
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL 

TUESDAY, JUNE 23. 1987 

SESSION OF 1987 171ST OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 49 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1 committee of the House of Representatives (already 

The House convened at 11 a.m., e.d.t. appointed) on the subject of the differences existing between 
the two Houses in relation to said bill. 

THE SPEAKER (K. LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

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

0 God of all grace and Father of all mankind, to Thee we 
owe our allegiance, our loyalty, and our praise. As grateful 
recipients of Thy bounty and as stewards of Thy protection in 
our every hour of need, we approach Thee with profound 
thanks and deep reverence. We humbly pray that our lives 
may show forth our gratitude to Thee as we strive to be an 
extension of Thy will and Thy way in our world. We beseech 
Thee to instill within us that sense of belonging to Thee and 
Thy kingdom so that we may reflect Thy truth in those things 
which we do and say. We ask Thee to grant us approval as we 
find peace and satisfaction in that which we accomplish for 
Thee. To Thee be honor, glory, and praise, forever and ever, 
world without end. Amen. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 1582 By Representatives GODSHALL, 
KOSINSKI, BORTNER, MORRIS, LLOYD, 
TRELLO, NOYE, HECKLER, 
PETRARCA, B. SMITH, HARPER, BUNT, 
WOZNIAK, LEH and OLASZ 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, providing for information displayed on regis- 
tration plates. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
June 23, 1987. 

No. 1583 By Representatives GODSHALL, 
JACKSON, S. H. SMITH, LANGTRY, 
SEMMEL, CORNELL, NOYE, BUNT, 
OLASZ, WOZNIAK and PETRARCA 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P. L. 
1656, No. 581), known as "The Borough Code," further provid- 
ing for certain utility billing. 

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

I Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal 
for Monday, June 22, 1987, is not yet in print. Therefore, the 
Journal will be passed over, without objection. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

June 23, 1987. 

No. 1584 By Representatives YANDRISEVITS, 
TRELLO, E. Z. TAYLOR, MORRIS, 
RITTER, BATTISTO, BELARDI, OLASZ, 
BUNT, FISCHER, FOX, JOHNSON, 
RAYMOND, SEMMEL, BARLEY, CARN 
and GODSHALL 

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682, No. 
284), known as "The Insurance Company Law of 1921,'' requir- 
ing coverage of certain workmen's compensation claims in 
certain fire insurance policies. 

Referred to Committee on INSURANCE. June 23, 1987. 
SENATE INSISTS ON AMENDMENTS 

NONCONCURRED IN BY HOUSE 
No. 1585 By Representatives TRELLO, WILSON, 

DeLUCA. PETRONE, VAN HORNE, 
The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 

the Senate has insisted upon its amendments nonconcurred in 
by the House of Representatives to HB 210, PN 1727, and has 
appointed Senators SHUMAKER, PETERSON and 
BODACK a committee of conference to confer with a similar 

GAMBLE, BUNT, CORNELL, FOX, 
NAHILL, FARMER, EVANS, MAYERNIK 
and KENNEY ~ 

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 imuosition, collection and aooortionment of taxes on mutual I thrift institutions. 
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Referred to  Committee on FINANCE, June 23, 1987. 

No. 1586 By Representatives CALTAGIRONE, 
WOGAN, MORRIS, STABACK, MAIALE, 
GODSHALL, SEVENTY, LASHINGER, 
LETTERMAN, RAYMOND, KENNEY, 
BLACK, FATTAH, PISTELLA. 
KUKOVICH, J. TAYLOR, F. TAYLOR and 
GRUITZA 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for the pri- 
ority of liens arising under mortgages which allow for future 
advances. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 23, 1987. 

No. 1587 By Representatives JAROLIN, 
LETTERMAN, HASAY, FEE, 
MANDERINO, DOMBROWSKI, 
KASUNIC, F. TAYLOR, DIETTERICK, 
BELARDI, CAWLEY, MAINE, DURHAM, 
SCHULER, BARLEY, BUSH, CARLSON, 
TELEK, BLACK, BOYES, RYAN, 
GODSHALL, MELIO, STUBAN, ACOSTA, 
KOSINSKI, HOWLETT, WIGGINS, VEON, 
FOSTER, NOYE, CAPPABIANCA and 
HARPER 

An Act amending Title 30 (Fish) of the Pennsylvania Consoli- 
dated Statutes, further providing for lifetime firhlng l~uenses for 
mentally retarded and phypically handicapped persons. 

No. 1591 By Representatives FOX, O'DONNELL, 
ITKIN, PERZEL, MERRY, O'BRIEN, 
KOSINSKI, FISCHER, SEMMEL, 
RAYMOND, GLADECK, CIVERA, 
HECKLER, NAHILL, KENNEY, 
J. TAYLOR, DeLUCA, JOHNSON, 
MAIALE, CANNON, HALUSKA, VROON, 
VEON, GEIST, CIMINI, PRESSMANN, 
FARGO, SAURMAN, WOGAN, TRELLO, 
BUNT and SEVENTY 

An Act providing for protection from threatening behavior, 
for the jurisdiction of certain courts, for hearings and for reme- 
dies; and providing penalties. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, June 23, 1987. 

No. 1592 By Representatives FOX, STABACK, 
TIGUE, RYBAK, MORRIS, CARLSON, 
DISTLER, J .  L. WRIGHT, McCALL, 
BORTNER, VROON, KOSINSKI, 
ANGSTADT, KUKOVICH, CIMINI, 
SEMMEL, BELARDI, JOSEPHS, 
R. C. WRIGHT, KENNEY, NAHILL, 
SHOWERS, MAIALE, VEON, ARTY, 
STAIRS, E. Z. TAYLOR, LANGTRY, 
SWEET, PRESSMANN, REINARD, 
D. W. SNYDER, TRELLO, WOGAN, 
ITKIN and CIVERA 

An Act amending the act of Auril 9. 1929 (P. L. 177. No. 175). . . 
~ ~ f ~ ~ ~ ~ d  to Committee on GAME AND FISHERIES, known as "The ~dministrative codeof  1929," providing for a 

June 23, 1987. post-polio information clearinghouse in the Department of 
Health. 

No. 1588 By Representatives PRESSMANN and Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
RITTER June 23, 1987. 

An Act declaring and adopting the song "Pennsylvania 
Proud," lyrics and music by John F. Holmes, as the State song of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
June 23, 1987. 

No. 1589 By Representatives BIRMELIN, SAURMAN, 
ARTY, PITTS, CLYMER, BARLEY, 
JOHNSON, FISCHER, FOX, JOSEPHS and 
GEIST 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
known as the "Liquor Code," providing for warning labels. 

Referred to Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, June 23, 
1987. 

No. 1590 By Representatives BIRMELIN, SAURMAN, 
ARTY, PITTS, CLYMER, BARLEY, 
JOHNSON, FISCHER, FOX, JOSEPHS and 
GEIST 

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
known as the "Liquor Code," providing for warning labels. 

Referred to Committee on LIQUOR CONTROL, June 23, 
1987. 

No. 1593 By Representatives B. SMITH, PETRONE, 
MOEHLMANN, PISTELLA, HAYES, 
RYBAK, McCLATCHY, CARN, NOYE, 
SIRIANNI, MRKONIC, BOOK, ARGALL, 
NAHILL, SCHEETZ, YANDRISEVITS, 
BELFANTI, LaGROTTA, FARGO, TIGUE, 
ANGSTADT, J. L. WRIGHT, HASAY, 
GRUPPO, CESSAR, MORRIS, VROON, 
BOYES, JACKSON. CARLSON. 
PETRARCA, G. SNYDER, SEMMEL, 
HAGARTY, MELIO, BIRMELIN, 
DISTLER, MAIALE, BROUJOS, McHALE, 
WILSON, BARLEY, STABACK, FISCHER, 
MOWERY, ROBBINS, SAURMAN, 
BALDWIN, TRELLO, RAYMOND, 
McVERRY, COY, PICCOLA, HERSHEY, 
CHADWICK, FARMER, KOSINSKI, 
HALUSKA. LASHINGER. WOZNIAK. 
DORR, GODSHALL, FOX, LANGTRY, 
MAYERNIK, D. W. SNYDER, CLYMER, 
KASUNIC, HERMAN, ITKIN, HECKLER, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, BATTISTO, GEIST, 
MICHLOVIC, DeLUCA, JOHNSON, 
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FLICK, FOSTER, LINTON, BELARDI, 
OLASZ, HAYDEN, CIMINI, BORTNER, 
TELEK, BLACK, SCHULER, BURD, 
SEVENTY, MILLER, BOWSER, COWELL 
and MANMILLER 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
juvenile appearances before district justices. 

Referred to Committeeon JUDICIARY, June 23, 1987. 

No. 1594 By Representatives IRVIS, MURPHY, 
PRESTON and GAMBLE 

An Act amending the act of July 10, 1986 (P. L. 1285, No. 
1 In), known as the "Capital Budget Project Itemization Act for 
1984-1985," increasing a redevelopment project allocation for 
the City of Pittsburgh; and adding a redevelopment project for 
the City of Pittsburgh. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, June 23, 
1987. 

JOHNSON, CARLSON, PISTELLA, 
KUKOVICH, STABACK, BATTISTO, 
JOSEPHS, VEON, YANDRISEVITS, FOX, 
HECKLER, BELARDI, J. L.  WRIGHT, 
ITKIN and MELIO 

Declaring the month of August 1987 as "Lyme Disease 
Awareness and Prevention Month" in Pennsylvania. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 23, 1987. 

No. 136 
(Concurrent) By Representatives HAGARTY, MAIALE, 

LASHINGER, McVERRY, SIRIANNI, 
WOGAN, LANGTRY, KUKOVICH, 
McHALE, BARLEY, ARTY, NAHILL, 
D. W. SNYDER, ITKIN, JOHNSON, 
MARKOSEK, JACKSON, SEMMEL, 
CORRIGAN, GEIST, FARMER, 
J. TAYLOR, STABACK, SHOWERS, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, RAYMOND, FISCHER 
and COLAFELLA 

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS Directing the Joint State Government Commission to study 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED surrogate mothering. 

J. L. WRIGHT, HESS, BOOK, BOYES, 
McCALL, CARLSON, JOHNSON, 
BORTNER, VROON, SCHULER, 
HUGHES, KASUNIC, GRUPPO, 
KOSINSKI, ANGSTADT, FARMER, FOX, 
LEH, CAPPABIANCA, DALEY, 
FISCHER, OLASZ, SEMMEL, NAHILL, 
KENNEDY, McVERRY, HERSHEY, 
SAURMAN, TELEK, CIVERA, ARTY, 
CIMINI, STAIRS, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
MAINE, ITKIN, WOZNIAK, GEIST, 
WOGAN, WESTON and LANGTRY 

No. 132 By Representatives BOWSER, 
DOMBROWSKI, ROBBINS, DISTLER, 
BURD, JADLOWIEC, FARGO, MORRIS, 

Proclaiming July 30, 1987, as "William Penn Day" in Penn- 
sylvania. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 23, 1987. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 23, 1987 

No. 134 By Representatives COHEN, FISCEIER, 
RYBAK, FREEMAN, KOSINSKI, 
1. L. WRIGHT, HALUSKA, FOX, 
BOWLEY, ANGSTADT, J. TAYLOR, 
CORRIGAN, HARPER, PISTELLA, 
LaGROTTA, KUKOVICH, STABACK, 
JOSEPHS, YANDRISEVITS, BELARDI, 
ITKIN and MELlO 

Urging the Governor to proclaim September 6 through 12, 
1987, as "Safe Jobs Week." 

Referred to Committee on RULES, June 23, 1987. 

No. 135 By Representatives COHEN, FISCNER, 
BLACK, KOSINSKI, HALUSKA, 
BOWLEY, J.  TAYLOR, ANGSTADT, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now turns to leaves of absence. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lawrence, Mr. 

Fee. Do you have any requests? 
Mr. FEE. Mr. Speaker, no leaves on the Democratic side at 

this time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks thegentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the minority whip on leaves. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I request a leave for the gentle- 

man from Philadelphia County, Mr. KENNEY, for the day. 
The SPEAKER. With no objection, the leave is granted. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

I MASTER ROLL CALL 

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

I The following roll call was recorded: 

I PRESENT- 199 

Acasta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 

Donatucci 
Darr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescavitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 

Rieger 
Ritler 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Scrafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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Boyer Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Brandt Gannon Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt George Melia Snyder. G. 

C A L E N D A R  

BILLS O N  THIRD CONSIDERATION 

Burd Gladeck Merry staback 
Burns Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Bush Gruitra Micozzie Steighner 
Caltagirone Gruppo Miller Stevens 
Cappabianca Hagarty Maehlmann Stuban 
Carlson Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Haroer Mowerv Tavlor. E. 7. 

Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cow ell 
COY 
DeLuca 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 273, PN 
1490, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 
solidated Statutes, further providing for interference with 
devices, signs or signals. ~ ~ , ~ - ~ .  -~ - 

Cawley Hasay ~ r k o n i c  Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J .  
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cimini Heckler Noye Tigue 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark Hershev O'Dannell Truman 

DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. VAN HORNE offered the following amendment No. 

A2299: 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

~ ~~~~~~~ 

Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Pitts ~ o i n i a k  
Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Preston Wright, J. L. 
Punt Wright, R. C. 
Raymond Yandrisevits 
Reber 
Reinard Irvis, 
Richardson Speaker 

ADDITIONS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

Kenney McHale 

LEAVES ADDED-2 

Cimini Dininni 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. Bill Baldwin has as his guests to the left of 
the Speaker, Frank Tenenholz from Pottsville, Ernest 
Eichenbaum from Pottsville, and Robert Baron from 
Pottsville. They are t o  the left of the Speaker. Please rise. 
Welcome to the hall of the House. We are glad to have you 
here, gentlemen. 

Representative Honaman and the Lancaster County delega- 
tion have guests from the State of Bavaria in West Germany. 
Cliff Heim and his student are here, and his student is 
Andreas "Andy" Lohner. Andy is from West Germany, the 
State of Bavaria. Andy, please rise with your tutor. Welcome 
to the hall of the House. We are glad to have you here. 

We have from Millerstown a group of senior citizens in the 
gallery. They are the guests of Representative DeVerter and 
Representative Noye. Welcome to the hall of the House. We 
are delighted to have you here. 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6126), page 2, line 10, by striking out 
"$500." and inserting 

not less than $200 nor more than $500 for the first 
offense, and a mandatory fine of $500 for the 
second or any subsequent offense. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Van Horne. 

Mr. VAN HORNE. Mr. Speaker, this is the fourth of a 
four-bill package. Three were considered yesterday. This 
amends title 75 dealing with the fines on the stealing and the 
vandalism of road signs, and we would ask for flexibility here 
to make the first offense a minimum of $200 up to $500 and 
every subsequent offense to be a $500 fine. 

I would ask for an affirmative vote. 
The SPEAKER. This is essentially the same amendment 

that the House passed on two other bills? 
Mr. VAN HORNE. On three other hills, Mr. Speaker. It 

amends title 75. 
The SPEAKER. Three other bills. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Butler, Mr. 

Steighner. 
Mr. STEIGHNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker . ~ 

Again, this is an identical amendment to what was inserted 
in the three previous bills that passed the House unanimously. 
I would ask for concurrence. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowser 
Bayes 

Donatucci Lashinger 
Darr Laughlin 
Duffy Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Evans Letterman 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer Linton 
Fattah Livengoad 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster McClatchy 
Fox McVerry 
Freeman Maiale 
Freind Maine 
Callen Manderina 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheea 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 



Clymer Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Cohen Hess Olasr Van Horne 
Colafella Honaman Oliver Vean 
Cole Howlett Perzel Vroon 
Cornell Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Corrigan Hutchinson Petrone Wass 
Cawell ltkin Phillips Weston 
COY Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
DeLuca Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeVener Jarolin Pistella Wogan 
DeWeese Johnson Pitts Wo~niak 
Daley Josephs Pressmann Wright. D. R. 
Davies Kasunic Preston Wright, J .  L .  
Dawida Kennedy Punt Wright. R. C. 
Dietterick Kasinski Raymond Yandriscvits 
Dininni Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaCrotta Reinard I r v i h ,  
Dambrowski Langtiy Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-1 

Bowley 
NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-2 

Kenney McHale 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 
Mr. SAURMAN offered the following amendments No. 

A2169: 

Brandt Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Broujos Cannon Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Bunt Gein Mayernik Snyder, D. W .  
Burd George Melio Snyder. G.  
Burns Gladeck Merry Staback 
Bush Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Caltagirone Gruioa Micozzie Steighner 
Cappabianca Gruppo Miller Stevens 
Carlson Hagarty Moehlmann Stuban 
Cam Haluska Morris Sweet 
Cawley Harper Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cessar Hasay Mrkanic Taylor, F. 
Chadwick Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Cimini Hayes Nahill Telek 
Civera Heckler Naye Tigue 
Clark Herman O'Brien Trello 

Amend Title, page 1, line2, by inserting after "providing" 
for chemical testing to determine the amount of 
alcohol or controlled substance in a person's blood; 
and further providing 

Amend Bill, page I ,  lines 6 and 7, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

(2) It shall be the duty of the police officer or certified 
breath test operator to inform the person that the person's 
operating privilege will be suspended upon refusal to submit 
to chemical testing. 

(3) Any person whose operating privilege is suspended 
under the provisions of this section shall have the same right 
of appeal as provided for in cases of suspension for other 
reasons. 
* * * 
Section 2. Section 61260s Title 75 isamended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 11, by striking out "2" and insert- 

ing 
3 

On the auestion. 

Section 1 .  Section 1547(b) of Title 75 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended to read: 
S 1547. Chemical testing to determine amount of alcohol or 

controlled substance. * * * 
(h) Susnension for refusal.- 

(1) If any person placed under arrest for a violation of 
section 3731 (relating to driving under influence of alcohol or 
controlled substance) is reauested to submit to chemical 
testing and refuses toho so, the testing shall not be conducted 
but upon notice by fhe police officer or certified breath test 
operator, the department shall suspend the operating privilege 
of the person for a period of 12 months 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, we have developed in the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania a system called central booking in the handling 
of cases of DUI (driving under the influence) in certain areas. 
What happens when a police officer then takes the suspected 
DUI to the central booking agency is they drop them off and 
return back to their patrol duty. 

The law requires that they be warned before taking the 
breath test that if they refuse, their license will be suspended. 
Under the way the law currently reads, only the police officer 
can administer that warning, and it has created some prob- 
lems administratively. We would like to add the words "or 
certified breath test operator" after "the police officer" so 
that either of the two can administer that warning and it will 
hold up in court. 

1 would appreciate your support of this amendment. It 
would be much needed. It is much needed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Butler, Mr. Steighner. 

Mr. STEIGHNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is my information that the House has 

passed similar legislation in the past and would have no objec- 
tions to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Acasta Dombrawski Laughlin Ritter 
Angstadt Danatucci Leh Robbins 
Argall Dorr Lescovitz Roebuck 
Any Duffy Letterman Rudy 
Baldwin Durham Levdanskv Ryan 
Barley Evans Linton Rybak 
Battisto Fargo Livengoad Salaom 
Belardi Farmer Lloyd Saurman 
Rplfznfi Fattah Lucvk Scheetz -. . . .. . .. . 

~ , -. 
Birmclin Fee McCall Schuler 
Black Fischer McClatchy Semmel 
Blaurn Flick McVerry Serafini 
Book Foster Maiale Seventy 
Banner Fox Maine Showers 
Bawlev Freeman Manderina Sirianni 
Bowser Freind Manmiller Smith, B. 
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Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Jarolin 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 

Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

NOT VOTING-3  

Hagarty Johnson Micozzie 

EXCUSED-2 

Kenney McHale 

Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigne 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Venn 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright. R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

The question w a s  de t e rmined  i n  t h e  a f f i rmat ive ,  and t h e  

amendments were  ag reed  to. 

On the question recurr ing ,  

Will the House agree to the bill on third cons idera t ion  as 
amended? 

Bill as amended w a s  ag reed  to. 

The SPEAKER. T h i s  bill has been cons idered  o n  t h r ee  dif-  

f e r en t  d a y s  and agreed to and is now on f ina l  passage. 
The q u e s t i o n  is, sha l l  the bill pass finally? 

Agreeab l e  to t h e  provis ions  o f  the Cons t i t u t i on ,  t h e  yeas  

and n a y s  will n o w  be t aken .  

YEAS-198 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battista 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birrnelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 

Dombrowski 
Donatueci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Farga 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fax 
Freeman 
Freind 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lintan 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Rabbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 

Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Carnell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWee~e 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Dininni 
Distler 

Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jaralin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazzie 
Miller 
Moehlrnann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

NAYS-0 

I NOT VOTING- ]  

I Kenney McHale 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

The ma jo r i t y  requi red  b y  t h e  Cons t i t u t i on  having  vo t ed  in 
the af f i rmat ive ,  t h e  ques t i on  w a s  de t e rmined  i n  the af f i rma-  

t ive and t h e  bill passed finally. 

Orde red ,  T h a t  the clerk present  t h e  same to t h e  Senate f o r  

concurrence .  

I BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

The fol lowing bill, having  been  ca l led  up, was  considered 
f o r  t h e  s econd  t i m e  a n d  ag reed  t o ,  a n d  o rde r ed  t ranscr ibed  f o r  

third cons idera t ion:  

I BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded  to th i rd  cons ide r a t i on  o f  HB 1357, 
P N  1716, enti t led:  

A n  Act  amending  the  ac t  o f  April  9, 1929 (P. L. 343, No. 176), 
known a s  "The Fiscal Code," fur ther  providing for  what may 
consti tute a Redevelopment Assistance Capital  Project  and  fo r  
t he  Redevelopment Assistance Sinking Fund.  

I O n  t h e  ques t i on ,  
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tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 
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Acosta 
Anestadt 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the minority leader on final passage. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, would someone explain this bill, 

please? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Cowell. 
The gentleman, Mr. Ryan, asks for a brief explanation of 

the bill, Mr. Cowell. 
Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, during the last session we 

created a Redevelopment Assistance Sinking Fund. In the law 
which established that fund, there was a cap included of $30 
million annually in terms of how much money could be depos- 
ited to finance various kinds of projects. This legislation 
would have the effect of changing that cap so that UP to $40 
million rather than up to $30 million could he deposited in 
that recently created Redevelopment Assistance Sinking 
Fund. How much we actually deposit, of course, will be 
subject to other budgetary considerations and other legisla- 
tion. This is, basically, enabling legislation. It increases the 
cap. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Aereeable to the ~rovisions of the Consti- 

~ r k l l  
An?  
Baldwin 
Barley 
Batfist0 
Belardi 

Colafella Honaman Perzel Vroon 
Cole Howlett Petrarca Wambach 
Cornell Hughes Petrone Wass 
Corrigan Hutchinson Phillips Weston 
Cowell Itkin Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jackson Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Sadlowicc Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Sarolin Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Johnson Pressmann Wright, D.  R. 
Daley losephi Preston Wright, J .  L. 
Davies Kasunic Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kennedy Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kosinski Reber 
Dininni Kukovich Reinard Irvis, 
Distler LaGrotta Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Livengood 

EXCUSED-2 

Kenney McHale 

~ h ,  majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirms. 
tive and the bill passed finally, 

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

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bawley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 

Dornbrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
D u f h  
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Cladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 

Langtry 
1.ashineer 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lint on 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H.  
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder. G 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J 
Telek 

HB 760, PN 1914 (Amended) 
By Rep. LAUGHLIN 

An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for the regulation of the rates, 
terms and conditions for cable television pole attachments. I CONSUMER AFFAIRS 

I ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, we 
are about to take the string of nonpreferreds. The required 
vote is 134 instead of the normal 136; 134 is required. If the 
Chair passes over your particular nonpreferred, it will be 
because your particular nonpreferred is going to have an 
amendment offered to it. We shall take those which have no 
amendments to be offered first, and later those to which 
amendments are to be offered. 

The Chair would advise the members, also, that the 
Speaker will be moving rapidly on the nonpreferred votes. If 
you are wandering away from your chair, you may not he 
voted. The Chair would suggest you get in your seats and be 
prepared to vote rapidly. 

I BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

Cimini Hayes Noye Tigur 
Civera Heckler O'Brien Trella 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1497, 

Clark Herman O'Donnell Truman Ph' 1891, entitled: 
Clymrr Herahey Olasz Van Harne 
Cohen Hess Oliver Veon 
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An Act amending the act of July 28, 1966 (3rd Sp. Sess., P. L. 
87, No. 3). known as the "University of Pittsburgh-Common- 
wealth Act," making appropriations for carrying the same into 
effect; providing for a basis for payments of such appropriations; 
and providing a method of accounting for the funds appropri- 
ated. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Cowell. Why do you rise on final passage? 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to ask a question of Mr. 
Pievsky. 

The SPEAKER. On HB 1497, Mr. Pievsky says he will 
stand for interrogation. You may proceed. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, this question is applicable to 
a whole series of bills that were recommitted to Appropri- 
ations yesterday and are now being submitted on the floor, 
and HB 1497 is one of them. It appears that there was only 
one amendment made to each of  these bills, and that was to 
change a reference to a higher education finance manual. The 
reference from 1980 was changed to 1975. Could you explain 
that change and whether it has any real significance, or was 
that just a typographical error? 

Mr. PIEVSKY. Yes. All the amendments that were put in 
these hills in the Appropriations Committee yesterday were all 
technical amendments. There were no changes in the appro- 
priations. It was just documented wrong when it came down 
from the Legislative Reference Bureau, except for Drexel Uni- 
versity. 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, d o  there exist two different 
higher ed finance manuals, one from 1980 and one from 1975, 
or was that a typographical error and we are simply doing 
what has always occurred in these bills in the past? 

Mr. PIEVSKY. That is correct. It was a typographical error 
and we corrected it. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acosta Donatucci Laughlin Ritter 
Angstadt Dorr Leh Robbins 
Argall Duffy Lescovitz Roebuck 
Arty Durham Letterman Rudy 
Baldwin Evans Levdansky Ryan 
Barley Fargo Linton Rybak 
Ballisto Farmer Livengood Saloom 
Belardi Fattah Lloyd Saurman 
Belfanti Fee Lucyk Scheetz 
Birmelin Fischer McCall Srhuler 
Black Flick McClatchy Semmel 
Blaum Foster McVerry Serafini 
Book Fox Maialc Seventy 
Bonner Freeman Maine Showers 
Bowley Fleind Manderino Sirianni 

Borser Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Boyes Cannon Markasek Smith, S. H. 
Brandt Geist Mayernik Snyder. D. W. 
Broujos George Melio Snyder, G. 
Bunt Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burd Godshall Michlavic Stairs 
Burns Gruitra Micozzie Steighner 
Bush Gruppo Miller Stevens 
Caltagirone Hagarty Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carlson Harper Mowery Taylor, E.  2. 
Carn Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Cessar Hayes Nahill Telek 
Chadwick Heckler Noye Tigue 
Cimini Herman O'Brien Trello 
Civera flershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clark Hess Olasz Van Home 
Clymer Honaman Oliver Veon 
Cohen Howlett Perzel Vroon 
Colafella Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cole Hutchinson Petrone Wass 
Cornell ltkin Phillips Weston 
Corrigan Jackson Piccola Wiggini 
Cawell Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
COY Jarolin Pistella Wagan 
DeLufa Johnson Pitts Wozniak 
DeVerter Josephs Pressman" Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Preston Wright, J .  L. 
Daley Kennedy Punt Wright. R. C .  
Davies Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dawida Kukovich Rebei 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Distler Langtry Richardson Speaker 
Dombrowski Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Dininni Gallen 

EXCUSED-2 

Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. HAYES. Now, Mr. Speaker, if you would please 

return to leaves of absence, I would request a leave for the 
gentleman from Dauphin County, Mr. DININNI, for the 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The leave is granted, without objection, 
there being no objection. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1498, 
PN 1892, entitled: 

A Supplement to the act of November 30, 1965 (P. L. 843, No. 
355) .  known as the "Temple University-Commonwealth Act," 
making appropriations for carrying the same into effect; provid- 
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ing fo r  a basis f o r  payments  o f  such  appropriat ions;  a n d  provid- EXCUSED-3 
ing  a me thod  o f  accounting fo r  t he  funds  appropr ia ted .  

Dininni Kenney McHale 
On t h e  question, 
Wil l  the H o u s e  agree t o  the bill on t h i r d  cons idera t ion?  

Bill was ag reed  to. 

The SPEAKER. This hil l  h a s  been cons ide r ed  on th r ee  d i f -  

f e r en t  d a y s  and agreed t o  and is n o w  on f ina l  passage. 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Agreeab l e  to the provis ions  of the Cons t i t u t i on ,  t h e  yea s  

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

YEAS-189 

Acosta Duffy Leh Rabbins 
Angstadt Durham Lescavitz Roebuck 
Argall Evans Letterman Rudy 
Arty Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Baldwin Farmer Linton Rybak 
Barley Fattah Livenaood Saloom 
~e l a rd i  
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns ~ ~ 

Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 

Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruooo . . 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlet1 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkl" 
Jackson 
Jadlowlec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Koainski 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 

~ l o y d  
Lucvk 
Mctall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 

NAYS-0 

Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steiehner " 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Wambach 
W a s  
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wrieht. D. R. 
~ r i i h t ;  J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

h i s ,  
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-9 

Battisto Davies Kukovich Mower) 
Carn Gannon Melio Vroon 
Carrigan 

The two- th i rds  ma jo r i t y  r equ i r ed  b y  the Cons t i t u t i on  

hav ing  vo t ed  i n  the a f f i rma t i ve ,  t h e  ques t i on  w a s  determined 
i n  the a f f i rma t i ve  a n d  t h e  bill passed finally.  

O r d e r e d ,  That the clerk present t h e  same to t h e  Senate fo r  

concurrence .  

* * * 

The House p roceeded  t o  t h i r d  cons ide r a t i on  o f  HB 14%. 
PN 1890, ent i t led :  

A Supplement  t o  t he  ac t  o f  April  1,  1863 (P. L .  213, No .  227), 
entitled "An act t o  accept  t he  g r an t  o f  Public Lands ,  by  the  
United States,  t o  t he  several states, f o r  t he  endowment  o f  Agri- 
cultural  Colleges," making  appropr ia t ions  fo r  carrying the  s ame  
in to  effect; providing fo r  a basis f o r  payments o f  such appropri-  
at ions;  a n d  providing a me thod  o f  accounting fo r  t he  funds 
appropriated 

On t h e  question, 
Wil l  the House agree to t h e  bill on t h i r d  cons idera t ion?  

Bill w a s  agreed to. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h i s  bill has b e e n  cons ide r ed  o n  t h r e e  dif- 

fe ren t  d a y s  a n d  ag reed  t o  and is n o w  on f ina l  passage.  

T h e  ques t i on  is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Agreeab l e  to t h e  provis ions  o f  the Cons t i t u t i on ,  t h e  yeas  

and n a y s  will n o w  he t aken .  

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Branjos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Faster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 

~es sa ;  ~ a y d e n  
Chadwick Hayes 
Cimini Heckler 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hershey 
Clymer Hess 
Cohen Honaman 
Colafella Howlett 
Cole Hughes 
Cornell Hutchinsan 
Corrigan ltkin 

Lashinger Rieger 
Laughlin Ritter 
Leh Robbins 
Lescovitz Roebuck 
Letterman Rudy 
Levdansky Ryan 
Linton Rybak 
Livengood Saloom 
Lloyd Saurman 
Lucyk Scheetz 
McCall Schuler 
McClatchy Semmel 
McVerry Serafini 
Maiale Seventy 
Maine Showers 
Manderino Sirianni 
Manmiller Smith, B. 
Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Melio Snyder, G. 
Merry Staback 
Michlovic Stairs 
Micozzie . Steighner 
Miller Steven$ 
Moehlmann Stuban 
Morris Sweet 
Mawery Taylor, E. Z. 
Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 

Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Harne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
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AcOSta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Art? 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 

Cowell Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jadlawiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jaralin Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Johnson Pills Worniak 
DeWeese Josephs Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaCrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two- th i rds  ma jo r i t y  requi red  b y  t h e  Const i tu t ion  

having vo t ed  i n  the af f i rmat ive ,  t h e  ques t i on  was  de termined 

i n  the af f i rmat ive  and the bill passed finally.  

Ordered, That the c lerk  present  the same t o  t h e  Senate f o r  

concu r r ence .  

* * *  

T h e  House proceeded to th i rd  cons idera t ion  o f  HB 1499, 
PN 1893, enti t led:  

A Supplement to the  act o f  Ju ly  7 ,  1972 (P .  L. 743, No.  176), 
known  as t h e  "Lincoln University-Commonwealth Act," making 
appropriat ions fo r  carrying the  same in to  effect; providing for a 
basis fo r  payments o f  such appropriat ions;  a n d  providing a 
method of  accounting fo r  the  funds  appropriated.  

On the ques t ion ,  
Will  the House agree to t h e  bill o n  third cons idera t ion?  

Bill w a s  agreed to. 

The S P E A K E R .  T h i s  bill has been  cons idered  o n  t h r ee  dif- 
fe rent  d a y s  and ag reed  t o  and is n o w  on f ina l  passage.  

The ques t i on  is, shall  t h e  bill pass finally? 
Agreeable  to the provisions of the  consti tution,  the  yeas 

and nays  will n o w  be t aken .  

Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fax 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 

Cawley Haydcn Murphy Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayes Nahill Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Heckler Noye Telek 
Cimini Herman O'Brien Tigue 
Civera Hershey O'Donnell Trello 
Clark Hess Olasz Truman 
Clymer Honaman Oliver Van Horne 
Cahen Hawlett Perzel Veon 
Colafella Hughes Petrarca Vroon 
Cole Hutchinsan Petrone Wambach 
Cornell ltkin Phillips Wass 
Corrigan Jackson Piccala Weston 
Cowell Jadlowiec Pievsky Wiggins 
COY Jarolin Pistella Wilson 
DeLuca Johnson Pitts Wogan 
DeVerter Josephs Pressmann Wozniak 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, D. R. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, J .  L. 
Dawida Kasinski Raymortd Wright, R. C. 
Dietterick Kukavich Reber Yandrisevits 
Distler LaGrotta Rrinard 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Irvis, 
Donatucci Lashinger Rieger Speaker 

Laughlin 

NAYS-0 

N O T  VOTING-2 

DeWeere 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kcnney McHale 

T h e  two- th i rds  ma jo r i t y  requi red  b y  t h e  Const i tu t ion  

having vo t ed  in t h e  af f i rmat ive ,  t h e  ques t ion  was  de termined 
in t h e  af f i rmat ive  and t h e  bill passed  finally.  

Ordered, That t h e  clerk present t h e  same to t h e  Senate  f o r  

concurrence .  

* * li 

The House proceeded to third of HB 1501, 
P N  1895, enti t led:  

A n  Ac t  making appropriat ions t o  the  Hahnemann university, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

Leh 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
MeCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markasek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schulcr 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snvder. D. W 
snider; G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 

On the question, 
Will  t h e  H o u s e  agree t o  t h e  bill on th i rd  cons idera t ion?  

Bill was  agreed to. 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  T h i s  bill has been cons idered  on three  dif-  

fe rent  days  a n d  agreed  to a n d  is n o w  o n  f ina l  passage. 

T h e  ques t ion  is, shall  the bill pass finally? 

Agreeable  to the provisions o f  t h e  Const i tu t ion ,  t h e  yeas 

and nays  will n o w  be t aken .  

YEAS-194 

Acoata 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Batristo 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bawley 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Callen 
Gamble 

Leh 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Kybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheea 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cnhen 
c i a f e ~ ~ a  
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Dininni 

Donatucci Lashinger 
Dorr Laughlin 
Duffy Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Evans Letterman 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer Lintan 
Fattah Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster McClatchy 
Fax McVerry 
Freeman Maiale 
Freind Maine 
Gallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Cannon Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruitza Micorzie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkanic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasr 
Honaman Oliver 
Howlett Perzel 
Hughes Petrarca 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pievsky 
Jarolin Pistella 
lohnson Pitts 
Josephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Punt 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGrotta Reinard 
Langtry Richardson 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING- 

EXCUSED-3 

Kenney McHale 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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 Horne 
Venn 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

IN~s,  
Speaker 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1504, 
P N  1898. entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Philadelphia College of 
Osteopathic Medicine, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujaa 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 1 Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Cladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Huehes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
OlasZ 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Piitella 
Pittr 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Ravmond 

Ricger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Scrafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Dietterick Kukovich ~ e b e r  
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Iwis, 
Dombrowrki Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 
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Bowley Freind Maine Showers 
Bowser Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Boyes Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Brandt Gannon Markasek Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Geist Mayernik Snyder. D.  W. 
Bunt George Melio Snyder, G. 
Burd Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burns Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Bush Gruitza Micazzie Steighner 
Caltagirone Gruppo Miller Stevens 
Cappabianca HagaRy Moehlmann Stuban 
Carlson Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Harper Mowery Taylor, E. 2. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cimini Heckler Noye Tigue 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clymer Hess Olarz Van Horne 
Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Colafella Howlett Perzel Vraon 
Cole Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cornell Hutchinson Petrone Waas 
Corrigan ltkin Phillips Weston 
Cowell Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Iarolin Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Johnson Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Josephs Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukavich Reber 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dambrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1500, 
PN 1894, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania. 

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

Baldwin 
Barley 
Batriita 
Bclardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowaer 
Bayes 
Brandr 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dambrowski 

Freind 

Evans Levdansky 
Fargo Linton 
Farmer Livengood 
Fattah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Fischer McCall 
Flick McClatchy 
Foster McVerry 
Fox Maiale 
Freeman Maine 
Gallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Gannan Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruitza Micorrie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Dannell 
Hess Olasr 
Honaman Oliver 
Howlett Perzel 
Hughes Petrarca 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccala 
Jadlowiec Pievsky 
Jarolin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Jasephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Punt 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGrotta Reinard 
Langtry Richardson 
Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING- 

Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder. G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Tador .  F. 
~ a i l a r ,  J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C.  
Yandrisevits 

lrvis, 
Speaker 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

Bill was agreed to. I * * * 
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 

ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1510, 

The auestion is, shall the bill Dass finallv? PN 1782, entitled: 

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas An Act making appropriations to the Downingtown Industrial 
and nays will now he taken. and Agricultural School, Downingtown, Pennsylvania. 

Acosta Donatucci Laughlin Ritter 
Angstad1 Dorr Leh Robbins 
Argall Duffy Lescovitr Roebuck 
ARY Durham Letterman Rudy 

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



Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Bat t i~to 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Caooabianca 
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cahson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrisan 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

c o w e i ~  
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 

t li t 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1511, 
PN 1783, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Johnson Technical 
Institute of Scranton, Pennsylvania. 

On the auestion. 

Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppa 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
losephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinaki 
Kukovich 
LaCrotta 
Langtry 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescavitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markasek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michiovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Dannell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

McClatchy 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHaie 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wrighi, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

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

The SPEAKER. This hill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the hill pass finally? 

On final passage, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Berks, Mr. Gallen, who asks to interrogate Mr. Pievsky. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. GALLEN. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Pievsky indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed, Mr. Gallen. 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 am not being facetious with 

this question. 1 have never heard of  the Johnson Technical 
Institute. What is it and what does it do and who owns it? 

Mr. PIEVSKY. It is an institution in Scranton. It is a 
private nonprofit institution in Scranton. It is a technical 
institute. 

Mr. GALLEN. What does it do, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. PIEVSKY. And we have been funding it I think before 

you came. 
Mr. GALLEN. I do not think so. 
What is the function of the school, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. PIEVSKY. Pardon me? 
Mr. GALLEN. What is the function of the school? 
Mr. PIEVSKY. It provides technical education. 
Mr. GALLEN. I thought so. 
Mr. PIEVSKY. Did you like that one? 
Mr. GALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. PIEVSKY. You are welcome. 

I REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. On final passage, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Melio. 

Mr. MELIO. Mr. Speaker, 1 would just like to be recorded 
on HB 1498 in the affirmative. Thank you. 

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

Whoa; no more. 1 let the gentleman speak because I recog- 
nized him. 

Some of you are going to miss votes. You have been warned 
about that. Make a note of the votes you have missed and tell 
us at the end of the day how you want the record corrected. 

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

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

We will take all of you a t  that time. But the Chair wants to 
move these as rapidly as possible. We do not want to interrupt 
with corrections. 
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Cimini Heckler 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hershey 
Clymer Hess 
Cohen Honaman 
Colafella Howlett 
Cole Hughes 
Cornell Hutchinson 
Corrigan ltkin 
Cowell Jackson 
COY Jadlowiec 
DeLuca Jarolin 
DeVerter Johnson 
DeWeese Josephs 
Daley Kasunic 
Davies Kennedy 
Dawida Kosinski 
Dietterick Kukavich 
Distler LaGrotta 
Dombrowski Lanetrv 

LEGISLATIVE Jc 

Noye Tigue 
O'Brien Trello 
O'Donnell Truman 
Olasz Van Horne 
Oliver Vean 
Perzel Vroan 
Petrarca Wambach 
Petrone Wass 
Phillips Westan 
Piccala Wilson 
Pievsky Wogan 
Pistella Wazniak 
Pitts Wright, D. R. 
Pressmann Wright, J. L. 
Preston Wright, R. C. 
Punt Yandrisevits 
Raymond 
Reber Irvis, 
Reinard Speaker 
Richardson - .  

Wiggins 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the auestion was determined - 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1515, 
PN 1905, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania College 
of Podiatric Medicine, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

URNAL-HOUSE 

Bunt George 
Burd Gladeck 
Burns Godshall 
Bush Gruiaa 
Caltagirone Gruppo 
Cappabianca Hagarty 
Carlson Haluska 
Carn Harper 
Cawley Hasay 
Cessar Hayden 
Chadwick Hayes 
Cimini Heckler 
Civera Herman 
Clark Hershey 
Clymer Hess 
Cahcn Honaman 
Colafella Howlett 
Cole Hughes 
Cornell Hutchinson 
Corriean ltkin 

. 
and nays will now be taken 

~greeable  to the movisions~of the constitution. the yeas 

Acosta 
Angstad1 
Argall 
Art? 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broujos 

uroup. I 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Farga 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescavitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lint an 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 

~ a w e i l  Jackson Piccala Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jarolin Pistella Wagan 
DeVerter Johnson Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Josephs Pressman" Wright, D.  R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedv Punt Wright. R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond ~addrisevi ts  
Dietterick Kukavich Reber 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
havine voted in the affirmative. the ouestion was determined - 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

1 * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1516, 
PN 1788, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Central Penn Oncology - 

Rieger 
Rltter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 

Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillios 

Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
W a s  
Weston 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
An? 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Batlisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 

Donatucci Lashinger 
Dorr Laughlin 
Duffy Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Evans Letterman 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer Linton 
Fattah Livengood 
Fee Llovd 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
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An Act making an appropriation to the Wistar Institute- 
Research, Philadelphia. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acasla Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 
Angstadt Darr Laughlin Ritter 
Argall Duify Leh Robbins 
Arty Durham Lescovitz Roebuck 
Baldwin Evans Letterman Rudy 
Barley Farga Levdansky Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Lint on Rybak 
Belardi Fattah Livcngood Saloom 
Belfanti Fee Lloyd Saurman 
Birmelin Fischer Lucyk Scheetz 
Black Flick McCall Schuler 
Blaum Faster McClatchy Semmel 
Book Fox McVerry Serafini 
Bortner Freeman Maiale Seventy 
Bowley Freind Maine Showers 
Bowser Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Boyes Garnble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Brand1 Cannon Markasek Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt George Melio Snyder, G. 
Burd Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burns Godshall Michlavic Stairs 
Bush Gruitza Micazzie Sreighner 
Caltagirone Gruppo Miller Stevens 
Cappabianca Hagarty Moehlmann Sluban 
Carlron Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Harper Mawery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cimini Heckler Noye Tigur 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark Hershey G'Donnell Truman 
Clymer Hess Olasz Van Harne 
Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Calafella Howlett Perrel Vroon 
Cole Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cornell Hutchinson Petrane Wass 
Corrigan ltkin Phillips Weston 
Cawell Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jarolin Pist ella Worniak 
DeVener Johnson Pitts Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Josephs Pressmann Wright. J. L .  
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright. R. C. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Yandrisevits 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond 
Dietteriek Kukavich Reber Irvis, 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Speaker 
Dambrowski Langtry Richardson 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Wogan 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the hill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1519, 
PN 1791, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania for cardiovascular studies. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-196 

Acosta 
Anestadt 
Aria11 
ARY 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battista 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
b y e s  
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Cahen 
Calaiella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Cay 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 

Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 

Lrh 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Naye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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 
Vraon 
Wambach 
w a s  
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
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Dawida Kosinski Raymond Wright, R. C. 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber Yandrisevits 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson [pis ,  
Donatucci Lashinger Rieger Speaker 
Dorr Laughlin 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Clymer Davies 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1520, 
PN 1792, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to St. Francis Hospital, 
Pittsburgh. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acosta Dorr Laughlin Ritter 
Angstadt Duffy Leh Robbins 
Argall Durham Lescovitr Roebuck 
ARY Evans Letterman Rudy 
Baldwin Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Barley Farmer Linton Rybak 
Battisto Fattah Livengood Saloom 
Belardi Fee Lloyd Saurman 
Belfanti Fischer Lucyk Scheetz 
Birmelin Flick McCall Schuler 
Black Foster McClatchy Semmel 
Blaum Fox McVerry Serafini 
Book Freeman Maiale Seventy 
Bortner Freind Maine Showers 
Bowley Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Bowser Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Boyes Gannon Markasek Smith. S. H. 
Brandt Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Broujos George Melio Snyder. C. 
Bunt Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burd Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Burns Gruitza Micouie Steighner 
Bush Gruppa Miller Stevens 
Caltagirone Hagarty Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carlson Harper Mowery Taylor. E. 2. 
Carn Hasay Mrkanic Taylor. F. 
Cawley Hayden Murphy Taylor, J .  
Cessar Hayes Nahill Telek 
Chadwick Heckler Noye Tigue 
Cimini Herman O'Brien Trello 
Civera Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clark Hess Olasr Van Harnc 

~ - 

Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Colafella Howlett Perzel Vroan 
Cole Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Carnell Hutchinson Petrane Wass 
Carrigan ltkin Phillips Westan 
Cowell Jackson Piccala Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Picvsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jarolin Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Johnson Pilts Wozniak 
DeWeese Josephs Pressmann Wright, D.  R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C .  
Dawida Kasinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 
Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-1 

Clymer 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

1 1  1 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1521, 
P N  1793, entitled: 

An Act making appropriations to S t .  Christopher's Hospital, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowlcy 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Faster 
Fax 
Freeman 
Frrind 
Gallen 
Gambie 
Gannon 
Geirt 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Mcrry 
Michlovic 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbina 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
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Bush Gruitra Micouie Steighner 
Caltagirone Cruppo Miller Stevens 
Cappabianca Hagarty Moehlmann Stuban 
Carlson Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Harper Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cimini Heckler Naye Tigue 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trella 
Clark Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clymer Hess Olasz Van Horne 
Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Colafella Howlett Perrel Vroan 
Cole Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cornell Hutchinson Petrone Wass 
Corrigan ltkin Phillips Weston 
Cowell Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jarolin Pistella Wagan 
DeVener Johnson Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Josephs Pressman" Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J .  L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Inis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1522, 
PN 1794, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Lancaster Cleft Palate. 

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

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 
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Bowley Freind Maine Showers 
Bowser Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Baycs Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Brand1 Cannon Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Braujas Ceist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt George Melia Snyder, G. 
Burd Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burns Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Bush Gruitza Micozzie Steighner 
Caltagirone Gruppo Miller Stevens 
Cappabianca Hagany Moehlmann Stuban 
Carlson Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Harper Mowery Taylor, E. Z. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, 1. 
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cimini Heckler Noye Tigue 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clymer Hess Olasz Van Harne 
Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Colafella Howlett Perzel Vroan 
Colt Hughes Petrarca Wambaeh 
Cornell Hutchinsan Petrone Wass 
Corrigan Ilkin Phillips Weston 
Cowell Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jarolin Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Johnson Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Jasephs Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaGratta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1523, 
PN 1795. entitled: 

ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acasta Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 
Angstadt Dorr Laughlin Ritter 
Argall Duffy Leh Robbins 
Arty Durham Lescovitr Roebuck 
Baldwin Evans Letterman Rudy 
Barley Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Linton Rybak 
Belardi Fattah Livengoad Salaom 
Belfanti Fee Lloyd Saurman 

An Act making an appropriation to the Pittsburgh Cleft 
Palate. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-196 
Birmelin Fischer Lucyk Scheetz 
Black Flick McCall Schuler 
Blaum Foster MfClatchy Semmcl 
Book Fox McVerry Serafini 
Bonner Freeman Maiale Seventy 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Richardson 
Angstadt Dorr Laughlin Rieger 
Argall Duffy Leh Ritter 
Arty Durham Lescavilz Robbins 
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Baldwin Evans Letterman Roebuck 
Barley Farga Levdansky Rudy 
Battisto Farmer Lintan Ryan 
Belardi Fattah Livengood Rybak 
Belfanti Fee Lloyd Saloom 
Birmelin Fischer Lucyk Saurman 
Black Flick McCall Scheetz 
Blaum Foster McClatchy Schuler 
Book Fox McVerry Semmel 
Bonner Freeman Maiale Serafini 
Bowley Freind Maine Seventy 
Bowser Gallen Manderina Showers 
Boyes Gamble Manmiller Sirianni 
Brandt Cannon Markosek Smith, B. 
Broujos Geist Mayernik Smith. S. H. 
Bunt George Melio Snyder, D. W.  
Burd Gladeck Merry Snyder, G. 
Burns Godshall Michlovic Staback 
Bush Gruitza Micazzie Stairs 
Caltagirane Gruppa Miller Steighner 
Cappabianca Hagany Moehlmann Stevens 
Carlson Haluska Morris Stuban 
Carn Harper Mawery Sweet 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor. E. Z. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor. F. 
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Taylor, J .  
Cimini Heckler Noye Telek 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trello 
Clark Hershey O'Dannell Truman 
Clymer Hess Olasz Van Horne 
Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Colafella Howleft Perzel Vroon 
Cole Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cornell Hutchinson Petrone Wass 
Corrigan ltkin Phillips Westan 
Cowell Jackson Piccola Wilson 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wogan 
DeLuca Jarolin Pistella Worniak 
DeVerler Johnson Pitts Wright. D. R. 
DeWeese Josephs Pressmann Wright, J .  L. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Yandrisevits 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber Irvis, 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Speaker 
Dombrowski Langtry 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Tigue Wiggins 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1524, 
P N  1796, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Jefferson 
Medical College and Hospital of Philadelphia for a comprehen- 
sive program relating to Tay-Sachs disease. 

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

Bill was agreed to. 

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-198 

Acosra Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 
Angstadt Dorr Laughlin Ritter 
Argall Duffy Leh Robbins 
Any Durham Lescovitr Roebuck 
Baldwin Evans Letterman Rudy 
Barley Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Lint on Rybak 
Belardi Fattah Livengood Saloom 
Belfanti Fee Lloyd Saurman 
Birmelin Fischer Lucyk Scheetz 
Black Flick McCall Schuler 
Blaum Foster McClatchy Semmel 
Book Fox McVerry Serafini 
Banner Freeman Maiale Seventy 
Bowley Freind Maine Showers 
Bowser Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Boyes Gamble Manmiller Smith, B. 
Brandt Cannon Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Broujos Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Bunt George Melia Snyder, G. 
Burd Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burns Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Bush Gruitza Micozzie Steighner 
Caltagirane Gruppa Miller Stevens 
Cappabianca Hagany Moehlmann Stuban 
Carlsan Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carn Harper Mowery Taylor. E. 2. 
Cawley Hasay Mrkonic Taylor. F. 
Cessar Hayden Murphy Taylor, J .  
Chadwick Hayes Nahill Telek 
Cimini Heckler Naye Tigue 
Civera Herman O'Brien Trella 
Clark Hershey O'Dannell Truman 
Clymer Hess Olasz Van Harne 
Cohen Honaman Oliver Veon 
Colafclla Howlett Perrel Vroon 
Cole Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cornell Hutchinsan Petrone Wass 
Corrigan ltkin Phillips Weston 
Cowell Jackson Piccola Wiggins 
COY Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
DeLuca Jaralin Pistella Wogan 
DeVerter Johnson Pitts Wozniak 
DeWeese Josephs Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C .  
Dawida Kasinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler 1.aGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney MeHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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





Gallen 

NOT VOTING-I 
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Hughes 

EXCUSED-3 

Conrgan Jadlowiec Pievsky Wiggins 
Cowell Jarolin Pistella Wilson 
COY Johnson Pills Wagan 
DeLuca Joseph5 Presrmann Wozniak 
DeVerter Kasunic Preston Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kennedy Punt Wright, J .  L. 
Daley Kosinski Raymond Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kukovich Reber Yandrisevits 
Dawida LaGraua Reinard 
Dietterick Langtry Richardson Irvis, 
Distler Lashinger Rieger Speaker 
Dombrowski Laughlin 

NAYS- 1 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

Cappabianca Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carlson Harper Mowery Taylor, E. 2. 
Carn Hasay Mrkonic Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hayden Murphy Taylor, J.  
Cessar Hayes Nahill Telek 
Chadwick Heckler Noye Tigue 
Cimini Herman O'Brien Trello 
Civera Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clark HCSS Olasz Van Home 
Clymer Honaman Oliver Veon 
Cohen Howlett Perrel Vraon 
Calafella Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cole Hutchinson Petrane Wass 
Cornell ltkin Phillios Wesfon 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1527, 
PN l799, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Carnegie Museum of 
Natural History for maintenance and the purchase of apparatus, 
supplies and equipment. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
A n y  
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lint on 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Ldcyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Mcrry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 

Ritter 
Rabbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, 9. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder. D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 

Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Jackson ~ i c c o i a  
Jadlawiec Pievsky 
Jaralin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Punt 
Kasinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGratta Reinard 
Langtry Richardson 
Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-I 

Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kennev McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1528, 
P N  1800, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Franklin Institute , Science Museum. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battiito 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 

Donatucci 
Darr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
1.etterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventv 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cale 
Carnell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
Coy 
DeLuca 
DeVeRer 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrawski 

Freeman Maine 
Freind Manderino 
Gallen Manmiller 
Gamble Markosek 
Gannan Mayernik 
Geist Melia 
George Merry 
Gladeck Michlavic 
Godshall Micazzie 
Gruitza Miller 
Gruppo Moehlmann 
Hagarty Morris 
Haluska Mowers 
Harper Mrkonic 
Hasay Murphy 
Hayden Nahill 
Hayes Noye 
Heckler O'Brien 
Herman O'Dannell 
Hershey Olasr 
Hess Oliver 
Honaman Perrel 
Howlett Petrarca 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Jadlowiec Pievsky 
Jarolin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Jasephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Punt 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGrotta Reinard 
Langtry Richardson 
Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-0 

Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, .I. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Vean 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weiton 
Wigginr 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wrieht. R. C. - .  
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-I 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1529, 
PN 1801, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Academy of Natural 
Sciences. 

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

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed t o  and is now on final passage. 

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bonser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Braujas 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cale 
Carnell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fax 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 

COY Jadlowiec 
DeLuca Jaralin 
DeVerter Johnson 
DeWeese Josephi 
Daley Kasunic 
Davies Kennedy 
Dawida Kosinski 
Dietterick Kukovich 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Lintan 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Rabbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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 Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 

Pievsky w i ign  
Pistella Wogan 
Pitts Wozniak 
Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Preston Wright, I. L. 
Punt Wright, R. C. 
Raymond Yandrisevits 
Reber 

Distler LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowski Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1530, 
PN 1802, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Buhl 
Science Center. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on fhree dif- 
ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The auestion is, shall the bill pass finally? 

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

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1531, 
PN 1803, entitled: 

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas An Act  making an appropriation t o  the Home for cr ippled  

and nays will now be taken. Children, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 
Angstadt Dorr Laughlin Ritter 
Argall Daffy Leh Robbins 
Arty Durham Lescovitz Roebuck 
Baldwin Evans Letterman Rudy 
Barley Fargo Levdansky Ryan 
Battisto Farmer Linton Rybak 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brand1 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
ColafeUa 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Fattah Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster McClatchy 
Fox McVerry 
Freeman Maiale 
Freind Maine 
Gallen Manderina 
Gamble Manmiller 
Cannon Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Omitza Micouie 
G ~ P O  Miller 
Hagany Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Moweri 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Donnell 
Hess Olasz 
Honaman Oliver 
Howlett Perzel 
Hughes Petrarca 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
ladlowiec Pievsky 
Jarolin Pistella 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Punt 
Kosinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGrotta Reinard 
Lawtry Richardson 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING- 

EXCUSED-3 

Salaom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor. J. 
Telek 
Tigne 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

h i s ,  
Speaker 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

The SPEAKER, This hill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the hill pass finally? 
Aereeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas - 

and nays will I 

Aeosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 

Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
coy 
DeLuca 
DeVeRer 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Disller 
Dombrowrki 

low be taken. 

YE 

Danatucci 
Darr 
0ufiy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
roster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Cruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hanaman 
Howleft 
Hughes 
Hutchinsan 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlawiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 

:AS-198 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

Rieger 
Rilter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni . ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 

Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. I. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Iwis. 
Speaker 
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NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED--3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1532, 
P N  1804, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Museum of the Phila- 
delphia Civic Center for maintenance and the purchase of appa- 
ratus, supplies and equipment. 

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

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed t o  and is now on final passage. 

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Hlaum 
Hook 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Car" 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowcll 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hrss 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughcs 
Hutchinson 
ltki" 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micouie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccala 
Pievsky 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor. E.  2. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Hurne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wipgina 
Wilson 

DeWeese 
Daley 
Davics 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrawski 

larolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaGraua 
Langtry 
Lashinger 

Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

NAYS-] 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

1 Dininni Kenney McHale 

Wogan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1533, 
P N  1805, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Afro-American Histor- 
ical and Cultural Museum for operating expenses. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acasta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battislo 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Hartner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirane 
Camabianca 
~ a i i s a n  
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderina 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Tavlor. F. , . 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 





1987 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 1085 

Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bawley 
Bawser 
Bayes 
Brvndt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
FOX 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Huehes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 
LaCrotta 
Lanary 

Liveneood 
L I O Y ~ "  
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marko~ek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micazrie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 
Reinard 
Richardson 

NAYS-0 

Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schulcr 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Acasta Donatucci Laughlin Ritter 
Angsladt Dorr Leh Rabbins 
Argall Duffy Lescovitz Roebuck 
Arty Durham Letterman Rudy 
Baldwin Evans Levdansky Ryan 
Barley Fargo Lintoll Rybak 
Battista Farmer Livengood Saloom 
Belardi Fattah Lloyd Saurman 
Belfanti Fee Lucyk Scheetz 
Birmelin Fischer McCall Schuler 
Black Flick McClatchy Semmel 
Blaum Fox McVerry Serafini 
Book Freeman Maiale Seventy 
Bonner Freind Maine Showers 
Bowley Gallen Manderino Sirianni 
Bawser Gamble Manmiller Smith, 9. 
Bayes Gannan Markusek Smith, S. H. 
Brandt Geist Mayernik Snyder, D. W. 
Broujos George Melio Snyder, G. 
Bunt Gladeck Merry Staback 
Burd Godshall Michlovic Stairs 
Burns Gmitza Micozzie Steighner 
Bush GNPPO Miller Stevens 
Caltagirone Hagarty Moehlmann Stuban 
Cappabianca Haluska Morris Sweet 
Carlsan Harper Mower Y Taylor, E. 2. 
Carn Hasay Mrkollic Taylor, F. 
Cawley Hayden Murphy Taylor, J. 
Cessar Hayes Nahill Telek 
Chadwick Heckler Noye Tigue 
Cimini Herman O'Brien Trello 
Civera Hershey O'Donnell Truman 
Clark Hess Olasz Van Horne 
Clymer Hanaman Oliver Veon 
Cahen Howlett Perrel Vroon 
Calafella Hughes Petrarca Wambach 
Cole Hutchinson Petrane Wass 
Cornell ltkin Phillinr Weston - ~ - - -  

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1536, 
P N  1808, entitled: 

An A n  making an appropriation to the Trustees of the Univer- 
sity of Pittsburgh for the Western Psychiatric Institute and 
Clinic. 

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

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

Corrigan Jackson ~iccoia  Wiggins 
Cowell Jadlowiec Pievsky Wilson 
COY Jarolin Pistella Wogan 
DeLuca Johnson Pitts Worniak 
DeVener Jasephs Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
DeWeese Kasunic Preston Wright. I. L. 
Daley Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C. 
Davies Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dawida Kukovich Reber 
Dietterick LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Distler Langtry Richardson Speaker 
Dombrawski Lashinger Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-I 

Foster 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
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* * *  1 NOT VOTING-0 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1537, 
PN 1809, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Beacon Lodge Camp. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the billon thirdconsideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 
The SPEAKER. The Erie County delegation has as its guest 

and nays will now be taken. 
LeRoy Gross, who is the manager of the Erie County Conser- 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

~ h ,  two.thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Acosta Donatucci Lashinger Rieger 
Angstadt Dorr Laughlin Ritter 
Argall Duffy Leh Robbins 
Arty Durham Leseovitz Roebuck 

concurrence' 

WELCOME 

Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVener 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 

Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Grupp0 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kosinski 
Kukovich 

Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Reber 

Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloon 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H.  
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 

Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

~ ~ 

Distler LaCrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dombrowrki Langtry Richardson Speaker 

NAYS-0 

vation District. Is Mr. Gross to the left of the Speaker? 
Welcome to the hall of the House, Mr. Gross. 

I REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. PIEVSKY. Just to correct the record. 
Had I been in my seat, I would have voted in the affirma- 

tive for HB 1513, PN 1903. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. PIEVSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. We are nearly through with the voting on 

all the nonpreferreds. When we are finished with all the 
voting, the Chair will open up the floor for corrections. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery, 
Mr. McClatchy. Why do you rise? 

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, we want to go back to 
Drexel. 

The SPEAKER. We are going back. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. Are the Boy Scouts here, who are the 
guests of Rich Kasunic? Are they in the balcony? Yes, they 
are. Welcome to the hall of the House. That is Boy Scout 
Troop 1561 from Belle Vernon. 

Are Representative Saurman's guests here, Ross Shankel 
and Andy Cooper? To  the left of the Speaker. Welcome to the 
hall of the House. 

Ken Brandt has two young pages serving here today as guest 
pages - Tina Mowrer and Laura Bair. They are from the 
Mountville 4-H Club. Are the children on the floor of the 
House? Stand up if they are here. Welcome to the hall of the 
House, children. 

STATEMENT BY MR. McCLATCHY 

The SPEAKER. We went over HB 1505 because Mr. 
McClatchy had an amendment. Mr. McClatchy has with- 

( drawn his amendment but wishes to make a statement on the 
floor. 
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For that purpose, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. McClatchy. 

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, as you just mentioned, 1 
had an amendment for Drexel University to bring it to the 
figure that the Governor suggested, the same 5-percent 
increase that all of our nonpreferreds received. This appropri- 
ation was cut in the House Appropriations Committee and I 
disagreed with it there. I was in favor of increasing it to the 
Governor's suggested figure. But since I do not have the 
amendment and not to slow down the process, I am suggest- 
ing that we send it to the Senate and let them indeed correct 
the figure over there. 

In addition, I might say there will be other corrections to 
these nonpreferreds. I appreciate, as I am sure Mr. Pievsky 
appreciates, no other amendments being attached to these 
nonpreferred appropriations, hut it is not the final word as to 
exactly the final amount. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I would 
appreciate an affirmative vote on Drexel's appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

Mr. Gallen, are you rising to correct the record? Well, hold 
off until we get through with the voting and then we will come 
back and let everybody correct who wants to. Is that clear? 
Those of you who wish merely to rise and correct the record, 
the Chair will take those corrections but not at this time, 
please. The Chair wants to get the voting through if we possi- 
bly can. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1505, 
PN 1899, entitled: 

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of Drexel Uni- 
versity, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-195 

Awsta Duffy Leh Ritrer 
Angstadt Durham Lescovitz Robbins 
Argall Evans Letterman Roebuck 
Arty Fargo Levdansky Rudy 
Baldwin Farmer Linton Ryan 
Barley Fattah Livengood Rybak 
Battisto Fee Lloyd Saloam 
Belardi Fischer Lucyk Saurman 
Belfmti Flick McCall Scheetz 
Birmelin Foster McClatchy Schuler 
Black Fox McVerry Semmel 
Blaum Freeman Maiale Serafini 
Book Freind Maine Seventy 
Bonner Gallen Manderino Showers 
Bowley Gamble Manmiller Sirianni 
Bowser Cannon Markosek Smith, B. 
b y e s  Geist Mayernik Smith, S. H. 

Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corriean 

Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietlerick 
Distler 
Dombrawski 
Danatucci 
Dorr 

George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruitra Micorrie 
Gruppa Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mawery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Naye 
Hershey O'Brien 
Hess O'Donnell 
Honaman Olasz 
Howlett Oliver 
Hughes Perzel 
Hutchinsan Petrarca 
Itkin Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Jadlowiec Piccola 
Jarolin Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Josephs Pitts 
Kasunic Pressman" 
Kennedy Preston 
Kasinski Punt 
Kukavich Raymond 
LaGrotta Reber 
Langtry Reinard 
Lashinger Richardson 
Laughlin Rieger 

Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G .  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L .  
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Broujos Cahen Herman 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kenney McHale 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill passed finally. 

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

WELCOME 

The SPEAKER. We are delighted to have, as a page on the 
floor of the House, young Matthew Freind. Where is 
Matthew? Is Matthew here? Stand up, Matthew. Welcome to 
the hall of the House, Matthew. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1539, 
PN 1820, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 28, 1986 (P. L. 75, No. 29, 
entitled, as amended "An act providing for grants to persons for 
property damaged or destroyed by tornado or flood; establishing 
the basis for the grants and tax moratoria; and making appropri- 
ations," increasing the appropriation. 

On the question, 
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Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? I EXCUSED-3 
Bill was agreed to. 

Dininni Kennev McHale 
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 

ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

This bill will require a two-thirds vote, I34 votes on the 
floor of the House. 

The two-thirds majority required by the Constitution 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined 
in the affirmative and the bill oassed finallv. 

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

Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

On the question recurring, 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Eelfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bortner 
Bowley 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Bums 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

I t t t  

Cohen 

Dorr Laughlin 
Duffy Leh 
Durham Lescovitz 
Evans Letterman 
Fargo Levdansky 
Farmer Linton 
Fattah Livengoad 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Flick McCall 
Foster McClatchy 
Fox McVerry 
Freeman Maiale 
Freind Maine 
Gallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Cannon Markosek 
Geist Mayernik 
George Melio 
Gladeck Merry 
Godshall Michlovic 
Gruitza Micazzie 
Gruppo Miller 
Hagarty Moehlmann 
Haluska Morris 
Harper Mowery 
Hasay Mrkonic 
Hayden Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey O'Dannell 
Hess Olasz 
Honaman Oliver 
Hawlett Perzel 
Hughes Petrarca 
Hutchinson Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
ladlowiec Pievsky 
Jarolin Pist ella 
Johnson Pitts 
Josephs Pressmann 
Kasunic Preston 
Kennedy Punt 
Kasinski Raymond 
Kukovich Reber 
LaGrotta Reinard 
Lawtry Richardson 
Lashinger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
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 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Westan 
Wigginr 
Wilson 
Wazniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1570, 
PN 1851, entitled: 

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal year 
1987-1988. 

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Banner 
Bowley 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cam 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Carrigan 
Cawell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 

Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lesfovitr 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melia 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkanic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Naye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressmann 

Rieger 
Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloam 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Sehuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G .  
Staback 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, I. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Vroan 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright, D. R. 
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Daley Kasunic Preston Wright, J. L. 
Davies Kennedy Punt Wright, R. C. 
Dawida Kosinski Raymond Yandrisevits 
Dietterick Kukovich Reber 
Distler LaGrotta Reinard Irvis, 
Dornbrowski Langtry Richardsol~ Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-3 

Dininni Kennev McHale 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Armstrong, Mr. 
Livengood. 

Mr. LIVENGOOD. Mr. Speaker, I was not recorded on 
HB 1357. 1 would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 

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

BILL REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirms. 
tive and the bill passed finally. 

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

1 BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME. AND 

HB 435, PN 473 By Rep. RICHARDSON 
An Act amending the act of April 14. 1972 (P. L. 233, No. 6% 

known as "The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cos- 
metic Act," further providing for penalties. 

HEALTH AND WELFARE. 

The SPEAKER. We will now take corrections to the I RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 
record. Is there anyone in section 1 who wants to correct their 
.in+o fnr +h- r p r ~ r r l ?  I HB 1278, PN 1920 (Amended) ..,-..-. ....... -.... 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks, Mr. By Rep. RICHARDSON 
o.-tt0- An Act amendina the act of Auril9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175). 
"a,,L,L. 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I was late in getting to my 
switch on HB 1497. Had I been in my seat, I would have voted 
in the affirmative. Thank you. 

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

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

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, on HB 1520 my vote did not 
record. I wish to be recorded in the affirmative. 

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

Anyone else in section I? Section 2, does anyone wish to 
correct the record? 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Delaware, Mrs. Arty. 
Mrs. ARTY. Mr. Speaker, on HB 1530 a "yes" vote, 

please. 
The SPEAKER. The lady's remarks will be spread upon the 

record. 
corrections of the record, section 3? 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, at the appropriate time 
1 would like to ask you to return back to reports of commit- 
tee, please. 

The SPEAKER. We shall do that. 

Any corrections for the record in section 3? Section 4? 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Cor- 

rigan. 
Mr. CORRIGAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to be recorded 

in the affirmative on HB 1498. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be spread 

upon the record. 

known as "The Administrative Code of 1929," changing the 
Department of Public Welfare to the Department of Human Ser- 
vices; making related and editorial changes; and establishing the 
State Board of Human Services. 

HEALTH AND WELFARE. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. Are there any announcements for meetings 
during the lunch break? No announcements. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. I 

beg your pardon. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to stress to the 

members that the votes this afternoon will be important. It is 
my understanding that we are going to vote the entire South 
African package, and members will be required to be on the 
floor, of course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been informed by Mr. 
Richardson that he is going to call up at least one of the bills. 
He has not said any further about that, but he is definitely 
going to call up one of the bills. The Chair does not know 
which one at this point. 

The members are free to leave. Report back on the floor at 
1:15. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND 

RECOMMITTED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

HB 399, PN 1917 (Amended) 
By Rep. HUTCHINSON 

An Act amellding the act of June 22, 1931 (P. L. 594, No. 203), 
entitled "An act establishing cerlain townchip roads as State 
highways; authorizing their construction, maintenance, and 
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HB 1127, PN 1918 (Amended) On the question, 
BY Reu. HUTCHINSON Will the House aeree to the bill on third consideration? 

improvement under certain conditions and restrictions; limiting 
the obligation of the Commonwealth in the construction of 
certain structures located on such highways; conferring certain 
powers upon the Department of Highways and local authorities, 
persons, associations and corporations for sharing the cost of the 
maintenance and construction of such highways; and making an 
appropriation to carry out the provisions of said act,u further 
providing for the description of Route 14016 in Centre County. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 447, PN 485 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 

solidated Statutes, promoting the development of the carnival 
and circus industry by establishing special license fees for vehicles 
exclusively used to transport carnival and circus rides, shows and 
concessions on a seasonal basis. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 907, PN 989 By Rep. HUTCHINSON 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the pennsylvania con. 

solidated Statutes, providing for limited drivers' licenses. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

. . - 
An Act amending the act of January 22,1968 (P. L. 42, No. 81, The SPEAKER, On that question, the Chair recognizes known as the "Pennsylvania Urban Mass Transportation Law," 

authorizing transoortation authorities to solicit bids for and gentleman from Chester, Mr.  Vroon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
w h y  do you rise in place, Hayes? 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, if you would kindly return to 
leaves of absence once again, I would respectfully request a 
leave for the gentleman from Lycoming County, Mr. 
CIMINI, for the remainder of this week's session. 

The SPEAKER. The leave is granted, there being no ohjec- 
tion, 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 16, PN 
1337, entitled: 

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

- 
award contracts for advertising displays; and limiting increases in 
funding for failure to do so. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

HB 1133, PN 1919 (Amended) 
By Rep. 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsvlvania Con- 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this legislation 
because it violates the Constitution of the United States in 
that it interferes with the exclusive power of the President and 
the Congress to regulate foreign affairs. The real issue is not 
apartheid as such. We all condemn and abhor apartheid. The 
gist of the argument is, what should be done about it and by 
...L--q 

solidated Statutes,further p;oviding for application for certifi- 
cate of title affecting out-of-State vehicles. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

WIIVLII :  

I believe it is reasonably clear from the comments of the 
prime movers of this package that the major purpose of this 
South African leaislation is to use the force of State law to 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSlDE.RED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

vehicles on sidewalks; and-imposing limitations on the distrihu- the area Of foreign 
tion of gasoline tax proceeds to municiualities. I The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Vroon. They are not 

- 
condemn the internal practices of a foreign country; in this 
case, the Republic of South Africa. Moreover, this hill seeks 
to use the force and power of a State law to change the inter- 

SB 257, PN 1184 (Amended) 

By Rep' HUTCH'NS0N 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 

solidated Statutes, further providing for the ooeration of certain 

TRANSPORTATION. 

nal policies of a foreign nation and to discourage investment 
in that nation by placing companies doing business in another 
country on a State legislative hit list. It would he sham and 
hypocrisy to pretend that this hill does not attempt to act in 

RECESS 

going to hear you 
Quiet down. 
You may now proceed, Mr. Vroon. 
Mr. VROON. Thank vou. Mr. Soeaker . . 

The SPEAKER. The House stands in recess until 1:15. The primary purpose of this bill is to use the power of our 
State law to condemn and to bring about a change in a foreign 

AFTER RECESS 

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

country which conducts an internal policy, apartheid, that we 
all despise and detest. I submit that we in the Pennsylvania 
General Assembly do not possess the constitutional power to 
enact legislation for such purposes. The decisions of our 
United States Supreme Court clearly establish that the States 
are not entitled to play any role whatsoever in the conduct of 
our foreign policy except where specifically authorized to do 
so by Federal law, and Federal law is silent on this subject. 
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going into the Federal history of what the Federal Govern- 
ment has done. 

Mr. VROON. No, Mr. Speaker, I am trying to- 
The SPEAKER. Restrain yourself to constitutionality. We 

will get through faster that way. 
Mr. VROON. I am pointing out the fact that the Federal 

policy is contrary to the policy called for by the bill, and that 
is the reason for- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, the Chair does not intend to 
argue with you about the point, but it is the opinion of the 
Chair you have now deviated from the question at point - is it 
constitutional or is it not? You were doing well with that argu- 
ment until you started talking about what the Federal Govern- 
ment is doing. Please continue with your argument but limit it 
to the question. 

Mr. VROON. Okay. I have one more sectlon here, Mr. 
Q"-..,."- 

Official U.S. policy statements have consistently criticized 
apartheid in general terms. At the same time, however, the 
Reagan administration has just as consistently stressed contin- 
ued political and economic ties with south ~ f ~ i ~ ~  as the most 
effective means of influencing South Africa to change for the 
better. This policy has highlighted the role of an American 
corporate presence south ~ f ~ i ~ ~ ,  a presence that has 
been officially encouraged. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, up until this point you were 
arguing well the question of  constitutionality; you are now 

dpccz"". 

The SPEAKER. Go ahead. 
Mr. VROON. This, too, is a- 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I hereby move that this legisla- 
tion is unconstitutional because this country should speak 
with one voice through the Federal Government- 

The SlXAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vroon, has moved 
that HB 16 is unconstitutional. The question is on that motion 
and, please, that motion alone. 

on the question, 
will the H~~~~ sustain the constitutionalitv of the bill? 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1 think what thegentleman 

is trying to do is raise the motion of  constitutionality. If that is 
the point, I would like him to make the motion and then speak 
to constitutionality rather than I guess speak generally on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman make the motion for 
constitutionality. Then the Chair will again recognize you. 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to bring all the 
salient points out before I make that motion. 

There have been a number of U.S. Supreme Court decisions 
as well as lower court decisions which have clearly established 
in law the exclusive jurisdiction of the Federal Government in 
the conduct of foreign affairs. I ciie the following cases as 
examples: the case of Zschernig v. Miller in 1968; Hines v. 
Davidowitz in 1941; U.S. v. Curtiss-Wright Export Corpora- 
tion in 1936; Tayyari v. New Mexico State University in 1980; 
New York Times v. the City of New York Commission on 
Human Rights. I have not seen any court cases which have 
upheld the State divestment procedure as a permissible 
approach to combating apartheid. 

The SPEAKER. For the information of the members, each 
member may speak but one time on this question. 

Mr. Vroon, the Chair is not cutting you off. Have you fin- 
ished your statement'? You have finished the statement you 
wished to make on constitutionality. 

On the question, is HB 16 constitutional-that question 
and that question alone, please-the Chair recognizes thegen- 
tleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There are only really two conslitutional questions involved 

in this issue. One deals with the supremacy clause, and one 
deals with the commerce clause. In both of those issues, the 
Supreme Court and other jurisdictions have ruled that the 
State has the ability to act constitutionally in this issue. 

And so the record is clear, let me point out a few case cita- 
tions regarding the supremacy clause objection. There is a 
decision under National League of Cities v. Usery - that is 426 

1 U.S. 833 of 1976 - and Clark v. Allen, 331 U.S. 503, a 1947 
case, concerning the State's retention of authority to regulate I their own i m i r t a n t  governmental activity, and they also rule 
that State statutes that have only some incidental or indirect 
effect in foreign countries d o  not intrude on Federal author- 
ity. The line of cases that have come down since those cases 

: has upheld that precedent and has given the States authority 
to act on such issues which control the investment of their 
own funds within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or 
within the jurisdiction of other States. 

Regarding the commerce clause, which objection has some- 
times been made and has not been upheld, there are a number 
of cases, and I will just cite one, Pike v. Bruce Church, a 1970 
case. Let me just read one statement from that case: "The 
Court noted," and I quote, "that state statutes evenhandedly 
and properly applied to legitimate local public policy, and 
having incidental effect on interstate commerce, could be 
upheld under the Commerce Clause." 

I would submit to you that what is being done with HB 16 
and with the other antiapartheid legislation is within the juris- 
diction of this Commonwealth pursuant to these court deci- 
sions. The motion of constitutionality is erroneously taken, 
and there is no valid, legal argument that can justify a vote for 
unconstitutionality based on the law and based on reason and 
based on what is right and based on what we should be doing 
jurisdictionally within this Commonwealth. We are totally 
100-percent constitutional in HB 16, and I would ask that you 
vote accordingly. 
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FILMING PERMISSION 

The SPEAKER. Mike Ross has asked permission and per- 
mission is granted for WHTM-TV to film on the floor of the 
House for a period of 10 minutes. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. On the question of constitutionality, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Preston. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, on the question, am 1 allowed to interrogate 

the maker of the motion? 
The SPEAKER. If you do, the Chair will consider that your 

statement, and you will not he allowed to argue thereafter. 

tested, and it goes without saying that this does not say that 
this is a wrong conclusion that 1 am drawing here today just 
because of that. There are people who have to bring the case 
to court in order to contest it and to test it in the court. There 
are similar cases, however, in several different jurisdictions 
dealing with subjects slightly different from disinvestment 
which hear directly on the case, and I have a good record of 
those, and I have studied them completely. 

Mr. PRESTON. I really did not know the answer, because I 
am not totally aware of all the States themselves that have 
even passed divestiture. 

Let me follow along then with a second question. To your 
knowledge, you are saying that none of the States' present 
divestiture bills have ever been challenged as far as constitu- 
tionalitv with the Sunreme Court? 

iture bills? 
Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, is he really interrogating me for 

something that he does not know? 
Mr. PRESTON. Let me follow it in sequence then, too, and 

make it very simple for you to understand. 
The SPEAKER. He is changing his question, Mr. Vroon. 

Let us hear the second question. 
Mr. PRESTON. Are you aware that there are States that 

have passed divestiture bills and at no time in the history so 
far in the United States has the Supreme Court said that those 
bills are unconstitutional, and they are currently practicing 
divestiture in the United States of America right now? 

Mr. VROON. Are you aware of those yourself, sir? 
Mr. PRESTON. 1 am not really aware. I am asking you 

since you have made the motion on constitutionality to be 
able to back it up as a point of- 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen, interrogation is not argumen- 
tation. What Mr. Preston is asking is do you know this. Your 
answer is simple: Yes, you know it, or no, you do not know it. 

Mr. VROON. I really do not think it is pertinent to the 
point, Mr. Speaker. I think it violates the rules on inter- 
rogation. He knows very well he wants to argue with me. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, please allow the Chair to 
decide when the gentleman has gone off the ranch. You may 
decide not to answer interrogation, and the Chair has done 
that when the Chair was on the floor. If you do not wish to 
answer, you simply sit down, and that ends it. 

Mr. VROON. All right. Mr. Speaker, I will give you the 
answer to what you say. 1 do not know of any case where a 
disinvestment law in any of our States was ruled to be uncon- 
stitutional, but the reason for that is that it was never con- 

You have one time on the floor. You may do this: You may 
interrogate and then make the statement. But YOU may not 
interrogate, sit down, and then stand up again. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you. 
Will the maker of the motion then stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. VroOn, agree to 

stand for interrogation? 
Mr. Vroon does so agree. You may proceed, Mr. Preston. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Concerning your question as far as constitutionality, are 

you aware that there are other States that have passed divest- 

of constitutionality. 
Mr. PRESTON. You know, this again is another faux pas. 

When we talk about constitutionality, and we are also talking 
about the jurisdiction as far as foreign policy is concerned, 
including the previous speaker, Mr. Vroon, I can sit down and 
remember that we passed a resolution directing the State store 
system not to buy vodka because of a plane that was shot 
down. Is that or is that not a foreign policy statement, which 
he voted for? And yet now he is coming along the same lines 
and saying that this is unconstitutional. I am going to ques- 
tion possibly the ability of reasoning of whoever is advising 
this because again we are saying a total contradiction. Let us 
do one thing and then say another. 

I do not think that we can in our right minds say that this is 
unconstitutional. We are talking about the investments within 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and how we want to see 
our corporations spend their money. We are talking about the 
investments as far as pension funds, hard-earned work 
money, and I do not think that we within our right minds, 
with any form of common sense, if you go by a simple 
theorem of logic: if, if, therefore. If we in the State of Penn- 
sylvania are saying that we do not want our money-as we did 
even as far as banks in Canada are concerned-if we are 
simply saying that we do not want to see State taxpayers' 
money being spent in Ireland, which we will have bills of 
which some of you are going to support, if we do not want to 
buy vodka from the Soviet Union anymore because of a plane 
that was shot down, it is not interfering with the government's 
foreign policy. And again, the previous speaker voted for 
that, but yet in a sense he is going to stand up and say this is 
unconstitutional. 

GROON, That is do not know of any, and I 
that none of those have been contested in court. 

Mr. PRESTON. But in essence what you are saying, 
though, is that even though other States per se have it, the one 
that we are which is just like some of the other 
ones, is unconstitutional. Is that what you are saying, sir? 

Mr. VROON. That is right. All of those other States' laws 
could be contested in the same manner, 

Mr. PRESTON. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May laddress themotion? 
The SPEAKER, You address vourself to the question 
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Now, let us look at the point; let us be realistic; and let us 
vote this motion down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recog~iizes the minority leader 
on the question of constitutionality. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I really have not given a great deal of thought 

to the legal arguments on the question of constitutionality. I 
have been before this House, I have stood before this group at 
this microphone time and time again over the years, and I 
have made expressions. I have expressed myself as to why we 
should not become involved in matters that really are purely 
Federal Government matters, why we should not try and 
interfere with what is going on in North Ireland. And as an 
Irishman, 1 found that very tempting to get involved in. I have 
said the same thing time and time again of South Africa. 

I think as we sit here today and listen to the debate, we are 
not listening to a debate in the case of Mr. Preston on a legal 
issue, but rather I think the argument that he would advance 
is it is not unconstitutional if it is a cause that we believe to be 
just. 1 think that it goes without saying that the people who 
are the proponents of divestiture are attempting to influence 
social change in a foreign country. It is not a question of 
prudent and imprudent investments for fiduciaries in the 
United States or, in particular, here in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. Mr. Preston is not concerning himself with this 
is a good investment for the PSEA (Pennsylvania State Edu- 
cation Association) retirement fund or the retirees of the 
public school system, or it is a dangerous investment, but 
rather the message that Mr. Preston gives is one of social 
change. I think that that is wrong, and I think that is what 
brings this hill to questionable constitutionality status. 

There have been many words spoken and there have been 
many pages of text written as to what we should or should not 
do with these different funds as it respects South Africa. Time 
and time again both sides of the aisle have had its members 
stand up and say they are against what South Africa is doing. 
They are against apartheid. That does not mean, though, that 
we should violate our Constitution in order to point out the 
constitutional frailties, if you will, of what is going on in 
South Africa. 

The testimony before the House Finance Committee by 
Nancy Noonan, who is the president of the PSEA, in April 
makes this comment of concern- Now, this is an organiza- 
tion that represents over 90,000 schoolteachers, represents 
over 10,000 retired schoolteachers, all of whom have their 
hard-earned dollars and the contribution of the Common- 
wealth for their work, all of their dollars are at risk. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. COHEN. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Philadel- 

phia, Mr. Cohen, interrupt? 
Mr. COHEN. Is the minority leader, as the leader, exempt 

from addressing the subject under discussion of constitution- 
ality? 
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The SPEAKER. No, the minority leader is not exempt, hut 
the minority leader was about to finish his statement. The 
Chair will let him continue. 

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Nancy Noonan, the president of the PSEA, voices this 

concern- Mr. Cohen, if you would he kind enough to listen 
to it, it will address also the question you just raised. The 
concern of the 100,000 PSEA members, as enunciated by their 
president, is, number 4, "The proposed legislation may 
violate the supremacy clause of the U.S. Constitution, which 
grants the power to conduct foreign affairs exclusively to 
Congress and the President. Additionally, the legislation may 
violate the commerce clause." This is one of a number of con- 
cerns addressed by the PSEA at the April 1, 1987, meeting. I 
share that concern. 

There are any number of cases that have been cited both by 
Mr. Vroon and by the gentleman, Mr. Kukovich, with respect 
to constitutionality. The argument could be made and has 
been made on both sides. I suggest to this body that what we 
are doing, what we have before us, is violative of the Consti- 
tution, and 1, too, suggest, together with Mr. Vroon, that we 
strike this particular bill down as being unconstitutional. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The question is- 
You have spoken once, have you not? That is all you are 

allowed. On this question, one time only, not twice. You have 
been up once, Mr. Cohen. That is it for you. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Perry, Mr. Noye. 
Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in support of the motion that the bill be 

declared unconstitutional. A similar matter was addressed by 
this House several years ago, and a vote of unconstitutionality 
is consistent with what we did several years ago on the ques- 
tion of some political prisoners being held, involved with the 
Irish Republican Army. We debated that hot and heavily, and 
this House decided overwhelmingly that that was a matter of 
foreign policy, as this question is a matter of foreign policy, 
and we voted then-at that time it was a resolution-that it be 
declared unconstitutional. I think we should be consistent and 
vote with Mr. Vroon. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, is HB 16 constitutional? 
On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to first indicate that not only is 

this bill constitutional'but that the inisinformation shared by 
Mr. Ryan should be corrected. Number one, I am in receipt of 
a letter from the president of PSEA who cites on May 29, 
1987, that on May 14, 1987, the Pennsylvania State Education 
Association Board of Directors adopted a resolution pre- 
sented to the board by the PSEA Ethnic Minority Caucus, 
and at that time the resolution states that the PSEA hoard 
send an official request to the Pennsylvania Public School 
Employes' Retirement System- 

M ~ .  RYAN. M ~ .  speaker? 
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The SPEAKER. Mr. Ryan, just a moment. 
Mr. Richardson, you are not on the question of constitu- 

tionality. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am referring spe- 

cifically t o  the matter that was allowed to be spoken on- 
The SPEAKER. No; you limit yourself to questions of con- 

stitutionality. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I will, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. All right. You may proceed on that basis 

and only on that basis. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. On the basis of consritutionality, Mr. 

Speaker, I would so indicate that 22 other States across the 
country have in fact already proven the bill presently before 
us to be constitutional. The other thing is that Mr. Vroon 
tried t o  cite that there were no test cates that could so forth 
determine whether or not the present situation that is in front 
of us is in fact unconstitutional. Well, that is not true. There 
are many States that tried the constitutional question. It 
failed. That is why we have 22 States on record thus far indi- 
cating the constitutionality of such like bills dealing spe- 
cifically with retirement systems. 

In conclusion I want to say that it seems to me that this is a 
thwart and an attempt on behalf of many individuals to try to 
skirt around the whole question of  divestment and not really 
deal with the issue that is in front of us. Clearly, we have gone 
over this issue before. Many of the members on the floor of 
this House know that this in fact is constitutional, but if this is 
defeated, then there is no question as to whether or not there 
will be an opportunity for discussion on the issue of divest- 
ment. I would like to also cite that PSEA did not take the 
position that Mr. Ryan so indicated as of April, but as of May 
1987 they changed it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Bortner, on the question of constitutionality. 

Mr. BORTNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I will try to 
limit my remarks to the issue of constitutionality. 

It troub!es me that in the 200th anniversary of our Constitu- 
tion and a day after we had the opportunity to view the 
Magna Carla we continue to stand up here in the House of  
Representatives and try to avoid what for some people may be 
a tough vote by hiding behind the issue of constitutionality. 
This is not a question of foreign policy. This is a question of 
investment policy. It seems to me that it is an absurd argu- 
ment to suggest that the members of this General Assembly 
are without power and without authority to direct investment 
policy for the pension funds of  our State employees and our 
public school employees. I d o  not care what Nancy Noonan 
says. I d o  not know where she got her law degree. I suspect 
she does not have one. 

I think that the members of  this General Assembly ought to 
be able to stand up and vote on this issue. There are reasons to 
be for it. 1 suppose there are reasons to be against it. But let us 
not use the cloak of constitutionality so that people do not 
really understand how we feel about what I think is a very 
important issue. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

1 PARLlAMENTARY INQUIRY ~ 
! The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Dauphin, Mr. Piccola. 
Mr. P1CCOI.A. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to a point of parlia- 

mentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point. 
Mr. PICCOLA. I believe the Speaker ruled, or implied at 

any rate, that members are restricted to speaking on this ques- 
tion one time and one time only. It is my understanding under 
rule 10 that on any question, with the exception of the major- 
ity and minority leader, any member may speak no more than 
twice, and I was wondering what the Speaker's ruling is with 
respect to constitutionality and why it would differ from rule 
10. 

The SPEAKER. Under rule 4, "On questions of order there 
shall be no debate except on an appeal from the decision of 
the Speaker or on reference of a question by him to the 
House. In either case, no member shall speak more than once 
except by leave of the House." It is under rule 4 that the 
Speaker ruled. 

Mr. PICCOLA. Mr. Speaker, it is therefore the ruling of 
the Chair that a question of constitutionality is a rule of order 
and not a substantive motion? 

The SPEAKER. The phrase in rule 4 is by reference of a 
question by the Speaker to the House. The Speaker did refer 
this question to the House; therefore, the Speaker would have 
the power to limit the debate unless there was an appeal to the 
Speaker's ruling. 

Now, let us get on with the thing which will finally decide it. 
The question is, is HB 16 constitutional? Those who believe 

it to he constitutional will vote "aye"; those who believe it to 
be unconstitutional, as Mr. Vroon believes, will vote "no." If 
you believe it to be constitutional, as argued by Mr. 
Kukovich, Mr. Bortner, and others, you will vote "aye." If 
you believe it to he unconstitutional, you will vote "no." 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the bill? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Y EAS-99 

Acorta Evans Livengood Roebuck 
Angstadt Fattah Lloyd Rudy 
Baldwin Fee Lucyk Rybak 
Battist0 Fischer McCall Saloom 
Belardi Freeman 'ilaiale Seventy 
Belfanti George Maine Showers 
Blaum Gruitza Mandeiino Staback 
Banner Haluska Markosek Steighner 
Bowley Harper Melio Sluban 
Broujas Hayden Michlovic Sweet 
Caltagirone Ho*.ktt Miller Taylor, F. 
Cappabianca Hughes Morris l'igue 
Carn Hutchinson Mrkonic Trrllo 
Cawley ltkin Murphy Truman 
Cohen Jarolin O'Dannell Van Horne 
Colafella Josephs Oliver Veon 
Cole Kasunic Petrarca Wambach 
Corrigan Kasinski Petronc Wiggins 
Cowell Kukavich Pievsky Wozniak 
DeLuca LaGrotta Pistella Wright, I). R. 
DcWeese Laughlin Preston Wright, R. C. 
Daley LescoviLz Rcber Yandrisevits 



Dawida 
Dombrowiki 
Donatucci 
Duffy 

Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 
DeVener 
Davies 
Dietterick 

Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 

Distler 
Dorr 
Farga 
Farmer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 
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The SPEAKER. Mr. Belardi and Mr. Gaynor Cawley have 
guests in the gallery. They are Joe Fadden, J. J .  Fadden, and 
Tony Orzel. Welcome to the hall of the House. We are 
delighted t o  have you here. 

Andrew Carn has a guest page, Tiona Reed. Is the child on 
the floor? Welcome to the floor of the House, Tiona. We are 
glad to have you here. 

Richardson 
Rieger Irvis, 
Ritter Speaker 

NAYS-96 

Jadlawiec Reinard 
Johnson Robbins 
Kennedy Ryan 
Langtry Saurman 
Lashinger Scheetr 
Leh Schuler 
McClatchy Sernrnel 
McVerry Scrafini 
Manmiller Sirianni 
Mayernik Smith, B. 
Merry Smith, S. H .  
Micozzie Snyder, D. W. 
Moehlmann Snyder. G .  
Mawery Stairs 
Nahill Stevens 
Noye Taylor, E. Z. 
O'Brien Taylor, J.  
Olasz Telek 
Perzel Vroon 
Phillips Wass 
Piccala Weston 
Pit is Wilson 
Pressmann Wagan 
Raymond Wright. J .  L. 

NOT VOTING-:! 

Durham Punt 
EXCUSED-4 

Cirnini Dininni Kenney McHale 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question 
was determined in the affirmative and the constitutionality of 
the bill was sustained. 

WELCOMES 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. FARGO offered the following amendment No. A1698: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). page 3, lines 3 through 12, by strik- 
ing out all of said lines and inserting 

(e) Indemnification.-In executing the requirements of this 
amendatory act, no present, future or former member of the 
board acting as trustee of the fund, no present, future or former 
officer or employee of the board and no present, future or former 
investment manager under contract with the board shall be liable 
for any civil damages, claims, or charges by reason of having 
acted in good faith to restrict, reduce or eliminate investments in 
compliance with this act, and all such persons shall be indemni- 
fied from the assets of the fund for any and all expenses incurred 
in connection with enforcing the above-granted immunity. 

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

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. 
Burns, rise? 

Mr. BURNS. Point of order, please. 
Mr. Speaker, we have two rather big packets of amend- 

ments here. 
The SPEAKER. So have we. 
Mr. BURNS. And I was just wondering if the Chair could 

call them in the order that they are in the packets to save a lot 
of time of searching around for them. 

The SPEAKER. The only amendment taken out of order 
would be Fargo's, and after that I am informed we are taking 
them up in the order that they appear in the packet. SO the 
next person would be Ryan on 1874 and then Gamble. So if 
you get that packet out in order, we will try to keep it going 
that way. 

Mr. BURNS. Thank vou. Mr. S ~ e a k e r .  . . 

The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Mercer, Mr. Fargo. 

Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If HB 16 is passed, it is going to require that the trustees of 

this pension make some decisions that have been taken out of 
his hands. The trustee will have to make some sales and pur- 
chases that could well be not good investment decisions, and . 
this concerns me when I look at the trustee's position. 

As I look at the trust investment laws that affect Pennsyl- 

. ~ ~ 

money and that you should only invest your money for the 
benefit of the trust beneficiary. 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. 
Pressmann, rise in place? 

Mr. PRESSMANN. Mr. Speaker, my button did mal- 
function and I would like somebody to look at it. I was 
recorded "no" on the constitutional issue on HB 16. 1 would 
have liked to have been recorded in the positive. 

The SPEAKER. We will send someone back to check it. 
Thank you, Mr. Pressmann. Your remarks will be spread 
upon the record to clear the record. 

vania, I see such things as-and let me quote from those 
laws-"The Duty of Loyalty" first, and that says, "The 
essence of the trustee's'fiduciary relitionship is his responsi- 
bility to deal with the trust property 'for the benefit of' the 
trust beneficiary." For the benefit of the trust beneficiary. It 
goes on to say in the Restatement that "The trustee is under a 
duty to the beneficiary in administering the trust not to be 
guided by the interest of  any third person." So the law, the 
trust investment law, says to the trustee that you are not to be 
guided by any third party saying how you should invest your 
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Now, if I happen to be a trustee of this particular fund and 
I am required by passage of HB 16 to disinvest and that costs 
some money to the people who are my beneficiaries of that 
trust, then I think that 1 as a trustee am put in a very, very dif- 
ficult and compromising position. For a fact, the ERISA 
(Employment Retirement Income Security Act) laws, which 
are the Federal laws and admittedly do not necessarily affect 
the State Government, but I am sure that anybody who would 
sue the trustee for not taking care of his job would point to 
the ERISA laws- "ERISA codified the duty of loyalty for 
pension trusts in its 'sole interest' and 'exclusive purpose' 
rules. Section 404(a)(l) provides that the 'fiduciary shall dis- 
charge his duties with respect to a plan solely"-and it says- 
"solely in the interest of the participants and beneficia- 
ries ....' " 

Now, when we have this kind of an order, a demand on the 
trustee, we are now with HB 16 putting the fiduciary in a very 
difficult position. My amendment, and looking at amendment 
1698, will merely say that if that trustee in performing the 
duties that we require of him in HB 16 is sued, becomes liable 
for any civil damages, claims, or charges by reason of acting 
in good faith as we have required that he be, then all such 
persons shall be indemnified from the assets of the fund for 
any and all expenses incurred in connection with enforcing the 
above granted immunity. So all I am doing is stating in this 
amendment that the trustee should have the protection, since 
we are putting him in this position, that the trustee should 
have the protection of knowing that it is not going to cost him 
personally for doing what we in the State legislature are telling 
him to do. 

1 would certainly request that the people in this legislature 
pass this amendment to give that trustee that protection. I 
thank you for your consideration. 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the 
amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

A m t a  
Angstadt 
Argall 
A n y  
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Broujos 
Bunt 

Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Fostcr 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 

Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levdansky 
Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Markosek 
Mayernik 
Melio 
Merry 

Ritter 
Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetr 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H.  
Snyder, D.  W. 
Snyder. C 
Staback 

Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dornbrowski 
Donatucci 

Gadshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
larolin 
Johnson 
Josephs 
Kasunic 
Kennedy 
Kasinski 
Kukovich 
LaGrotta 
Langtry 
Lashinaer 

Miehlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonir 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Naye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perrel 
Petrarca 
Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pressman" 
Preston 
Punt 
Raymond 
Rebcr 
Rrinard 
Richardson 
Rieger 

NAYS-0 

Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuhan 
Sweet 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Hornc 
Veon 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wazniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

I NOT VOTING-0 

I Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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. RYAN offered the following amendments No. A1874: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 2, lines 7 through 13, by strik- 
ing out all of said lines and inserting 



...- 
(9) 

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

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

Mr. RYAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my amendment is an exercise in democracy. 

My amendment simply provides that those who regulate our 
pensions, and in particular this pension, contact their mem- 
bership and say, what d o  you wanl us to do? Do you want us 
to he South African free, or do you want us to continuc us we 
are? If 15 percent of the members of the PSERS, if you will, 
the State educational retirement fund, say they wanl to be 
South African free, then there is a separate fund set up to take 
care of that. So that rather than t h i ~  legislature imposing what 
it believes its morals to be or irs rnorality to he on a pension 
f u ~ d  and the pension contributors, wc are allowing the former 
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folio designated as the '=ed" portfolio, consisting of 
assets in an amount equal to the proportion that the Votes to 

bears to the entire-membership of the 
system. The second portfolio, desixnated as the "unre- 
stricted" portfolio, shall consist of the ren~ainder of the exist- 

(3) In the event that in excess of 85% of the members of 
the system approve the plan, the fund shall be d i v e s t e d  
accordance therewith without partition. 
c) Consent.-A vote to a rove divestment shall include a 

con(Fellt to have such membergP\avingq-account of the 
fund transferred into a restricted portfolio and to have the 
restricted portfolio divested. Members voting to approve d& 
ment and partition of the fund shall be deemed to also consent to 
have their future employee and employer contribikiions and inter: 
est credited for use by and in the restricted ortfolio, to helimited 
to;he assets to restricyed portfolio for the 
payment of any annuities, withdrawals or other benefits granted 
by the board, and to accept adjo~t~nents to the benefits to m,hich 
they would otherwise be enti:led which are necessitated or permit- 
& d u e  to the effect on the actuarial condition -- of  the restricted 
prmo because of gain or loss to-&portfolio which is a direct 
r,s&t of divestment -- policies. Once partitioned, the restricted 
portlolio shali be divested in accordance m,iththeproposaI within 
three years of the effective date of this act. 

(d) Subsequent changes.-Any person w t ~ o  becomes a 
member of the system subsequent to the date upon which the 
original partition is made shall be entitled to elect to have his 
account allocated to the portfolio of his choice and shall thereby 
become subject to any restrictions then in effect applicable to 
memhers subject to that portfolio. SuJsequent to the original 
partition of the portfolios, ally member may, upon one year 
written notice to the board, elect to have his account transferred 
to the other ortfolio. Once such-a transfer is effectuated by the 
board, such action shall bz irrevocable for ajeriod of five years. 

(e) State guarantee not applicable..--The State guara-f 
all obligations of the fund otherwise provided by section 5951 
shall not he applicable ro any portion of the restricted portfolio 
which is lost or suffers a diminution in value due to divestment 
policies. 

Amend Set. (Set, 8526), page 2, line out "a" and inserting 
Fl 

 mend ~ e c .  1 ( ~ e c .  8526). page 2 ,  lines 27 through 30; Page 3, 
lines 1 through 13, by striking out all of lines 27 througll30, page 
2; all of lines 1 through 12 and "m' in line 13, page 3 and insert- 
in0 

regular fund. Then it would be a matter of choice to all those 
people who have been contacted. Even if 85 percent was for 
total divestment, the fund can still be split up and there will be 
a very cumbersome and convoluted process to try to deal with 
it. And even if over 85 percent vote for divestiture, over 85 
percent, even after all this process is completed, then appar- 
ently, from my quick reading of this, it sets up about a 3-year 
timetable to begin to divest. That does not sound real demo- 
cratic, and I d o  not think it sounds very fair, and I also think 
what he is asking us to do in this amendment is abdicate our 
responsibility. 

One other point, and Mr. Ryan raised it earlier on the con- 
stitutional question and he raised it again about the teachers, 
and he talked about an April board meeting. 

I have before me a letter dated May 29. This is from the 
president of PSEA, Nancy Noonan, to Samuel McCullough, 
who chairs the Pennsylvania Public School Employes' Retire- 
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teachers and the present teachers of Pennsylvania and its chil- 
dren to decide for themselves whether or not they want their 
pension funds invested in corporations that are doing husiness 
in Africa. 

Now, it may very well be that a number of the people who 
are our schoolteachers teaching our children may decide that 
inhey want the pension fund to continue as it is. It may be that 
they have seen the results in New Jersey where studies show 
that the divestiture in New Jersey is going to cost the New 
Jersey pensioners $25-plus million every year; not the first 
year, but every year. So before we impose a penalty of $20 or 
$30 million on our schoolteachers' pension fund, do you not 
think it is fair that we let them vote on it? This is a democracy. 
We Come here each week and we vote on things that affect the 
people. 

Now lei the people who are niosl affected this time - that is, 
the investors in the pension fund .  decide how they want their 
money invested, I f  15 of them say they want their 

be in other than African corporation 
investments, fine; we will Set that up. The pension managers 
will set up a separate fund, and then those who want to go 
into it can go into it. Those who are satisfied with the way 
their funds are being managed today can contirlue as they are 
being managed today. 

It is a very, very simple amendment. It should appeal to all 
those of us who profess democracy and one-man-one-vote 
and the rest of the good government line. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I am in opposition to the 
amendment. 

M ~ .  R~~~ talks about an exercise in democracy. ~f you take 
a look at the amendment, what he is talking about is divesting 
only if 85 percent of the individuals vote in favor of it. 

First of all, he sets up a system whereby a board will have to 
prepare the report, submit it to everybody who has an interest 
in the fund; just fine. If there is less than 15 percent, no  action 
is taken, From 15 up to 85 percent, what happens is the fund 
would be partitioned into a South Africa-free fund and the 



1098 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 23, 
- 

ment Board, and it says, "On May 14, 1987, the Pennsylvania 
State Education Association Board of Directors adopted a 
resolution .... The resolution states 'that the PSEA Board send 
an official request to the Pennsylvania Public School 
Employes' Retirement System asking the PSER Board to 
follow in the spirit of Governor Casey and his new divestment 
initiative and divest pension funds in a prudent manner from 
those companies doing business with the Republic of South 
Africa and Namibia.' " 

That is what is asked for in this bill. I would also recall to 
the members that there has been a unanimous vote by this 
board to do that, and in light of all of that, I think it would be 
only prudent for us to reject this amendment overwhelmingly. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is delighted to welcome to the 
gallery a group of Pittsburgh North Shore retirees who are 
part of the AARP group. They are here from Allegheny 
County. They are the guests of Representative Murphy and 
Representative Cessar. They are in the balcony. Welcome to 
the hall of the House. 

And while we are in the balcony, we must not ignore the 
group who are members of the Top of the Mountain Demo- 
cratic Club. They are here in the balcony as the guests of Rep- 
resentative Lloyd. Welcome to the hall of the House. They are 
in the balcony. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. Back to the question of the amendment, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Linton. 

Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Ryan amendment. Mr. 

speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, made reference to the fact 
that we have a ~articipatory democracy. I say we have a repre- 
sentative democracy in that in fact we are here in this House 
to represent the interests of our constituency, and I am quite 
sure that on many issues we can find 15 Percent of a constitu- 
ency group on any issue that would want US to vote in favor of 
a particular issue that is in opposition to the position that we 
take on this floor. You may find in your district that 15 
percent of the constituents would like to legalize marijuana 
and that maybe in fact 15 percent would like You to legalize 
cocaine, but I would suspect, in representing those particular 
constituents, that the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, would not vote to 
support the legalization of marijuana nor the selling of 
cocaine in the State Liquor Control Board. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that on the retirement board 
there are representatives of the various constituenc~ groups 
that are affected by the retirement board, and as was indi- 
cated earlier by my colleague, Representative Kukovich, that 
board has voted unanimously to support divestment. So it 
seems to me in our form of government where we have repre- 
sentative democracy that in fact the voice of the people has 
been heard, that we have heard just recently that the board of 

directors of PSEA has also indicated their support for divest- 
ment. So once again the voice of the people has been heard, 
and it has been heard when their representatives on that board 
have voted to divest. Once again we are asking the members 
of this particular body here in the House, who believe in one- 
man-one-vote and would like to confirm that in the Republic 
of South Africa, to vote to divest and to vote to affirm the 
vote that has taken place by the State teachers' retirement 
board in their efforts to divest. 

1 would also like to make reference to the comment that 
Representative Ryan made in terms of the loss of dollars to 
the New Jersey State divestment issue. It is clear that in other 
divestment issues, such as in Washington DC, there has been a 
31-percent growth in their investment portfolio since they 
have divested from South Africa. 

I would ask for a negative vote on the Ryan amendment. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, will the House adopt the 
Ryan amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Perry, Mr. Noye. 

Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The Ryan amendment offers us a chance to be consistent 

with what we did last week. Mr. Linton offered an amend- 
ment on a bill that dealt with deferred compensation. He 
made it an option of the individual to have a separate portfo- 
lio. This House agreed with that position. 1 would ask you to 
agree with Mr. Ryan today. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader 
on his amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I knew I had seen this somewhere 
and I was not sure. I just found it in this statement delivered 
to our ~i~~~~~ committee back on ~ ~ ~ i l  1, 1987, by the 
PSEA representative. 

Listen to how much money the Pennsylvania State employ- 
ees' retirement educational fund has in it that would be 
affected - $1,233,000,000. NOW, you do not have to be a high, 
freewheeling Wall Street expert to figure out that there is a 
bunch of money involved in just transferring $1 1/3 billion 
out south ~ f ~ i ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~  corporations. ~~d anyone who 
thinks for a minute that implementing a bill such as the one 
that is before us is going to be cost free is crazy. There is $1 I /  
3 billion invested that is affected. N ~ ~ ,  you take that much 
money out of the market and move it someplace else in the 
market and you tell your little retired schoolteacher who took 
care of your kids for the past 10 or 15 or 20 years in your com- 
munity that YOU are not affecting the retirement fund that he 
has been putting his money away for for the past 20 or 30 
years, youarecrazy, 

There was a study done by the University of Chicago Law 
school which indicates-and I would be curious as to what 
the people up in the gallery have to say about this, because I 
understand many of them are retired. But as reported in this 
Family Protection Scoreboard magazine, "...95 percent of 
~~~~i~~~ pensioners consistently oppose using their monies 
for social manipulation via divestment, says Dr. John H. Lan- 
gbein of the university of Chicago Law school." And I 
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believe that is true. I will bet you if you poll, if you have got 
the nerve to poll, the people who have contributed the billions 
of dollars into these funds, if you poll them and ask them if 
they want their money taken out of the IBM's and the Exxons 
and the Xerox Corporations, they are going to say no, partic- 
ularly when they find out that the cost is going to be millions 
and millions and millions of dollars, not just initially but year 
after year after year. And I am challenging you people, my 
fellow members of the House, to put it to the people who are 
most affected. L.et them vote on it, and if they want to voice 
their objection to what is going on in South Africa this way, 
then they will vote with you. But I daresay that you are not 
going to get a vote that says divest from these people of their 
pension moneys. 

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the benefits that are to he paid 
out of this fund and all pension funds in this Commonwealth 
are statutory benefits depending upon a person's salary and 
how many years he or she has worked to earn the pension. 
The benefits paid have nothing to do with the performance of 
the pension fund. If the pension fund loses money, it is up to 
the taxpayers to pay that money in order to have the statutory 
benefits that the employees are entitled to. Yet despite the fact 
that it is the taxpayers who have a stake in the finances of this 
system, Mr. Ryan does not propose to let the taxpayers vote 
on this. All he proposes is that the pensioners vote on this. 

Secondly, Mr. Ryan seeks to scare the pensioners to death 
by saying that there will now he two funds and that for the 
first time in the history of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania-and we have had pension funds long before almost all 
of us were born-for the first time in the history of Pennsyl- 
vania now pensioners will, for this limited degree, be punished 
if they guess wrongly. This is just a total reversal of all of the 
pension law. In effect, Mr. Ryan is seeking to repeal all of the 
pension law associated with this fund and saying that now if 
you vote to divest, your money will be in a separate fund and 
you will lose money if this fund goes down as a direct result of 
divestment policies. 

You know, the phrase "direct result of divestment policies" 
is an interesting phrase, because there may well be some 
immediate loss to a pension fund. However, there is nothing 
stopping them from taking the money that is lost in the 
pension fund and investing the remainder of the money in 
stocks that will produce a far higher yield, as happened in 
Philadelphia where the first year results of the pension fund 
were at a $16-million loss and in just I year became converted 
into a $284-million net gain. There is nothing in Mr. Ryan's 
language which would allow the people to gain a windfall 
increase in their pension fund returns as a result of  something 
like a $284-million net gain. 

This amendment ought to be defeated. It violates all con- 
cepts of fairness and it totally changes the whole purpose of 
the pension fund from a pension fund that guarantees money 
based on service and income in the past to a pension fund 
based on income of the pension fund. That is a serious issue 

which totally transcends the South African issue, and it ought 
to be defeated very strongly. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It appears that once again the minority leader is leading us 

down a misleading path. 1 simply say this: Let us look at the 
facts. We are talking about a group of individuals-and he 
has mentioned primarily one union-that are elected by their 
own to make decisions, just as well as we are. They are elected 
by a majority of people and put up there to be able to make 
decisions. Now Mr. Ryan is starting to say that once these 
people have been elected, wait a minute, you do not have the 
ability to make the decisions for the rest of the people again. 
He is trying to take away their power of representation. 

Again, let us think about this. These people are elected. 
Now they also elect a representative who sits on the retirement 
board. The person representing the union actually sits on the 
retirement board. He did not tell you that they made a state- 
ment to say no to divestiture. He did not say that; he cannot 
find it, but yet in a sense these people who are elected, who 
also elected a representative to represent them who sits on the 
pension hoard, voted unanimously, voted unanimously, voted 
unanimously to divest. Now he is saying that you do not have 
the ability to elect these people; let us take the power away 
from them and let us let all the other people decide, and it is a 
reverse form of decisionmaking. 

Let us be progressive about it. I think that the union 
employees have elected officials, and if they are unhappy with 
their decisions, they receive quarterly reports. It is put down 
in writing the actions that this union is actually doing and all 
the other actions, and it is mailed to every individual union 
member, and each one of those union members has the chance 
to voice not just a t  annual meetings but also by the ballot box 
when they decide to vote in or out their president, their vice 
president, their shopworkers, and all the other people. So let 
us not be fooled by this. L.et us look at the facts just the way 
they are. 

We have heard talk about representatives who are elected 
by their own peers to make a decision for them, who actually 
sit on this board and vote on the numbers and the facts, and 
now we are going to try to tell them, you did not do a good 
job; you d o  not have the ability to do it, and let us change it. 
He cannot give you the statement from PSEA that says that 
they are against it. All they know is that they made a prudent 
decision in their minds. Let us not be fooled by this. Unless he 
can present it, then let us just go on and vote it and let us vote 
the amendment down. 

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

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
Ryan amendment and also in opposition to some of the state- 
ments that I have heard on the floor today. 

The maker of the amendment has suggested that he is so 
appalled and suggested that most pensioners in this country 
would rather have their investments stay in South Africa, and 
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he said that he believed that. I do not believe that people who 
are Americans want to see their pension money, want to see 
any money that they have any control over, invested in a 
country such as South Africa. I do not believe that the minor- 
ity leader really meant to suggest that Americans, after our 
proud history of fighting all over this world for one-man-one- 
vote, have somehow all of a sudden for the profit motive for- 
gotten all that we stand for. 

I think that we need to he very careful as we debate this 
issue that we do not forget to talk about the moral issues 
involved. There are some politicians and some political parties 
in this country that want to talk about values and morals and 
what is right and what is wrong. We need to be clear and we 
need to send a message today that we understand what is right 
and what is wrong, that we understand it in South Korea, that 
we understand it in South Africa, that we understand it all 
around this world, and that we as Pennsylvanians here in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in the 200th year as we cele- 
brate our Constitution, are clear about what is right and what 
is wrong. 

1 would ask that in being clear we would vote "no" on the 
Ryan amendment and we would vote "no" to the kind of sug- 
gestion, the insulting suggestion that Americans would rather 
put profit before people. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have to stand and answer the 

gentleman. You would paint a picture, I suspect, of me as 
some ogre in South Africa beating the people. Reverend 
Sullivan up until about 3 weeks ago was perfectly satisfied 
that the profit motive continue in that the moneys stay in 
South Africa. It is only within the past several weeks or a 
month that that has happened. Prominent black leaders- 
prominent black leaders-say that, quote: 

"Devastating unemployment" will occur in South 
Africa because of "massive disinvestment," predicts 
Vernon Jordan, a Black and former president of the 
United States Urban League. 

So if you are putting me into a category of being profit 
motivated, 1 will accept that responsibility as long as you are 
putting people such as Reverend Sullivan and the two I just 
mentioned in that same category, because believe it or not, 
there are some of us who think that the blacks of South Africa 
are better off with the major United States companies staying 
in business there and not closing their doors. I have seen 
reports indicating that as many as 1 million people will lose 
jobs just because of minor divestment. So do not try and paint 
us with a brush of being all wrong and all bad and un-Ameri- 
can and unwilling to fight. I daresay there are plenty of us 
who have done our time in the service for a lot less reason 
than what we are doing on the floor today. 

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

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, 1 wonder if Mr. Cohen would 
stand for interrogation, please. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen, you have been requested to 
stand for interrogation. 

Mr. Cohen, are you aware that you are about to be inter- 
rogated? 

Mr. COHEN. I am aware I am about to he interrogated. 
The SPEAKER. Fine. Mr. Olasz, you may proceed. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, through the din of debate here 

on the House floor I want to be certain that I understand what 
Mr. Cohen said a few minutes ago, and that was, quote, the 
pensioners do not have to worry about the added costs of the 
teachers pension fund; that cost would be passed on to the 
taxpayers. Did I understand you correctly? Did you say that? 

Mr. COHEN. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. Of course, the 
pensioners are taxpayers and they are part of the total. 

Mr. OLASZ. Well, I admit 1 am a little confused by that 
response, Mr. Speaker, because hack in my legislative district 
and throughout all of western Pennsylvania, most of our 
people are now senior ciiizens who are gurgling- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Olasz, are you through interrogating? 
Mr. OLASZ. I want to make a statement relative to what he 

said about the taxpayers. 
The SPEAKER. All right. Mr. Cohen, you may he seated. 

He is finished with interrogation. You may proceed, Mr. 
Olasz. 

Mr. OLASZ. Those same pensioners are the senior citizens 
who are now gurgling under the tremendous load of property 
taxes being levied on them by the school districts. We had an 
example here 2 weeks ago of cerrain Representatives saying 
they are 100 mills, 110 mills, 120 mills. Who in the world is 
going to pick up this added millage? I want to know who is 
going to protect those senior citizens if they are going to move 
out of their homes. This is the same old lady I referred to 4 
years ago who sits in that rocking chair every winter wrapped 
up in a quilt because she cannot afford to put the thermostat 
above 60 deerees. Now. if that is not a cost to be borne bv 

"I heard again and again ... a virtual plea against 
disinvestment from Blacks fearing unemployment," 
writes William Raspberry, a Black columnist for The 
Washington Post, back from a trip to South Africa. 

delphia, Mrs. Harper. 
Mrs. HARPER. 1 yield to Representative Linton. 
The SPEAKER. This is your second time, Mr. Linton. 
Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 want to deal with the issue that was just 

raised in terms of cost and what it would in fact cost the tax- 
payers. It seems to me that in this House when we think of 
divestment, many of us are thinking that in the normal course 
of business of the retirement board that we do not sell and buy 
stock every day. But we do in fact sell and buy stock every day 
in our portfolio, and anytime there is such a transaction, there 
iq a transaction cost. So we are constantly engaged in the 
selling and the buying of stock, and whenever you do that, 
you bear transaction cosls. 

Let me give you one example, one example: If you were to 
look at ITT stock, which is one of the stocks that we have in 

~~~~ ~ - ~~~ 

~~~~ 

someone, I want to know where in the world we are going to 
bury it. That is all I have to say, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from Phila- 
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our portfolio and is one that is currently doing business in 
South Africa, let us just look in the normal course of business 
at what happens when we have sold that stock. In 1985 we 
held 66,400 shares of stock of ITT. That is just in the normal 
course of business. In 1986 we purchased 212,000 shares of 
stock in I T T .  So in that we are talking about close to maybe 
150,000 shares of stock difference. So for each one of those 
shares of stock you are talking about transaction costs that 
occur whenever you sell and exchange stock on the stock 
market. In the normal course of business we sell and buy 
stock, and whenever we do that, we incur transaction costs. 

So all we are saying in this bill is that we are prioritizing and 
indicating where in fact one should not purchase stock when 
they are making those normal business transactions. So in 
essence we will be incurring probably no more transaction 
costs than we normally incur during the course of doing busi- 
ness. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mrs. Harper, you yielded your time to Mr. 
Linton. Do you want to be called upon? You have not spoken 
for the first time. 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, Mrs. 
Harper. 

Mrs. HARPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 oppose the Ryan amendment. He spoke of my pastor, 

Reverend Sullivan, and 1 would just like to say that Reverend 
Sullivan tried for 10 years to get something done for the 
people, for human rights in South Africa. And I heard our 
majority leader speak of writing to the retirees. I refuse to 
believe that there are less people concerned about money than 
there are concerned about human rights. I fully believe that 
there are more people concerned about human rights than 
there are coricerned about money. 

We all want to live. We want to live well. We want our 
pension funds protected, and I do believe that our pension 
funds will be protected and we will have human rights. Thank 
you very much. 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the Ryan 
amendment simply because I favor disinvestment in South 
Africa, and I will tell you why. 1 invite anybody in this 
General Assembly to come down to my office on a Friday and 
listen to the row after row of men and women who come into 
my office and tell me about their problems of unemployment, 
and you would be surprised the number of people that are 
sending their kids to school hungry in western Pennsylvania 
because there are no jobs. 

Now, the minority leader indicated there was $1.233 billion 
invested in South Africa. I think that is fantastic. I think it 
would be even more fantastic if we divested in South Africa 
and reinvested that darn money in my district in western 
Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

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

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, a member had made remarks that were 
answered by our leader, Representative Ryan. I would just 
like to comment again on that, on the fact that there are many 
blacks in the Republic of South Africa who do not want 
American companies to go, specifically Chief Buthelezi, who 
heads a 6-million-member tribe and has come over to the 
United States on numerous occasions and asked the country 
not to put economic sanctions against his country for that 
reason, for the fact that there would be great unemploy- 
ment- 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Why do you interrupt? 
Mr. CLYMER. -and people would go hungry and there 

would be starvation. 
The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Clymer. 

POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. Why d o  you rise? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
We are debating an amendment, and much of the debate 

has been far afield. I believe the current speaker is talking 
about a philosophical argument that does not pertain spe- 
cifically to this amendment. We would speed things up if we 
would hold to the amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, 1 recognize that, but 1 did not 
bring up the issue. 1 am only responding to another member. 1 
understand what we are debating, but I think a person cannot 
get up on this floor and debate and not be answered, and that 
is where my remarks are coming from, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Just a moment, Mr. Clymer. Your point is 
well taken. You did not originate the argument. You may con- 
tinue. 

Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Another important black leader in the Republic of South 

Africa who should be recognized is Bishop Isaac Makoema, 
who is head of the 2.5 million Zion Baptist Churches. He has 
come over to the United States and has received a little recog- 
nition as well, and his purpose is to say that economic sanc- 
tions and divestiture will hurt the people. 

Then finally, Mr. Speaker, one of the personalities that 
again has received great recognition is Jonas Sauimbi. He is 
heading the anti-Communist group that is fighting against the 
30,000 Cubans in AngoJa. He has said, though, I despise the 
kind of government that they have in the Republic of South 
Africa, yet if that nation should fall, my efforts to free the 
people from the Russians and from the Cuban troops in 
Angola would also fail, and we somehow seem to omit the 
fact that there are other people who are oppressed on thecon- 
tinent of Africa. 

So, Mr. Speaker, yes, as Representative Trello has said, 
there is unemployment in western Pennsylvania, I recognize 
that, but there is greater unemployment and greater poverty 
and greater despair and death on the continent of  Africa, and 
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should this particular star of Africa fall, and we are talking 
about the Republic of South Africa, there would he a lot more 
harm to all the people. So I support the Ryan amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Saurman. 

Mr. SAURMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if I am away from the amendment, it is 

because I am referring to some disc~lssion and debate that 
took place relative to Mr. Ryan's amendment, and therefore, 
I feel this is the time that I should respond. 

We listened to an economics presentation dealing with the 
buying and selling of stock and talked about the costs of that 
exchange. However, we did not bring out the point that when 
we buy and sell stock, it is because we expect to gain from that 
exchange. When someone in the stock market sees an oppor- 
tunity to make money, certainly they sell stock and certainly 
they buy new stock and certainly there is a cost of doing busi- 
ness. 

I think that is the business lesson that ought to be looked at 
in the sense that we are going the other way, because we are 
almost assuring that we are selling stock at a loss and huying 
other stock which will result in a net loss. That net loss, as 
another former speaker indicated, ought not he of concern to 
the retirees. I suggest that if you people, as 1 have, have had 
requests from retired teachers seeking a cost-of-living adjust- 
ment, that they are not going to be very happy when the 
returns from their investments are down, because we are not 
likely to vote money out of the General Fund in order to 
provide that cost-of-living adjustment. If it can, however, be 
provided through the natural returns of the investment, I 
think we would go along with it. 

So those people who are on very meager pensions at the 
present time are depending upon an increased return from the 
investments in their fund. We can certainly put a big blockage 
right in that and deprive them from the cost-of-living if we in 
fact reduce the amount of return on that investment. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Black waves off. All right. That fin- 
ishes everybody who wished to speak for the first time. 

Now those who wish to speak the second time. The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, the first time I spoke I 
spoke directly against the amendment. I rose to speak again 
because of some statements and what I would suggest are 
scare tactics that were raised by some members, particularly 
the minority leader. 

He referred to the amount of money in stocks in the PSERS 
(Public School Employes' Retirement System), and that 
numher was $1,233,000,000. That is embodied in this report, 
a summary of South African-related securities in the portfolio 
of this system. If he had looked further down on that page, he 
would have realized that if we had sold those common pre- 
ferred stocks and the nongovernment honds, we would have 
made another $200 million. Now, what I am suggesting is, 
especially where the market is today, it is good business, it is 
sound investment practice to divest ourselves of that stock. 

We would make money. We also have a dearth of informa- 
tion, which I did not think was relevant to bring up during this 
amendment, that shows there are many South African-free 
portfolios which are doing much better than the typical port- 
folios that include everybody. 

And Representative Linton referred to transaction costs. 
We have a numher of studies-I am not going to bore the 
members with all the financial data, hut it is important that 
we show on the record the facts and figures, not just scare 
tactics-and they show that if we divested immediately 50 
percent of all of our stocks and bonds, we would only increase 
the pension costs by 0.742 percent, less than a percentage. 
And that does not take into account what Representative 
Linton said, that we continually transact for the sale of stocks 
and bonds. The typical costs mean that there would be no 
costs whatsoever to this fund that would he lost, no trans- 
action costs. The market impact costs and the opportunity 
costs which also are taken into consideration by any invest- 
ment manager show that we would gain, we would gain 
money if we would divest at this point in time with the system 
embodied in this legislation. 

Again I would ask for a "no" on the amendment for sound 
fiscal reasons. 

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

Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, I wish to respond to comments 
made by my colleague, Representative Trello. We both come 
from the same depressed areas in western Pennsylvania. I 
would like to call my colleague's attention to this morning's 
business section of the Post-Gazette. Out of 25 major cities 
throughout the United States, Pittsburgh ranks 17th in the 
number of firms located in that city providing employment, 
and the headline says, "City still lags as new firms provide 
more jobs." I submit that Joy Manufacturing Company, one 
of Fortune's 100 top companies in America, is headquartered 
in the city of P~ttsburgh. Joy Manufacturing makes all types 
of mining machinery. Mining machinery, to the best of my 
knowledge, is still made from heavy steel, and I submit that if 
this House is successful in total divestiture, expense moneys 
may have to necessarily he raised for all of our offices hack 
there because we will he needing to he open 24 hours a day, 7 
days a week to handle the unemployment complaints of many 
of our unfortunateconstituents. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Cumherland, Mr. Mowery. 

Mr. MOWERY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
1 would like to try and clarify a few of the statements that 

have been made regarding the costs of divestiture as it relates 
to the pension program that is relayed in HB 16. 1 would like 
to refer to a report that has been an ongoing evaluation that 
has been done by the pension board over the past several 
years, and this is a recent letter from Evaluation Associates, 
Incorporated, that is located in New England, in Connecticut, 
addressed to James A. Perry, executive director of the- 

TheSPEAKER. Just amoment, Mr. Mowery. 
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POINT OF ORDER 

  he SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, Mr. Richardson, rise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
whether or not the gentleman is speaking directly to the 
amendment dealing with the School Employes' Retirement 
System. 

  he SPEAKER. The gentleman will continue. The Chair 
will advise the gentleman if he drifts too far. 

The Chair recognizes, which I am sure all the members rec- 
ognize, that everybody has drifted too far from the subject 
matter. It seems to be characteristic of  the House, hut the 
Chair will try to keep you within at least the prime boundaries 
of the House rules. Continue, Mr. Mowery. 

Mr. MOWERY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I will read just a couple of short paragraphs from this letter, 

and I think it would be extremely helpful for the House to 
kind of take somebody's word for this. The Evaluation Asso- 
ciates is an independent investment management firm. It is 
not an actuarial firm, and it has taken every stock and evalu- 
ated it that is currently held in this particular fund that we are 
talking about. So it is not a guesstimate. Really, it is an actual 
stock-by-stock analysis. Let me just tell You, "Instituting a 
divestiture policy implies a willingness to increase the risk in 
the investments, a willingness to accept the greater volatility 
of returns, and a willingness to accept the results of  that 
policy." Mr. Speaker, basically he is stating what we already 
know, if we are willing to accept that, that there is a risk 
involved when you take a large portfolio of stock and elimi- 
nate most of the major blue-chip companies. 

Here is another quote: "There is no easy answer to the 
issue. Investment consultants always avoid the emotional 
aspects of the problem in Africa. They Suggest direct involve- 
ment in Africa to help solve the problems there and W%gest 
the investments remain unrestricted in the pursuit of invest- 
ment returns for the System." 

Now, the former speaker had mentioned the fact that we 
had a number of holdings in this pension plan as far as our 
stock portfolio. According to this report, Mr. Speaker, we 
have 200 holdings of companies that do business in South 
Africa. The total cost of selling these securities and purchas- 
ing replacement securities ranges anywhere from $7.3 million 
to $12.9. The former speaker said there was no cost involved. 
Mr. Speaker, if you are going to vote on the issue, you should 
know the facts, and that is basically the cost to the pension 
fund. 

Now, in addition to that, he also mentioned the opportu- 
nity costs, that they really could make money on those. Well, 
there is an ironic part right now in what he is relating to, 
because your earnings-to-price ratio, stocks have been doing 
better in the last 6 to 7 months because of the upward trend of 
the stock market. Now, that is a two-edged sword, and even 
though they may go up now, when the stock market goes into 
its next cycle, which is just a matter of when, You will find 
that they drop far more rapidly than most of Your blue-chip 
stocks, therefore showing a greater loss to the fund over a 

period of time. That is estimated to be $21 million the first 
year; and over a period of 5 years, $336 million. 

NOW, Mr. Speaker, this report has absolutely nothing to 
do- It is an independent firm that has taken every stock in 
that portfolio and evaluated it and given it its best shot. And I 
hope that as you vote on this you do not feel in any way that 
the vote is to divest, because in Representative Ryan's amend- 
ment it gives the people in the fund an option to have their 

right to say where their money goes. It is the fairest way, 
and I strongly recommend that you support Representative 
R~~~~~ amendment, because it does give everybody an  oppor- 
tunity to put the money and suggest that their money go in 
whichever way it fits their best interest. Thank you very much, 
M ~ ,  speaker, 

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

M,. VROON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Mowery has covered most 
of the ground that I wanted to cover, so I will just add a 
couple of things, 

I have had similar exposure to information on the public 
~ ~ h ~ ~ l  ~ ~ ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ '  ~ ~ t i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t  ~ ~ ~ ~ d ,  of which I am a 
member, and this is the particular board that is involved here. 
1 must say this: I have to tell you very frankly that when you 
talk about it came up to an even higher amount than 
M,, M~~~~~ cited because his board is than ours. 11 is 
hetween $8 and.$12 million just for the cost of buying and 
selling, and that is not a small amount of money, and even 
that is done at a very, very low rate of brokerage. I am simply 
amazed that it is not more than that. 

one other thing. I really d o  not think that anybody should 
stand up here and say that we made money on divestment. We 
did not make any money at all. If we sold some stocks that we 
were required to divest, that just means that we cashed in on 
the profits that had already accumulated, so there is no point 
in ~aying we made money. These are all paper gains and paper 
losses. the future over a of time, this is the real 
measure. How good is the portfolio in its net gain overall? 
~ n d  that is over an economic cycle. These are not measured in 
fluctuations o f 4  or 5 months on the stock market, 

~ h ~ t  is all I want to add, M ~ .  speaker. Thank YOU. 

~ h ,  SPEAKER, ~h~ chair  recognizes the gentleman from 
philadelphia, M ~ ,  ~ i ~ h ~ ~ d ~ ~ ~ ,  you have not spoken for the 
first time. D~ you wish to speak? you  may go ahead. 

M,, RICHARDSON. I yield, M ~ .  speaker. I want to he the 
last speaker to speak, 

~h~ SPEAKER. ~h~ chair recogn{zes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen, for the second time. 

M,, COHEN, ~ h ~ ~ k  you, M ~ ,  speaker. 
M,, Speaker, 1 have just been handed a copy of the Evalua- 

tion Associates study the alternative portfolios, 
this study was done in 1985, and we have the alternative 

portfolios. I am amazed to find out, Mr. Speaker, that if we 
continued this study into 1987 with these alternative portfo- 
lios, we have made a huge windfall profit, just as the 
,ity of Philadelphia had done, if we had taken the divested 
portfolio instead of the undivested portfolio. In picking these 
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stocks at random, it shows that Apple Computer, which was 
in the alternative portfolio, which is now selling at $70 a 
share, was selling back then a t  $18 a share; and Digital Equip- 
ment, which was selling at a little less than $94 a share, has 
gone up to $168 a share; and IBM, which was the best per- 
forming stock in the nondivested portfolio, has only gone 
from $90 to $161 a share. 

The bottom line of  all this is, taKing the same study and 
assuming that the world does not end in 1985 and if the world 
goes on into 1986 and 1987, the State of  Pennsylvania has lost 
a lot of money by not divesting now, by not going into this 
alternative portfolio. And the question is, can we continue to 
afford these kinds of losses'? I submit we cannot. I submit that 
the Ryan amendment, which is after all what we are discuss- 
ing, is totally unfair to the pensioners by not giving them the 
opportunity to share in the gains. It only says that the pen- 
sioners shall bear the losses. The pensioners shall not bear the 
gains. That is totally unfair. It is outrageous. The Ryan 
amendment is just a total distraction. I seriously doubt that 
Mr. Ryan really wants this amendment to go through. I would 
urge the defeat of  this amendment. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to d o  something that a lot of us have not done in 

the last 40 minutes; I am going to talk about the Ryan amend- 
ment. All of  the previous talk that we have heard from most 
of the previous speakers, whether the Ryan amendment passes 
or fails does not mean a hill of beans, because even if the 
Ryan amendment passes you can still have divestiture. The 
difference is this- And I am not going to embarrass the gen- 
tleman, because there is no  fiscal note attached to this. But the 
difference is this: It would be highly expensive if we pass the 
Ryan amendment to your pensioners that you care so much 
about. 

First, what we are asking for is that we would ask someone 
to sit down and come up with a probable safety of capital and 
not based on political or ideological principles or principles of 
social responsibility. Mr. Speaker, let me tell you something. 
If any of you have any common sense, you will not find any 
stockbroker that is willing to sit down there and determine his 
social responsibility and also the safety. You are not going to 
find any stockbroker who is going to guarantee you a profit. 

In step two of  the Ryan amendment, he is going to ask for 
the retirement board to set u~ two separate funds, double the 
cost. Again, there is no fiscal note on this, and 1 am surprised 
that the minority leader has not done this because 1 had a lot 
more respect for him. But he is adding cost to the pension 
retirement board because they will have to set up two separate 
portfolios and double the workload of an awful lot of man- 
agers. So all the talk that you have heard before, again, 
divestment is still to go on, the profit and loss of someone 
talking about it, and they do spend over $4 million a year right 
now in transactions. It would not change anything. Those are 
the figures, 

We are talking about an amendment that will wind up 
costing those people on retirement far more. And again I say 
there is no fiscal note because he does not even tell you that it 
is going to cost you. But it is going to cost you administra- 
tively. That is a fact. If anybody else can refute it, try to find 
it. 

Then he comes up as far as selection, as far as the portfolio 
is concerned, and I ask you, you show me any stock manager 
that is going to guarantee you, that is even going to guarantee 
our present pension board, that they will guarantee you a 
profit. You will not find one. If you find one, 1 am sure all of 
us would like to try to jump on it. Even a bank cannot guaran- 
tee it to you. 

Like I said, 1 wanted to come back and address the amend- 
ment. It is a very poorly drawn amendment. It is going to be 
very costly to the pensioil retirement board, and that is what 
he is asking you to do, to add cost administratively, to set up 
two separate funds. No matter what everybody else was 
saying ahout buying this and buying that or taking a loss or 
winning, no matter what happens, he is asking you to add the 
cost. 

And then secondly, like 1 said before, we are talking about 
elected officials of a union that have been chosen by their 
people to represent them. Again, as 1 said before, they 
selected someone to sit on that pension board and to represent 
the people of the pension board, and now Mr. Ryan would 
like to take that authority away from them and say that 85 
percent of the people, no matter what the union, elected offi- 
cials that the people have chosen. It does not mean anything; 
it does not mean a hill of beans. He wants to take that power 
away from them. Now, if that is what you want to do to your 
pension retirement boards, then that is fine, but let us look at 
the logic. Ethically, it is a bad amendment. Academically, it is 
a bad amendment. It is costly. It does not guarantee that you 
will win or lose money. All it does is mean that they would 
have to hire additional personnel, set up a separate computer 
system, run two sets of different books, have all different 
forms of investments, and again, they roll these funds over 
continuously. There is $4 million a year right now in trans- 
actions. We are not talking about changing anything. We are 
just adding an awful lot of different costs. Again, I still state 
it-and he is not going to tell you-that PSEA has not said 
they are against it, and he cannot show it to you in writing, 
but yet he mentioned it to you about three or four times. 

This is a bad amendment, Mr. Speaker. If you want to add 
additional costs to a retirement board, then go ahead and do 
it, but you cannot refute the facts. And it is all right here. It is 
costly, and it is a bad amendment. Vote it down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Perry, Mr. Noye, for the second time. 

Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to return back to the comments made by Rep- 

resentative Cohen and the picture he painted to the members 
of this House on the tremendous opportunities available to us 
if we would have divested by now. 1 offer the observation that 
if this were true, then we really would not need this legislation 
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because every investor in this country would already have 
been taking that lead. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. PRESTON. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's point of order? 
Mr. PRESTON. I would ask that the gentleman address the 

amendment, because whether we pass this or not, again, 
divestment can still go on. He is addressing whether we have 
divestment or not. I would ask him to address the Ryan 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. You may continue, Mr. Noye. 
Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
What the gentleman points out is true. Divestment may go 

on with or without this legislation. That is really my point. I 
really do not know why we are proposing this bill. 

The other thing that 1 would call to your attention is that if 
we are going to experience this great windfall of money, we 
better not be too quick to spend it because of the projections 
that are being made by the Governor of this Commonwealth 
for the future of this State. He has projected in the revenues 
for next year and 1 understand as late as last evening is 
sticking to those projections of only a 3- to a 3 1/4-percent 
growth factor. If that is true, there is going to be a recession in 
this Commonwealth or maybe this country which is going to 
have a tremendous impact on the stock market which is going 
to have a tremendous impact on the portfolios that we are 
talking about for these people. 1 think that is why it is so 
important that the Ryan amendment be agreed to, so that 
people who really have a concern one way or the other in this 
issue have a choice. 

I ask you to support the Ryan amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Mercer, Mr. Fargo. 
Mr. FARGO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was certainly pleased to have Representative Olasz ask 

Representative Cohen to repeat his question about taxpayers 
having to pay, because I was afraid 1 misunderstood it when 
he first said it. What he said was we do not have to be con- 
cerned. After all, only the taxpayers have to pay. It is not the 
people who are the beneficiaries; it is only the taxpayers. 
Well, they happen to be a group of people that I have a very 
major concern about, and I would think that everyone here in 
the legislature ought to be concerned about whether the tax- 
payers have to pay. And I really believe that they will have to 
pay as far as this piece of legislation is concerned. 

1 was also interested in Representative Kukovich's state- 
ment, do not worry about this, it is less than or not even 1 
percent; in fact, it is zero percent but definitely less than 1 
percent of the total pension plan fund that we have. I would 
remind you, however, that there is about $11 billion in that 
pension plan, and 1 percent of that would be $110 million, 
and that is enough money for me to be concerned. 

I am concerned about what this will do, but there is an area 
that I do not know exactly why we are concerned, and that is 

with the amendment itself. The amendment itself is saying if 
less than 15 percent of the people that are involved are not 
concerned about divestment, then we should not be concerned 
about it, and to me that is a pretty fair way to find out. If in 
fact more than 15 percent are concerned about divestment and 
would like to see it divested, fine, we will set up two funds. 
We will not have to sell stocks. We will move the ones that 
have to do with South Africa into one fund, we will move the 
other ones over into the other fund, continue on our happy 
way, and everyone will be happy if that is the way it is going to 
be. 

I think it is only reasonable that we should be passing this 
amendment, and I would appreciate your support. 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank youvery much, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to just point out a couple of 

things. One is that the amendment speaks directly to busi- 
nesses that are there now by setting up two separate and dis- 
tinct companies to operate and handle the present problem. I 
just want to point out to Mr. Ryan and others that have 
spoken on this issue that, number one, already big business 
has pulled out, and for us not to recognize that is a misnomer. 
In fact, the more that we stay involved in South Africa in our 
own involvement in investments, the more volatile we become 
ourselves. In fact, it is quite obvious and quite clear that while 
we stand right here, and the more and more we continue to 
talk about big businesses pulling out, we seemingly do not 
want to recognize the fact that GM, IBM, Coca-Cola, 
Honeywell, General Electric, Procter & Gamble, Phillips 
Petroleum, Bell & Howell, Rohm And Haas, General Cigna, 
and ITT have pulled out of South Africa. And the fact that 
they have sold their subsidiaries of those individual companies 
that are presently still there should make it very clear that the 
85 percent that we are talking about, not 15 percent but the 85 
percent to get up within the first place, is a very significant 
point. 

I listened very clearly to Representative Clymer, who made 
such very strong points on the fact that here we are involved in 
this whole question on South Africa, but in fact no one wants 
to deal with the scare tactics being used by many individuals 
who have spoken thus far, not to recognize that there is an 
exodus from South Africa, and the more you invest your 
money in South Africa, the worse you are off. You will lose 
eventually. 

When Reverend Sullivan indicated that he gave 10 years of 
his life to indicate that now he is asking for a separation from 
that government, asking them to divest, he has already given 
the ultimate sacrifice, and now he has seen that they do not 
want to change their attitude. It is a moral question. All of the 
argument that we have heard here today means absolutely 
nothing because many of you do not even listen to the argu- 
ment that is being raised. It is a personal subjective thing. It 
has nothing at all to do with the problems as it relates to South 
Africa. That is why the Ryan amendment must be defeated. It 
does not address itself to the issue as it deals directly with 
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divestment. We want to make sure that we are taking care of 
all the citizens within this Commonwealth. Those school 
employees within this system need a compassionate arm and 
need a compassionate voice, not someone that is just,looking 
out for his own personal interest. In fact, you have hurt the 
fund because the School Employes' Retirement System and 
their board the other day voted unanimously to divest its 
funds, and there was some question as to the legality of that 
vote, but at least their direction is clear. 

I think that we have heard much debate. I think that we 
need now to get on with the rest of the whole debate on the 
divestment question and stop using this as a tactic to filibuster 
what 1 believe is a very important issue that has been on the 
floor of this House for at least three sessions. Thank you very 
much. 

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

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

VOTES CHALLENGED 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Challenges? 
Mr. MANDERINO. Oh, yes. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Geist? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Geist is not in his seat. Is he voted? 

Remove the vote for Mr. Geist. He is not present. Where is 
he? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. DeWeese said that he just left him. 
The SPEAKER. Further challenges, gentlemen? 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. James Wright. 
The SPEAKER. James Wright is not voted. 
Mr. MANDERINO. He was a minute ago. 
How about Mrs. Weston? 
The SPEAKER. Mrs. Weston is not in her seat. Remove the 

vote, please. 
Mr. RYAN. The gentleman, Mr. Pistella? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Pistella is at the rear of the hall of the 

House now. He is there. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I know I would be severely criti- 

cized if I did not ask if the gentleman, Mr. Rieger, was 
present. 

The SPEAKER. He did not rise to debate this time. There 
he is. 

Are there further challenges? 
The board has been open a little over 5 minutes. Ten 

minutes is, of course, the absolute limit. 
Mrs. Weston is now in the hall of the House and is being 

voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. RYAN. The gentleman, Mr. Evans? 
The SPEAKER. Is Mr. Evans on the floor of the House? 

He is over there talking with Mr. Olasz. He is on the floor of 
the House. 

On the question recurring, 

Will the House agree to the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-98 

Angstadt Distler Jackson 
Argall Dorr Jadlowiec 
Arty Durham Johnson 
Barley Fargo Kennedy 
Birmelin Farmer Langtry 
Black Fischer Lashinger 
Book Flick Leh 
Bawser Foster McClatchy 
Boyes Fox McVerry 
Brandt Freind Manmiller 
Bunt Gallen Merry 
Burd Gamble Micozzie 
Burns Cannon Miller 
Bush Geist Moehlmann 
Carlson Gladeck Mowery 
Cessar Godshall Nahill 
Chadwick Gruppa Naye 
Civera Hagarty Olasz 
Clark Hasay Perzel 
Clymer Hayes Phillips 
Cornell Heckler Piccola 
COY Herman Pitts 
DeVener Hershey Punt 
Davies Hers Raymond 
Dietterick Hanaman 

NAYS-98 

Acosta Evans Lloyd 
Baldwin Fattah Lucyk 
Battisto Fee McCall 
Belardi Freeman Maiale 
Belfanti George Maine 
Blaum Gruitza Manderina 
Bartner Haluska Markosek 
Bowley Harper Mayernik 
Broujos Hayden Melio 
Caltagirone Howlett Michlovic 
Cappabianca Hughes Morris 
Carn Hutchinson Mrkanic 
Cawley ltkin Murphy 
Cohen Jarolin O'Brien 
Colafella Josephs O'Donnell 
Cole Kasunic Oliver 
Corrigan Kosinski Petrarca 
Cowell Kukovich Petrane 
DeLuca LaGrotta Pievsky 
DeWeese Laughlin Pistella 
Daley Lescovitz Pressmann 
Dawida Letterman Preston 
Dombrawski Levdansky Richardson 
Donatucci Linton Rieger 
Duffy Livengoad Rilter 

Reber 
Reinard 
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 
Vroan 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Seventy 
Showers 
Stabaek 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright. R. C .  
Yandrisevits 

Irvis. 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Wright. J. L. 

EXCUSED-4 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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? 



up, but the Chair rules that the only thing now before the 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. House is recognition of Gamble, who offers an amend- 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 think everybody here saw Mr. 

,,,+ 
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..A ..... 
O'Brien standing at his switch at the time this happened trying Now, Mr. Ryan, if you wish to overrule the motion of the 
to figure out what went wrong. I understand where the Chair, the Chair will step down, 
S~eaker  is coming from. Under the circumstances, I am now 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

 he SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, Mr. O'Brien, rise in place? 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, I was just sitting in my seat, 
and 1 do not believe that the switch was touched, and for some 
reason my light went from green to red right before the vote 
was counted. 

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

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

- 
handing in a motion to reconsider that vote, and I would ask 
for its immediate adoption and an immediate revote. 

The SPEAKER. What is your point? 
Mr. MANDERINO. Do I understand that the gentleman, 

bfr. Ryan, wants his motion taken out of order and before 
Mr. Gamble and before the others who have asked for the 
floor? 

~h~ SPEAKER, ~h~~ is what M ~ ,  R~~~ has asked, 
M,, MANDERINO. o h ,  I think that is terrible, Mr. Ryan. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Ryan, in all honesty, the only thing we 

suggest up here is that the Chair will make a ruling and 
you may take the appeal to the floor to overrule the Chair. 
The Chair would assure you, and I think you have known the 
Chair long enough to know it, that your motion will be taken 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether or not the major- 
ity leader wants an immediate adoption. 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, consider the motion 

filed in due course. 

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

amended? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Berks, Mr. Gallen. 
Mr. GALLEN. A point of parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. What is your point, Mr. Gallen? 
Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, without going through the 

pain of overruling the Chair, is it not possible for any member -. . . . .. - . - . 
to make a motion that something be considered now? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, Mr. Gamble is now rec- 
. . The SPEAKER. We have not found that motion; that is 

ognized- I what we are savinr. We are not trying to dissemble with it. We 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Point of parliamentary inquiry. 
I would like the Chair to advise me what parliamentary 

motion I make to have the reconsideration motion considered 
immediately and thereafter a vote on the bill, assuming that 
reconsideration motion passes. 

The SPEAKER. We will have to look that up because, as 
you know as a former Speaker, the Speaker is the one who 
determines the order of business, and we do not know what 
motion you could put to the floor which would overrule the 
Speaker as to whom we should recognize, and the Chair might 
suggest that such a motion, if it exists, is a particularly dan- 
gerous one. 

Mr. RYAN. They are the risks we all run, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. No. This Speaker will not, but you may. 

. - . - 
simply do not know what motion it would be to set aside what 
the Speaker has said he would do. The Speaker recognized 
Mr. Gamble and Mr. Ryan says he does not want Mr. Gamble 
recognized. He wants to consider his motion immediately. 

Mr. GALLEN. Well, if Mr. Gamble were to yield. 
The SPEAKER. It would make no difference to this 

Speaker. The Speaker would still decide to go ahead with the 
amendments and then would later go to any motions which 
you may have or Mr. Ryan may have or anybody may have in 
that order. That has been what the Speaker has consistently 
done since 1983. 

The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, perhaps at this time we should go 

ahead with Mr. Gamble. Let me have an opportunity to talk 
to the Parliamentarian, and perhaps at the conclusion of the 
Gamble amendment we can come up with something. 

The SPEAKER. Fine. 
(It was later agreed the aforegoing decision should have 

been modified.) 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Point of parliamentary inquiry. 

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

amended? 
Mr. GAMBLE offered the following amendments No. 

A1688: 



1108 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE JUNE 23, 

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 
"Namibia" and inserting 

or in any country whose government engages in a 
consistent pattern of gross violations of internation- 
ally recognized human rights. 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 2, line 2, by striking out 
"REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA OR NAMIBIA" and insert- 
in* ...- 

Prohibited investment 
Amend Sec. I (Sec. 8526), page 2, line 5, by striking out 

"EITHER DIRECTLY OR THROUGH A SUBSIDIARY OR 
A F F T I  I A T F "  . & A & - &. & . - 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). page 2, line 6, by inserting after 
"NAMIBIA" 
or in any country whose government engages in a consistent 
pattern of gross violations of internationally recognized human 
rights, such as torture or cruel, inhumane, or degrading treatment 
or punishment, prolonged detention without charges, or other 
flagrant denial to life, liberty and the security of person 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 2, lines l l and 12, by striking 
out "EITHER DIRECTLY OR THROUGH A SUBSIDIARY 
OR AFFILIATE" 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 3, line 13, by inserting after 
" N A M T R T A "  

in any country 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). oaee 3. line 17. hv strikine out 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Gamble. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, it goes without saying that I 
oppose this legislation today because I d o  not believe we have 
any business dealing with foreign policy. However, if we are 
going to initiate a foreign policy today based on compassion 
t o  our fellow man, let us d o  it fairly and pass my amendment 
to d o  the same in every country whose practices are morally 
reprehensible to us, and that is what this amendment does. I 
believe legislation has already been introduced in this House 
to address divestiture in companies doing business in Ireland. 
But I ask you, if we pass these bills before us today, bow can 
we not pass this amendment to do the same in the Soviet 
Union, Poland, Afghanistan, Cambodia, Albania, Kenya, 
Nigeria, Uganda, Angola - all countries where violations of 
human rights are everyday occurrences? 

First off, we should not be dealing with moral issues 
thousands of miles from Pennsylvania with Pennsylvania 
pension dollars at the expense of Pennsylvanians, hut rather 
through the resolution process memorializing Congress as we 
have in the past. 

South Africa is not an isolated case nor is it the most inhu- 
mane country in the world. The Washington Post reported 
that the Vietnamese torture of  Cambodians includes beatings, 
electrical shock, and lye powder heing thrown in victims' 
faces. This was described in a couple different newspapers. 
The New York Times reported of the legalized arrest and 
detention policies in Poland, which often lead to the death of 
the detainees. The same paper reported of the saturation 
bombings in Afghanistan, where many thousands were killed. 
They also reported the habitual discrimination of several reli- 
gious groups in Albania, a self-declared atheist State. Which 
brings me to my constant concern: Why is it that we have 
singled out South Africa? 

Currently, all the other hlack-ruled countries of Africa are 
experiencing political, economic, and social unrest far more 
debilitating than anything that is going on in South Africa. 
Many more people are killed in these countries in 1 day than 
have been killed in South Africa in 1 year. And God knows of 
the 7 million who have starved to death in Ethiopia alone, not 
to mention the others who have been starved through corrupt 
and inept government. 

In Uganda, soldiers shoot civilians with Soviet-made 
weapons, according to the Washington Post entitled "Politi- 
cal Violence Has Left Psychic Scars on Ugandan Children." 
The kids have seen their mothers raped, their fathers killed, 
and their houses burned, and when orphaned, they take up 
arms. 

In Kenya and Nigeria, shantytowns are being demolished 
and people are being forced to relocate in the bush. 

In Zimbabwe, there has been a sharp rise in the torture of 
political prisoners. Amnesty International reports that in the 
city of Bulawayo alone, more than 350 political detainees are 
heing held without trial. 

In Mozambique, there are 200,000 to 300,000 people being 
held behind barbed wire. 

According to the Washington Post and the New York 
Times, in Zaire, in some portions of this one-party country, 
the armed forces routinely whip detainees with barbed wire, 
half starve the prisoners, and inflict them with electrical 
shock. In 1986 some leaders of the only other political party 
were shot and others were sent into exile. 

In Angola, a one-party Marxist nation under strong Soviet 
influence complete with Cuban troops where the very worst 
atrocities happen, large American companies thrive. Here is a 
perfect example of a country whose economy could he hurt by 
our divestiture, and we do not talk about it. 

In many other black-ruled countries of Africa, it is 
common practice to require pass hooks to go from one section 
of the country to another, a practice that appalls us when it 
happens in South Africa. In many of these countries, experts 
now predict a new wave of mass starvation because they 
cannot feed themselves. In many of the now black-ruled coun- 
tries of Africa, since the 1950's when many broke away from 
the colonial system, 4 million people have been killed. The 
number edges closer every day to the number that were killed 
in the great Holocaust. 
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I now ask you, why are these countries not on the same or 
higher crisis level than South Africa? There are bloodbaths, 
famines, no votes, no jobs, no nothing. Do we have a severe 
case of misplaced compassion today in dealing only with 
South Africa? Is it because South Africa is the issue of the 
day? It makes headlines because it is, quite simply, a black- 
and-white issue. It makes headlines because the South African 
Government has been termed "racist." The word "racism" 
has become a convenient term used freely to intimidate whites 
in this country. Fear of being called a racist is a powerful 
master. Politicians who normally pound podiums tremble at 
the thought. Those who expound freedom of speech shrink 
from it, shrink from practicing it when it comes to black-and- 
white issues. Yes, there is an inherent fear among white politi- 
cians of being called a racist. The prime sponsor of these bills 
was quoted in the Patriot, "I've been dealing with bills on 
South Africa for three terms, and each year the issue is 
escalating more and more. I'm going to be optimistic. I hope 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is not a racist state." 

A couple of weeks ago I heard the word "bigot" kicked 
around this area of the floor in connection with this issue. Do 
you see what I mean? That is why, Mr. Speaker, the black 
agendas and liberal agendas have been so successful across 
this country. Do not he hornswoggled. Do not let it happen 
here today. It would be hypocritical for us to address the 
problems of South Africa and not the problems of these other 
countries in Asia, Africa, and Europe simply because South 
Africa's problems are black and white and not black and 
black or yellow and yellow, such as Vietnam and Cambodia, 
or white and white, such as the Soviet Union and Poland and 
the Soviet Union and Afghanistan. 1 find the practices of all 
these countries repugnant. 

The Pennsylvania House of Representatives is not the body 
to address these foreign policy problems, but since we are, let 
us address them all. Let us not he hypocritical, let us not he 
intimidated. Let us he fair, let us be compassionate to all the 
suppressed people of the world, being we are dealing with 
foreign policy. To the supporters of the South African divest- 
iture package, let us erase any doubt that this is a racist issue. 
Let us make it a compassionate issue. Let us pass my amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. On the Gamble amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I would hope that the maker 
of the amendment would stand for brief interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will so stand. 
You may proceed, Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I hope that all of us can join 
with you in your efforts here, because I think they are com- 
mendable. 1 am glad to see that you recognize that there are 
atrocities and oppressed people throughout the world and that 
we should not be investing our dollars in those countries. I 
just want to know whether you can share with the House what 
investments the Commonwealth pension funds have in 
Vietnam or Angola or any of the other countries that You 
mentioned so we can understand what the impact would he. 
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Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, not being an expert on 
foreign policy or on which countries are invested where, I can 
only say that I have some figures for some countries. For 
example, 36 United States companies do business in the Soviet 
Union; there are oil companies that do business in Angola; 
there are 80 American companies doing business in Poland. If 
you ask me to name them, of course, I cannot, but these are 
examples of other countries where there are atrocities, where 
there is suppression, where we do have investments. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I understand your point, but 
you do not have any dollar figures as to what part of the port- 
folio of the State employees' pension fund might be invested 
in any of these companies. Is that correct? 

Mr. GAMBLE. That is correct. 
Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, you therefore believe that 

with the Gamble amendment attached to this bill that this 
would be a constitutionally approved exercise of our right to 
govern our pension funds. Correct? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No. I voted against the constitutionality. 
What 1 am saying is that if we are going to initiate a foreign 
policy today, let us do it fairly and let us not just pick South 
Africa because it is a black-and-white issue. Let us pick all the 
countries where there is suppression. 

Mr. FATTAH. Okay. And if the amendment was attached 
to this bill, you would find this hill then acceptable and think 
it would be good for the House to pass it? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I do not think any bill would be good for 
the House to pass. Again, I do not think we should be dealing 
in foreign policy, but if we are, I would like one person to 
stand up and justify, other than the argument that I gave here 
right now, why we should pick out one country when there are 
several that are suppressing their people. 

Mr. FATTAH. I understand your point, Mr. Speaker. I am 
just trying to understand, for those of us who may support 
your amendment, that at the point of your amendment being 
inserted into the bill, you would find HB 16 an acceptable 
piece of legislation that should he passed by this House today. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It depends on what other amendments 
pass. If this amendment passes, I would take into strong con- 
sideration supporting the bill. Yes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

AMENDMENTS DIVIDED 

~ h ,  SPEAKER. ~h~ chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 

MI. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to request that this 
amendment be divided, 

~ h ,  SPEAKER. where would the gentleman suggest the 
division he drawn? 

M,. COHEN. well, I think there are two separate issues 
that are raised by the amendment, and different members of 
the House might want to vote different ways on the different 
issues. I suggest that an amendment be all of page 1 of 
the Gamble amendment and then the first additional part of 
page 2. 



- . . 
leave your amendment to stop on page 2 with the words "in that therefore we are diluting the message we are 
any country." Is that correct, Mr. Gamble? sending, and I would therefore urge the defeat of this amend- 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 

1110 LEGISLATIVE 

The SPEAKER. Just a moment. Where would you end the 
first amendment, Mr. Cohen? 

Mr. COHEN. I would end the first amendment "in any 
country" on page 2, which is the fourth line on page 2. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen and Mr. Gamble, both of you 
pay attention. The Chair does not believe, Mr. Cohen, your 
motion to divide is well taken. But on the other hand, Mr. 
Gamble, you had better take your amendment back, because 
nowhere in your amendment-and it is not your fault; 
whoever drafted it did not draft it right-nowhere in your 
amendment does it say where the words on page 2 "either 
directly or through a subsidiary or affiliate ..." should be 
inserted, and there is a line 18. What should have been said in 
the amendment is that following line 17 and prior to line 18, 
those words should be inserted. It does not say that. It simply 
strikes out. It does not say where the words should be 
inserted. Look at the bill. You will see that. It should have 
said, "strike out and insert," and it did not say that, and we 
did not notice that until the question of division came up. You 
had better go hack and have them redraft it. We will call on 
you when you get it redrafted. 

The gentleman, Mr. Gamble, will temporarily withdraw 
this amendment so that the amendment may be corrected. 

MR. ITKIN REQUESTED TO PRESIDE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. 
Itkin, please come to the desk to preside temporarily. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

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

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, would it be appropriate to 
just eliminate the last part of this amendment that Represen- 
tative Cohen wanted to divide from the first portion of the 
amendment? It is my understanding that perhaps that is in 
another amendment which we will be dealing with. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that will be That will 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is divided in such a 
manner that we will begin on page 1 of Mr. Gamble's amend- 
ment. All the language on page 1 will be continued onto page 
2, and the last words of the amendment will be "in any 
country." Is that clear? 
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Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of Amnesty 
International, and I am very concerned about abuses in other 
lands. 1 think there is much of Mr. Gamble's amendment that 
is worthwhile. I have a problem with it, though, and would 
urge its defeat because it lumps everybody all together, and I 
do not think that we are putting the same kind of pressure on 
all the other countries in the world as Representative 
Richardson, others, and 1 wish to put on South Africa. 

We are calling tremendous attention by this legislation to 
the problems of South Africa. There are, as Mr. Gamble said, 
numerous injustices in numerous other countries in the world. 
They are not the same kind of injustices that occur in South 
Africa, and they are injustices that probably deserve the same 
individualized attention that South Africa is getting from this 
legislation. 

What we are basically doing by this amendment is we are 
placing on the State pension board, which is an obscure 
agency, relatively speaking, of State Government, the deci- 
sion of deciding foreign policy questions. They might be able 
to do that, but it would certainly mean a lot more to the 
people of Pennsylvania who are concerned about abuses in all 
foreign countries of the world that have abuses-which is 
probably the vast majority of foreign countries in the world- 
it would mean more if we would go through a process like we 
are going through in South Africa, a process of public debate 
and public education, which this legislation symbolizes, in 
order to expose their evils and to deal with the evils. Mr. 
Gamble's statement will not get nearly the same amount of 
attention for any individual country, such as the Soviet 
Union, such as Angola, such as Brazil, such as the numerous 
other countries Mr. Gamble mentioned and some of the many 
countries that Mr. Gamble did not mention which have the 
same kind of abuses. 

So although I am very, very sympathetic to the goal of the 
Gamble legislation, contrary to Mr. Gamble, 1 really think 
this is a very good idea what he is trying to do. I think, 
though, this is the wrong way to go about achieving this idea. 
We are blurring all possible evils of the world together, and by 
beine against all evils. we are not focusine on any specific evil. 

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

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

The gentleman, Mr. Gamble, has withdrawn the latter part 
of his amendment. It is inoperative. The Chair has accepted 
that, and the gentleman, Mr. Cohen, may now debate the 
amendment ,as it currently stands. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(IVAN ITKIN) IN THE CHAIR 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the 
gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of legisla- 
tive intent, if the maker of the amendment would stand for 
brief interrogation. 

Mr. Speaker, your intention then is that if the amendment 
is adopted as divided, that divestiture could take place in the 
Republic of South Africa and Namibia. Is that true? 
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Mr. GAMBLE. That is correct. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. And the reason I ask that question is I 

am concerned about, bureaucratically, how the other lan- 
guage would be dealt with. If that language would tie up 
divestiture in some other country, would that preclude divest- 
iture from going ahead in South Africa, for example? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, because I think it is very clear. It says 
"in any country whose government engages in a consistent 
pattern of gross violations of internationally recognized 
human rights." 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Okay. So your answer would be that 
there would be divestiture in South Africa then. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. All right. 1 have no further questions. 

Just one comment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. 1 think this amendment would allow the 

original intent of the bill to go through, and 1 have no 
problem with that. I would like to point out on the record, 
however, that this could create a bureaucratic nightmare 
because it is unclear exactly who and how the decisions would 
be made regarding which governments engage in those sorts 
of patterns of activity. If that could be worked out, fine, but I 
just want it to be on the record that that could be a problem. 

Secondly, it is important that we show on the record that 
there is a distinction, a huge distinction, between South Africa 
and these other countries that Representative Gamble has a 
serious concern about and we should all have concerns about, 
and that is that there are many countries that have democra- 
cies that are duly constituted and have totalitarian govern- 
ments that perform through a pattern of activity a number of 
outrageous things, but no country has in the law, in the gov- 
ernment that runs that nation, a pattern of such discrimina- 
tion as apartheid. None. None in the world. And that morally 
is a distinction we are trying to draw. 

I am not saying that we should be against this amendment. I 
am saying there are other ways we could deal with it. Maybe 
other legislation should be introduced. But the record should 
show that first and foremost when we divest, South Africa has 
got to be the priority, and whenever other countries are 
decided on as violative of human rights, then they should also 
be divested of. If that is the case, then I would ask for a vote 
on the divided amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Pistella. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wonder if the gentleman, Mr. Gamble, will stand for brief 

interrogation? 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, your amendment makes reference to "any 

country whose government engages in a consistent pattern of 
gross violations of internationally recognized human rights." 
The question that I have for you, Mr. Speaker, is, what par- 
ticular body is it that is to determine which countries are 
engaging in a consistent pattern of gross violations? 
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Mr. GAMBLE. Amnesty International, and I believe it out- 
lines in the amendment what the gross violations are. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Mr. Speaker, is Amnesty International 
recognized as an organization that exists with a charter 
formed by a coalition or a group of nations? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I cannot answer that question. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Okay. The other question that I have, Mr. 

Speaker, is, would your amendment prohibit the sale of arms 
to Iran? 

Mr. GAMBLE. 1 cannot answer that question. As 1 stated 
earlier, Mr. Speaker, 1 am not an expert on foreign policy, so 
I cannot answer that. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Okay. Mr. Speaker, you cited a list that 
you have before you of nations that would be included. Does 
the nation of Iran exist on that list? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, but this is not a complete list. 1 merely 
made examples of a few countries where there were atrocities 
much worse than what is going on in South Africa, and we did 
not address them in the package of bills. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Well, the purpose of interrogating is to 
receive answers one does not have. I do not have the list, Mr. 
Speaker. 1 would like to know if there are a couple of other 
countries that are covered. Is, for example, El Salvador 
covered? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I cannot answer that, and I believe that it is 
quite obvious that the speaker from Allegheny County is 
trying to discredit what I have bad to say up here. I think it is 
immaterial, very much immaterial- 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. PISTELLA. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman express 

his point of order. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Yes. I believe I was recognized by the 

Chair for the point of interrogation, and I resent the individ- 
ual being interrogated using the opportunity to continue to 
debate the issue before the House when in fact the gentleman 
has been recognized for the purpose of interrogation. The 
gentleman can very easily tell me yes or no if those countries I 
am naming are on tbat list. 

The question is, sir, is El Salvador on the list that you read? 
Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have a list of no other coun- 

tries than those that I have already spoken to. 
Mr. PISTELLA. That is a wonderful answer. Thank YOU, 

Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. GAMBLE. You know quite well that I did not mention 

the country that you just asked me about. So the only coun- 
tries that I have information on or sketchy information on are 
those countries that I mentioned in my remarks. 

Mr. PISTELLA. That is fine, Mr. Speaker. You have 
answered the question. The answer to the question then is you 
have sketchy information about a few countries that you have 
on a list, and I am perfectly willing to accept this, as I am sure 
the other members of the House are. 
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Now, sir, may I be recognized for the opportunity to speak 
on this amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Pistella, have you fin- 
ished with the interrogation? 

Mr. PISTELLA. Yes, I have, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Okay. The gentleman is in 

order and may proceed. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to thank the gentleman for his cooperation in the 

attempt to arrive at what he means by certain nations that 
engage in consistent patterns of abuses of internationally rec- 
ognized human rights. What the gentleman has cited for you 
is a small list of countries. Excluded from that list of countries 
could be the interpretation of some of the following nations 
that Amnesty International and other organized organiza- 
tions, private-and I emphasize that point, Mr. Speaker- 
private organizations have designated as having a consistent 
pattern of violations of human rights: Countries such as El 
Salvador is one of them. There are other nations that we have 
supported economically in the past that have participated at 
one point or another, such as the Philippines or South Korea, 
that have engaged in what could be interpreted by groups of 
people as violations of human rights. 

What the gentleman's amendment fails to do is to say that 
there is no organization with an internationally recognized 
charter, such as the United Nations, of which some of those 
very countries are in fact a member, or the World Court in 
The Hague, Netherlands, that has been recognized for a 
number of years as the court of last resort for those nations 
that wish to arbitrate a dispute. That is the fallacy, that is the 
flaw of Representative Gamble's amendment. 

It would appear appropriate that we should rise up and 
support this, because I am sure that the gentleman's inten- 
tions are in fact well met, but remember this, Mr. speaker: 
The last time the United States of America was called before 
the International World Court in The Hague, this administra- 
tion and this government failed to appear. We as a nation fail 
to recognize those organizations that are recognized by other 
countries to be the court of last resort for international 
dispute. 

The amendment is very weak and very shabby. ~t is for 
those reasons that I rise to vote against this amendment, and I 
would encourage my colleagues to see through this attempt to 
embarrass the members that are concerned with what in fact 
has happened in South Africa. That is all this is, and I would 
encourage you not to vote for the Gamble amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentle. 
man for his remarks. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Perry, Mr. NOYC. 
Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Gamble amendment. Mr. pistella 

would have you believe that he is looking for some excuse not 
to support this amendment when in fact the Gamble amend- 
ment is very clear. It is very clear because that list exists and it 
exists within our State Department. ~t is filed annually, 1t is 
filed annually to section 116 of the Foreign Assistance A C ~  of 

1961 with the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate of the 
United States, and it is sent there by the Secretary of State. 
This list is updated on a regular basis. It does contain some of 
the countries questioned by Mr. Pistella, and it is an actual 
list. It has existed since the implementation of it by former 
President Jimmy Carter and is available not only to anybody 
in this country but it is formulated in compliance and also 
with recognition from the United Nations. The Gamble 
amendment is sound. It speaks to the total problem that exists 
in this world, and there is no reason we should not accept it. 

I would further like to correct the record of the statement 
made by Mr. Kukovich, who made the statement that this 
Constitution of the Republic of South Africa is the only 
country that in its Constitution speaks to the question of dis- 
crimination, and I would point out that that is not an accurate 
statement. If you need any further reference to that, 1 would 
suggest that you read the Constitution of the country of 
Liberia, where five different sections of that Constitution 
speak of discrimination. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER (K. LEROY IRVIS) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. 
Itkin, for presiding temporarily in its absence. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 16 CONTINUED 

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Will the gentleman, Mr. Noye, 
Consent to interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Noye indicates he will stand for inter- 
rogation. You may proceed, Mr. Manderino. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 
Gamble amendment, it would direct the retirement board 
covered by the bill to divest not only in the Republic of South 
Africa and Namibia but also in other countries that do certain 
things, where their governments do certain things that we 
think are reprehensible, and you indicated that there was a list 
of these countries. Will you explain to the membership what 
this list is, because the bill does not refer or the amendment 
does not refer to any specific list of countries. 

Mr. NOYE. The Gamble amendment refers to requiring 
divestment in all countries that are recognized violators of 
human rights. Such a list exists in the State Department of the 
United States. It has existed since the administration of Presi- 
dent Jimmy Carter. It is updated regularly and filed annually 
with the Speaker of the House of the United States House of 
Representatives and the Foreign Relations Committee of the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERINO. All right. Mr. Speaker, does that list 
listing countries that violate internationally recognized human 
rights, does it speak to human rights such as the amendment 
speaks to human rights such as torture or cruel, inhumane, or 
degrading treatment or punishment, prolonged detention 
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without charges, or other flagrant denial to life, liberty, and 
security of the person? Is this the kind of description of 
human rights violations that that list would pertain to? 

Mr. NOYE. Yes, Mr. Speaker, it does. I would call your 
attention, and I know it is a lengthy packet of amendments 
before you, but there is an amendment to HB 14 which speaks 
to this same subject where the language in that amendment is 
taken specifically from the law, and I will read it; it applies 
both places. In HB 14 we would be requiring the State Trea- 
surer of Pennsylvania to "...obtain a copy of the report of the 
Secretary of State of the United States required to be filed 
annually pursuant to section 116 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (Public Law 87-195 ... ), with the Speaker of 
the ... House ... and the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate of the United States regarding the status of interna- 
tionally recognized human rights in all foreign countries." 
The language in the present Gamble amendment is taken from 
this act that we quote in the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERINO. All right. For the purpose of establish- 
ing legislative intent, it is your interpretation that in adopting 
the Gamble amendment, we, by reference to the words "vio- 
lations of internationally recognized human rights," would be 
referring to that list that exists and has been adopted by Con- 
gress and exists today. 

Mr. NOYE. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. MANDERINO. And for purposes of establishing 

further legislative intent, are you able to give us the names of 
the countries that presently are on that list? 

Mr. NOYE. I can supply that information. The list that Mr. 
Gamble read was a partial part of that list. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Do you know how many countries are 
on that list? 

Mr. NOYE. It is somewhere between 12 and 15 at the 
present time. 

Mr. MANDERINO. 1 would appreciate the name of the 
listing, and perhaps that should be part of the record, Mr. 
Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-136 

Angstadt Dawida Johnson Raymond 
Argall Dietterick Kennedy Reber 
Arty Distler Kosinski Reinard 
Baldwin Dorr Kukavich Robbins 
Barley ~ u f f y  Lanary ~ u d y  
Battisto Durham La~hinger Ryan 
Belardi Fargo Leh Salaom 
Belfanti Farmer Lescavitr Saurman 
Birmelin Fattah Letterman Scheetz 
Black Fischer Levdansky Sehuler 
Blaum Flick Lloyd Semmrl 
Book Foster McClatchy Serafini 
Bowley Fox McVerry Seventy 
Bowser Freeman Manmiller Sirianni 
Boyes Freind Mayernik Smith, B. 
Brandt Gallen Merry Smith, S. H. 
Bunt Gamble Michlovic Snyder, D. W. 
Burd Cannon Micozzie Snyder, G. 
Burns Geist Moehlmann Stairs 
Bush Gladeek Morris Steighner 

Caltagirone 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coy 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
Davies 

Acosta 
Bortner 
Broujos 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Evans 
Fee 
George 

Godshall 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 

Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hushes 

Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Pressmann 
Punt 

Maine 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Melio 
Miller 

Stevens 
Stuban 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Warniak 

Rybak 
Showers 
Staback 
Sweet 
Taylor. F. 

1 t k i  O'Donnell Truman 
Josephs Oliver Veon 
Kasunic Petrarca Wambach 
LaGrotta Pievsky Wiggins 
Laughlin Pistella Wright, D. R. 
Linton Preston Wright. R. C. 
Livengood Richardson Yandrisevits 
Lucyk Rieger 
McCall Ritter Irvis, 
Maiale Roebuck Speaker 

NOT VOTING-2 

Hutchinsan Wright, 1. L. 

EXCUSED-4 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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

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

amended? 

The SPEAKER. Did you have a second amendment, Mr. 
Gamble? 

Mr. GAMBLE. No, Mr. Speaker. I withdrew the second 
part of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 
Mr. WILSON offered the following amendment NO. 

A0897: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). page 3, line 1, by striking out "18 
MONTHS" and inserting 

three years 

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. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment would increase the effective 

date to 3 years after it is enacted. I think it is only fair to 
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anybody who has investments, to any investment group, that 
they be given enough leeway so that these penalties would not 
apply, so the costs would not apply and they would have 
options to sell the securities at the best price, for the best 
effect for the agency, and 1 would urge its adoption. Thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER. On the Wilson amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, giving them an additional 
period of time to divest their securities would only serve to 
slow down the process of dealing in a realistic manner with the 
problems of injustice in South Africa and now, as a result of 
the Gamble amendment, throughout the world. The House 
has voted by a very decisive margin to make this apply to 
human rights throughout the world. I think we ought to send 
a strong message to those people who perpetuate injustices 
throughout the world and not a message of let us wait 3 years 
until after this legislation finally becomes law. 

I would urge the defeat of this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the Wilson amendment, the Chair rec- 

ognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 
Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, although I think 3 years is 

too long, 1 think in the interests of compromise, in fairness, I 
would be willing to vote for this amendment to lengthen it to 3 
years, and I would ask my colleagues to do likewise. 

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, the school board retirement 
svstem has tentatively adooted that resolution. which was not 
really adopted as other people said, but it was for 3 years, and 
I think the thought behind it is a good one. So I would favor 
the Wilson amendment because I think the impact of what- 
ever losses might occur will be lessened by going over a 3-year 
period. 

Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dieuerick 
Distler 
Dombrowski 

Cohen 
Colafella 
DeWeese 
Daley 
Freeman 

Carn 
McClatchy 

Haluska Mowery 
Hasav Mrkonic 
~ a y d e n  Murphy 
Hayes Nahill 
Heckler Noye 
Herman O'Brien 
Hershey Oliver 
Hess Petzel 
Honaman Petrarca 
Hawlett Petrane 
Hutchinson Phillips 
ltkin Piccala 
Jackson Pitts 
Jadlowiec Pressman" 
Johnson Punt 
Jasephs Raymond 
Kasunic Reber 
Kennedy Reinard 
Kosinski Rieger 
Kukovich Ritter 

NAYS-18 

Harper Manderina 
Hughes O'Donnell 
larolin Pievsky 
Levdansky Pistella 
Linton 

NOT VOTING-5 

Olasz Seventy 

Taylor, F. 
Taylor, J .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Venn 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wagan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Yandrisevits 

Irvis, 
Speaker 

Preston 
Richardson 
Wiggins 
Wright, R. C. 

Wright, J. L. 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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. STEIGHNER offered the following amendment No. 

A1963: 

On the question recurring, I Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). page 3, line 16, by inserting after 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 1 "w' income-producing 

I On the question, 
YEAS-174 I Will the House agree to the amendment? 

Acosta 
Angstadt 
Argall 
Arty 
Baldwin 
Barley 
Battisto 
Belardi 
&Ifanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 

Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 

LaGrotta 
Lawtry 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
McVerrv 

Robbins 
Roebuck 
Rudy 
Ryan 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Showers 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Butler, Mr. Steighner. 

Mr. STEIGHNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment simply adds "income-pro- 

ducing" to the definition section of the bill on page 3. It 
would protect those businesses, at least a number that are 
located in the Commonwealth, particularly steel producers in 
western Pennsylvania, who own nondeveloped, non-income- 
producing land in South Africa. I understand the amendment 

- 
Burd Godshall Micouie Stevens 
Burns Gruitza Miller Stuban 
Bush C ~ ~ P P O  Moehlmann Sweet 
Caltagirone Hagarty Morris Taylor. E. Z 

Book Fax Maiale Sirianni 
Boi-lner Freind Maine Smith, B. 
Bowley Gallen Manmiller Smith, S. H. 
Bowxr Gamble Markosek Snyder, D. W. 
Boyes Cannon Mayernik Snyder, G. 
Brandt Ceist Melio Staback 
Broujos George Merry Stairs 
Bunt Gladeck Michlovic Steiehner 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Perry, Mr. Noye. 

is agreed to by the prime sponsor and would ask for the posi- 
tive reaction of the House. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am in agreement with this amend- 
ment and would ask the members to vote likewise. 
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Bush 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carlson 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Cowell 
COY 
DeLuca 
DeVerter 

Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagany 
Haluska 
Hasay 
Hayden 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 
Jarolin 
Johnson 

Michlavic 
Micazzie 
Maehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Brien 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Sweet , 
Taylor, E. Z 
Taylor, F. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Home 
Veon 
Vraon 
Wambach 
Wass 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Wilson 
Woaan 

Daley Josephs Pifts wok iak  
Davies Kasunic Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Dawida Kennedy Preston Wright, R. C. 
Dietlerick Kosinski Punt Yandrisevits 
Distler Kukovich Raymond 
Dombrowski LaGrotta Reber Irvis, 
Donatucci Langt r~  Reinad Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-7 

Brandt Harper Richardson Wright, J. L 
DeWeese Miller Truman 

EXCUSED-4 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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. VROON offered the followine. amendment No. A1546: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 2, lines 27 through 30; page 3, 
lines 1 and 2, by striking out all of said lines on said pages and 
inserting 

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot of talk here 
this afternoon about the absence of cost for this divestment 
program. This amendment affects that subject directly. Mr. 
Speaker, this amendment says that there will be certification 
in writing by the investment manager that no net loss of any 
kind will be suffered as a result of divestment. The exact 
wording is before you, "...that no net loss-" Of course, in 
the first part of the amendment I repeat the prudent-man rule, 
which is the rule under which all pension plans already 
operate, hut this is repeated deliberately there for emphasis. 
Then at the bottom we say, "No divestment shall occur unless 
the investment manager and investment advisors to the hoard 
of trustees certify in writing that no  net loss will be incurred 
by the fund, including, among other things, the transaction 
costsw-that is the brokerage in and out-"and opportunity 
losses incurred, and any deterioration in the quality of the 
fund's portfolio, as a result of divestment." 

This is really bringing your feet to the fire, those of you 
who think this is not going to cost any money. If you can pass 
this amendment, if we can get this amendment into the bill, I 
can feel safe to vote for the bill. 

I urge everybody to vote for this amendment, because this 
puts in writing exactly what everybody has been saying out 
there - there will not be any net cost. Mr. Speaker, I urge a 
favorable vote on this amendment by everybody in the House. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you. 
Will the gentleman stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon indicates he will so stand. You 

may proceed, Mr. Preston. 
Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I admire the writing of this amendment. What I would 

like-since you wrote it, obviously you have researched it- 
~ ~ 

can you tell me in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or in 
the United States one investment counselor who would be 
willing to guarantee any pension fund that they will be able to 
manage that it will not lose money on any of its investments? 
Can you name me one? 

Mr. VROON. There will be people who understand the 
investment portfolios who will be able to certify to you. If 
what is said here today is true, that you make money on 
divestment, then you are saying that it certainly is possible to 
do it, and certainly the investment managers would know 
ways and means. I am saying that, yes, investment managers 
with the scientific methods they use to draw up these funds 
can certify whether or not; they can certify that there will not 
be any loss. 

Mr. PRESTON. Can you name me one in the continental 
United States who would be willing to do that for any of the 
current pension funds one way or the other for the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania? Can you name me one, sir? 

Mr. VROON. Can you name anybody? Why ask me? 
Mr. PRESTON. I am asking you the question because you 

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes Wrote the amendment, sir 
the gentleman from Chester, Mr. Vroon. 
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Mr. VROON. This is not pertinent. Every investment fund, 
especially this large one here, has an investment manager and 
several investment advisers, and 1 have seen in writing some 
things that indicate from these investment funds- Mr. 
Mowery read a letter from Evaluation Associates just a little 
while ago. Those people would be able to tell you that. And if 
they could tell you that, then we should not be doing it. That 
is what the point is. 

Mr. PRESTON. So in other words, you are telling us 
whether we have divestment, or say, for example, and my 
question is if we did not have divestment, as we currently have 
in our present employees' retirement system, is there any 
investment firm to your knowledge that will guarantee that 
the Commonwealth would not lose money if it manages a 
portfolio? Can you tell me that? 

Mr. VROON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. PRESTON. There is? 
Mr. VROON. Yes. 
Mr. PRESTON. Which one, sir? Name one. 
Mr. VROON. Well, the people I just talked about. They 

would tell you that. 
Mr. PRESTON. What is the name of the corporation, sir, 

so I can call them now? 
Mr. VROON. Hal, what is the name of that incorporation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vroon, yields to the 

gentleman, Mr. Mowery. Does the gentleman, Mr. Muwery, 
wish to speak or simply add information? The gentleman, Mr. 
Mowery, simply handed information to the gentleman, Mr. 
Vroon. The gentleman, Mr. Vroon, may reply. 

Mr. VROON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The name of this company is Evaluation Associates, Incor- 

porated. 
Mr. PRESTON. So you are telling me that they are willing 

to handle this portfolio and guarantee to the Commonwealth 
in writing that the portfolio will not lose money? 

Mr. VROON. That divestment will not lose money- 
Mr. PRESTON. No; I did not say that. I said that the port- 

folio, if we pass divestment, will not lose money. I am only 
going by what the words are that are incorporated within your 
amendment. 

Mr. VROON. The whole point of this amendment is to say 
that these people know whether or not there will be a loss 
resulting from divestment. If there is one, they will say so. If 
they cannot certify, then divestment may not take place. That 
is the whole point, and that is exactly what you people are 
saying - there will not be any loss. Okay. Let us put it on the 
line. These people are qualified to say whether or not- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, you two gentlemen, every time 
you get up, you argue with each other instead of answering 
and replying. Please limit your questions to questions, and 
please limit your answers to a reply. If you do not do that, the 
Chair is going to rule both of you out of order and send you 
back to your seat. 

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I certainly agree with you, but I 
think we ought- 
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The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, you are skating on very thin 
ice at this moment. 

Mr. VROON. I have been all afternoon. 
Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, again, maybe 1 need to revise 

my words or you did not understand my question. And again, 
I will try to be as emphatic as possible. 

Mr. VROON. I heard you, and I understood it. 
Mr. PRESTON. Your statement, and I quote, as far as 

your amendment, sir, "...writing that no net loss will be 
incurred by the fund, including, among other things, the 
transaction costs and opportunity losses incurred ...." Now, 
are you telling me that the name of the corporation that you 
gave, Evaluation, if 1 call them up, they are willing to guaran- 
tee to the pension fund that they will be able to meet these 
words, and they will be willing to say that publicly? 

Mr. VROON. I did not say that. I am just suggesting that 
divestment would occur if they could certify that. That is what 
the amendment says. 

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May 1 address this amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may address the amend- 

ment. 
Mr. PRESTON. In all honesty, I am going to question the 

responses of the individual that made this amendment, very 
simply because it is impossible, and again, you heard him, he 
did not answer my question. There is no investment firm that 
you will be able to find now that according to his amendment 
will be able to do this, the transaction costs and the opportu- 
nity losses. If this was the case, you can almost be willing to 
bet that every pension fund right now would have this corpo- 
ration managing its pension funds. There is no company. I 
would like to find even a personal stockbroker that would be 
able to guarantee that you cannot lose money, and, you 
know, to even be fooled by that, because I do not think he has 
anybody that would even be able to do that. Each and every 
one of us who are members, if you own a share of stock- 
And I am sure if Mr. Vroon had that individual, he would 
have him handling his money just as well, and he cannot name 
one. He had to go and ask somebody else who it was. 

Now, let us look at the reality of it all. The gentleman 
cannot verify that this happens. He cannot back up and 
support even his own amendment. And then there is another 
issue. Should we even pass this amendment, we will be taking 
out the language held by Mr. Wilson that changed it for 3 
years, so that is also another consideration. But, you know, I 
just simply say that if this is possible: we should be doing this 
and every pension fund should be able to have it no matter if 
we have divestiture or not. And he cannot name one. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 ask for a negative vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the real problem with this 

amendment is the last couple lines of the last sentence. Unfor- 
tunately, there is no way to divide it. If this amendment just 
stopped in the third line from the bottom at the words "trans- 
action costs," this would be a very good amendment, because 
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those managers who would oversee a divestment fund to a 
higher standard than we are holding any other managers in 
any other retirement funds in this Commonwealth. In fact, 
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it deals with quantitative things up to that point. However, 
then it includes opportunity losses incurred, which is some- 
thing that cannot possibly be quantified-we are asking 
people to certify to something that really does not exist-and 
any deterioration in the quality of the fund's portfolio. Now, 
I believe that there will be a, quote, unquote, "deterioration 
in the quality of the fund's portfolio," because by our vote in 
support of the Gamble amendment we have basically divested 
from all multinational corporations, because virtually all mul- 
tinational corporations deal in those countries that practice 
human rights violations, and so therefore, the technical 
quality of the fund will deteriorate as a result. 

However, that does not mean there will be any net losses, 
and that does not mean that we will be selling stock at any 
price lower than that which we paid for it. There is still huge 
room to make profits under this. Mr. Vroon's amendment 
does not do what it says it does. If it did what it said it does, 
then we could all support it. 

I would urge the defeat of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Cumberland, Mr. Mowery. 
Mr. MOWERY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, whether or not the amendment passes or not, 

1 think that Representative Preston made a very strong point 
during his presentation regarding the amendment, because he 
basically pointed out to all of us that there is no way we can 
guarantee stocks. And since this whole issue is the divestiture 
of stocks in certain companies who do business in South 
Africa, it is very difficult for anyone on either side, particu- 
larly the side who is for divestiture, stating that there is no 
cost to divestiture. It is absolutely impossible to state that 
there can be a divestiture to this amount of money and the 
number of companies and claim that there is no cost to the 
fund. I think it is a very important point, Mr. Speaker. Thank 
you. 

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

Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have a very brief statement to make. I think 

it is clear from Mr. Vroon's amendment that we are holdine 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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I think thc amendment is poorly drafted. I think what he is 
requesting us to do is impossible, in which investment man- 
agers would not in fact manage our fund as they are being 
requested to do so. Therefore, 1 ask for a negative vote on this 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I am a little bit amused at how 
some of the bets are being hedged right now. You are all 
betting that they would lose money, are you not? Well, just let 
me tell you one thing. In our last board meeting of the PSERS 
(Public School Employes' Retirement System), Mr. Davis 
Greene, the treasurer, proposed a resolution to divest the 
fund, and among other things, he let it be known that he 
thought it was not impossible to reconstruct a South Africa- 
free portfolio without any losses. That is what I am talking 
about. Mr. Davis Greene said he could do that, and there are 
other people that said it, too. I read some opinions from the 
investment advisers who advised us on that board, and some 
of those investment advisers said, yes, we can do it. Okay. So 
it is not impossible. 

Let me explain how these investment advisers are hired in 
the first place. The fund is huge- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, no. 
Mr. VROON. All right. Mr. Speaker, 1 will change my 

tack. 
When we hire investment advisers, we do not expect them 

to guarantee a profit or a return. We have a goal, and we tell 
them we expect you to meet that goal, and they take their 
engagement on a basis of that. So we do have- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vroon, go back to your amendment, 
please, sir. You may talk all afternoon if you stick on the 
amendment. 

Mr. VROON. All right. The charge was made that nobody 
could guarantee that this would not lose money, and that is 
what I was addressing, Mr. Speaker. That was the point, and 
that was the point brought up by Mr. Preston. All 1 am doing 
is saying that there are people who said that it can he done, 
and if that is so, all right, put your money where your mouth 
is. and let us adoot this amendment. 

- .  
to hold all the investment managers who manage all our 
retirement funds as they are tdday to the same standard, then 
in fact this would not be an unfair amendment. However, we 
do not hold those managers to such a high standard. And if in 
fact we did, I would suspect that we would not be able to in 
fact get a manager that would operate and would handle our 
investment fund. 

In fact, the gentleman, Mr. Vroon, makes reference to the 
investment evaluators that have evaluated our fund; however, 
he provides us with no information that will make us believe 
or would assure us that our current investment managers 
would in fact handle our current fund with such a demand 
being placed upon them. 

the standard is so high it is unrealistic. If we were in fact going 
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Clymer Hershey Phillips Telek 
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Irvis. 
Speaker 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale I 
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. PETRARCA offered the following amendment No. 

A2383: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). page 3, line 17, by inserting after 
"NAMTRIA " . .. ..- .. 
The term shall nut include the purcha\ing di tcrrochrom~um irom 
South Africa or Namibia. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the Petrarca amendment, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Petrarca. 

Mr. PETRARCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have had requests from the specialty steel 

industry - from Teledyne Vasco Steel in Derry Township; 
Allegheny Ludlum in West Leechburg, Allegheny County - 
that under these divestiture bills they may continue to pur- 
chase ferrochrome from South Africa. As you know, the only 
other source of this material is in the Soviet Union. Should 
these companies be prohibited from buying direct from South 

Africa, it is likely that we will end up buying this critical mate- 
rial from the French or some other country at a 50-percent 
markup. 

Mr. Speaker, as 1 read these bills, it is unclear to me if Our 
steel companies can continue to purchase this material. 
Perhaps the author of the hill, Dave Richardson, could clarify 
this for me. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Richardson, prepared to clarify the purchase of fer- 
rochromium? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. You may proceed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion after 

checking with sources concerning this issue on this particular 
raw material that in fact the country of Zimbabwe would still 
he available to be able to purchase this particular chromium 
so that in fact it would not deal with the countries of South 
Africa or Namibia. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

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

Mr. PETRARCA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In light of the gentleman's clarification, I would like to 

withdraw this amendment and the other four, since it is the 
gentleman's intention not to restrict the purchasing of raw 
materials from South Africa. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

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

amended? 
Mr. FOSTER offered the following amendments NO. 

A0826: 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 8526), page 2, line 6, by striking out the 
period after "NAMIBIA" and inserting 
unless the corporation, business, subsidiary or affiliate has 
adopted the principles commonly known as the Sullivan Princi- 

les and has obtained a performance rating in the top two catego- 
Res of the rating system prepared by Arthur D. Little, Inc. The 
principles provide: 

(1) Principle I - Nonsegregation of the Races in All 
Eating, Comfort, Locker Rooms, and 
Work Facilities. 

(2) Principle 2 - Equal and Fair Employment Practices 
for All Employees. 

(3) Principle 3 - Equal Pay for All Employees Doing 
Equal or Comparable Work for the 
Same Period'of Time. 

(4) Principle 4 - Initiation and Development of Train- 
ing Programs that Will Prepare 
Blacks, Coloreds, and Asians in Sub- 
stantial Numbers for Supervisory, 
Administrative, Clerical, and Techni- . - .  



LEGISLATIVE J01 URNAL-HOUSE JUNE 23, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 2, line 13, by inserting after 
"NAMIBIA" 

e x c e p t  as provided in subsection (a) 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from York, Mr. Foster. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As one who has considered this issue for several years now, 

I stand here as one that if 90 degrees is perpendicular on the 
issue, I have seldom been more than 85 degrees in either direc- 
tion. The first time this issue was addressed by this House 1 
voted for divestiture because I felt that there were grievous 
wrongs in this nation of South Africa and we had to call atten- 
tion to them. 1 considered my actions over the years and 
decided that while divestiture made a very emphatic statement 
in that area, it did not achieve its objective of ending apart- 
heid, and that, I believe, is the objective of the sponsors of the 
bill. 

I offer you an amendment today on which there can be con- 
sensus. You, as members of the House, have passed this 
amendment during the last session by a vote of 106 to 95.  1 
think it offers the closest thing to consensus that exists in this 
House or this legislature. 

Basically, it encompasses the fair employment, nondiscrim- 
ination principles commonly known as the Sullivan Princi- 
ples, in which divestiture would be limited to those American 
companies that do not abide by those principles. 

I can sympathize with Reverend Sullivan as one who has 
changed my mind. I can see why he would change his mind on 
this issue. I may change my mind at some future time, but I 
look at the broad sweep of history and see that in 10 years this 
is the only thing that has put cracks in the facade of apartheid. 

I would ask us to use the kind of objectivity that a legisla- 
tive body should use on this issue. I can understand why a 
black South African would not be objective on this issue. It is 
hard to be objective when your neck is being ground into the 
dirt by someone's foot. However, it is our duty to be objective 
and to fight apartheid in an intelligent way and in a way which 
will facilitate its end. This means that we have to recognize 
our limits. We have to recognize that we do not have suffi- 
cient economic input into South Africa to end apartheid by 
our own efforts, by divestiture. 

Why cannot that occur? What will happen when we pull 
our American companies out? Let us wave the magic wand 
for just a moment. Every American company has just left 
South Africa. Now, when and how does apartheid occur? 
When does the end of apartheid occur? How does it end when 
those same American companies are bought out at hargain- 
basement rates by white South African buyers? How is apart- 
heid going to end when those American companies that 
employ the fair employment practices are purchased by 
Japanese or Taiwanese or by the Belgium purchasers? In 
short, it will not happen. Apartheid not only will not end, but 
you will have black South Africans that will not have the pro- 
tection that they had under the principles set forth in my 

amendment: For example, nonsegregation of the races in all 
eating, comfort, locker rooms, and work facilities; equal and 
fair employment practices; equal pay for all employees doing 
equal work; initiation and development of training programs 
that will prepare blacks and coloreds and Asians for adminis- 
trative and clerical positions; increasing the number of blacks, 
coloreds, and Asians in management; and above all, improv- 
ing the quality of employees' lives outside the work environ- 
ment. 

When I have posed the question, how and when does apart- 
heid end because of divestiture, I have frequently gotten the 
answer, well, 1 am not sure that it will, but we do not know 
what else to try. Now, I submit that if in 10 years of the fair 
employment principles we at least made progress in cracking 
the facade of apartheid- If one step forward was too slow, is 
two steps backward an improvement? Guaranteed, when we 
pull out companies that abide by fair employment practices 
and bring in the other nations and the South African purchas- 
ers, we are going to be taking two steps backward. And if that 
is somehow supposed to bring down the system, it eludes me 
as to how it is going to happen. 

Now, I am going to address this also as amoral- 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Why does the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Letterman, rise 

in place? 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, is he going to talk about 

his amendment, or is he going to give us history? You know, 
the whole thing is laying here. He does not tell us what the 
amendment is going to do. Let us hear what the amendment is 
going to do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Foster, has been, at 
least for the last 30 seconds, reading his amendment word by 
word. Does the gentleman wish to continue to elucidate, or 
does the gentleman wish to philosophize upon how apartheid 
may possibly he ended? 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And to allay the 
fears of the gentleman, Mr. Letterman, I have virtually 
reached the conclusion. I am going to address the matter from 
the aspect of morality. 

We must address it as a moral issue, and we are doing so 
through the fair employment practices amendment. It cer- 
tainly is the most moral statement that we can make, and it is 
also the most practical statement that we can make, and it is a 
statement upon which this House and this legislature can 
agree. It is a consensus position, and the members have so 
voted in the past, and I would ask that we vote so today. 

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

Mr. PRESTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The gentleman, Mr. Foster, for the past few years has sup- 

ported the Sullivan Principles, and the Sullivan Principles are 
well and good solid intentions. Continuously in the past he 
had mentioned various statements by Reverend Sullivan. In 
his statement you did not hear him mention any statements 
concerning Reverend Sullivan, because Reverend Sullivan's 
cup runneth over. Very simply put, he tolerated and he was 
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not happy with his own principles. But the thing was, it was a 
step in the right direction. But you reach a point when you are 
on your way when everything comes to a standstill and pro- 
gress is denied. Just recently Reverend Sullivan has disavowed 
the Sullivan Principles and has asked personally as far as Con- 
gress is concerned, as far as all of the State legislatures are 
concerned, and the other governing bodies that are possible, 
that we have full divestment. 

So his intentions are good, hut they are out of date. We 
have moved into the eighties. We ourselves no longer wear 
polyester. We do not wear Dacron. We wear other different 
forms of fabric. Just as well as at one time the Sullivan Princi- 
ples were adequate, they no longer hold true. And the proof is 
in the pudding, since Mr. Sullivan has denied them himself. 
While last year, yes, we might have voted and supported the 
Sullivan Principles, I think out of respect for the person who 
wrote them, who no longer believes that it is necessary 
because thev have fallen through. that we should vote this 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Clymer, much as it regrets the 
Speaker, who happens to he a personal friend of the reverend, 
the reverend is not here on trial. What we are here dealing 
with is not his background or his accomplishments but the 
principles which he espoused and specifically those principles 
as written into the Foster amendment. 

You may now proceed on the amendment, Mr. Clymer. 
Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, because of that, because of that background 

of the importance of jobs and the fact that minorities needed 
training, we have the Sullivan Principles. I would just like to 
read from a letter that was passed around by a member to the 
other members of the House. He said: 

The Principles- 

referring to those that he had incorporated- 

became a lever on hundreds of non-American compa- 
nies throughout South Africa, affecting millions of - .  

down. 
There are other reasons that we can look at this. One, the 

housing that the companies have built for the individuals 
there, the government is saying to those people whom it was 

Black workers. These Principles became a catalyst for 
change above and beyond the small number of Blacks 
employed by U.S. firms. The Sullivan Principles and 
signatory companies have done more to end discrimi- 
nation and imorove conditions for Black workers in 

built for that you cannot live there; you have to go back to the 
ghettos and the barrios that we have set aside for you. Also, 
they have not changed the voting rights. Orientals basically 
are still not able to vote for everyone. Blacks are still not able 
to vote for everyone. There still is separatism. There still is the 
pass system. Myself, I could not be standing here talking to 
everyone. I would only have to be talking primarily to my own 
colleagues. Certain hours of the day you would not be able to 
even walk in particular areas of the street. 1 would be arrested 
myself if I had missed my train back to the area. This goes 
even for vice presidents of corporations who are naturalized 
South Africans. They are being forced right now to move. 
There has only been a little hit of movement as far as them 
restricting some of the promotions; however, that is still UP to 
the companies, and the past history has shown that there has 
been no progress. 

I would ask, with all due respect to Mr. Foster, that we vote 
this down. Again, the Sullivan Principles are outdated, and 
they do not make it anymore. Reverend Sullivan himself is no 
longer supporting those. Let us give the gentkman who wrote 
them his due respect, and let us move on with the business and 
vote down the Foster amendment. Thank you. 

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

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I stand in support of the 
Foster amendment. 

Much has been said today about that great American, Leon 
Sullivan. And, Mr. Speaker, I think it is important that the 
members just take a minute to consider what this man has 
done here in the United States and his philosophy. He started 
the OIC (Opportunities Industrialization Center) prokram, 
whereby in the sixties President Johnson came down and gave 
him $10 million because it was helping minorities who- 

South Africa ihan all the governments of the world 
combined with the United Nations. 

These are not outdated remarks. Neither is the impact one 
that we should remove. I just mentioned, they are affect- 
ing, for the good, millions of black workers and other minori- 
ties in the Republic of South Africa. It is regretful that he has 
changed his mind about this, because we have seen a surging, 
a growth, of middle-class blacks in the Republic of South 
~ f ~ i ~ ~  which would indeed give them the political strength 
thatthey arelooking for. 

M,, Speaker, I do not see how anyone can say that we just 
drop everything that he has worked a lifetime for and say 
that, well, it just has not worked. ~t has worked. It has 
worked effectively in these United States, and it was hopefully 
working and will work effectively in the Republic of South 
Africa. And so for these reasons, I submit, Mr. Speaker, we 
should all stand behind the Peck Foster amendment. Thank 
youverymuch. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
perry, Mr. Noye, on the Foster amendment. 

~ r .  NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as many of you know, I had the opportunity 

to visit South Africa earlier this year. Several years ago when 
we debated this issue, Mr. Foster offered the same or similar 
amendments dealing with the Sullivan Principles. To be 
honest, at that time all I knew about the Sullivan Principles 

what Mr. Foster and the others who debated that issue 
had to say about it. I left for South Africa with a little bit of 
knowledge about the Sullivan Principles and really had come 
to the conclusion that they were a great moral effort on the 
part of an individual to try to change things in South Africa 
but really they probably, the way they were contrived, really 
were more of a burden on the business community than they 
were successful. 
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I was wrong. Mr. Speaker, of all the things that I saw in 
South Africa, the one thing that I came away with was the 
feeling that one man really made a difference. The Sullivan 
Principles had worked and are still working. I am deeply dis- 
appointed that the reverend has chosen to renounce what he 
has started because 1 think he has had more of an impact on 
the situation and change in South Africa than any government 
on the face of the Earth could have possibly hoped to achieve. 

Mr. Speaker, I had the opportunity to sit down and talk 
with American corporate executives and question them as to 
how the Sullivan Principles really worked within their 
company. 1 asked them, are they really, truly an economic 
burden t o  you? And the answer I got from every corporate 
executive I talked to was, yes, they are an economic burden, 
but we have accepted them; we are pleased to work with them 
and accept them. Some companies were spending up to 10 
percent of their budget just to meet the requirements listed by 
the Sullivan Principles. 

Mr. Speaker, what has happened among the American 
companies that remain in South Africa is not unlike what has 
happened here in the United States. The Sullivan Principles 
have offered those companies a chance to compete. They take 
pride, a great deal of pride in trying to not only meet the 
requirements of the Sullivan Principles hut to outdo one 
another in going far beyond what Reverend Sullivan had 
called for. The competition has become so fierce that some 
corporate executives have vowed that no company, no other 
American company will outspend their company in trying to 
provide economic opportunity for blacks in South Africa. 

Many of the shortcomings of the government of South 
Africa were noted by Representative Preston. I agree with him 
that a lot of those problems still exist. But if there is one area 
where there is and has been momentum in trying to bring 
some kind of economic equality to the black population of 
South Africa, it is through the Sullivan Principles. Corpora- 
tions are providing housing, medical treatment, medical facil- 
ities, hospitals, birthing centers, and they are not required to 
by the Sullivan Principles, but they do it. The percentage of 
their employees has gone up encouragingly and it is continu- 
ing to go up. Sure there is a lot further to go, I agree. But if we 
are not there, if it is not the American companies that are 
leading the charge, it is not going to happen. Blacks are going 
to become unemployed. Now, unfortunately, because of red 
tape and various actions, we find companies leaving South 
Africa. I am sorry to see that happening because I think they 
are the best chance we have of bringing change to the govern- 
ment of South Africa. The government of South Africa, prior 
to the actions of the Congress of the United States, showed 
some semblance of moving towards a more liberal policy until 
that action. 

Mr. Speaker, the Sullivan Principles, whether Reverend 
Sullivan stands with us or without us, have had a tremendous 
impact on change in South Africa. The least we can do is 
support those companies that have stuck it out, some of them 
our own companies here in Pennsylvania, that have gone far 
beyond the call of Reverend Sullivan to provide decency to the 
blackman in South Africa. 

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

Philadelphia, Mr. Linton. 
Mr. LINTON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Very short and very brief. It is very clear that the Reverend 

Mr. Sullivan has decided that the Sullivan Principles are no 
longer effective, that in fact over 10 years he has led the 
charge with the Sullivan Principles and he himself has now 
asked for those who had formerly followed the Sullivan Prin- 
ciples to withdraw. So now at this late date we are now decid- 
ing that we are going to be progressive and we are going to 
support the Sullivan Principles. I think we are late. I think we 
are late and we have come now to support something that the 
originator of the principles no longer will support. So that is 
another effort by the sponsors of the amendment to not really 
deal with the issue that is before us today. 

Mr. Noye made reference to some of the corporations that 
he had an opportunity to speak to. Unfortunately, Reverend 
Sullivan now is no longer allowed to go into South Africa to 
speak to those same corporations that he dealt with for the 
last 10 years, because he is no longer able to get a visa because 
the government has now said that because you no longer 
support your Sullivan Principles, you can no longer come into 
our country. 

Mr. Noye also makes reference to many of the corporations 
that he talked to while he was in South Africa. I recently went 
to Botswana, which is right on the border of South Africa. I, 
too, was not able to get a visa so that I could go over into the 
country of South Africa so I could speak to some of these 
same corporations that Mr. Noye is making reference to. But 
yet we are saying, support the Sullivan Principles because it is 
fair and it is just. 

Only 1 percent of the population in South Africa that we 
are trying to deal with is getting some benefit of the Sullivan 
Principles, and even those companies now who are following 
the Sullivan Principles are being spanked by the South 
African Government when they try to make sure that there is 
no discrimination in housing available for their own workers. 
They are now being spanked by the South African Govern- 
ment, but now I see that the sponsors of this amendment have 
confined their support to the top two principles in the Sullivan 
amendment and have not asked, not even asked for us to 
support all of the Sullivan Principles; they have only asked us 
to support the top two. It would seem to me they have not 
even supported all of the Sullivan Principles and are asking us 
to divest on those measures. 

I think it is a weak amendment. I think it does not deal with 
the issue that we want to correct in this House, and 1 would 
ask us to vote in the negative against the amendment that is 
beforeus. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the Foster amendment, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Wass. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
Mr. FOSTER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Foster, indicates he 
will stand for interrogation. You are in order, and you may 
proceed, Mr. Wass. 

Mr. WASS. Mr. Speaker, you refer in your amendment to a 
rating system prepared by some Little, Inc. Can you expand 
on the performance rating regarding the Sullivan Principles? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. It was the fear of some 
that companies would give lip service to the Sullivan Princi- 
ples and then renege. Arthur D. Little, Incorporated, is a 
private rating agency that rates the various companies on five 
categories of compliance, and my amendment requires that 
they be in the top two categories of compliance, and that is to 
insure that these companies just do not give lip service to the 
Sullivan Principles. 

Mr. WASS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Olasz, on the Foster amendment. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, would my colleague, Mr. 

Linton, stand for interrogation, please? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Linton indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed, Mr. Olasz. 
hlr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, in your speech you alluded to 

the fact that you were in Africa. I would like to know which 
countries you visited in South Africa. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, South Africa is a country. 1 
visited- 

Mr. OLASZ. I am sorry. You said in the neighboring prov- 
inces of South Africa. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Speaker, I attended a conference in the 
country of Botswana, which borders South Africa, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. OLASZ. That completes my interrogation, Mr. 
Speaker. 1 would like to make a comment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may make the statement. 
Mr. OLASZ. Mr. Speaker, probably only 40 or 50 years 

ago the blacks in this country were really greatly mistreated, 
and a way that some semblance of equality was reached that 
we have today was by white people sticking with the blacks 
and fighting for what was right, with the white-run companies 
sticking with the blacks and not running away. I think that the 
only way we are going to accomplish anything and put this 
apartheid to rest is by working together and exerting some 
economic influence on those countries. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Foster, do you wish to speak for the 
second time on your amendment? 

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

York, Mr. Foster. 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, 1 have heard several remarks 

to the effect that Reverend Sullivan has repudiated the 
Sullivan Principles. That remark is erroneous. Reverend 
Sullivan has not repudiated his principles. He has changed his 
mind with respect to divestiture, but he has not repudiated his 
principles for the same reason that no one on this floor would 
repudiate principles of fair employment and nondiscrimina- 
tion. 

As far as the principles being outmoded, they are no more 
outmoded than the Ten Commandments are outmoded, and 
in fact Reverend Sullivan made an interesting statement with 
regard to that. Someone asked, are the Sullivan Principles 
operative without Sullivan? And his statement was, well, the 
Ten Commandments are still here without Moses. I think it is 
simply a case of each and every one of us doing what we know 
to he right and logical. 

Mr. Speaker, for just 30 seconds could I have order? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Foster, has promised 

that if you will be quiet and in order, he will speak only for 
another 30 seconds. That is an opportunity you ought not to 
reject. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Many of you have talked privately with me on this issue, 

and you know my desire to reach a consensus position. All 
that I ask of you right now is to do what you know to be right 
and logical and vote in the affirmative on the amendment. I 
rest my case. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Angstadt 
Argall 
Any 
Barley 
Birmelin 
Black 
Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlsan 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cornell 
COY 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Dirtler 

Acosta 
Baldwin 
Battisto 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bawley 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 

Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fischer 
Flick 
Faster 
Fax 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannan 
Geist 
Gladeck 
Godshall 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heckler 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Honaman 
Jackson 
Jadlowiec 

Duffy 
Evans 
Faftah 
Fee 
Freeman 
George 
Gruitra 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hayden 
Howlett 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
ltkin 
Jarolin 
Josephs 

Johnson 
Kennedy 
Langtry 
Lashinger 
Leh 
McClatchy 
McVerry 
Manmiller 
Mayernik 
Merry 
Micorzie 
Miller 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Noyc 
O'Brien 
Olasz 
Perrel 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Punt 
Raymond 

NAYS-94 

Linton 
Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McCall 
Maiale 
Maine 
Manderino 
Markosek 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
O'Donnell 
Oliver 
Petrarca 

Reber 
Reinard 
Robbins 
Ryan 
Saurman 
Scheetz 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Serafini 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Snyder, D. W 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, 1. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 

Roebuck 
Rudy 
Rybak 
Salaom 
Seventy 
Showers 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Home 
Veon 
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Corrigan Kasunic Petronc Wambach 
Cowell Kosinski Pievsky Wiggins 
DeLuca Kukovich Pistella Wright, D. R. 
DeWeea LaGrotta Pressman" Wright, R. C .  

Laughlin Preston Yandrisevits 
Dawida Lescovitz Richardson 
Dombrowski Letterman Rieger Iwis, 
Donatucci Levdansky Ritter Speaker 

NOT VOTING-1 

Wright, J. L. 

EXCUSED-4 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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. FOSTER offered the following amendments No. 

A0820: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526). page 3, Line 16, by striking out 
"INCLUDING" and inserting 

which requires 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8526), page 3, lines 16 and 17, by striking 

out "OR PERSONAL" 

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

The SPEAKER. On the amendment, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from York, Mr. Foster. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment changes the definition of "business opera- 

tions" so that it pertains to maintenance of personnel, appa- 
ratus of commerce, network of salesmen, network of purchas- 
ers, and products only for sale at retail. We are trying to get at 
the situation where we will not force from the continent or 
from the Nation of South Africa those companies that main- 
tain just a sales force for the sale of parts that are actually 

Book 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 
Bush 
Carlson 
Cessar 
Chadwick 
Civera 
Clark 
Clvmer 
~ d r n e ~ ~  
COY 
DeVerter 
Davies 
Dietterick 
Distler 
Dorr 

Acasta 
Baldwin 
Battist0 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Bonner 
Bowley 
Broujos 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Carn 
Cawley 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Corrigan 
Cawell 
DeLuca 

8 DeWeese 
Daley 
Dawida 

FOX McVerry 
Freind Manmiller 
Gallen Mayernik 
Gamble Merry 
Cannon Micozzie 
Geiat Miller 
Cladeck Moehlmann 
Godshall Mowery 
Gruppo Mrkonic 
Hagarty Nahill 
Haluska Noye 
Hasay O'Brien 
Hayes Olasr 
Heckler Perzel 
Herman Phillips 
Hershey Piccola 
Hess Pitts 
Honaman Punt 
Jackson Raymond 
Jadlawiec Reber 

NAYS-90 

Donatucci Levdansky 
Duffy Linton 
Evans Livengoad 
Fattah Lloyd 
Fee Lucyk 
Freeman McCall 
George Maiale 
Gruitza Maine 
Harper Manderino 
Hayden Markosek 
Howlett Melio 
Hughes Michlovic 
Hutchinson Morris 
llkin Murphy 
Jarolin Oliver 
Josephs Petrarca 
Kasunic Petrone 
Kasinaki Pievrky 
Kukovich Pistella 
LaCrotta Pressmann 
Laughlin Preston 
Lescovitz Richardson 
Letterman Rieger 

NOT VOTING-2 

Semmel 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smilh. S. H. 
Snyder, D. W. 
Snyder, G. 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wass 
Westan 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, I. L. 
Yandrisevits 

Ritter 
Roebuck 
Rybak 
Saloom 
Showers 
Staback 
Steighner 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Taylor, F. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Truman 
Van Horne 
Veon 
Wambach 
Wiggins 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 

Irvis, 
S ~ e a k e r  

produced in this country. 1 O'Donnell Rudv 

I would ask an affirmative vote on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move 

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

EXCUSED-4 

Cirnini Dininni Kenney MeHale 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
now to table HB 16 and all the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The only question for the House is on the 
Foster amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right, Mr. Speaker. If that is the 
only question in front of us, then I ask for a negative vote on 
the amendment. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

amendments were agreed to. 

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

amended? 

BILL TABLED 

Angstadt Durham Johnson Reinard 
A r g d  Farga Kennedy Robbins 
Arty Farmer L a n g t r ~  Ryan 
Barley Fischer Lashinger Saurman 
Birmelin Flick Leh Scheetz 
Black Foster McClatchy Schuler 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 16 be 
tabled along with its amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Moved by the gentleman, Mr. Richardson, 
that HB 16 as amended be placed upon the table. 

On the question, 
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Will the House agree to the motion? I The clerk will read the condolence resolution. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-190 

The following resolution was read: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

I HARRISBURG, PA. 
Acosta Dorr Lashinger Ritter 
Angstadt Duffy Laughlin Rabbins 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK 

Argall Durham Leh Roebuck RESOLUTION 
~aldwin  
Barley 
Battist0 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Black 
Blaum 
Book 
Banner 
Bowley 
Bawser 
Bayes 
Brandt 
Broujor 
Bunt 
Burd 
Burns 

Evans 
Fargo 
Farmer 
Fattah 
Fee 
Fischer 
Flick 
Foster 
Fox 
Freeman 
Freind 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
tiladeck 

Bush Godshall 
Caltagirone Gruitra 
Cappabianca Gruppo 
Carlson Hagarty 
Carn Haluska 
Cawley Harper 
Cessar Hasay 
Chadwick Hayden 
Civera Hayes 
Clark Heckler 
Clyrner Herman 
Cohen Hershey 
Colafella Hess 
Cole Hanaman 
Carnell Howlett 
Corrigan Hughes 
Cowell ltkin 
COY Jackson 
DeLuca Jadlowiec 
DeVerter Jarolin 
DeWeese Johnson 
Daley Josephs 
Davics Kasunic 
Dawida Kennedy 
Dietterick Kosinski 
Diatler Kukovich 
Dambrowski LaGrotta 
Donatucci Lmgtry 

1 

Lescovitz Rudy 
Lelterman Ryan 
Levdansky R ybak 
Linton Saloom 
Livengood Saurman 
Lloyd Scheetz 
McCall Schuler 
McClatchy Semmel 
McVerry Serafini 
Maiale Seventy 
Maine Showers 
Manmiller Si~ianni 
Markosek Smith, B. 
Mayernik Smith, S. H. 
Melio Snyder, D. W 
Merry Snyder, G. 
Michlovic Staback 
hlicozzie Stairs 
Miller Steighner 
Moehlmann Stevens 
Morris Stuban 
Mawery Sweet 
Mrkonic Taylor, E. Z. 
Murphy Taylor, F. 
Nahill Taylor, 1. 
Noye Telek 
O'Brien Tigue 
O'Dannell Trella 
Olasz Truman 
Oliver Veon 
Perzel Vroon 
Petrarca Wambach 
Petrone Wass 
Phillips Weston 
Piccoia Wiggins 
Pievsky Wilson 
Pistella Wagan 
Pitts Wozniak 
Pressmann Wright, D. R. 
Preston Wright, J. L. 
Punt Wrieht. R. C. - .  
Raymond Yandrisevits 
Reber 
Reinard Irvis. 
Rieger Speaker 

Hutchinson 

NOT VOTING-6 

Arty Lueyk Richardson Van Horne 
Belardi Manderino 

EXCUSED-4 

Cimini Dininni Kenney McHale 

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

WHEREAS, Earl Smith, a former member of the Pennsyl- 
vania House of Representatives, passed away at age seventy- 
eight; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Smith, a longtime participant in Coatesville 
area community activities and Chester County politics, was a 
construction foreman for thirfy-eight years with Bell Telephone 
Company and a member of the Coatesville Area School Board 
for thirty years. He served with distinction as a memher of the 
House of Representatives from 1973 until 1982; and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Smith was actively involved in his commu- 
nity as a faithful memher of the Wagontown Union Chapel, Key- 
stone Lodge No. 569 F&AM of Parkesburg, where he was past 
master: charter oresident of the Waeontown Fire ComvanY; 

membe; of the West Caln Grange 1365; director of the 
American Red Cross: vast nresident of the Coatesville 

Rotary Club; director of the ~oaiesvifle Chamber of Commerce; 
and memher of the National Rifle Association, the Western 
Chester County Chamber of Commerce and the West Caln 
Sportsmen's Club. He had also received numerous awards, 
including the Good Neighbor award from Bell Telephone in 1961 
and "Boss of the Year" award from the Coatesville Jaycees: now 
therefore be it I RESOLVED. That the House of Re~resentatives of the Com- 

. . 
community leader, and respected former member; extends its 
heartfelt condolences to his wife, Evelyn L. Wise Smith; 
daughters, Joyce Wright and Norma Jones; and grandnephew, 
George F. Dunlap, 111; and he it further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be delivered to 
Mrs. Evelyn L. Wise Smith. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is an exact copy of a reso- 
lution introduced in the House of Representatives by the Honor- 
able Arthur D. Hershey, and unanimously adopted by the House 
of Representatives on the 22nd day of June 1987. 

K. Leroy lrvis 
Speaker 

ATTEST: 
John J. Zubeck 

Chief Clerk 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Members and all guests will rise and stand 
in place. 

I (Members and all visitors stood.) 

The SPEAKER. The condolence resolution is unanimously 
adopted. 

You may now open the doors of the House. 

I BILLS ON THIRD 
CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION ADOPTED CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The members will now take their seats. We 
have a condolence resolution. Take your seats, and the Ser- 
geant a t  Arms will close the doors of the House. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1552, 
P N  1833, entitled: 
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An Act amending the act of Januarv 22, 1968 (P. L. 42. No. 81. I HB 1552 will eo over. without obiection. The Chair hears 

' '  I known a, the "Pennsylvania [Jrban hln\r Tran\por~auon I air ." no objeai,,n. 
further defining certain transit entilie$; rcuuirinr onc.lhird local 
or private funding matches for State grants, wifh certain excep- 
tions; removing certain limitations in State grants; fullher pro- 
viding for annual appropriations and new formulas for distribu- 
tion of the appropriations to transportation organizations and 
companies; and requiring certain transit entitles to appoint con- 
trollers. 

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

The SPEAKER. Do you have an amendment, Mr. Fox? We 
do not have the amendment. It was not marked. Has that 
amendment been prepared and duplicated? 

Mr. Fox, your amendment was not offered. It has not been 
duplicated. 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the 

amendment is. I am waiting to see it. 
TheSPEAKER. Mr. Ryan has not seen the amendment. 
Where is the amendment, amendment clerk? Just sending it 

down to he duplicated? How long will that take? About 10 
minutes. 

The House will stand at ease. 

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. While we are waiting, Mr. Pievsky, can 
your committee meet at the rear of the hall of the House? 

Immediate meeting of the Committee on Appropriations, 
rear of the hall of the House. 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Greene, Mr. DeWeese. Can your committee meet while we are 
awaiting this amendment? 

Mr. DeWEESE. No, sir, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like, as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, to 

announce that our scheduled meeting for tomorrow at 10 a.m. 
will be rescheduled for the first recess after tomorrow's 
session commences. The meeting that we were supposed to 
have at 10 a.m. tomorrow will be called for the first recess 
after tomorrow's session commences. Thank you, sir. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1552 CONTINUED 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that we pass 

over HB 1552 if the gentleman is going to offer this amend- 
ment, because the ramifications are far reaching, and I want 
to get the details on the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The majority leader has asked that we pass 
this over if Mr. Fox insists on the amendment. Does Mr. Fox 
insist on the amendment? 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. All the other bills on the calendar will go 
over, without objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE SCHEDULE 

The SPEAKER. Is there any further business, Mr. Mand- 
erino? 

1 suggest that you listen to the announcement by the major- 
ity leader. 

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, Wednesdays are ordi- 
narily days where many noncontroversial matters are taken up 
by the House. Tomorrow will not be typical. There will he 
controversial matters. There will be a full day's work in the 
Assembly, and I am asking every member to be present 
because there are votes that will certainly be important to your 
individual districts. 1 would ask that we report promptly to 
the floor tomorrow morning. There will probably be caucuses 
going over in detail the work that we will do, and I think I 
have said enough. Mr. Noye can announce the plans of the 
Republicans. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT 

The SPEAKER. Before Mr. Noye announces the plans, this 
is to advise Mark Cohen that I have this day appointed Repre- 
sentative Robert Belfanti as vice chairman of the Labor Rela- 
tions Committee to fill the vacancy created by the death of 
Alphonso Deal. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES 

The SPEAKER. We have a supplemental report signed by 
the gentleman from Westmoreland, Mr. Hutcbinson. 

The following report was read: 

In the Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
June 23, 1987 

Supplemental Report 
Committee on Committees 

BE IT RESOLVED, that Representative John F. Pressmann, 
Lehigh County, is elected a member of the Labor Relations Com- 
mittee to fill the vacancy created by the death of Representative 
Alphonso Deal. 

Amos K. Hutchinson 
Chairman 
Committee on Committees 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 
Resolution was adopted. 
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REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. Now the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Perry, Mr. Noye, if he wishes to make the announce- 
ment. 

Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
For the Republican members, to follow up Mr. Mand- 

erino's comments, we will come on the floor tomorrow and 
then break and go to caucus. There are a number of bills we 
need to go over. We will come back following lunch and then 
vote those bills. So we will have an early caucus tomorrow, 
and we would like your attendance. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I just would like to announce 
that the Democrats will go into caucus at the same time that 
the Republicans do, at the beginning of tomorrow's session. 

BILL REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 110, PN 119 By Rep. LAUGHLlN 
An Act amending the act of August 26, 1971 (P. L. 351, No. 

91), known as the "State Lottery Law," prohibiting the awarding 
of certain prizes. 

CONSUMER AFFAIRS. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER I 

An Act providing for certification of persons who perform 
radon testing and radon remediation; providing for the confiden- 
tiality of certain data; imposing penalties; and making an appro- 
priation. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman from Centre, Mr. 
Herman, rise? 

Mr. HERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it has been brought to my 
attention that my switch did not operate on HB 1505 prop- 
erly. I would like to be recorded in the affirmative on HB 
1505. 

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

BILL ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

SB 137, PN 1203. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Crawford, Ms. Maine. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 
279, PN 303, with information that the Senate has passed the 
same without amendment. 

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

Ms. MAINE. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House d o  now 
adjourn until Wednesday, June 24, 1987, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 5:33 p.m., e.d.t., the House 

adjourned. 

An Act designating December 7th as "Pearl Harbor 
Remembrance Day." 

BILLS REREPORTED FROM COMMITTEE I 
HB 942, PN 1940 (Amended) 

By Rep. PIEVSKY 
An Act providing for the creation, operation and duties of the 

Vietnam Veterans Health Initiative Commission as an advisory 
commission to the Department of Health. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

SB 137, PN 1203 (Amended) 
By Rep. PIEVSKY 
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