewed beverages, nor shall 
wine include any products containing alcohol derived from malt, 

the Liquor Control Board. 
I honestly feel that this amendment represents a legitimate 

compromise that can serve two purposes: One, it will provide 
Pennsylvanians with the right to buy premium wines at a loca- 
tion near to their home. hooefullv. and will honefullv keeo 

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

The SPEAKER, On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Gladeck. 

Speaker, I believe this amendment 
represents a departure from tradition in how to deal with the 
problem of the retail sale of wine in Pennsylvania. I think that 
it represents a fair compromise from what has been presented 
in the past, and specifically what it does is it gives Pennsyl- 
vanians an opportunity to buy wine through a system that 
would be operated by the Alcoholic Beverages Commission. 
There would be no private wine shops, but what this amend- 
ment does is it creates a Bureau of Wine that would be under 
the auspices of the ABC. It would provide for an assistant 
director in charge of marketing, an assistant director in charge 
of purchasing, and an overall director for the bureau. will 
require that municipal areas of 50,000 people in population 
have additional State-operated wine shops. The number of 
these shops would be determined- 

Mr. REBER. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman interrupt? 
MI. REBER. 1 do not know if you can hear it but there 

seems to be quite a bit of interference in the speaker systems, 

and I am wondering if you could direct the sound man to 
check on that interference, I am having a difficult time 
hearing Mr. Gladeck. It is a whistling-type sound. 

Mr. GLADECK. It is comical, is it not, gentlemen? 
The SPEAKER. All right. Now let us get back to what we 

have to do so you can get out of here. 
Mr. Gladeck, you may proceed. 
Mr. GLADECK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The number of shops that would be in addition to the State 

stores that would be currently operated by the Alcoholic Bev- 
erages Commission would be determined by taking 5 percent 
of the total of the state stores in a given municipal 
area. For instance, in Philadelphia they have approximately 
100 stores. These 100 stores would be multiplied by 5 percent 
and you would come up with additional stores that would 
have to he operated in philadelphia, ~h~~~ stores not 
be permitted to sell liquor nor would they be permitted to sell 
liqueurs. 

I think that many of you have expressed your opinion as far 
as privatization, but I think that you have to be cognizant of 

State to buy their wines, rather encouraging them to buy their 
wines in Pennsylvania. This obviously will add millions of 
dollars in revenue to the State of Pennsylvania while still 
keeping the distribution and the retail sale of wine under the 
control of the State of Pennsylvania through the newly-to-be- 
created Alcoholic Beverages Commission. 

If have any questions On the I would be 
glad to answer them. Thank you very much for your consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. On the amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think that the Gladeck amendment is an excellent amend- 

ment. I think it deals with some of the issues that a lot of 
People really have not been listening to but some of your con- 

stituents have been complaining about, and that is giving you 
the appropriate selection and bringing in qualified people who 
have the expertise to develop good marketing concepts and to 
evaluate the different premium wines and to be able to give 
you a stronger background on those products and make them 
available to you. I think these are some of the things and it is 
an excellent compromise that he is proposing. 

I think that YOU should really look at this and realize that 
versus the private stores, this will still be controlled by the 
Beverages Commission. It will still be where we are able to 
guarantee collection of all the taxes, but yet in a sense those 
people who are interested in seeing some of the more exotic 
wines will have that choice, that choice to have a selection. 
And not only that, I think that it is a job-producing amend- 
ment and I think it is good for our areas. It think it will also be 
good for my district. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader 
On the amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, as Mr. Gladeck was describing 
his amendment, 1 looked around and I knew there were a lot 
of people who were not paying a good deal of attention, 
, 
tncluding myself. I asked one of the staff people, just what 
does this amendment do, and I was surprised that Mr. Preston 
picked it up and mentioned it, but I wonder how many of the 
others did not pick it up. 

What he is proposing is not privatization of wine sales; it is 
simply that the Liquor Board or the ABC must set aside, or 
may set aside-pardon me; must set aside-5 percent of their 



510 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE APRIL 28, 

stores for wine specialty sales. So all of the objections with 
respect to control, objections with respect to revenue, objec- 
tions that have been voiced here on the floor: they really 
should be looked at in light of what this amendment really 
does, which is have the Liquor Board set up or the commis- 
sion set up private wine shops. 

Now, all of us, all of us who have had complaints from our 
constituents about the Liquor Board can probably say in all 
honesty that the bulk of those complaints centered around the 
availability and the selection of wine. Here all we are doing is 
we are directing the Liquor Board or the new ABC to do 
something about it and have wine specialty shops, which 1 
think will go a long way to alleviating a lot of the criticism 
that all of us have had over the years from our constituents on 
the question of wine and the availability of wine in our stores. 

I think this is a good amendment. It is far more of a com- 
promise than anything I would have expected out of Mr. 
Gladeck, but I think it makes some sense to compromise this 
wine situation this way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Northumberland, Mr. Belfanti, on the amendment. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Gladeck indicates he will stand. You 

may proceed. 
Mr. BELFANTI. I am a little confused about the formula. 

You mentioned that you would take 105 percent of the current 
stores and that the additional 5 percent would be wine spe- 
cialty shops. Is that about right? 

Mr. GLADECK. No. The formula is that in municipal 
areas, counties and any adjacent municipalities that would 
equal the population of 50,000 or above, which would take in 
most of the population centers of the State, you would take 
the total number of State stores that are currently there and 
multiply that by 5 percent. The Liquor Board would be 
required to open a specialty wine shop in that area equal to 
that percentage in addition to whatever is there now. It would 
only be able to sell wine and not liquor or liqueur. In Philadel- 
phia that would equal-there are approximately 100 stores- 
that would equal 5 stores that would have to be opened. 

The Liquor Board, obviously, or the ABC would be able to 
open them in excess of that if they so desired, and they would 
also be able to go into rural counties if they found the need, 
which is the goal of having a Bureau of Wine, to decide where 
people may need it and where they may not. 

Mr. BELFANTI. That is where my question leads, Mr. 
Speaker. In a county like Northumberland with a population 
of 100,000 people, Northumberland County probably has 
seven liquor stores. Would they not need 20 liquor stores to 
rate one wine specialty shop with that 105-percent formula? 

Mr. GLADECK. According to the percentage they would, 
but I would suspect that the Liquor Board would be empow- 
ered by this amendment, as they actually are now, to open a 
wine specialty shop. But I would imagine if the people in that 
area desired one and they felt that it was economically feasible 
to do so, then the new ABC would certainly see fit to open a 
store there. 

The goal is not necessarily to promote more consumption 
but rather to give Pennsylvanians better selection and to try to 
keep us from going out of State to buy our premium wines. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a brief comment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Even though I do not believe this amend- 

ment will have any impact on the counties that I represent, I 
can see the idea behind the Gladeck amendment for the urban 
centers. If Harrisburg and Philadelphia and Pittsburgh and 
Scranton and a few other areas benefit by it, I have no 
problem with it. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Clymer. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Despite the favorable comments that were made in support 

of the Gladeck amendment, I stand in opposition to it. 
Two concerns, very briefly. Number one is that we have 

been fairly consistent here today in protesting, not protesting 
but trying to confine the availability of alcoholic products. 
This would certainly expand that area. The second thought I 
have that I would like to share with the members is that if we 
create these wine specialty shops, someone may get the idea 
that it would not be a bad idea to bring in wine coolers, and 
then we have a whole scenario of problems that we have to 
deal with. The very fact that we have dealt with wine coolers 
today indicates that the issue is alive and a hot one. 

So despite the good intents of the arguments that were pre- 
sented here a few minutes ago, I urge a "no" vote. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Lehigh, Mr. Pressmann, on the amendment. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding 
there is a fiscal note on this? 

Mr. GLADECK. Yes, there is. If you would like a copy of 
it- 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Has it been circulated? 
Mr. GLADECK. Pardon? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not order it circulated but 

said it would be available if the gentleman wants it or if 
anyone questions it. Will you send a copy over to Mr. Press- 
mann, please. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. 
Pressmann. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, according to the fiscal 
note, as I understand it from a quick read, it would cost about 
$2 million annually to open up these specialty stores. Is that 
correct, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. GLADECK. Yes; I assume that the maker of the fiscal 
note is correct. 1 believe it would depend on what the salaries 
of the employees would be, how large the stores would be, 
what they actually would pay for footage as it is now. I also 
believe it says in the fiscal note that it is not determinable as to 
how much of that revenue would be recouped through the 
increase in sales to people who would choose to buy their 
wines in Pennsylvania rather than out of State. 
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Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, another question for the 
gentleman: Under your amendment, if your amendment were 
to become law, would the ABC, LCB, whatever, be required 
to establish those stores by law? 

Mr. GLADECK. Yes. 
Mr. PRESSMANN. Would they be able to close them if 

they are unprofitable then? 
Mr. GLADECK. I am sorry, sir? 
Mr. PRESSMANN. Would they be able to close them if 

they are found to be unprofitable? 
Mr. GLADECK. If those stores were unprofitable and they 

could not, I would imagine they would come back to us and 
ask for the ability to close them. As far as that amendment 
goes, I do not have an answer to that. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. You are saying then, if your amend- 
ment were to become law that we establish those stores, then 
by law it would take an action of the General Assembly to 
close a store that was unprofitable. 

Mr. GLADECK. To be honest, I believe, in reading the 
amendment, I believe since we are creating the stores through 
an action of the General Assembly, it would follow that they 
would not be able to close them unless that happened, 
although, quite honestly, what we are trying to do, as you well 
know, is to create a Bureau of Wine so that we can better 
market wine given today's ever-changing climate in the distri- 
bution and the sale of wine. I would imagine that this amend- 
ment is a strong attempt at legitimate compromise, and I 
would imagine that any corrective legislation that the ABC 
would need in future years to make the Bureau of Wine as 
good as it can be, I would imagine that this body and the exec- 
utive branch of government would be most willing to give 
them that. I know I certainly would. 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, 1 thank thegentleman. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, at first blush this 

amendment seems to be innocuous. It seems to be the kind of 
amendment that even those of us who would like to see con- 
sumption of alcohol in Pennsylvania kept where it is could 
accept. But as you look deeper into what this amendment pro- 
vides and compare it to what exists today, you would find, I 
think, many reasons for a negative vote on this amendment. 

First, the costs. This amendment is going to cost about $2 
million. It is going to cost half a million dollars to set up the 
bureau that is going to do the marketing and have its head- 
quarters in Harrisburg or wherever those headquarters are set 
up. That is according to the fiscal note. 

The stores, also, are going to cost about another $1 1/2 
million around the Commonwealth. We presently, through 
the liquor control system that we have, provide for wine spe- 
cialty shops which the gentleman is calling for. We have 18 
such stores within the system presently operating, established 
by the board. My guess is that most of those are in the metro- 
politan areas of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. There is one 
here in Harrisburg, as I understand it. Mr. Speaker, they are 
established now by the board where they are apt to be profit- 
able or at least not to lose us tremendous amounts of money. I 
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would daresay that establishing a wine specialty shop in the 
100,000 Mon Valley where I live or even being mandated to 
put two of them there, both of them will lose money and 
probably severely lose money. 

Mr. Speaker, I would think that the board, the commission 
as it is set up in this bill, can continue to do what it is doing, 
setting up the wine specialty shops where they will be profit- 
able or near profitable, and I do not think we ought to 
mandate that we open up what may be as high as 50 new wine 
specialty shops in the Commonwealth. My understanding is 
that we have some 700-or-so liquor stores at the present time. 
Five percent of those would be something like 35-maybe it is 
18; I do not know-that we would have to set up, but we 
would have to at least double the number of shops that we 
have today. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask for anegative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom. 
Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, I just stood to oppose the 

amendment also. I think it was well covered by the majority 
leader. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Linton, on the amendment. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just trying to support the majority leader, I 

think it is clear that even though this amendment may seem to 
be harmless, I at this point in time do not want to support an 
amendment that there seems to be a number of questions 
about. I remember in this House when we supported a small- 
games-of-chance bill that we later had to go back and correct. 

I think if there is some merit in some of the things that Rep- 
resentative Gladeck has suggested, this bill undoubtedly will 
go to a conference committee, and if there is some merit to 
some of his arguments on the floor, I would think that the 
minority leader could in fact express those concerns in the 
conference committee where the conferees will have more 
time to look into the merits of his arguments. Therefore, I 
would suggest a negative vote on the Gladeck amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Franklin, Mr. Coy. 

Mr. COY. Would the gentleman, Mr. Gladeck, consent to 
interrogation? 

Mr. GLADECK. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Gladeck indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You are in order, and you may proceed. 
Mr. COY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to make certain that a few matters are clarified. I 

understand that you do mandate 5 percent of these stores to 
be located in metropolitan areas. Is that correct? 

Mr. GLADECK. Yes. 
Mr. COY. Then, therefore, the rest of the State that is not 

really considered metropolitan areas would be up to the juris- 
diction of the Alcoholic Beverages Commission for the place- 
ment of these stores. 



speaking of. One of those specialty shops is on Market Street 
here in Harrisburg, and maybe some of you have been in 
there; maybe some have not. There is also one in Philadelphia 
in the Bourse Building. In Pittsburgh there is one in Horne's 
Department Store where the LCB rents space. The other spe- 
cialty shops that are referred to in this fiscal note are simply 
cubbyholes in existing liquor stores. In the Philadelphia area, 
for those of you who represent Chestnut Hill, you will find 
one at the top of Chestnut Hill where the trolley turns around, 
and if you look in the back there, Representative Linton, you 
will find a wine specialty shop and you will find that it is 
approximately, I would not suggest that it is any more than 10 
percent of the space, and it does not get to the root of the 
problem, which I think my amendment does. And yes, I do 
anticipate that we would increase revenues. 

Mr. COY. Thank you. 
On the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

Mr. GLADECK. Mr. Speaker, I am awfully sorry. It is very 
difficult to hear you. Could you say that again? 

The SPEAKER. Repeat the question, please, Mr. Coy. 
Mr. COY. Then, therefore, the rest of the complement of 

these stores to be placed in nonmetropolitan areas, as you 
define them, would be up to the jurisdiction of the Beverages 
Commission. 

Mr. GLADECK. That is correct. 
Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, in the fiscal note I think it 

mentions the fact that there may be profits from the sale of 
these specialty wines but it fails to really quantify those 
profits. What I am getting at is the concerns raised by the 
majority leader with regard to the cost of this system. Would 
it be possible that through the sale of wines, some of the costs 
of these stores could be paid for? 

Mr. GLADECK. Most definitely. That is the goal of them. 
1 mean, in the southeastern part of Pennsylvania we are sur- 
rounded by all the States down there that have private wine 
shops. If people are interested in drinking specialty wines, 
premium wines, or basically just simple good wines, they will 
go across the borders into Maryland, Delaware, and especially 
New Jersey, right across the Walt Wbitman Bridge from 
south Philadelphia and across the Ben Franklin Bridge as well 
as the Tacony-Palmyra Bridge, and they will bring back from 
the Booze Shop and a few other stores right on the other side 
of those bridges as much wine as they care to buy. That is 
revenue that we are losing outside of Pennsylvania, because 
quite honestly, Mr. Speaker, they cannot find those kinds of 
wine in Pennsylvania. 

There are some specialty shops, as the majority leader men- 
tioned, hut of those specialty shops, in fact there are only 
three that are soecialtv shoos in the vernacular that we are 

The following roll call was recorded: 

that I do get are complaints about the lack of specialty wines, 
and being a border county in Franklin to the State of Mary- 
land, this is what happens. These people go to Maryland or 
other areas to buy these, and I am convinced of the fact that 
we are not talking about people who are going to excessively 
abuse the system with additional consumption but we are 
talking about, as the prime sponsor of this amendment said, a 
loss of possible revenue to the Commonwealth. 

I think it is a good solution. I think it is a solution that can 
be within the purview of the Alcoholic Beverages Commis- 
sion. I think we ought to consider it. I think it has some merit, 
and I think it can be controlled by that commission and yet 
not provide for excess and excess consumption but maybe a 
few more revenues that can be put back into enforcement 
where it really needs to be put. 

Give this a second thought, Mr. Speaker. I think this one 
might be worthwhile. It has my support. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Heckler, on the amendment. 

Mr. HECKLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The people of my constituency have the opportunity to vote 

on a regular basis on shops such as this amendment would 
create. We have what is supposed to be one of the better and 
one of the higher volume liquor stores in the State, and they 
go across the river into New Jersey daily to buy wines. I would 
suggest that such a shop established in my district would pay 
the freight, the overhead, on several of the other shops. 

I would urge, even if there are some limited questions about 
the language of this amendment, that the amendment be 
enacted. We know that there will be further action on this bill. 
Let us speak in favor of the concept of drawing the LCB's 
attention to wine and to its orooer marketing. Thank vou. 

Acosta 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Battist0 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Banner 
Bawser 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 

Davits 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Rick 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
Cladeck 

Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maine 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Michlovic 
Micozrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 

Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Roebuck 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may Godshall Morris Staback 
Gruitza Mowery Stevens proceed. 
Hagarty Mrkonic Sweet 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, I really think, echoina some of the Harwr Mumhy Taylor, E. Z. - 
comments that were made earlier, this is much different than 
the previous amendment which failed rather handily. Some of 
the complaints that I get about the State stores in my district, 
and very frankly 1 get very few complaints, but some of them 

~ e s s a r  ~ a y d e n  
Chadwick Heckler 
Civera Herman 
Clark Honaman 
Colafella ltkin 
Cornell Josephs 
Cowell Kennedy 
COY Kenney 

 ahi ill ~ i g u e  
Noye Truman 
O'Brien Van Horne 
O'Donnell Weston 
Olasz Wilson 
Perzel Wagan 
Piccola Wright, J. L. 
Pitts Wright, R. C. 
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Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 
amended? 

Mr. BROUJOS offered the following amendment No. 
A0753: 

~ ~p~ 

Cawley Harper Moehlmann Stevens 
Cessar Hasay Morris Stuban 
Chadwick 
cimini 

Hayden Mowery Sweet 
Hayes Mrkonic Taylor, E. Z. 

Civera Heckler Murohv Tavlar. F. 

Amend Sec. 10 (Sec. 207). page 25, line 14, by inserting after 
"commission." 
The commission may establish a preferential price structure for 
wines produced within this Commonwealth for the promotion of 
such wines, as long as the price structure is uniform within each 
class of wine purchased by the commission. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland, Mr. Broujos, on the amendment. 

Mr. BROUJOS. This amendment provides for establishing 
a preferential price structure for wines produced within the 
Commonwealth. We have a major industry, and that is wines 
in Pennsylvania. The wines in Pennsylvania have over 43 
limited wineries. They have approximately a gross of $10 
million. They are very limited. They cannot really go through 
the State stores because they cost so much. They are relatively 
high priced. The State stores do not encourage these Pennsyl- 
vania wineries. They now have three outlets that they can go 
to, but if they go to an outlet, they have to have their own 
single outlet, not in conjunction with others. 

 hi^ first amendment simply says let us recognize we have 
an industry; it needs some help; they are good wines; they are 
increasing in number; they are increasing in quality and 
increasing in prices. So I ask you to authorize the commission 
to give them a chance to get off the ground and to have a price 
structure that will help them produce and be purchased by 
Pennsylvanians. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-192 

Acosta Distler Kukovich Reber 
Angstadt Dombrowski LaGrotta Reinard 
Argall Donatucci Langtr~ Richardson 
Arty Dorr Lashinger Rieger 
Baldwin Duffy Leh Ritter 
Barley Durham Lescovitz Robbins 
Battisto Fargo Letterman Roebuck 
Belardi Farmer Levdansky Rudy 
Belfanti Fattah Linton Ryan 
Black Fee Livengood Rybak 
Blaum Fischer Lloyd Saloom 
Book Flick Lucyk Saurman 
Bonner For: McCall Scheetz 
Bowley Freeman McClatchy Schuler 
Bowser Freind McHale Semmel 
Boyes Callen McVerry Serafini 
Brandt Gamble Maiale Seventy 
Broujos Gannon Maine Showers 
Bunt Geist Manmiller Sirianni 
Burd George Markowk Smith, B. 
Bums Gladeck Mayernik Smith, S. H. 
Bush Godshall Melio Snyder, D. W. 
Caltagirone Gruitza Merry Snyder, G. 
Cappabianca Gmppo Michlavic Staback 
Carlsan Hagmy Micouie Stairs 
Cam Haluska Miller Steighner 

Clark Herman  ahi ill . ~ e i e k  
clymer Hershey Noye Tigue 
Cohen Hess O'Brien Trello 
Calafella Honaman O'Donnell Truman 
Cole Howlett Olasz Van Horne 
Cornel' Hughes Oliver Vean 
Corrigan Hutchinson Perzel Vroon 
Cowell ltkin Petrane Wambach 
COY Jackson Phillips Wass 
DeLuca Jadlowiec Piccola Weston 
DeVerter Jarolin Pievsky Wiggins 
DeWeese Johnson Pistella Wilson 
Daley Josephs Pitts Wogan 
Davies Kasunic Pressmann Wright. D. R. 
Dawida Kennedy Preston Wright, J. L. 

Kenney Punt Wright, R. C. 
Kasinski Raymond Yandrisevits 

NAYS-5 

Birmelin Laughlin Irvis, 
Manderino Speaker 

NOT VOTING-3 

petrarca Taylor, 1. Worniak 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the Colafella amendment, 1 inadvertently voted "no." I 

want to be recorded in the affirmative, please. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will he spread 

upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1000 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. BROUJOS offered the following amendments No. 

A0752: 

Amend Sec. 95 (Sec. 505.2), page 187, line 27, by inserting 
brackets before and after "Sell" and inserting immediately there- 
after 

Separately or in conjunction with other limited win- 
eries, sell 

Amend Sec. 95 (Sec. 505.2), page 187, line 13, by inserting a 
bracket before "on" 

Amend Sec. 95 (Sec. 505.2), page 187, line 28, by striking out 
the bracket before "board-approved" 

Amend Sec. 95 (Sec. 505.2), page 187, line 28, by inserting 
after "board-approved]" 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumberland, Mr. Broujos. 

Mr. BROUJOS. This amendment expands the already 
authorized number of outlets for limited wineries from three 
t o  any number. First of all, they are limited extremely by their 
limited production. They are limited by the capital. Most of 
these wineries d o  not make much money when they get 
started, and it takes many years, so they are not going to 
proliferate, but they would be permitted to have outlets in a 
variety of locations, not just one or  two next to them in a 
shopping center. 

The second thing it permits is that they can join other win- 
eries. If they have a rental in a shopping center for $900, they 
have to pay the whole freight themselves, and nobody is going 
to come in t o  buy, and you d o  not merchandise one product in 
an nutlet. This will permit two or three wineries in a neighbor- 

Dawida 
Dietterick 

Birmelin 
Blaum 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Clymer 
DeWeese 
Deal 

Broujos 
Fattah 
Haluska 

Kenney Robbins 
Kosinski 

NAYS-32 

h f f y  Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Foster Manderino 
Freeman Mowery 
Gamble O'Donnell 
Hershey Phillips 
Hughes Piwsky 
LaGrotta Preston 

NOT VOTING-12 

Linton Oliver 
Mayemik Petrarca 
Melio Petrone 

EXCUSED-2 

Speaker 

Richardson 
Rieger 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Smith, B. 
Staback 
Stuban 
Tigue 

Ritter 
Trello 
Wiggins 

Dininni Evans 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 

On the question recurring, I Amend Sec. 4 (Sec. 102). Dane 18. by inserting between lines 

hood to get together, share, and cut the cost by at least two- 
thirds so that each one pays only $300 a month, and the other 
expenses would be split. 

This is a sensible amendment which lets these wineries get a 
little breathing room and again operate and produce and help 
Pennsylvania's native industry. 

Will t h e ~ o u s e  agree to the amendments? 

amendments were agreed 

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

amended? 
Mr. SWEET offered the following amendments No. 

A0748: 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-156 

Acasta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
MY 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battist0 
Bclardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
B w k  
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
byes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
CLvk 
Cohen 
ColafeUa 
Cole 

Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Rick 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
G N P P ~  
Hasartv " ,  
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson ~~ ~ - ~~~~~~ 

Cornell ltkin 
Corrigan Jackson 
CoweU Jadlowiec 
COY larolin 
DeLuca Johnson 
DeVerter Josephs 
Daley Kasunic 
Davies Kennedv 

Kukavich 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McHale 
McVerry 
Mlale 
Maine 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 

Rwbuck 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tavlar. F. . . -  

Miller Taylor, I. 
Moehlmann Telek 
Morris Truman 
Mrkonic Van Horne 
Murphy Vmn 
Nahill Vrwn 
Noye Wambach 
O'Brien Wass 
Olasz Weston 
Perzel Wilson ~~~~~ 

piccia wogan 
Pistella Wozniak 
Pitts Wright. D. R. 
Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
Punt Wright, R. C. 
Raymond Yandrisevits 
Reber 
Reinard Iwis. 

. . -. . - - - 
"Wine cooler\" shall mean a uine-bawd heverage with an 

alcohol conrunt of less than eight per centum consisting of a blend 
111 wlne, fruit pulp and/or fruit juices and other ingredients. 

Amend Sec. 29 (Sec. 407). page 54, line 2, by inserting after 
"Beverages" 

and Wine Coolers 
Amend Sec. 29 (Sec. 407), page 54, line 6, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 29 (Sec. 407), page 54, line 9, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 29 (Sec. 407), page 54, line 14, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 43 (Heading), page 86, line 5, by inserting after 
"Beverages" 

and Wine Coolers 
Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 86, line 17, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 87, line 6, by inserting after 
"beveraees" where it annears the second time - . . 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431). naae 87. line 8. bv inserting after . 

"beverages" where it appears the first time 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 87, line 8, by inserting after 
"beverages" where it amears the second time 

and wine -coolers 
Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431). page 88, line 1, by inserting after 

"beveraees" - - 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 88, line 18, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 
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Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431). page 88, line 25, by inserting after Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442), page 110, line 8, by inserting after 
"beverages" "beverages" 

and wine coolers and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 88, line 27, by inserting after Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442). page 110, line 12, by inserting after 

"beverages" "beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 89, line 2, by inserting after 1 
"beveraees" I - 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 89, line 14, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 44 (Sec. 431), page 90, line 10, by inserting after 
"affected." 

... - . , , 
"Beverages" - I 

and Wine Coolers 
Amend Sec. 45 (Sec. 432), page 96, line 5, by inserting after 

"beverages" - 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 45 (Sec. 432), page 96, line 6, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 45 (Sec. 432). page 96, line 12, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 52 (Sec. 438). page 106, line 3, by inserting after 
"beveraaes" - 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 52 (Sec. 438), page 106, line 4, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. MI), page 108, line 19, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. 441). page 108, line 23, by inserting after 

"beverages" - 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. MI), page 108, line 29, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. MI), page 109, line 7, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 55 (Sec. MI), page 109, line 14, by inserting after 
"beveraees" - 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442). page 109, line 22, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442), page 109, line 28, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 
Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 4421, page 110, line 1, by inserting after 

"beverages" 
and wine coolers 

Amend Sec. 56 (Sec. 442), page 110, line 4, by inserting after 
"beverages" 

and wine coolers 

- 
and wine coolers 

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

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

Mr. SWEET. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I will not belabor the issue. This amendment 

does something very simple. This amendment allows the sale 
of wine coolers through the beer distribution system. That is 
all it does - wine coolers through the beer distribution system 
with the same rules that the beer system has. Wine coolers can 
also still be purchased in the liquor stores. The taxes will still 
be paid by those who buy the wine coolers, and it will end this 
foolish distinction we have in the law between the wine-based 
coolers and the malt-based coolers. 

I think it is a fair amendment. I think it is a good amend- 
ment, and 1 would ask for your support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Belardi 
Blaum 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowrer 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Colafella 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeLuea 
Dalev 

Baldwin 
Barley 
Batlisto 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Boyes 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 

Davies 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Heckler 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Josephs 

Duffy 
Farga 
Fattah 
Fee 
Foster 
Freeman 
George 
GIuppo 
Harper 
Hayes 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 

Kasunic 
Kenney 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manmiller 
Melio 
Miehlovie 
Micozie 
Miller 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Perzel 
Petrone 
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Livengood 
Lloyd 
McCall 
McHale 
Manderino 
Markosck 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Oliver 

Piccola 
Pressman 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, 8. 
Smilh. S. H. 
Staback 
stairs 
Stevens 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Van Home 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 

Saloom 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Seventy 
Showers 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Steighner 
Stnban 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Truman 
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 

Clark Hughes Phillips Veon 
Clymer Jackson Pievsky Vroon 
Cohen Jadlowiec Pistella Wambach 
Cole Iaroiin Pitts Wass 
COY Johnson Preston Wiggins 
DeVener Kennedy Punt Womiak 
DeWeese Kasinski Richardson Wright, D. R. 
Dawida Kukovich Rieger Yandrisevits 
Deal taGrotta Roebuck 
Dietterick Letterman Rudy Irvis, 
Distler tinton Rybak Speaker 
Dombrowski 

NOT VOTING-5 

Haluska Petrarca Ritter Trelio 
Olasz 

EXCUSED-2 

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

amended? 

Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bawiey 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 

Mr. JAROLIN offered the following amendments No. 
A0762: 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305). page 37, line 15, by striking out "1 
The commission" 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 17, by striking out 
"""I"" = 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 17, by striking out the 
bracket before "board" 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305), page 37, line 17, by striking out "1 
commission" 

Amend Sec. 19 (Sec. 305). page 37, line 19, by inserting after 
"exclusively." 

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

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

Mr. JAROLIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This is the amendment that 1 had presented before, but 

there were some minor chanees reauired in it. This authori7.e~ - . ~ ~ ~~~~~~ -.---.. 

the commission to  give discount cards to each licensee identi- 
fying such licensee as a person authorized to purchase liquor 
at  a wholesale price in any store he chooses. 

I ask for an affirmative vote, please. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
~awida 
Deal 

Birmelin 
Dorr 

Distler 
Fattah 
Melio 
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Durham Leh 
Fargo Lescovitz 
Farmer Letterman 
Fee Levdansky 
Fischer Linton 
Flick Livengood 
Fox Lloyd 
Freeman Lucyk 
Freind McCali 
Gaiien MeCiatchy 
Gamble McHale 
Cannon McVerry 
Geist Maiale 
George Maine 
Gladeck Manderino 
Godshall Manmiller 
Gruitza Markosek 
Gruppo Mayernik 
Hagany Merry 
Haluska Michlovic 
Harper Micozzie 
Hasay Miller 
Hayden Moehlmann 
Hayes Morris 
Heckler Mrkonic 
Herman Murphy 
Hershey Nahill 
Hess Noye 
Honaman O'Donnell 
Howlett Olas2 
Hutchinson Oliver 
ltkin Perzel 
Jackson Petrone 
Jadlowiec Piccola 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Josephs Pitts 
Kasunic Pressmann 
Kennedy Preston 
Kenney Punt 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 

Foster Mowery 
Hughes Phillips 

NOT VOTING-9 

O'Brien Showers 
Petrarca Sweet 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuier 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Teiek 
Tigue 
Trelio 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wrixht. R. C. 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Richardson 
Smith, B. 

Taylor, 1 
Vroon 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. CARN offered the following amendments No. A0638: 

Amend Sec. 57, page 110, line 26, by inserting after "reen- 
acted" 

and amended 
Amend Sec. 57 (Sec. 443), page 113, by inserting between lines 

22 and 23 

Awsta Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard 
Angstadt Wmbrowski Langtry Rieger 
Argd Donatucci Lashinger Ritter 
Arty Duffy Laughlin Robbins 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Carn. 

Mr. CARN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment would make it 
possible for persons who would like to establish or purchase a 
malt or brewed beverage distributorship but cannot acquire 
the necessary financing to be able to acquire the financing 
from a manufacturer of malt or brewed beverages. It also 
requires that the manufacturer cannot control the majority of 
the voting stock or act as an operating partner. 

I ask for an affirmative vote on this amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-37 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Belardi 
Bimelin 
Brand1 
Bums 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cimini 
Clark 

Argall 
MY 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belfanti 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 

Cohen McCall 
Farmer Maiale 
Hayden Miller 
Howlett O'Brien 
Hughes Olasz 
Hutchinson Oliver 
Josephs Perzel 
Kenney Preston 
Kosinski Richardson 
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Donatucci Laughlin 
Dorr Lch 
Duffy Lescovitz 
Durham Letterman 
Fargo Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McClatchy 
Foster McHale 
Fox McVerry 
Freeman Maine 
Freind Manderino 
Gallen Manmiller 
Gamble Markosek 
Gannon Mayemik 
Geist Melio 
George Merry 
Gladeck Miehlavic 
GodshaU Micouie 
Gruitza Mochlmann 
Gruppo Morris 
Hagany Mowery 
Harper Mrkonic 
HWY Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Donnell 
Hershey Petronc 
Hess Phillips 
Honaman Piccola 

Roebuck 
Saloom 
Seventy 
Truman 
Veon 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, I. L. 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Sernmel 
Serafini 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
S t u b a  
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wambach 

DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dambrowski 

Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Lanary 
Lashinger 

Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Rieger 

wass 
Weston 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-7 

Fattah ltkin Linton Taylor. I. 
Haluska Levdansky Petrarca 

EXCUSED-2 

Dininni Evans 

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 as 

amended? 
Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendment No. 

A0773: 

Amend Sec. 82 (Sec. 494), page 177, line 8, by inserting after 
"section." 
A person convicted of furnishing liquor or malt or brewed bever- 
ages to a minor shall have his license suspended for six (6) months 
for a first offense and for one (1) year for a second offense. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, today I would hope that what we have 

attempted to do is to put into place a responsible system, one 
that does in fact respond to the concerns that our constituents 
have talked about, those things in terms of availability, those 
things in terms of distribution. But one of the things that has 
recurred in the comments that have been mentioned through- 
out the discussion today is that we do not want our underage 
drinkers to have greater access. There is only one place that 
this can be controlled, and that is at the distribution point. 

Mr. Speaker, my amendment will require a 6-month sus- 
pension of the license for anyone who sells to a minor, and in 
a second offense, a year. Now, that is harsh, and it is intended 
to be harsh, but I would just like to make one analogy. Just 
recently there were violations at the Peach Bottom nuclear 
plant, and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission suspended 
their license. I can assure you that there is not a nuclear plant 
operator in this country who is not aware of what happened 
and who will not take every step to make sure that this does 
not happen again. 

If in fact our distributors know that if they goof, if they sell 
to a minor, and it is shown and proven that they have in fact 
done this that they are going to have their license suspended, 
they will take every measure to make certain that anyone who 
purchases is in fact of legal age. I think this is our opportunity 
to show to our constituents our concern for this underage 
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drinking, which is in fact a cancer in our society and needs to 
be addressed. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the majority whip. 

Mr. O'WNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the 
amendment. 

The gentleman's last observation was telling. This is an 
opportunity, he says, to show our concern to our constituents 
about the problem of underage drinking, and I think that is 
really what the amendment is. It is a demonstration of a very 
sincere concern. Unfortunately, however, it is bad law. We 
already in this hill have done two important things about 
underage drinking: One, we have raised the penalties that can 
be applied; and two, we have suspended the automatic opera- 
tion of supersedeas in cases where there has been a violation 
for underage drinking. 

I just want to point out that serving a minor is the single 
most difficult violation to police, and I really think that we 
have a choice here; we have a choice to make. We all condemn 
underage drinking. We know that. We all want to do every- 
thing we can to prevent it. But where exactly do we draw the 
line? Why 6 months? Why not a year? Why not mandatory 
sentencing for every single violation? And the answer is 
because we have to draw a line and try and create a rational 
system. 

I do think there is a choice. The choice is between a political 
demonstration which enables us to say how strongly we feel; 
and maybe if this debate continues, someone else will come 
forward with another amendment for I year for the first, or 
maybe even at some point mandatory jail for anybody who 
serves a minor. Why not? Because we need to draw a rational 
line somewhere, and we have already imposed significant 
sanctions in this hill. 

The SPEAKER. on the amendment, the chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. Serafini. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, would the maker of the 
amendment stand for a brief question, please? 

Mr. SAURMAN. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. saurman indicates he will so stand. 

You may proceed. 
Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, I am sure all of us agree that 

minors should not be served alcoholic beverages. what would 
the extent of your verification of an individual's age be that 
would verify the fact that he was a minor? 

Mr. SAURMAN. In a legal hearing, the evidence that 
would be presented wnuld find a guilty verdict, not just 
hearsay, not just supposition, but in fact evidentiary proof 
that the individual had in fact sold to a minor. 

Mr. SERAFINI. But what would that proof consist of, Mr. 
Speaker? Exactly what is it that you are trying to have per- 
formed by a server of alcohol to prove that an illdividual is 
under the age of 21? What proof would you consider verifica. 
tion of a child being a minor? 

Mr. SAURMAN. Mr. Speaker, there are various kinds of 
evidence. There is certainly the direct observance of that sale 
by someone underage. There is the testimony of an underage 
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person that in fact he did purchase, supported by corrobo- 
ration of other witnesses. In such a hearing in any court of law 
or in any such proceedings, there must be sufficient evidence 
that there is not reasonable doubt. That same evidence would 
be required in this situation before there would be a verdict of 
a guilty finding. 

Mr. SERAFINI. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would appreciate 
some substantial indication as to what you would consider 
proof of age in the sense that you are discussing. You are 
talking about a very dynamic violation in this regard. Would 
you consider a driver's license, a picture driver's license, as 
proof of age, and would the questioning of an individual for a 
picture driver's license be adequate consideration for verifica- 
tion of an individual's age? 

Mr. SAURMAN. Mr. Speaker, those forms of evidence 
with regard to the distribution or sale to a minor are in fact in 
place. An ID, a driver's license, and those things which are 
accepted would certainly be acceptable, and therefore, there 
would not be a violation. 

Mr. SERAFINI. So in other words then, with your amend- 
ment, if an individual were asked to present ID and that ID 
verified his age to be 21 years of age or older, even if he pro- 
duced a fake ID, you would consider the individual serving 
that drink as not guilty of serving a minor? 

Mr. SAURMAN. I would say that would be accurate unless 
the evidence that was presented, the ID or the driver's license, 
was very obviously faked. 

Mr. SERAFINI. I understand. 
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate your 

answering the question. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Manderino, do you wish to be recog- 
nized on this amendment or on a general statement later? 

On this amendment, the Chair recognizes the majority 
leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. No, Mr. Speaker; just generally. 
It is obvious to me that the House of Representatives and 

the members have lost interest in the debate and are no longer 
reading the amendments and everyone is talking while serious 
debate is going on. My counterpart on the other side of the 
aisle informs me that he has a function to attend this evening, 
and it is obvious that we are not going to get out of here for 
another hour or two at the rate we are going. 

I would Suggest, Mr. Speaker, that we cut off debate where 
We are, hold everything in abeyance, do not reprint the bill or 
cause any cost to the Commonwealth, and I move that we 
take action to adjourn the House until tomorrow, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Saurman. we will pick up with Your 
amendment tomorrow. You will not lose your opportunity; 
YOU will be first to be recognized. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Those who wish to correct the record, the 
Chair will takecorrections to the record tomorrow. 
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them forward. 

Mr. COHEN submitted the following remarks for the Leg- 
islative Journal: 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, may I admonish the 

members of the House that there are several reconsideration 
motions that have been filed on some very important amend- 
ments that were either defeated or passed on what may have 
been close votes and what may not have been close votes, but 
every member's vote will be needed tomorrow in expression 
on these reconsideration motions, and I would urge a full 
attendance. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen, to send some remarks forward for 
the record. They will be inserted in the record. Please send 

This year, as we celebrate the 200th anniversary of our Consti- 
tution, many people across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
and across the country will be coming to Philadelphia. 

My constituent, Sallie Cornelia Boyer, a longtime Philadelphia 
resident, whose father was one of the first blacks to be graduated 
from a Pennsvlvania medical school. has authored a noem about 

And above all, before you leave, Please 
with Reverence Touch your Liberty Bell!! 
Visit World Famous Fairmount Park! 
View this Scenic wonderland 
Through an urban window pane, 
Enjoy its bicycle trails, and bridle paths, 
Its swimming pools and tennis courts. 
There too, you will find our country's first Zoo, 
And enjoy drama at the Park's Playhouse. 
For the children there's Smith's Playground, 
Designed for infants and children, aged two to ten. 
And for hikers, there are the vistas 
of the wondrous Wissahickon! 
Since all this, you cannot see in a week, 
Stay for a week and more; relax, be free, 
See the quaint Pennsylvania country. 
Enjoy the sun and the surf where the Jersey wind 

the tourists' attractions of our great city of Philadelphia. 
In order that all members of the House have access to this very 

instructive poem about what to see in the city of Philadelphia, for 
the use of themselves, their families. and their constituents, I wish 
to introduce this into the ~ouinal of the House. 

1 am honored that one of my constituents cares so deeoly about 1 
the city of Philadelphia and the Commonwealth of ~eksylvania 
that she has authored this poem. 

COME TO PHILADELPHIA 
Come to Philly at anytime, 
For fun and frolic and things sublime 
Come to Philly at anytime, 
See the City, Birthplace of our Nation's Liberty, 
A city steeped in many Firsts in History. 
There are places of fun and frolic, 
And unique places to wine and dine, 
In sight of much brick, concrete, and steel, 
Here, there are things bucolic. 
Bring your husband, children, friend and relation. 
Persuade them to share with you, our invitation. 
While some of you, concerned with business are, 
Your loved ones can explore near and far, 
Brouse through the antique shops, 
And visit the museums: the Wax, the Maritime, 
the Ethnic, and Art. 
Walk through the Colonial Homes, or 
Meander down the oldest continually inhabited 
street in the world! 
Come to Philly at anytime 
See the newest in Science at our 
Science Institute, and a museum named for 
Ben Franklin! 
Do visit our libraries for the Teachers, the 
Merchants, for the Blind, and the Physician. 
In Summer enjoy music at Robin Hood Dell; 

blows, 
Or hike in the woodlands and mountains of the 
Pownos. 
So come to Philly at anytime 
Philly's welcome Mat is out for you, -All 
The Time!! 

Sallie Cornelia Boyer, R.N. 
Copyright - 10/84 

The SPEAKER. The Chair urges also what Mr. Manderino 
underlined. Tomorrow morning we shall be starting as 
quickly as possible on the debate on this bill. Please do not 
wait until 11:35 to show up and be shocked to find out that 
the bill is already gone. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Mayernik. Why are you rising? 

Mr. MAYERNIK. Correction of the record, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. You did not hear the Speaker. The 

Speaker will take corrections of the record tomorrow. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Corrections of the record tomorrow. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Hughes. Mr. Hughes, there is no further 
business to be brought before this day's session. You may 
proceed. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I have the motion for 
adjournment. 

I move that this House do now adjourn until Wednesday, 
April 29, 1987, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., unless sooner recalled by the 
Speaker. Thank you. 

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