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The House convened at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t. 

- - -  --- - 

able to turn to You and say, thank You, Lord, and I ask this in 
Your most holy and precious name. Amen. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

PRAYER 

REV. BRUCE D. McINTOSH, Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives and assistant pastor of Faith Bible Fellowship 
Church, York, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

Thank you. 
Somebody just walked up to me and mentioned that yesterday 

when I prayed that the Lord would do something during the day to 
remind us all that He is here, he said something happened that day 
to remind him, so praise the Lord for that. 

Just for a moment I want to read something real quick to you. 
This was written by a 12-year-old boy after hls father died; 
12 years old: 

God, who relieves me of a father's care 
By that dear father's death, yet liveth still; 
And henceforth in my anguish and despair, 
I find my help and guidance in His will. 

I wish my 12-year-old could write that way. That was 
George Frideric Handel, who wrote Handel's "Messiah," and at the 
age of 12, he wrote that after his father died. 

Last week my first prayer dealt with the fact that this is 
Christmas season and let us look for opportunities to find 
somebody who needs a helping hand or a kind word, and so I 
would like to, since this will be my last day here and hopefully 
your last day, I want to close with the same thing, so I am thinking 
of young George in losing his father. These are hard rimes for 
some people. Let us look for opportunities in the discussions today 
and also when we go home, look for ways to reach out to 
somebody else. 

So let us pray: 
Father, we are grateful to You for the ways that You have 

reached out to us, and I am glad that yesterday You did something 
for at least one member of the floor here and that my prayer 
yesterday was true in his life. 

1 ask, Lord, again that that will be true today, and as things 
wind down and hopefully close all of the business out today, that 
we keep You in mind, and I ask, Lord, that You will make 
Yourself apparent to us, and help guide and steer through the 
different appropriations and the committee meetings and what have 
you today, and make this a day that when it is over, we will all be 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the approval 
of the Journal of Tuesday, December 1 1,200 1, will be postponed 
until printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 2236 By Representatives MARSICO, THOMAS, 
CLYMER, CREIGHTON, DALEY, FICHTER, FRANKEL, 
GEIST, HARHAI, HENNESSEY, HORSEY, JAMES, 
LEDERER, LEH, McGILL, MELIO, PALLONE, PISTELLA, 
SHANER and M. WRIGHT 

An Act amending the act of February 1 1, 1998 (P.L.58, No. 15), 
known as the Combustible and Flammable Liquids Act, prohibiting the 
operation of an automated self-service station while unattended. 

Referred to On 

December 12,200 1. 

2237 MARSICO, 
ARGALL, M. BAKER. BARD, B*-R, BASTIAN, 
BEL-1, BE*mGHOFF, BIRMELIN, BROWNE, BUNT, 
BUXTON, CAPPELLI, CLARK, CLYMER, L. 1. COHEN, 

CORNELL, CoRRIGAN7 COSTA, CREIGHTON7 
DAILEY, DALLY, DeLUCAs DiGIROLAMO, EGOLF, 
J. EVANS, FAIRCHILD, FEESE, FICHTEk FLEAGLE7 FLICK, 
FORCER, FRANKEL, GABIG, GANNON, GEIST, GORDNER 
GRUCELA, HABAY, HARPER, HASAY, HERMAN, 
HERSHEY, HESS, HUTCHINSON, KAISER, 
KELLEk LEH, LEWIS* MACKERETH, MAHER M A Y E m K  
McCALL, McGEEHAN, McGILL9 McnHINNEY, MELIOj 
R. MILLER, S. MILLER, NAILOR, PALLONE, PHILLIPS, 
PICKETT, PIPPY, RAYMOND, REWARD, ROHRER, 
ROONEY, RUBLEY3 SANToN1, SATHER, SAYLOR, 
SCHULER SEMMEL, SHAmR7 B. SMITH, S. H. SMITH, 
SOLOBAY, STABACK, STEELMAN, STEIL, STERN, 
T. STEVENSON, STRITTMATTER, STURLA, TANGRETTI, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, J- TAYLOR, THOMAS, TIGUE, TNCH, 
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TURZAI, WATSON, WILT, WOJNAROSIU, G. WRIGHT, 
YOUNGBLOOD, ZUG and HARHAI 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the offenses of rape, 
involuntary deviate sexual intercourse and aggravated indecent assault. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 12,2001. 

No. 2238 By Representatives SOLOBAY, BELARDI, 
BELFANTI, BUNT, CAPPELLI, CAWLEY, CORRIGAN, 
COSTA, COY, CREIGHTON, DeWEESE, GEORGE, 
GORDNER, HARHAI, HENNESSEY, HORSEY, LAUGHLIN, 
LEDERER, LESCOVITZ, LUCYK, MANN, McCALL, 
McGEEHAN, MELIO, READSHAW, ROONEY, SATHER, 
STABACK, TANGRETTI, E. Z. TAYLOR, TRAVAGLIO, 
TRICH, VEON, TURZAI, WOJNAROSKI, STEELMAN, 
JOSEPHS, YOUNGBLOOD, FRANKEL, LEVDANSKY, 
SHANER, PETRARCA, B. SMITH, CLYMER, JAMES, 
SAINATO, PPPY, HESS, GRUCELA and THOMAS 

An Act amending the act of March 4, 1971 (P.L.6,  NO.^), known as 
the Tax Reform Code of 1971, providing for military tax credits for 
employers who pay or subsidize the wages of an employee called to active 
duty. 

Referred to Committee on FINANCE, December 12,200 1 

No. 2239 By Representatives SOLOBAY, ARMSTRONG, 
BEBKO-JONES, BELARDI, BELFANTI, CAPPELLI, 
CORRIGAN, COY, CREIGHTON, DeWEESE, GEORGE, 
HENNESSEY, HORSEY, LAUGHLIN, LEDERER, LEH, 
LESCOVITZ, MANN, MAYERNIK, McCALL, McGEEHAN, 
MELIO, MUNDY, ROONEY, SATHER, STABACK, 
E. Z. TAYLOR, VEON, WOJNAROSKI, STEELMAN, 
YUDICHAK, JOSEPHS, YOUNGBLOOD, SHANER, 
PETRARCA, JAMES, SAINATO, PIPPY and GRUCELA 

An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for granting of military leaves of 
absence. 

Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, December 12,200 1. 

No. 2240 By Representatives L. I. COHEN, BEBKO-JONES, 
CAPPELLI, COLAFELLA, CREIGHTON, CURRY, DALEY, 
DeLUCA, FRANKEL, GEORGE, HARHAI. HORSEY, JAMES, 
JOSEPHS, KENNEY, LAUGHLIN, MELIO, PALLONE, 
PETRARCA, PISTELLA, SAYLOR, SHANER, STABACK, 
STEELMAN, E. Z. TAYLOR, THOMAS, TRELLO, WATSON, 
C. WILLIAMS and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act establishing standards of care for Huntington's Disease 
patients; providing for the powers and duties of the Department of Health; 
and imposing penalties. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, December 12,2001. 

No. 2241 By Representatives L. I. COHEN, BEBKO-JONES, 
CAPPELLI, COLAFELLA, CREIGHTON, CURRY, DALEY, 

DeLUCA, FRANKEL, GEORGE, HARHAI, HORSEY, JAMES, b 

JOSEPHS, KENNEY, LAUGHLIN, MELIO, PALLONE, t 

PETRARCA, PISTELLA, SAYLOR, SHANER, STABACK, 
STEELMAN, E. Z. TAYLOR, THOMAS, TRELLO, WATSON, 
C. WILLIAMS and YOUNGBLOOD 

An Act -establishing adequate reimbursement standards for care 
attributed to Huntington's Disease for patients; providing for the powers 
and duties of the Department of Public Welfare; and imposing penalties. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, December 12,200 1. 

No. 2242 By Representatives GEORGE, BELARDI, 
CALTAGIRONE, COLAFELLA, COY, CURRY, DALEY, 
FAIRCHILD, FEESE, FREEMAN, GRUCELA, LAUGHLIN, 
LAWLESS, LEVDANSKY, LUCYK, MELIO, MUNDY, 
PISTELLA, STABACK, STEELMAN, SURRA, TANGRETTI, 
TRAVAGLIO, VITALI, WALKO, WANSACZ, J. WILLIAMS, 
WOJNAROSKI, G.WRIGHT, YOUNGBLOOD and 
YUDICHAK 

An Act amending the act of April 27, 1966 (1st Sp.Sess., P.L.31, 
No.l), known as The Bituminous Mine Subsidence and Land 
Conservation Act, providing for alternative methods to minimize 
subsidence damage, for additional protection for surface water, water 
supplies, perennial streams, surface structures, historic properties and 
public utilities, for additional measures regarding the restoration or 
replacement of water supplies, for limitations on defenses in an action for 
contamination, diminution or intemption of a water supply or damage to 
a surface structure, for assurance of the adequacy of bond amount to cover 
subsidence damage, for compilation, analysis and reporting of additional 
data and for additional duties of the Department of Environmental 
Protection; and making editorial changes. 

1 Referred to Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 
1 AND ENERGY, December 12,2001. 

No. 2243 By Representatives HUTCHINSON, 
McILHATTAN, R. STEVENSON, METCALFE, 
BENNINGHOFF and EGOLF 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, eliminating limited registration for snowmobiles 
and all-terrain vehicles. 

Referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION, 
December 12,200 1. 

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 381 By Representatives BUNT, MANDERINO, 
BROWNE, DeWEESE, ARMSTRONG, BEBKO-JONES, 
BELFANTI, BENNINGHOFF, CALTAGIRONE, CAPPELLI, 
L. I. COHEN, CREIGHTON, DALEY, DeLUCA, EACHUS, 
FICHTER, FRANKEL, GEIST, GEORGE, GRUCELA, 
HARHAI, HERSHEY, HESS, HUTCHINSON, JAMES, 
JOSEPHS, LAUGHLIN, LESCOVITZ, LEVDANSKY, 
MACKERETH, MELIO, MUNDY, PRESTON, READSHAW, 
ROSS, SHANER, E. Z. TAYLOR, TIGUE, WANSACZ, WILT, 
WOJNAROSIU and YOUNGBLOOD 
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A Resolution memorializing Congress to include full insurance parity 
legislation in the final version of the Fiscal Year 2002 Labor-Health and 
Human Services-Education spending bill (HR 3061). 

Referred to Committee on RULES, December 12,200 1. 

No. 382 By Representative L. I. COHEN 

A Resolution urging the American Red Cross to continue its strong 
support of Israel's full membership in the International Federation of 
Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies and to continue to pressure the 
International Red Cross until justice prevails. 

Referred to Committee on RULES, December 12,2001. 

SENATE BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE 

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

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 12,2001. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 12,2001. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, December 12,2001. 

Referred to Committee on VETERANS AFFAIRS AND 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS, December 12,2001. 

Referred to Committee on STATE GOVERNMENT, 
December 12,2001. 

Referred to Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT, 
December 12,200 1. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 1402, 
PN 3035, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED SENATE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives by amending said amendments to SB 216, 
PN 1617; SB 696, PN 1618; and SB 837, PN 1619. 

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

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HI3 1459 and 
HI3 1716 be removed from the table. 

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

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

I 

HB 1459, PN 1741; and HB 1716, PN 3017. 

BILLS RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority leader. 

Mr. PERZEL. Madam Speaker, I move that HBs 1459 and 
17 16 be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

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

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are there requests for leaves of 
absence? 

The Chair recognizes the minority whip, who moves that the 
gentleman, Mr. ROBERTS, from Fayette County, and the 
gentleman, Mr. RIEGER, from Philadelphia County be placed on 
leave for the day. Without objection, those requests are granted. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The minority whip also requests 
that the gentleman, Mr. TANGRETTI, be removed from the 
leaves of absence and placed on the master roll. 
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MASTER ROLL CALL LEAVES ADDED4 
% 

Birmelin McNaughton Perzel Zimmerman 
Egolf Michlovic 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is about to take the 
master roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 

LEAVES CANCELED-I The following roll call was recorded: 
McNaughton 

Adolph Evans, J. Maitland Schuler 
Argall Fairchild Major Scrimenti 
h s t r o n g  Feese Manderino Semmel 

CALENDAR 

Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Turning to page 1 of today's 
calendar, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Pistella. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Madam Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended in order to offer HB 15 16, PN 3069. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
P e m l  
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 

ADDITIONW 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Roberts Rieger 
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DiGirolamo Levdansky Sainato Yudichak 
Diven Lewis Samuelson zug 
Donatucci Lucyk Santoni 
Eachus Lynch Sather 
Egolf Mackereth Saylor Ryan, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NOT VOTING1 

Zimmerman 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 

Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cnu. 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 

Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 

Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 

~ i a n s ,  D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION / 
in the a k i i t i v e ,  the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1516, 
PN 3069, entitled: 

Donatucci Lucyk Santoni 2% 
Eachus Lynch Sather 
Egolf Mackereth Saylor Ryan, 

An Act providing for a direct care advanced training program, for 
tuition reimbursement and financial payments for direct care employees 
upon program completion; and conferring powers and duties on the 
Department of Education. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 

NOT VOTING-O 

EXCUSED-4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
a f f i t i v e ,  the question was determined in the affumative 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 2202, 
PN 3038, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further defining "vehicle"; defining "electric 
personal assistive mobility device" or "EPAMD; and further providing 
for driving upon sidewalk. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u m  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
PiPPy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Stnttmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tunai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affmtive,  the question was determined in the a f fmt ive  and the 
bill passed finally. 

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

8 

BILLS PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. SB 6 1 1 is over temporarily. 
Turning to page 2 of today's calendar, HB 1449, HB 2 125, and 

HB 1259 are over temporarily. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. HE3 1434 is over. 

BILLS PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Turning to page 3 of today's 
calendar, SB 21 1 is over temporarily, as is SB 406 over 
temporarily. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 834, 
PN 1468, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for sexual abuse of children; and 
providing for unlawful use of a computer for solicitation of a minor. 

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

Mr. GANNON offered the following amendment No. A4539: 

Amend Title, page 1, lines 3 and 4, by striking out "; and providing 
for unlawful use of a computer for" in line 3, all of line 4 and inserting 

and for unlawful contact or communication with 
minor. 

Amend Sec. I, page I,  line 7, by striking out "Section 63 12(c) 
and (d)" and inserting 

Sections 63 12(c) and (d) and 63 1 8 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, lines 20 through 30; page 3, lines 1 through 

30; page 4, lines I through 21, by striking out all of said lines on said 
pages and inserting 
5 63 18. Unlawful contact or communication with minor. 

(a) Offense defined.-A person [whether within or without this 
Commonwealth] commits an offense if he, [knowing that he is contacting 
or communicating with a minor within this Commonwealth,] intentionally 
contacts [or communicates with that minor for the purpose of engaging 
in] a minor or someone he believes is ~robablv a minor. or someone who 
holds himself out to be a minor and either the uerson initiating the contact 
or the uerson being contacted is within this Commonwealth to engage in 
an activity prohibited under any of the following: - 

(1) Any of the offenses enumerated in Chapter 31 (relating 
to sexual offenses). 

(2) Open lewdness as defined in section 590 1 (relating to 
open lewdness). 

(3) Prostitution as defined in section 5902 (relating to 
prostitution and related offenses). 
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(4) Obscene and other sexual materials and performances 
as defined in section 5903 (relating to obscene and other sexual 
materials and performances). 

(5) Sexual abuse of children as defined in section 63 12 
(relating to sexual abuse of children). 

(6) Sexual exploitation of children as defined in 
section 6320 (relating to sexual ex~loitation of childrenl, 
(b) Grading.- A violation of subsection (a) is: 

(1)  an offense of the same grade and degree as the most 
serious underlying offense in subsection (a) for which the defendant 
contacted or communicated with the minor; or 

( 2 )  a misdemeanor of the first degree; whichever is greater. 
Jb. 1 ') Concurrent iurisdiction to prosecute.-The Attorney General 

shall have concurrent prosecutorial iurisdiction with the district attorney 

Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 

for violations under this section and any crime arising out of the activity Come11 
prohibited by this section when the person charged with a violation of this I Conigan 
section contacts a minor through the use of a computer, computer system 
or computer network. No person charged with a violation of this section 
by the Attorney General shall have standing to challenge the authoritv of 
the Attorney General to prosecute the case. and, if any such challenge IS 
made. the challenge shall be dismissed and no relief shall be available in 
the courts of this Commonwealth to the person making the challenge. 

(c) Definitions.-As used in this section, the following words and 
phrases shall have the meanings given to them in this subsection: 

"Computer." An electronic, magnetic. optical. hydraulic. organic 
or other high-speed data processing device or system which performs 
logic, arithmetic or memory functions and includes all input, ou t~ut ,  
processing. storaee. software or communication facilities which are 
connected or related to the device in a computer system or computer 
network. 

"Computer network." The interconnection of two or more 
computers through the usage of satellite, microwave. line or other 
communication medium. 

"Computer svstem." A set of related. connected or unconnected 
computer eauioment. devices and software. 

"Contacts [or communicates with]." Direct or indirect contact or 
communication by any means, method or device, including contact or 
communication in person or through an agent or agency, through any 
print medium, the mails, a common camer or communication common 
carrier, any electronic communication system and any 
telecommunications, wire, computer or radio communications device or 
system. 

"Minor." An individual under 18 years of age. 
Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 22,  by striking out "3" and inserting 

2 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Annstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 

Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
CUT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Penel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sat her 

Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travagl io 
Trello 
Trich , 

Tulli 
T u m i  
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Egolf ~ a c k e r e t h  Saylor Ryan, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, 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? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Evans, J. Maitland Schuler 
Airgall Fairchild Major Scrimenti 
Armstrong Feese Manderino Semmel 
Baker, J. Fichter Mann Shaner 
Baker, M. Fleagle Markosek Smith, B. 
Bard Flick Marsico Smith, S. H. 
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Barley Forcier Mayernik Solobay 
Barrar Frankel McCall Staback 
Bastian Freeman McGeehan Stairs 
~ebko- ones Gabig McGill Steelman 
Belardi Gannon Mcllhattan Steil 
Belfanti Geist Mcllhimey Stem 
Beminghoff George McNaughton Stetler 
Birmelin Godshall Melio Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Gordner Metcalfe Stevenson, T. 
Blaum Grucela Michlovic Strittmatter 
Boyes Gruitza Micozzie Sturla 
Browne Habay Miller, R. Surra 
Bunt Haluska Miller, S. Tangretti 
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Taylor, E. 2. 
Buxton Harhai Myers Taylor, J. 
Caltagirone Harhart Nailor Thomas 
Cappelli Harper Nickol Tigue 
casorio Hasay O'Brien Travaglio 
Cawley Hennessey Oliver Trello 
Clark Herman Pallone Trich 

Perzel Tulli Clymer Hershey 
Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrarca Tulzai 
Cohen, M. Horsey Petrone Vance 
Colafella Hutchinson Phillips Veon 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pickett Vitali 
Cornell James P~PPY Walko 
Conigan Josephs Pistella Wansacz 
Costa Kaiser Preston Washington 
COY Keller Raymond Waters 
Creighton Kenney Readshaw Watson 
Cruz Kirkland Reinard Williams, J. 
CUT Krebs Robinson Wilt 
Dailey LaGrotta Roebuck Wogan 
Daley Laughlin Rohrer Wojnaroski 
Dally Lawless Rooney Wright, G. 
DeLuca Lederer Ross Wright, M. 
Dermody Leh Rubley Yewcic 
DeWeese Lescovitz Ru ffing Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Sainato Yudichak 
Diven Lewis Samuelson Zimmerman 
Donatucci Lucyk Santoni 2% 
Eachus Lynch Sather 
Egol f Mackereth Saylor Ryan, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NAYS4 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Roberts Civera Rieger 

The 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 return the same to the Senate with the 
information that the House has passed the same with amendment 
in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

* * * 

BILLS PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. SB 1089 is over temporarily. 
Turning to page 4 of today's calendar, HB 15 19 is over 

temporarily. 

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1222, 
PN 1413, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 25, 1945 (P.L.1050, No.394), 
known as the Local Tax Collection Law, firther providing for 
compensation of tax collectors in first class townships; and making an 
editorial change. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS198 

Adolph Evans, J. Maitland Schuler 
Argall Fairchild Major Scrimenti 
Armstrong Feese Manderino Semmel 
Baker, J .  Fichter Mann Shaner 
Baker, M. Fleagle Markosek Smith, B. 
Bard Flick Marsico Smith, S. H. 
Barley Forcier Mayemik Solobay 
Barrar Frankel McCall Staback 
Bastian Freeman McGeehan Stairs 
Bebko-Jones Gabig McGill Steelman 
Belardi Gannon McIlhattan Steil 
Belfanti Geist Mcllhinney Stem 
Benninghoff George McNaughton Stetler 
Birmelin Melio Stevenson, R. Godshall 
Bishop Gordner Metcalfe Stevenson, T. 
Blaum G ~ c e l a  Michlovic Strimnatter 
Boyes Gruitza Micozzie Sturla 
Browne Habay Miller, R. S u m  
Bunt Haluska Miller, S. Tangretti 
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Taylor, E. Z. 
Buxton Harhai Myers Taylor, J. 
Caltagirone Harhart Nailor Thomas 
Cappelli Harper Nickol Tigue 
Casorio Hasay O'Brien Travaglio 
Cawley Hennessey Oliver Trello 
Clark Herman Pallone Trich 
Clymer Hershey Perzel Tulli 
Cohen> L. I. Hess Petrarca Turzai 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 

Horsey Petrone Vance 
Hutchinson Phillips Veon 

Coleman Jadlowiec Pickett Vitali 
Cornell James P~PPY Walko 

Josephs Pistella Wansacz 
Costa Kaiser Preston Washington 
COY Keller Raymond Waters 
Creighton Kenney Readshaw Watson 
Cruz Kirkland Reinard Williams, J. 
curry Krebs Robinson Wilt 
Dailey LaGrotta Roebuck Wogan 
Daley Laughlin Rohrer Wojnaroski 
Dally Lawless Rooney Wright, G. 
DeLuca Lederer Ross Wright, M. iz~:~ Leh Rubley Yewcic 

Lescovitz RuMing Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Sainato Yudichak 
Diven Lewis Samuelson Zimmerman 
Donatucci Lucyk Santoni zug 



- 2001 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAG--HOUSE 
r 

Eachus Lynch Sather 
Egolf Mackereth Saylor Ryan, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NOT VOTING-O 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The 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. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is pleased to welcome 
to the hall of the House Mrs. Marie Kistler, who is here as the 
guest of Representative Paul Semmel. She is seated to the left of 
the Speaker. Will the lady please rise. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1923, 
PN 3018, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of April 8, 1982 (P.L.3 10, No.87), referred 
to as the Recorder of Deeds Fee Law, further providing for a fee for 
recording a document in counties of the second A, third, fourth, fifth, 
sixth, seventh and eighth classes and home rule charter counties of these 
classes. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Belardi Geist 
Belfanti George 
Benninghoff Godshall 
Binnelin Gordner 
Bishop Grucela 
BIaum Gruitza 
Boyes Haluska 
Browne Hanna 
Bunt Harhai 

McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S .  
Mundy 
Myers 

Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 

Butkovitz Harhart Nailor Taylor, J. 
Buxton Harper Nick01 Thomas 
Caltagirone Hasay O'Brien Tigue 
Cappelli Hennessey Oliver Travaglio 
Cawley Herman Pallone Trello 
Clark Hershey Perzel Trich 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coiafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, 1. 

Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 

Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufiing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS-;! 

Casorio Habay 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 96 

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 

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

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 

Manderino Scriment~ 
Mann Semmel 
Markosek Shaner 
Marsico Smith, B. 
Mayemik Smith, S. H. 
McCall Solobay 
McGeehan Staback 
McGill Stairs 
Mcllhanan Steelman 
Mcllhinney Steil 

bill passed finaliy. 
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 

concurrence. 

BILLS PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. SB 985 is over temporarily. 
Turning to page 5 of today's calendar, SB 965 and SB 1200 are 

over temporarily. 
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I Evans, D. Maher Schroder Ryan, 
Evans, 1. Maitland Schuler Speaker 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2115, 
PN 2828, entitled: I 

An Act making a n  additional appropriation to the Department o f  
Community and Economic Development for Statewide marketing to  
attract tourists. 

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

Casorio 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The following roll call was recorded: 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
b y e s  
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I .  
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 

The ma,onty required by the Constimtion having voted the 
affinaative, the question was in the affmtive and the 
bill passed finally. 

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

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittrnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimerman 
Zug 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2087, 
PN 2772, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1984 (P.L.614, No. 127), known 
a s  the Sheriff Fee Act, providing for the establishment and  modification 
o f  fees and for an additional fee in  counties of the second class. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 

Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
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Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Casorio 

Allen 

Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 

Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufling 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NAYS-1 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Civera Rieger 

Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zirnmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the a f fmt ive  and the 
bill passed finally. 

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

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Argall, for the purpose of a Republican caucus announcement. 

Mr. ARGALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
At the announcement of recess, House Republicans will caucus 

downstairs. It is my understanding we will require about an hour. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Coy, for a caucus 
announcement for the Democratic side. 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, could you repeat what the Republican 
plan is for the caucus? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Argall wanted to go to caucus on the 
break, and he expected that an hour would serve his needs. 

Mr. COY. Mr. Speaker, the Democratic Caucus will meet 
immediately upon the recess of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Do you think an hour is all right? 
Mr. COY. We will start there and hopefully- 
The SPEAKER. I understand. 
Mr. COY. -get there also. 
The SPEAKER. All right. 

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Stairs. 
Mr. STAIRS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Since we canceled our Education meeting this morning at 9:30, 

which was in conflict with the session, I would like for the 
members to meet at the break at the back of the room, and we have 
a couple of bills we want to go over, so I would remind the 
Education Committee members, I would like to have an Education 
meeting momentarily, and then they can go to caucus after the 
meeting, Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Any further announcements? 
Hearing none, this House stands in recess until 11: 15, unless 

extended or called back sooner by the Chair. 

RECESS EXTENDED 

The time of recess was extended until 11:45 a.m.; further 
extended until 1 p.m. 

1 AFTER RECESS 

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

2001 PROPERTY DISPOSITION PLAN 

The SPEAKER. The Chair acknowledges receipt of the 
2001 Property Disposition Plan on Commonwealth real estate. 

, The following communication was submitted: 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Office of the Governor 

Harrisburg 

December 12,2001 

Mr. Mark R. Corrigan, Secretary Mr. Ted Mazia, Chief Clerk 
Senate of Pennsylvania House of Representatives 
462 Capitol Building 129 Capitol Building 
Harrisburg, PA 17 120 Harrisburg, PA 17125 

Re: 2001 Property Disposition Plan 
Commonwealth Real Estate 

Dear Mr. Comgan and Mr. Mazia: 

In accordance with Act 48 of 198 1, as amended, 7 1 P.S. Section 65 1.1 
et seq., I am hereby transmitting to you the revised 2001 Property 
Disposition Plan for consideration by the General Assembly. This Plan 
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was prepared by the Department of General Services, reviewed by the 
House and Senate State Government Committees, approved for form and 
legality by the Office of Attorney General and approved by me as 
Governor. 

At the recommendation of the Senate State Government Committee, 
the Department of General Services has withdrawn Parcel No. 1 
(Haverford State Hospital) and Parcel No. 2 (Western Center). 
I have enclosed copies of the letters, dated May 31, 2001, to 
Chairman Lemmond and Chairman Clymer. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. Should additional 
information be required, please contact Secretary Designee 
Kelly Powell Logan at 787-5996. 

Sincerely, 
Mark Schweiker 
Governor 

cc: Hon. Charles D. Lemmond, Jr. 
Hon. Paul I. Clymer 
Hon. Kelly Powell Logan 

ACTUARIAL NOTES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair acknowledges receipt of 
actuarial notes for HB 1 1 16, PN 1292; HI3 84, PN 29 13; and 
amendment 4381 to SB 16, PN 12 17; amendment 4542 to SB 16, 

(Copies of actuarial notes are on file with the Journal clerk.) I 
SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR B 

RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. WILT called up HR 380, PN 3073, entitled: 

A Resolution designating the week of January 13 through 19,2002, 
as "Snowmobile Safety Awareness Week" in Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 

Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 

Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Kre bs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Donatucci Lucyk 
Eachus Lynch 
Egolf Mackereth 
Evans, D. Maher 

Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petmrca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING4 

DECEMBER 12 

Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J .  c 

Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
Z'Jg 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

1 HB 2052, PN 3086 (Amended) By Rep. STAIRS 

An Act providing for a waiver of tuition and other fees for children 
of certain deceased victims of extremist attacks on September 1 1,2001, 
at community colleges and State-owned and State-related institutions of 
higher education and for additional powers and duties of the 
Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency and the Department 
of General Services. 

EDUCATION. 

HB 2059, PN 2709 By Rep. STAIRS 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No. 14), known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, further providing for high school 
certificates. 

EDUCATION. 
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CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1089, 
PN 1370, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 28, 1995 (I st Sp.Sess., P.L. 1009, 
No. 14), known as the DNA Detection of Sexual and Violent Offenders 
Act, further providing for DNA sample required upon conviction and for 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 20, by striking out all of said line and 
inserting 

Section 3. This act shall take effect as follows: 
( I )  The amendment of the definitions of "felony sex 

offense" and "other specified offense" in section 103 of the act shall 
take effect in 180 days. 

(2) The remainder of this act shall take effect immediately. 

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

expungement. I The following roll call was recorded: 
On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? I 
Mr. MAYERNIK offered the following amendment No. 

A4638: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 6, by inserting after "Fund," " 
further defining "felony sex offense" and 
"other specified offense"; and 

Amend Bill, page I ,  lines 1 1 through 14, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section I .  The definitions of "felony sex offense" and "other 
specified offense" in section 103 of the act of May 28, 1995 (1st Sp.Sess., 
P.L.1009, No.14), known as the DNA Detection of Sexual and 
Violent Offenders Act, are amended to read: 
Section 103. Definitions. 

The following words and phrases when used in this act shall have 
the meanings given to them in this section unless the context clearly 
indicates otherwise: 

* * *  
"Felony sex offense." A felony offense or an attempt, conspiracy 

or solicitation to commit a felony offense under any of the following: 
18 Pa.C.S. Ch. 31 (relating to sexual offenses). 
18 Pa.C.S. 8 4302 (relating to incest). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 5902(cXiii) and (iv) (relating to prostitution 

and related offenses). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 5903(a) (relating to obscene and other sexual 

materials and performances) where the offense constitutes a felony. 
18 Pa.C.S. 8 63 12 (relating to sexual abuse of children). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 6318 (relating to unlawful contact or 

communication with minor) where the most serious underlying 
offense for which the defendant contacted or communicated with 
the minor is graded as a felony. 

18 Pa.C.S. 6 6320 (relating to sexual exploitation of 
children). 
* * * 
"Other specified offense." An offense or an attempt, conspiracy or 

solicitation to commit an offense under any of the following: 
18 Pa.C.S. $ 2502 (relating to murder). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 2702 (relating to aggravated assault). 
I8  Pa.C.S. $ 2709(c)(2)(ii) (relating to harassment and 

stalking). 
18 Pa.C.S. 8 2901 (relatine to kidnapping). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 2910 (relating to luring a child into a 

motor vehicle). 
18 Pa.C.S. 5 3126 (relating to indecent assault). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 3502 (relating to burglary). 
18 Pa.C.S. 6 3701 (relating to robbery). 

* * *  
Section 2. Sections 306(a) and (b) and 31 1 of the act are amended 

to read: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker. J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
B e ~ i n g h o f f  
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boy es 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 1 corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighion 
Cnu. 
CUT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING4 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strinmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, 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? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Bmar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Roone y 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Eac hus Lynch Sather 
Egolf Mackereth Saylor RY an, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affmtive,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  and the 
bill passed finally. 

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 611, 
PN 662, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for information relating to 
prospective child-care personnel. 

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

Mr. BLAUM offered the following amendment No. A4541: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 2, by inserting after "providing" 
for mandatory inclusion of child medical support 
and 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 6 and 7, by striking out all of said lines 
and inserting 

Section 1. Section 4326(h. 1) of Title 23 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes is amended and the section is amended by adding 
a subsection to read: 
Ij 4326. Mandatory inclusion of child medical support. 

* * * 
Ld. 1) Medical support notice.-The department shall develop a 

medical suvvort notice for use by the devanment or domestic relations 
section in accordance with ~rocedures established by the devamnent. The 
medical suvport notice shall c o m ~ l ~  with national standards established 
by the Federal Government for medical suvvort notices. The department 
or domestic relations section shall send the medical suv~or t  notice to the 
employer within two business days after the date of entrv of an em~lovee 
who is a new hire into the Commonwealth directorv of new hires under 
section 4392 (relating to emvloyer reportin& 

* * *  
(h. 1) Obligations of employers.-Every employer doing business 

within this Commonwealth shall be obligated as follows: 
(1) in any case in which a parent is required by a court 

order to provide health coverage for a child and the parent is 
eligible for family health coverage, the employer shall permit the 
insured parent to enroll any child who is otherwise eligible without 
regard to any enrollment season restrictions; 

(2) if the insured parent is enrolled but fails to make 
application to obtain coverage for such child, to enroll the child 
under the family coverage upon application by the child's other 
parent, the domestic relations section or the department; [and] 
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(3) not to disenroll or eliminate coverage of any such child 
unless the employer is provided satisfactory written evidence that 
the court or administrative order is no longer in effect, the child is 
or will be enrolled in comparable health coverage which will take 
effect not later than the effective date of such disenrollment or the 
employer has eliminated family health coverage for all of its 
employees[.]; 

(4) to transfer health coverage for any child to the 
health coverage of the employer uoon receipt of a medical suovort 
notice under subsection (d.1) issued bv the deoartment or a 
domestic relations section within 20 business days after the date of 
the notice: and 

( 5 )  to notifi the domestic relations section whenever the I Allen 

Diven Lewis Samuelson Zimmerman 
Donatucci Lucyk Santoni zug 
Eachus Lynch Sather 
Egolf Mackereth Say lor Ryan, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

insured oarent's emplovment is terminated. 
* * * 
Section 2. Section 6344(h) of Title 23 is amended to read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 1, by striking out "2" and inserting 

3 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bimelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mc Ilhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Pehone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
s u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trjch 
Tulli 
Tuaai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, 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? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strimnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tunai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
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CNZ Kirkland Reinard Williams, J. 
cum' Krebs Robinson Wilt 
Dailey LaGrotta Roebuck Wogan 
Daley Laughlin Rohrer Wojnaroski 

Lawless Rooney Wright, G. Dally 
DeLuca Lederer Ross Wright, M. 
Dermody Leh Rubley Yewcic 
DeWeese Lescovitz Ruffing Youngblood 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Sainato Yudichak 
Diven Lewis Samuelson Zimmerman 
Donatucci Lucyk Santoni Zug 
Eachus Lynch Sather 
Egolf Mackereth Saylor Ryan, 
Evans, D. Maher Schroder Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The 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 return the same to the Senate with the 
information that the House has passed the same with amendment 
in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

* * *  

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1519, 
PN 2613, entitled: 

An Act amending the act ofApril 12, 195 (P.L.90, No.21 ), known 
as the Liquor Code, adding a definition; and providing for malt and 
brewed beverages alternating brewers' licenses. 

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

The SPEAKER. Mr. Rehard, the Chair has you listed for One* 

two, three, four, five amendments. Are you intending to offer all 
five amendments? 

Mr. REINARD. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the first Reinard 

amendment. 

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

Mr. REINARD offwed the following anendment NO. A4327: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by striking out "A DEFINITION and 
inserting 

definitions 
Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by striking out "AND" and inserting 

further providing for general powers of the board, for sales by 
Pennsylvania liquor stores, for applications for hotel, restaurant and club 
liquor licenses, for public venue license, for performing arts facility 
license; 
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. Amend Title, page 1, line 18, by removing the period after 
"licenses" and inserting 
; and further providing for application for distributors', importing 
distributors' and retail dispensers' licenses, for limiting number of retail 
licenses to be issued in each county, for places of amusement not to be 
licensed and penalty, for licenses not assignable and transfers, for 
revocation and suspension of licenses and fines, for local option, for 
clubs, for privately owned public golf courses, for establishments 
proximate to interstate highways not to be licensed, for applicants to 
provide State tax identification numbers and statement of State tax status 
and waiver of confidentiality of information in the possession of the 
Department of Revenue and other depamnents and review of State tax 
status, for unlawful acts relative to liquor, malt and brewed beverages and 
licensees, for identification cards and licensees and State liquor store 
employees saved from prosecution, for reporting of worthless checks, for 
unlawful advertising and for premises to be vacated by patrons. 

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 21 through 23, by striking out all of said 
lines and inserting 

Section 1. The definitions of "eating place," "public venue" and 
"restaurant" in section 102 of the act of April 12, 195 1 (P.L.90, No.2 1 ), 
known as the Liquor Code, reenacted and amended June 29, 1987 
(P.L.32, No.14) and amended December 20,2000 (P.L.992, No. 141), are 
amended and the section is amended by adding definitions to read: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 102), page 2, line 9, by striking out all of said 
line and 

"Automobile racetrack" shall mean a track used vrinci~allv for 
holdin automobile races which has a seating canacitv in excess of 
twenwtfive thousand. 

* * *  
"Combination vackaee" shall mean a package consisting of liquor 

or alcohol and a non-liauor or non-alcohol item as nackaeed bv the 
manufacturer or its renresentative. 

* * *  
"Eating place" shall mean a premise where food is regularly 

and customarily prepared and sold, having a total area of not less than 
three hundred square feet available to the public in one or more rooms, 
other than living quarters, and equipped with tables and chairs, including 
bar seats* Persons at one time. 

* * *  
"Management comnanv" shall mean any entity emuloved or 

otherwise contracted bv a licensee to overate. manage or suvervise all or 
part of the operation of the licensed ~remises. 

* * * 
"Public venue" shall mean a stadium, arena, convention center, 

museum, amphitheater or similar structure. If the vublic venue is an 
onen-air amvhitheater owned bv a vort authoritv created under the act of 
December 6. 1972 (P.L. 1392. No.298). known as the "Third Class Citv 
Port Authoritv Act." it shall have no vermanent seating reauirement. If the 
public venue is owned by a political subdivision, a municipal authority, 
the Commonwealth, an authority created under the act of July 29, 1953 
(P.L. 1034, No.270). known as the "Public Auditorium Authorities Law," 
an authority created under Article XXV-A of the act of July 28, 1953 
(P.L.723, No.230), known as the "Second Class County Code," an art 
museum established under the authority of the act of April 6, 1791 
(3 Sm.L.20, No. 1536), entitled "An act to confer on certain associations 
of the citizens of this commonwealth the powers and immunities of 
corporations, or bodies politic in law," or an authority created under 
Article XXIlI (n) or (0) of the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No. 130), 
known as "The County Code," it shall have permanent seating for at least 
one thousand (1,000) people; otherwise, it shall have permanent seating 
for at least [five thousand (5,000)] three thousand (3.000) people. The 
term shall also mean any regional history center, multipurpose cultural 
and science facility or museum, regardless of owner and seating capacity, 
that has a floor area of at least sixty thousand (60,000) square feet in 
one building. 
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"Restaurant" shall mean a reputable place operated by responsible 
persons of good reputation and habitually and principally used for the 
purpose of providing food for the public, the place to have an area within 
a building of not less than four hundred square feet, equipped with tables 
and chairs, including, bar seats, accommodating at least thirty persons at 
one time. 

* * *  
Section 2. Section 207 of the act is amended by adding a 

subsection to read: 
Section 207. General Powers of Board.-Under this act, the board 

shall have the power and its duty shall be: 
* * * 
/k) To issue mants to various entities for alcohol education and 

prevention efforts. 
Section 3. Section 305(a) of the act is amended to read: 
Section 305. Sales by Pennsylvania Liquor Stores.+a) Every 

Pennsylvania Liquor Store shall keep in stock for sale such classes, 
varieties and braids of liquor and alcohol as the board shall prescribe. 
Every Pennsvlvania Liauor Store shall be authorized to sell combination 
packages, If any person shall desire to purchase any class, variety or brand 
of liquor or alcohol which any such store does not have in stock, it shall 
be the duty of such store immediately to order the same upon the payment 
of a reasonable deposit by the purchaser in such proportion of the 
approximate cost of the order as shall be prescribed by the regulations of 
the board. No purchaser may be required to purchase more than 
two bottles or containers of the product, provided that such product is 
available through the State store system. The customer shall be notifi ed 
immediately upon the amval of the goods. 

In computing the retail price of such special orders for liquor or 
alcohol, the board shall not include the cost of freight or shipping before 
applying the mark-up and taxes but shall add the freight or shipping 
charges to the price after the mark-up and taxes have been applied. 

Unless the customer pays for and accepts delivery of any such 
special order within ten days after notice of arrival, the store may place it 
in stock for general sale and the customer's deposit shall be forfeited. 

* * *  
Section 4. Section 403(a) of the act, amended December 2 I, 1998 

(P.L. 1202, No. I S ) ,  is amended to read: 
Section 403. Applications for Hotel, Restaurant and Club Liquor 

Licenses.+a) Every applicant for a hotel liquor license, restaurant liquor 
license or club liquor license or for the transfer of an existing license to 
another premises not then licensed or to another verson shall file a written 
application with the board in such form and containing such information 

the board shall from time to time prescribe, which shall be 
accompanied by a filing fee and an annual license fee as prescribed in 
section 614-A of the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L. 177, No. 175), known as 
"The Administrative Code of 1929." Every such application shall contain 
a description of that part of the hotel, restaurant or club for which the 
applicant desires a license and shall set forth such other material 
information, description or plan of that part of the hotel, restaurant or club 
where it is proposed to keep and sell liquor as may be required by the 
regulations of the board. The descriptions, information and plans referred 
to in this subsection shall show the hotel, restaurant, club, or the proposed 
location for the construction of a hotel, restaurant or club, at the time the 
application is made, and shall show any alterations proposed to be made 
thereto, or the new building proposed to be constructed after the approval 
by the board of the application for a license or for the transfer of an 
existing license to another premises not then licensed or to another 
m. No physical alterations, improvements or changes shall be 
required to be made to any hotel, restaurant or club, nor shall any new 
building for any such purpose, be required to be constructed until 
approval of the application for license or for the transfer of an existing 
license to another premises not then licensed or to another verson by the 
board. After approval of the application, the licensee shall make the 
physical alterations, improvements and changes to the licensed premises, 
or shall construct the new building in the manner specified by the board 

at the time of approval, and the licensee shall not transact any business 
under the license until the board has approved the completed physical 
alterations, improvements and changes to the licensed premises, or the 
completed construction of the new building as conforming to the 
specifications required by the board at the time of issuance or transfer of 
the license, and is satisfied that the establishment is a restaurant, hotel or 
club as defined by this act. The board may require that all such 
alterations or construction or conformity to definition be completed 
within six months from the time of issuance or transfer of the license. 
Failure to comply with these requirements shall be considered cause for 
revocation of the license. No such license shall be transferable between 
the time of issuance or transfer of the license and the approval of the 
completed alterations or construction by the board and full compliance by 
the licensee with the requirements of this act, except in the case of death 
of the licensee prior to full compliance with all of the aforementioned 
requirements, unless full comvliance is impossible for reasons bevond the 
licensee's control, in which event, the license may be transferred by the 
board as provided in this act. 

* * * 
Section 5. Sections 412(b), (d), (e) and (f) and 413(d), (e) and (g) 

of the act, added December 20,2000 (P.L.992, No. 14l), are amended to 
read: 

Section 4 12. Public Venue License.-* * * 
(b) An application for a restaurant liquor license under this section 

may be made by the owner of the public venue, [a nonprofit corporation 
operating] the overator of the public venue or by a concessionaire 
designated by the governing body of either the owner of the public venue 
or the [nonprofit corporation] operator. The application and issuance of 
the license is subject to sections 403 and 404 unless otherwise stated. 
The licensing period shall be as set forth by the board under section 402. 
The application, renewal and filing fees shall be as prescribed in 
section 61 4-A(25) of the act of April 9, 1929 (P.L. 177, No. l75), known 
as "The Administrative Code of 1929." [For the purposes of this section, 
a nonprofit corporation is an entity incorporated under the nonprofit 
corporation laws for the purpose of benefiting the public and not for the 
purpose of benefiting its members.] 

* * * 
(d) Licenses under this section shall expire upon: ( I )  revocation by 

an administrative law judge under section 471; (2) nonrenewal by the 
board under section 470; (3) nonrenewal of the license by the license 
holder; (4) termination of the contract between the owner of the public 
venue and its concessionaire; or (5) termination of the contract between 
[a nonprofit corporation] an overator and its concessionaire. 

* * *  
(e) The board may issue a l~cense under this section at any time to 

a new applicant even if the previous license had: ( I)  been revoked by an 
administrative law judge under section 47 1 ; (2) not been renewed by the 
board under section 470; (3) not been renewed by the license holder; 
(4) expired because of the termination of the contract between the owner 
of the public venue and its concessionaire; or (5) expired because of the 
termination of the contract between [the nonprofit corporation] 
an overator and its concessionaire. 

(f) Licenses issued under this section are to be considered 
restaurant liquor licenses. However, the following additional restrictions 
and privileges apply: 

(1) Sales may only be made one hour before, during and one hour 
after any athletic performance, performing arts event, trade show, 
convention, banquet or any other performance at the facility; however, 
sales may not be made from two o'clock antemeridian to seven o'clock 
antemeridian. In addition, sales may not occur prior to eleven o'clock 
antemeridian on Sundays or seven o'clock antemeridian on Mondays. 
Notwithstanding this section, facilities that had been licensed under 
former sections 408.9 and 408.14 may sell liquor andlor malt or brewed 
beverages a n p m e  except from two o'clock antemeridian to seven o'clock 
antemeridian or prior to eleven o'clock antemeridian on Sundays or 
seven o'clock antemeridian on Mondays, regardless of whether there is 
a performance at the facility. 
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(2) Sales of alcoholic beverages before, during and after all 
professional and amateur athletic events on the premises shall be liniited 
to sales of malt or brewed beverages in shatterproof containers. Sales of 
alcoholic beverages before, during and after performing arts events or 
other entertainment events may consist of liquor or malt or brewed 

new building proposed to be constructed after the approval by the board 
of the application for a license, or for the transfer of an existing license to 
another premises not then licensed or to another person. No physical 
alterations, improvements or changes shall be required to be made to any 
hotel, eating place or club, nor shall any new building for any such 

beverages in shatterproof containers. Sales during trade shows, purpose be required to be constructed until approval of the application for 
conventions, banquets or at other events, or sales made in the club seats 1 license or for the transfer of an existing license to another premises not 
or at a restaurant facility, may consist of liquor or malt or brewed 
beverages in any type of container; however, any liquor or malt or brewed 
beverages sold in the club seats or restaurant facility must remain in the 
club seating level or restaurant facility. For purposes of this section, a 
club seat is any seating located on the designated club seating level and 

then licensed or to another person by the board. After approval of the 
application, the licensee shall make the physical alterations, 
improvements and changes to the licensed premises, or shall construct the 
new building in the manner specified by the board at the time of approval. 
The licensee shall not transact any business under the license until the 

partitioned from general seating by a wall, divider, partial wall or railing. board has approved the completed physical alterations, improvements and 
The club seating level must not be accessible by the general public. The 1 changes of the licensed premises or the completed construction of the new 
board's recordsshall clearly delineate where the sale of liquor or malt or 
brewed beverages in any type of container may occur. 

(3) Sales of malt or brewed beverages for off-premises 
consumption are prohibited. 

(4) Licenses issued under this section shall not be subject to: (i) the 
proximity provisions of sections 402 and 404; (ii) the quota restrictions 
of section 461; [(iii) the provisions of section 463;l (iv) the provisions of 
section 493(10) except as they relate to lewd, immoral or improper 
entertainment; and (v) the prohibition against minors frequenting as 

building as conforming to the specifications required by the board at the 
time of issuance or transfer of the license and is satisfied that the premises 
meet the requirements for a distributor's or importing distributor's license 
as set forth in this act or that the establishment is an eating place, hotel or 
club as defined by this act. The board may require that all such alterations 
or construction or conformity to definition be completed within 
six months from the time of issuance or transfer of the license. Failure to 
comply with these requirements shall be considered cause for revocation 
of the license. No such license shall be transferable between the time of 

described in section 493(14). In addition, licenses issued under this issuance or transfer of the license and the approval of the completed 
section shall not be subject to the provisions defining "restaurant" in I alterations or construction by the board and full compliance by the 
section 102. 

Section 413. Performing Arts Facility License.-* * * 
(d) Licenses under this section shall expire upon: ( I )  revocation by 

an administrative law judge under section 471; (2) nonrenewal by the 
board under section 470; (3) nonrenewal of the license by the license 
holder; g (4) termination of the contract between the [owner] operator of 
the [public venue] performing arts facilities and its concessionaire[; or 
(5) termination of the contract between a corporation and its 
concessionaire]. 

(e) The board may issue a license under this section at any time to 
a new applicant even if the previous license had: (1) been revoked by an 
administrative law judge under section 471; (2) not been renewed by the 
board under section 470; (3) not been renewed by the license holder; 
(4) expired because of the termination of the contract between the [owner] 
operator of the [public venue] perfonnine, arts facilities and its 
concessionaire[; or (5) expired because of the termination of the contract 
between the corporation and its concessionaire]. 

* * * 
(g) Licenses issued under this section shall not be subject to: 

( I )  the proximity provisions of sections 402 and 404; (2) the quota 
restrictions of section 461; [(3) the provisions of section 463;J (4) the 
provisions of section 493(10) except as they relate to lewd, immoral or 
improper entertainment; and (5) the prohibitions against minors 
frequenting as described in section 493(14). In addition, licenses issued 
under this section shall not be subject to the provisions defining 
"restaurant" in section 102. 

* * *  
Section 6. The act is amended by adding a section to read: 
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 7. Section 436(b) of the act, amended April 29, 1994 

(P.L.212, No.30), is amended to read: 
Section 436. Application for Distributors', Importing Distributors' 

and Retail Dispensers' Licenses.-Application for distributors', importing 
distributors' and retail dispensers' licenses, or for the transfer of an 
existing license to another premises not then licensed, shall contain or 
have attached thereto the following information and statements: 

* * *  
(b) The particular place for which the license is desired and a 

detailed description thereof. The description, information and plans 
referred to in this subsection shall show the premises or the 
location for the construction of the premises at the time the application is 
made, and shall show any alterations proposed to be made thereto, or the 

licensee with the requirements of this act, except in the case of death of 
the licensee prior to full compliance with all of the aforementioned 
requirements, unless full com~liance is impossible for reasons bevond the 
licensee's control, in which event the license may be transferred by the 
board as provided in this act. 

Section 8. Section 461 (a), (b. I), (b.2), (b.3) and (e. I), amended or 
added December 20,2000 (P.L.992, No.141), are amended to read: 

Section 461. Limiting Number of Retail Licenses To Be Issued In 
Each County.-(a) No additional restaurant, eating place retail dispenser 
or club licenses shall be issued within a county if the total number of 
restaurant and eating place retail dispenser licenses is greater than 
one license for each three thousand inhabitants in the county, except the 
board may issue licenses to public venues, performing arts facilities, 
airport restaurants, municipal golf courses, hotels, privately-owned 
private golf courses, privately-owned public golf courses, racetracks, 
automobile racetracks. nonprimaw pari-mutuel wagering locations and to 
any other entity which this act specifically exempts from the limitations 
provided in this section, and the board may issue a license to a club 
situated in a borough having a population less than eight thousand 
inhabitants which is located in a county of the second class A whose 
application is filed on or before February 28,2001. In addition. the board 
mav issue an eatine place retail dispenser license for on-premises sales 
onlv to the owner or operator of a facilitv having, a minimum of a 
one-half mile asohalt track and havine, a permanent seating caoacitv of at 
least six thousand oeoole used principallv for holding, automobile races, 
regardless of the number of restaurant and eating place retail disoenser 
licenses alreadv issued in that countv. When determining the number of 
restaurant and eating place retail dispenser licenses issued in a county for 
the purposes of this section, licenses exempted from this limitation and 
club licenses shall not be considered. Inhabitants of dry municipalities 
shall be considered when determining the population in a county. 
Licenses shall not be issued or transferred into municipalities where such 
licenses are prohibited pursuant to local referendum in accordance with 
section 472. Licenses approved for intermunicipal transfer may not be 
transferred from the receiving municipality for a period of five years after 
the date that the licensed premises are operational in the receiving 
municipality. 

(b.1) The board may issue restaurant and eating place retail 
dispenser licenses and renew licenses issued under this subsection without 
regard to the quota restrictions set forth in subsection (a) for the purpose 
of economic development in a municipality under the following 
conditions: 
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( I )  A license may only be issued under this subsection if the 
' applicant has exhausted reasonable means for obtaining a suitable license 

within the county. 
(2) The proposed licensed premises must be located within either 

of the following: 
(i) A keystone opportunity zone established under the authority of 

the act of October 6, 1998 (P.L.705, No.92), known as the r6Pennsylvania 
Keystone Opportunity Zone Act,"] "Keystone O ~ ~ o r t u n i t v  Zone and 
Keystone hportunitv Expansion Zone Act," or an area designated as an 
enterprise zone by the Department of Community and Economic 
Development. 

(ii) A municipality in which the issuance of a restaurant or eating 
place retail dispenser license has been approved by the governing body 
of the municipality for the purpose of local economic development. Upon 
request for approval of an economic development license by an applicant, 
at least one public hearing shall be held by the municipal governing body 
for the purpose of receiving comments and recommendations of interested 
individuals residing within the municipality concerning the applicant's 
intent to acquire an economic development license from the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board. The governing body shall, within forty-five days 
of a request for approval, render a decision by ordinance or resolution to 
approve or disapprove the applicant's request for an economic 
development license. [The municipality must approve the request unless 
it finds that doing so] If the munici~alitv finds that the issuance of the 
license would promote economic develovment it mav approve the reauest; 
however. it must refuse the reauest if it finds that approval of the reauest 
would adversely affect the welfare, health, peace and morals of the 
municipality or its residents. A decision by the governing body of the 
municipality to deny the request may be appealed to the court of common 
pleas in the county in which the municipality is located. A copy of the 
approval must be submitted with the license application. 

(3) The board may issue no more than two licenses total in each 
county of the first through fourth class and no more than one license total 
in each county of the fifth through eighth class per calendar year. 

(4) An applicant under this subsection shall be required to sell food 
and nonalcoholic beverages equal to seventy per centum (70%) or more 
of its combined gross sales of food and alcoholic beverages. 

(5) In addition to renewal and license fees provided under existing 
law for the type of license issued, an applicant shall be required to pay an 
initial application surcharge as follows: 

(i) Fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) if the licensed premises is 
located in a county of the first through fourth class. 

(ii) Twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000) if the licensed premises 
is located in a county of the fifth through eighth class. 

(iii) The initial application surcharge minus a seven hundred dollar 
f$700) processing fee shall be refunded to the applicant if the board 
refuses to issue a provisional license under subsection (b.2). Otherwise, 
the initial application surcharge minus a seven hundred dollar ($700) 
processing fee shall be credited to The State Stores Fund. The vrocessine; 
fee shall be treated as an application filing fee as prescribed in 
section 614(AMIMi) of the act of A ~ r i l 9 .  1929 (P.L. 177, No. 175). known 
as "The Administrative Code of 1929." 

(6) A license issued under this subsection and a provisional license 
issued under subsection (b.2) shall be nontransferable with regard to 
ownership or location. 

(7) An appeal of the board's decision refusing to grant or renew a 
license under this subsection shall not act as a supersedeas of the decision 
of the board if the decision is based, in whole or in part, on the licensee's 
failure to demonstrate that its food and nonalcoholic beverages were at 
least seventy per centum (70%) of its combined gross sales of food and 
alcoholic beverages. 

(8) A license issued under this subsection may not be validated or 
renewed unless the licensee can establish that its sale of food and 
nonalcoholic beverages during the license year immediately preceding 
application for validation or renewal is equal to seventy per centum (70%) 
or more of its food and alcoholic beverage sales. 
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(b.2) Qualified applicants under subsection [(b)] (b.l) shall receive 
a provisional license for one hundred twenty days, exclusive of periods 
of safekeeping. After ninety days from the date of issuance, the licensee 
may file an application for a permanent license. A license shall be issued 
if the licensee establishes that for ninety consecutive days from the date 
of initial issue its sales of food and nonalcoholic beverages is equal to at 
least seventy per centum (70%) of its combined gross sales of food and 
alcoholic beverages. Licensees shall not be subject to citation by the 
Enforcement Bureau for a violation of the requirement that food and 
nonalcoholic beverages equal at least seventy per centum (70%) of the 
combined gross sales of food and alcoholic beverages during the 
provisional licensing period. 

(b.3) An intermunicipal transfer of a license or issuance of a license 
for economic development under subsection (b. 1)(2)(i) must first be 
approved by the governing body of the receiving municipality when the 
total number of existing restaurant liquor licenses and eating place retail 
dispenser licenses in the receiving munici~alitv exceed one license 
per three thousand inhabitants. Upon request for approval of an 
intermunicipal transfer of a license or issuance of an economic 
development license by an applicant, at least one public hearing shall be 
held by the municipal governing body for the purpose of receiving 
comments and recommendations of interested individuals residing within 
the municipality concerning the applicant's intent to transfer a license into 
the municipality or acquire an economic development license from the 
Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board. The governing body shall, within 
forty-five days of a request for approval, render a decision by ordinance 
or resolution to approve or disapprove the applicant's request for an 
intermunicipal transfer of a license or issuance of an economic 
development license. The municipality must approve the request unless 
it finds that doing so would adversely affect the welfare, health, peace and 
morals of the municipality or its residents. A decision by the governing 
body of the municipality to deny the request may be appealed to the court 
of common pleas in the county in which the municipality is located. 
A copy of the approval must be submitted with the license application. 

* * * 
(e.1) "Privately-owned public golf course" as used in this section 

shall mean the restaurant facilities at any privately-owned golf course 
open for public accommodation. The license may be issued to the 
operator of the vrivatelv-owned uublic golf course. The license holder 
mav desienate a concessionaire to provide food. alcoholic beveraee and 
non-alcoholic beverage service at the restaurant facilitv. 

* * * 
Section 9. Section 463 of the act, amended May 3 1, 1990 (P.L.224, 

No.48) and December 20,2000 (P.L.992, No.141), is amended to read: 
[Section 463. Places of Amusement Not To Be Licensed; Penalty.- 

(a) No license for the sale of liquor or malt or brewed beverages in any 
quantity shall be granted to the proprietors, lessees, keepers or managers 
of any theater, circus, museum or other place of amusement, nor shall any 
house be licensed for the sale of liquor or malt or brewed beverages which 
has passage or communication to or with any theater, circus, museum or 
other place of amusement, and any license granted contrary to this act 
shall be null and void. Nothing contained in this section shall be 
construed as denying to the board the right to grant a restaurant liquor 
license regardless of quota restrictions to the owner or operator of: 

( I )  a racetrack as defined in section 102 of this act; 
(2) a nonprimary pari-mutuel wagering location as defined in 

section 102 of this act; or 
(3) a restaurant in a building on a plot of ground owned or 

possessed under lease by a corporation incorporated under the laws of this 
Commonwealth and used principally by such corporation for holding 
outdoor sport events wherein such events are held under a license issued 
as provided by law to such corporation by a department, board or 
commission of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 
The restaurant liquor license aforementioned shall be subject to all the 
conditions and restrictions herein applicable to restaurant liquor licenses, 
except the above prohibition against any passageway or communication 
between such licensed premises and the place of amusement, and except 
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that nothing contained in this act shall be construed to prohibit the 
licensed nonprimary pari-mutuel wagering location or the racetrack from 
providing wagering within the entire licensed premises of the nonprimary 
pari-mutuel wagering location or the racetrack, and a restaurant liquor 
license issued for a nonprimary pari-mutuel wagering location or a 
restaurant liquor license issued for a racetrack issued subsequent to the 
enactment of this amendment shall not be transferable. 

Nothing contained in this act shall be construed as denying to the 
board the right to grant a new restaurant liquor license, regardless of 

fine need not c o m ~ l v  with the minimum and maximum amounts set forth 
in section 47 1 for the underlving citation. '1 

Section 11. Sections 471(b) and (c) of the act, amended 
December 20,2000 (P.L.992, No. 141), are amended to read: 

Section 471. Revocation and Suspension of Licenses; Fines.- 
* * * 

(b) Hearing on such citations shall be held in the same manner as 
provided herein for hearings on applications for license. Upon such 
hearing, if satisfied that any such violation has occurred or for other 

quota restrictions, at any time, to the owner or operator of a restaurant in sufficient cause, the administrative law judge shall immediately suspend 
a building or plot of ground having a seating capacity in excess of I or revoke the license, or impose a tine of not less than fifty dollars ($50) - .  

twenty-five thousand, used principally for holding automobile races. nor more than one thousand dollars ($1,000), or both, notifying the 
(a.1) Nothing contained in subsection (a) of this section or in 1 licensee by registered letter addressed to his licensed premises. If the 

section 102 of this act shall be construed as denying to the board the right 
to grant a club or restaurant liquor or malt and brewed beverage license 
to a club incorporated in this Commonwealth which has been in existence 
less than one year prior to making application under this section or to a 
restaurant either of which has a clubhouse or restaurant located in a 
stadium or arena having an available seating capacity of twelve thousand 
or more and owned and operated by or pursuant to an agreement 

licensee has been cited and found to have violated section 493(1) insofar 
as it relates to sales to minors or sales to a visibly intoxicated person, 
section 493(10) insofar as it relates to lewd, immoral or improper 
entertainment or section 493(14), (16) or (21), or has been found to be a 
public nuisance pursuant to section 61 1, or if the owner or operator of the 
licerrsed premises or any authorized agent of the owner or operator has 
been convicted of any violation of the act of April 14, 1972 (P.L.233, 

with any city of the first class or created and operated under and in No.64), known as "The Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and 
compliance with the act of July 29, 1953 (P.L.1034), known as the I Cosmetic Act," or of 18 Pa.C.S. 4 5902 (relating to prostitution and 
"public Auditorium Authorities Law," and used principally for events at 
which athletes compete or other types of performers entertain. The club 
or restaurant liquor or malt and brewed beverage license aforementioned 
shall be subject to all the conditions and restrictions applicable to such 
licenses and licenses for places of amusement, except the above 
prohibition against any passageway or communication between such 
licensed premises and the place of amusement. 

(a.2) Nothing contained in this act shall be construed to prevent the 
holder of a hotel, restaurant liquor or malt and brewed beverage license 
from selling liquor and malt or brewed beverages in a bowling alley, or 
other recreational areas including, but no limited to, game rooms and 

related offenses) or 6301 (relating to corruption of minors), at or relating 
to the licensed premises, the administrative law judge shall immediately 
suspend or revoke the license, or impose a fine of not less than 
one thousand dollars ($1,000) nor more than five thousand dollars 
($5,000), or both. However, if a licensee has been cited and found to have 
violated section 493(1) as it relates to sales to minors or sales to a visibly 
intoxicated person but at the time of the sale the licensee was in 
compliance with the requirements set forth in section 47 1.1 and the 
licensee had not sold to minors or visibly intoxicated persons in the 
previous four years, then the administrative law judge shall immediately 
suspend or revoke the license, or impose a fine of not less than 

video arcade areas of hotels, when no minors are present, unless minors fifty dollars ($50) nor more than one thousand dollars ($1,000), or both. 
who are present are under proper supervision as defined in section 493, I The administrative law judge shall notify the licensee by registered mail, 
where thk restaurant, bowling alley, or other recreational areas including, 
but not limited to, game rooms and video arcade areas of hotels are 
immediately adjacent and under the same roof. The restaurant liquor or 
malt and brewed beverage licensee aforementioned shall be subject to all 
the conditions and restrictions applicable to such restaurant licenses 
except the above prohibition against any passageway or communication 
between a licensed premise and a place of amusement. 

(a.3) Nothing contained in subsection (a) or in section 102 shall be 
construed as denying to the board the right to grant a new retail dispenser 
license for on-premises sales only, regardless of quota restrictions, to the 
owner or operator of a facility having a minimum of a one-half mile 
asphalt track and having a permanent seating capacity of at least 
six thousand used principally for holding automobile races. 

(b) Any proprietor, lessee, keeper or manager of any theater, circus, 
museum or other place of amusement, or any other person who shall 
violate the provisions of this section, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor 
and, upon conviction thereof, shall be sentenced to pay a fine of 
one hundred dollars and to undergo an imprisonment of not less than 
thirty days. 

(c) This section is not applicable to public venues or perfomling 
arts facilities licensed under sections 412 and 413.1 

Section 10. Section 468(a) of the act is amended by adding a clause 
to read: 

Section 468. Licenses Not Assignable; Transfers.-ja) * * * 
(4) In the event the license to be transferred has been ordered to 

serve a susuension under section 47 1. and has not served the sus~ension 
at the time the board considers the auvlication and all aupeals regarding 
the sus~ension have been exhausted. the board mav reauire the transferee 
to serve the sus~ension as a condition for avoroval of the transfer. 
Further. the board mav convert the outstanding sus~ension into a fine and 
reauire the transferee to Dav the fine as a condition for a ~ ~ r o v a l  of the 
transfer. If the board converts the outstanding sus~ension to a fine, the 

addressed to the licensed premises, of such suspension, revocation or fine. 
In the event the fine is not paid within twenty days of the adjudication, the 
administrative law judge shall suspend or revoke the license, notifying the 
licensee by registered mail addressed to the licensed premises. 
Suspensions and revocations shall not go into effect until thirty days have 
elapsed from the date of the adjudication during which time the licensee 
may take an appeal as provided for in this act. Any licensee whose license 
is revoked shall be ineligible to have a license under this act until the 
expiration of three years from the date such license was revoked. In the 
event a license is revoked, no license shall be granted for the premises or 
transferred to the premises in which the said license was conducted for a 
period of at least one year after the date of the revocation of the license 
conducted in the said premises, except in cases where the licensee or a 
member of his immediate family is not the owner of the premises, in 
which case the board may, in its discretion, issue or transfer a license 
within the said year. In the event the bureau or the person who was fined 
or whose license was suspended or revoked shall feel aggrieved by the 
adjudication of the administrative law judge, there shall be a right to 
appeal to the board. The appeal shall be based solely on the record before 
the administrative law judge. [The board shall affirm the decision of the 
administrative law judge if it is based on substantial evidence; otherwise, 
the board shall reverse the decision of the administrative law judge.] 
board shall onlv reverse the decision of the administrative law judge if the 
administrative law iudee committed an error of law. abused its discretion 
or if its decision is not based on substantial evidence. In the event the 
bureau or the person who was fined or whose license was suspended or 
revoked shall feel aggrieved by the decision of the board, there shall be 
a right to appeal to the court of common pleas in the same manner as 
herein provided for appeals from refusals to grant licenses. Each of the 
appeals shall act as a supersedeas unless, upon sufficient cause shown, the 
reviewing authority shall determine otherwise; however, if the licensee 
has been cited and found to have violated section 493(1) insofar as it 
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relates to sales to minors or sales to a visibly intoxicated person, 
section 493(10) insofar as it relates to lewd, immoral or improper 
entertainment or section 493(14), (1 6) or (2 I), or has been found to be a 
public nuisance pursuant to section 61 1, or if the owner or operator of the 
licensed premises or any authorized agent of the owner or operator has 
been convicted of any violation of "The Controlled Substance, Drug, 
Device and Cosmetic Act," or of 18 Pa.C.S. $ 5902 or 6301, at or relating 
to the licensed premises, its appeal shall not act as a supersedeas unless 
the reviewing authority determines otherwise upon sufficient cause 
shown. In any hearing on an application for a supersedeas under this 
section, the reviewing authority may consider, in addition to other 
relevant evidence, documentary evidence, including records of the bureau, 
showing the prior history of citations, fines, suspensions or revocations 
againstthe licensee; and the reviewing authority may also consider, in 
addition to other relevant evidence, evidence of any recurrence of the 
unlawful activity occumng between the date of the citation which is the 
subject of the appeal and the date of the hearing. No penalty provided by 
this section shall be imposed for any violations provided for in this act 
unless the bureau notifies the licensee of its nature within thirty days of 
the completion of the investigation. 

(c) The administrative law iudge mav consider the licensee's prior 
citation historv when im~osine. a ~enaltv. If the violation in question is a 
third or subsequent violation of this act or Title 18 of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes (relating to crimes and offenses), occumng within 
a period of four years, the administrative law judge shall impose a 
suspension or revocation. 

* * * 
Section 12. Section 472(a) of the act, amended December 20,2000 

(P.L.992, No.141), is amended and the section is amended by adding 
subsections to read: 

Section 472. Local Option.+a) In any municipality or any part of 
a municipality where such municipality is split so that each part thereof 
is separated by another municipality, an election may be held, subject to 
subsection (c), on the date of the primary election immediately preceding 
any municipal election, but not oftener than once in four years, to 
determine the will of the electors with respect to the granting of liquor 
licenses to hotels, restaurants, resort facilities and clubs, not oftener than 
once in four years, to determine the will of the electors with respect to the 
granting of liquor licenses to public venues, to performing arts facilities, 
to hotels located on property owned by an accredited college or 
university, to privately-owned private golf courses or to privately-owned 
public golf courses, not oftener than once in four years, to determine the 
will of the electors with respect to the granting of licenses to retail 
dispensers of malt and brewed beverages, not oftener than once in 
four years, to determine the will of the electors with respect to granting of 
licenses to wholesale distributors and importing distributors, not more 
than once in two years, to determine the will of the electors with respect 
to the granting of  club liquor licenses or club retail dispenser licenses to 
incorporated units of national veterans' organizations, not oftener than 
once in two years to determine the will of the electors with respect to the 
granting of special occasion permits to qualified organizations, or not 
more than once in four years, to determine the will of the electors with 
respect to the establishment, operation and maintenance by the board of 
Pennsylvania liquor stores, within the limits of such municipality or part 
of a split municipality, under the provisions of this act: Provided, 
however, Where an election shall have been held at the primary preceding 
a municipal election in any year, another election may be held under the 
provisions of this act at the primary occurring the fourth year after such 
prior election: And provided further, That an election on the question of  
establishing and operating a State liquor store shall be initiated only in 
those municipalities, or that part of a split municipality that shall have 
voted against the granting of liquor licenses; and that an election on the 
question of granting wholesale distributor and importing distributor 
licenses shall be initiated only in those municipalities or parts of split 
municipalities that shall have at a previous election voted against the 
granting of dispenser's licenses. Whenever electors equal to at least 
twenty-five per centum of the highest vote cast for any office in the 

municipality or part of a split municipality at the last preceding general 
election shall file a petition with the county board of elections of the 
county for a referendum on the question of granting any of said classes of 
licenses or the establishment of Pennsylvania liquor stores, the said 
county board of elections shall cause a question to be placed on the 
ballots or on the voting machine board and submitted at the primary 
immediately preceding the municipal election. Separate petitions must be 
filed for each question to be voted on. Said proceedings shall be in the 
manner and subject to the provisions of the election laws which relate to 
the signing, filing and adjudication of nomination petitions, insofar as 
such provisions are applicable. 

When the question is in respect to the granting of liquor licenses, 
it shall be in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of liquor licenses for the 
sale of liquor in .......................... Yes 

7 of.. ............................................... No 
When the auestion is in respect to the granting of liauor licenses to 

resort facilities in those municipalities that do not alreadv allow the retail 
sale of liauor, it shall be in the following form: 

Do vou favor the granting of liauor licenses to resort 
facilities for the sale of liauor in the .......... Yes 

7 of.. .............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of restaurant liquor 

licenses for use at public venues in those municipalities that do not 
already allow the retail sale of liquor, it shall be in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of liquor licenses to public 
venues for the sale of liquor in the ............. Yes 

7 of.. ............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of restaurant liquor 

licenses for use at performing arts facilities in those municipalities that do 
not already allow the retail sale of alcohol, it shall be in the following 
form: 

Do you favor the granting of liquor licenses to 
performing arts facilities for the sale of liquor in 
the.. ......................................... Yes 

7 of.. ............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of  liquor licenses for 

hotels located on property owned by an accredited college or university 
in those municipalities that do not already allow the granting of liquor 
licenses, it shall be in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of liquor licenses to hotels 
on property owned by an accredited college or 
university in the ............................................ Yes 

7 of. ............................................... No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of liquor licenses, 

for privately-owned private golf courses, it shall be in the following form: 
Do you favor the granting of liquor licenses for 
privately-owned private golf courses for the sale of 
liquor in ................. by .................. Yes 

7 of.. ............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of liquor licenses, 

for privately-owned public golf courses, it shall be in the following form: 
Do you favor the granting of liquor licenses for 
privately-owned public golf courses for the sale of 
liquor in ................. by .................. Yes 

7 of. .............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of licenses to retail 

dispensers of malt and brewed beverages, it shall be in the following 
form: 

Do you favor the granting of malt and brewed 
beverage retail dispenser licenses for consumption on 
premises where sold in the ........ Yes 

7 of. .............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of licenses to 

wholesale distributors of malt or brewed beverages and importing 
distributors, it shall be in the following form: 
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Do you favor the granting of malt and brewed 
beverage wholesale distributor's and importing 
distributor's licenses not for consumption on 
premises where sold in the ....................... Yes 

7 of.. ............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of club liquor 

licenses to incorporated units of national veterans' organizations, it shall 
be in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of club liquor licenses to 
incorporated units of national veterans' organizations 
in the ........................................... Yes 

7 of.. ............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of club retail 

dispenser licenses to incorporated units of national veterans' 
organizations, it shall be in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of club retail dispenser 
licenses to incorporated units of national veterans' 
organizations in the ............................. Yes 

........................................... of.. .? No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of special occasion 

permits allowing the sale of liquor by qualified organizations in 
municipalities that do not already allow the retail sale of liquor, it shall be 
in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of special occasion permits 
to allow the sale of liquor by qualified organizations 
in the .............................................. Yes 

7 of. ............................................... No 
When the question is in respect to the granting of special occasion 

permits allowing the sale of malt or brewed beverages only by qualified 
organizations in municipalities that do not already allow the retail sale of 
malt or brewed beverages, it shall be in the following form: 

Do you favor the granting of special occasion permits 
to allow the sale of malt or brewed beverages only by 
qualified organizations in the .............................. Yes 

7 of.. .............................................. No 
When the question is in respect to the establishment, operation and 

maintenance of Pennsylvania liquor stores it shall be in the following 
form: 

Do you favor the establishment, operation and 
maintenance of Pennsylvania liquor stores in 
the .................................... Yes 

7 of.. ............................................. No 
In case of a tie vote, the status quo shall obtain. If a majority of the 

voting electors on any such question vote "yes," then liquor licenses shall 
be granted by the board to hotels, restaurants, resort facilities and clubs, 
or liquor licenses shall be granted by the board to public venues, to 
performing arts facilities, to hotels located on property owned by an 
accredited college or university, to privately-owned private golf courses 
or to privately-owned public golf courses, or malt and brewed beverage 
retail dispenser licenses or wholesale distributor's and importing 
distributor's license for the sale of malt or brewed beverages shall be 
granted by the board, or club liquor licenses or club retail dispenser 
licenses shall be granted by the board to incorporated units of national 
veterans' organizations, or special occasion permits may be issued to 
qualified organizations, or the board may establish, operate and maintain 
Pennsylvania liquor stores, as the case may be, in such municipality or 
part of a split municipality, as provided by this act; but if a majority of the 
electors voting on any such question vote "no," then the board shall have 
no power to grant or to renew upon their expiration any licenses of the 
class so voted upon in such municipality or part of a split municipality; 
or if the negative vote is on the question in respect to the establishment, 
operation and maintenance of Pennsylvania liquor stores, the board shall 
not open and operate a Pennsylvania liquor store in such municipality or 
part of a split municipality, nor continue to operate a then existing 
Pennsylvania liquor store in the municipality or part of a split 
municipality for more than two years thereafter or after the expiration of 
the term of the lease on the premises occupied by such store, whichever 

period is less. unless and until at a later election a majority of the voting 
electors vote "yes" on such question. I 

* * *  
le) An election mav be held on the auestion of grantinn liauor 

licenses to resort facilities in municipalities that do not already allow the 
retail sale of liauor in section 472(a) at the vrimarv election immediately 
following the effective date of this subsection. and at each subsequent 
primary election, notwithstanding anv referendum freauencv restriction 
in this act to the contrarv. 

m For vumoses of this section. "resort facilities" shall mean anv 
hotel. restaurant or club located on Dropertv owned bv or contiguous to 
a convention center that offers skiing. golf. hikine and horseback riding. 
The convention center itself must be located on property at least 
two thousand acres in size. The propem may be located in more than 
one municipalitv or county. 

Section 13. Section 472.1 of the act is amended to read: 
Section 472.1. Clubs.* Whenever any club in existence at least 

five years prior to the time of application for license owns a contiguous 
plot of land in more than two municipalities in one or more but less than 
all of which the granting of liquor licenses has not been prohibited and at 
least one acre of the plot of land owned by the club is situated in each 
municipality in which the granting of liquor licenses has not been 
prohibited, the club may be issued a club liquor license or a catering 
license by the board if the board finds that the license will not be 
detrimental to any residential neighborhood. This section shall not be 
construed to prohibit the issuance of club liquor licenses or catering 
licenses which may otherwise be issued under the provisions of this act. 

[b) Anv club which holds a liauor license or a catering license 
under this section on the effective date of this subsection may. for a 
period of six (6) months from the effective date of this subsection, 
exchange such license for a restaurant liauor license. The restaurant liauor 
license shall be nontransferable and shall be issued to the club or 
concessionaire chosen bv the club to operate the restaurant. 

Section 14. Section 472.4 of the act, added December 7, 1990 
(P.L.622, No. 160), is amended to read: 

[Section 472.4. Privately-Owned Public Golf Courses.-(a) Any 
privately-owned public golf course licensee may, upon application to and 
the approval of the board, contract with a concessionaire to operate a 
restaurant or provide food service and, in the case of a restaurant liquor 
licensee, sell liquor and malt and brewed beverages or, in the case of a 
malt and brewed beverage dispenser licensee, sell malt and brewed 
beverages pursuant to the provisions of this act pertaining to such 
licensees. 

(b) The board shall approve the application of any privately-owned 
public golf course licensee to contract with a concessionaire pursuant to 
subsection (a) upon being satisfied that the concessionaire is of good 
repute and financially responsible.] 

Section 15. Section 475 of the act is amended to read: 
[Section 475. Establishments Proximate to Interstate Highways Not 

To Be Licensed.-(a) No license for the sale of liquor or malt or brewed 
beverages in any quantity shall be granted to the proprietor, lessee, keeper 
or manager of an establishment the building entrance to which is located 
within three hundred feet of the entrance or exit of an interstate limited 
access highway. 

(b) This section shall not apply to existing licenses, nor be deemed 
to affect the right of an existing licensee to reinstatement or renewal of his 
license.] 

Section 16. Section 477 of the act is amended by adding a 
subsection to read: 

Section 477. Applicants to Provide State Tax Identification 
Numbers and Statement of State Tax Status; Waiver of Confidentiality of 
Information in the Possession of the Department of Revenue and Other 
Departments; Review of State Tax Status.-* * * 

h) This section shall also be applicable to anv management 
company utilized by the applicant. 

Section 17. Section 493(3), (4), (9), (14) and (26) of the act, 
amended December 20,2000 (P.L.992, No. 141), are amended to read: 
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Section 493. Unlawful Acts Relative to Liquor, Malt and Brewed 
+ Beverages and Licensees.-The term "licensee," when used in this section, 

shall mean those persons licensed under the provisions of Article IV, 
unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. 

It shall be unlawful- 
* * * 
[(3) Exchange of Liquor or Malt or Brewed Beverages For 

~erchandise,  etc. For any licensee or the board, or any employe, servant 
or agent of a licensee.or of the board, to sell, offer to sell or furnish any 
liquor or malt or brewed beverages to any person on a pass book or store 
order, or to receive from any person any goods, wares, merchandise or 
other articles in exchange for liquor or malt or brewed beverages. 

(4) Peddling Liquor or Malt or Brewed Beverages. For any person, 
to hawk or peddle any liquor or malt or brewed beverages in this 
Commonwealth.] 

* * *  
[(9) Retail Licensees Furnishing Free Lunch, etc. For any retail 

liquor licensee or any retail dispenser, his agents, servants or employes, 
to hmish, give or sell below a fair cost any lunch to any consumer, except 
such articles of food as the board may authorize and approve.] 

* * *  
(14) Permitting Undesirable Persons or Minors to Frequent 

Premises. For any hotel, restaurant or club liquor licensee, or any retail 
dispenser, his servants, agents or employes, to permit persons of ill repute, 
[known criminals,] prostitutes or minors to frequent his licensed premises 
or any premises operated in connection therewith, except minors 
accompanied by parents, guardians, or under proper supervision or except 
minors who frequent any restaurant or retail dispensing licensee whose 
sales of food and non-alcoholic beverages are equal to [seventy] 

per centum or more of the combined gross sales of both food and 
alcoholic beverages on the condition that alcoholic beverages may not be 
served at the table or booth at which the said minor is seated at the time 
(unless said minor is under proper supervision as hereinafter defined) and 
on the further condition that only table service of alcoholic beverages or 
take-out service of beer shall be permitted in the room wherein the minor 
is located: Provided, however, That it shall not be unlawful for any hotel, 
restaurant or club liquor licensee or any retail dispenser to permit minors 
under proper supervision upon the licensed premises or any premises 
operated in connection therewith for the purpose of a social gathering, 
even if such gathering is exclusively for minors: And provided further, 
That no liquor shall be sold, furnished or given to such minors nor shall 
the licensee knowingly permit any liquor or malt or brewed beverages to 
be sold, furnished or given to or be consumed by any minor, and the area 
of such gathering shall be segregated from the remainder of the licensed 
premises. In the event the area of such gathering cannot be segregated 
from the remainder of the licensed premises, all alcoholic beverages must 
be either removed from the licensed premises or placed under lock and 
key during the time the gathering is taking place. motice of such 
gathering shall be given the board as it may, by regulation, require.] 
Written notice, at least fortv-ei&t (48) hours in advance of such 
gathering. shall be given to the enforcement bureau. Any licensee 
violatingthe provisions of this clause shall be subject to the provisions of 
section 47 1. Nothing in this clause shall be construed to make it unlawful 
for minors to frequent public venues or performing arts facilities. 

"Proper supervision," as used in this clause, means the presence, on 
that portion of the licensed premises where a minor or minors are present, 
of one person twenty-five years of  age or older for every fifty minors or 
part thereof who is directly responsible for the care and conduct of such 
minor or minors while on the licensed premises and in such proximity that 
the minor or minors are constantly within his sight or hearing. The 
presence of the licensee or any employe or security officer of the licensee 
shall not constitute proper supervision. 

* * *  
(26) Worthless Checks. For any retail liquor licensee or any retail 

dispenser, distributor or importing distributor, to make, draw, utter, issue 
or deliver, or cause to be made, drawn, uttered, issued or delivered, any 
check, draft or similar order, for the payment of money in payment for any 

purchase of malt or brewed beverages, when such retail liquor licensee, 
retail dispenser, distributor or importing distributor, has not sufficient 
funds in, or credit with, such bank, banking institution, trust company or 
other depository, for the payment of such check. Any person who is a 
licensee under the provisions of this article, who shall receive in payment 
for malt or brewed beverages sold by him any check, draft or similar order 
for the payment of money, which is subsequently dishonored by the bank, 
banking institution, trust company or other depository, upon which 
drawn, for any reason whatsoever, shall, within five days of receipt of 
notice of such dishonor, notify by certified mail the person who presented 
the said worthless check, draft or similar order. This clause shall not be 
deemed to have been violated if the check. draft or similar order is 
honored within twenty davs of the date on which it was made. drawn, 
issued or presented. 

Section 18. Section 495(a), (e) and ( 9  of the act, amended or added 
December 21, 1988 (P.L.1879, No.183) and December 20, 1996 
(P.L. 1523, No.199), are amended to read: 

Section 495. Identification Cards; Licensees and State Liquor Store 
Employes Saved From Prosecution.-(a) The valid photo driver's license 
or identification card issued by the Department of Transportation or by 
any other state, [an] a valid armed forces of the United States 
identification card, a valid passport or a travel visa issued by 
United States or a foreign country that contains the holder's photograph 
shall, for the purpose of this act, be accepted as an identification card. 

* * * 
[(e) Any such signed form in the possession of a licensee or an 

employe of a State Liquor Store may be offered as a defense in all civil 
and criminal prosecutions for serving a minor, and no penalty shall be 
imposed if the administrative law judge or the courts are satisfied that the 
licensee or State Liquor Store employe acted in good faith. 

( 9  A photograph or photocopy or other visual or video presentation 
of the identification card set forth in subsection (a) in the possession of 
a licensee or an employe of a State Liquor Store may be offered as a 
defense in all civil and criminal prosecutions for serving a minor, and no 
penalty shall be imposed if the administrative law judge or the courts are 
satisfied that the licensee or State Liquor Store employe acted in good 
faith.] 

(e) No venal& shall be imposed on a licensee, licensee's e m ~ l o v e  
or State Liauor Store emplove for serving alcohol to a minor if the 
licensee or emvlove can establish that the minor was reauired to produce 
an identification card as set forth in subsection (a), the minor completed 
and signed the form as set forth in subsection (c). and these documents 
were relied upon in good faith. This defense shall apvlv to all civil and 
criminal ~rosecutions. 

If) In addition to the defense set forth in subsection ( e l  no penaltv 
shall be imposed on a licensee, licensee's emvlove or State Liauor Store 
emplove for serving alcohol to a minor if the licensee or e m ~ l o v e  can 
establish that the minor was reauired to produce an identification card as 
set forth in subsection (a), a uhotogravh. vhotoco~v or other visual or 
video vresentation of the identification card was made and those 
documents were relied upon in good faith. This defense shall apvlv to all 
civil and criminal vrosecutions. 

Section 19. Section 496 of the act is amended to read: 
Section 496. Reporting of Worthless Checks.-Any person who is 

a licensee under the provisions of this article, who shall receive in 
payment for malt or brewed beverages sold by him any check, draft or 
similar order, for the payment of money, which is subsequently 
dishonored by the bank, banking institution, trust company or other 
depository, upon which drawn, for any reason whatsoever, and which 
violates the provisions of section 493(26) shall, within [twenty days of 
receipt of notice of such dishonor] thin, days of the date on which the 
check. draft or similar order was made. drawn. issued or presented, notify 
the board thereof. Such notification to the board shall be in such manner 
and form as the board shall direct. 

Section 20. Section 498 of the act, amended December 20, 1996 
(P.L. 1523, No. 199), is amended to read: 
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Section 498. Unlawfil Advertising.-(a) Manufacturers, 
wholesalers, retailers and shippers, whether from outside or inside this 
Commonwealth, and any licensee under this act are permitted to advertise 
their products and prices in this Commonwealth. All advertisements shall 
be subject to all Federal and State laws and regulations. 

(b) No advertisement of price may contain the following: 
(1)  Any statement that is false, deceptive or misleading. 
(2) statement that is disparaging of the products of a 

competitor. 
(3) Any statement referring to monetary comparison between 

brands. 
(c) Prices that are advertised or displayed on the licensed premises 

shall be those that are in effect at the time of the advertisement or display. 
[(d) No prices, other than the posting of a printed menu or wine list 

as expressly provided for in section 493(20)(i), may be displayed in a 
window of any licensed establishment.] 

(e) The following shall apply to all alcoholic beverage and 
malt beverage advertising: 

(I) The entity responsible for the advertisement shall be clearly 
identified in the advertisement. 

(2) No licensee may distribute, by mail, personally or through 
servants, agents or employees, price lists, circulars or handbills off the 
licensed premises to the general public as a means of advertising liquor, 
wine or malt or brewed beverages. 

(3) No print advertisement of alcoholic beverages of any type shall 
be permitted within three hundred feet of any church, school or public 
playground. This ~rohibition shall not oreclude anv ooint of sale 
advertisement, menus or other mint advertisement regarding alcoholic 
beverages inside the licensed oremises. 

(4) The use in any advertisement of alcoholic beverages of any 
subject matter, language or slogan directed to minors to promote 
consumption of alcoholic beverages is prohibited. Nothing in this section 
shall be deemed to restrict or prohibit any advertisement of alcoholic 
beverages to those persons of legal drinking age. 

( 5 )  No advertisement shall be permitted, either directly or 
indirectly, in any booklet, program book, yearbook, magazine, newspaper, 
periodical, brochure, circular or other similar publication published by, 
for or in behalf of any educational institution. 

(6)  No advertisement that is obscene shall be permitted. 
(f) Advertisement of alcoholic beverages and malt and brewed 

beverages shall not be inconsistent with the spirit of safety or safe driving 
programs. 

(g) For purposes of this subsection, the term "advertisement" shall 
mean any advertising of alcoholic beverages through the medium of radio 
broadcast, television broadcast, newspapers, periodicals or other 
publication, outdoor advertisement or any other printed or graphic matter, 
including booklets, flyers or cards, or on the product label or attachment 
itself. 

Section 21. Section 499 of the act is amended by adding 
subsections to read: 

Section 499. Premises to be Vacated by Patrons.-* * * 
Jd) This section shall not aoolv to holders of oublic service 

licenses. 
le) Nothing in this section shall orohibit restaurant liauor, 

eating dace retail disoenser or hotel licenses from being open 
7:00 ante meridian on Sunday until 2:00 ante meridian Mondav for the 
pumose of serving food and non-alcoholic beverages. 

Amend Sec. 3, page4, line 8, by striking outU3"and inserting 
22 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
Reinard amendment, Mr. Reinard. 

JOURNAL--HOUSE DECEMBER 12 , 

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a fairly large amendment, which I would be 

happy to go through. ~t is a technical amendment in many 
instances, and the balance of it basically takes up eight specific 
changes. The technical portions, we will be glad to go into the 
details as to criteria as to why we are offering those. Many of them 
are because of the requests of the Liquor Control Board. But 1 
would like to go over specifically the eight functions that make up 
the basic amendment. 

The first one deals with the amphitheater for the city port of 
Erie. What we are doing is, it is a public venue area; we are 

that, so this amphitheater could o~v ious~y  occupy and 
have a public venue license. 

The second component deals with the Washington ballpark in 
Washingt0n *gain, what we are there is Our 

seating requirement. It decreases the seating requirement from 
5,000 people to 3,000 people in order for that facility to have a 
license in order to sell beer at the park. 

The third component is an area that deals with restaurants and 
eating establishments. Under the c-nt statute, they need to have 
a 30-seat bar rule scenario, including stools at the bar and tables. 
What we are simply doing is we are amending it to allow bar stools 
to be included within the 30-seat rule. Again, this comes from the 
Liquor this because do want 
to give nuisance, little violations, and what we are trying to do is 
correct their current practices so they do not have to obviously 
nuisancely violate many of these people who are trying to be good 
actors and provide a place where there is food as well as a drinking 
establishment within one entity. 

~ h ,  fourth component that we are talking about actually allows 
the Liquor Control Board for packaged items in their store to what 
they call upcharge. Many of you who have gone into any kind of 
liquor notice are more and more products now that 
are a vodka and orange juice package or tequila and some other 
fruit juice package. What the LCB presently has to do is only 
charge by the alcohol only. They are not allowed to actually entail 
the total packaging in the cost of producing their products because 
our statutes are not written that way. This allows them to upcharge 
in that regard. Again, &is is a request of the board. 

The fifth option is again under the area of local option. What it 

does is it allows one more ballot question under the local option 
section of our code, and this actually is addressed to help the 
Seven Springs Resort. What it does is it would allow voters in a 
municipality to vote less wet than total municipality versus not. 
The community in this area wants to allow Seven Springs to 
operate with a limited license to provide liquor but not have it 
apply to their entire  hi^ is coming from the support 
of the local community as well as the Seven Springs entity, and the 
elected officials in that area have asked for this request. 

The sixth item actually deals with the Beaver Valley Country 
Club, and the Beaver Valley Country Club has a problem operating 
because they have a club license versus a restaurant license, 
and this is simply making a change that will allow strictly 
Beaver Country Club only to be able to operate under their 
existing license and not be in jeopardy of closure. 

The seventh area actually deals with a provision of our current 
law that deals with checks. This deals with when a distributor, an 
ID distributor, will sell a product to a restaurant or a bar. Presently, 
under present law, there are 5 days if that check does not clear for 
the entity to make sure the funds are sufficient to cover that check 
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before a citation must be mandated by or the citation must be 
turned over to the LCB board. Unfortunately, 5 days does not work 
in a normal banking situation. What will normally happen is, a 
check will be issued to you; the entity that wrote you the check 
may have checks from another entity; those checks may have been 
the cause for the problem; the bounce happens; the entity that 
actually you gave the check to will get notification from their bank 
that the check has not cleared; by then, your funds, you simply tell 
them to resubmit the check, but you are well beyond the 5-day rule 
in order for that to happen. Although the funds are there, there 
might have been holds on checks because of out of State or other 
reasons. So this simply increases that current statute of 5 days to 
20 days. 

And the final area many of you are aware of, those from 
western Pennsylvania specifically, with the Three Rivers implosion 
there were concerns because various, different licensed 
establishments who had licenses were having a spectator-type 
operation that was going on during that period of time. There was 
a lot of cry over this because a small technicality in our law 
actually prohibited them from opening before 7 o'clock. What h s  
simply does is reinforces that the licenses they have will allow 
them to do spectator-type opportunities between the hours of 7 and 
2 p.m. 

That is the major portions of this amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman for the 

description of the amendment. 
Any questions on the amendment? Any debate? 
Hearing none, those members in favor of the amendment will 

vote "aye"; opposed, "no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Baker, J. 
Bard 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cal tagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 

Fairchild 
Fichter 
Flick 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Horsey 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 

Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R 
Stevenson, T. 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Tmvaglio 
Trello 
Tnch 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Wilt 

DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Armstrong 
Baker, M. 
Barley 
Beminghoff 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Clymer 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Dally 

Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 

Egolf 
Feese 
Fleagle 
Forcier 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Nabay 
Harhart 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
James 

Robinson 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Say lor 

Josephs 
Krebs 
Manderino 
Metcalfe 
Miller, S. 
Myers 
Pallone 
Phillips 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Sather 

Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Yudichak 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Schuler 
Stem 
Strittmatter 
Thomas 
Turzai 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

NOT VOTING-2 

Schroder Washington 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the aff~rmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 

Mr. REINARD offered the following amendment No. A4279: 

Amend Title, page 1,  line 17, by striking out "A DEFINITION;" 
and inserting 

definitions; providing for shipment of wine into the 
Commonwealth; 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 23, by striking out "a definition" and 
inserting 

definitions 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 101), page 2, by inserting between lines 8 

and 9 
"Direct shipper" shall mean a Derson outside this Commonwealth 

who obtains a license from the board to accept orders placed for wine 
from within this Commonwealth by the Internet and who shivs or 
facilitates in any way shipment of wine bv a delivery agent or common 
carrier to a Pennsylvania liauor store. 

* * *  
Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 3. Article IV of the act is amended by adding a subdivision 

to read: 
(C.1) Shipment of Wine. 

Section 488. Shipment of Wine into Commonwealth.4a) The 
shivment of wine from out-of-State to residents of this Commonwealth is 
prohibited. excevt as otherwise provided for in this section. 

/b) Notwithstanding any other provision of this act or law to the 
contraw, a verson licensed by another state as a vroducer, suvvlier, 
importer. wholesaler. distributor or retailer of wine and who obtains a 
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direct wine shipper license as provided for in this section may ship up to 
nine liters Der month of anv wine on the Internet order of any resident of 
this ~ommonwealth who is at least fwenty-one years of age for such 
resident's personal use and not for resale. 

Jc) An out-of-State wine shipper shall: 
(I ) Not ship more than nine liters per month on the Internet order 

of any person in this Commonwealth. 
(2) Not ship to anv address in a municipalitv that has adopted a 

local option referendum under section 472. 
(3) Report to the board each vear the total of wine shipped into this 

Commonwealth in the preceding calendar vear. 
(4) Permit the board or the Secretarv of Revenue, or their 

designated representatives. to perform an audit of the out-of-State 
wine shipper's records upon reauest. 

( 5 )  Be deemed to have submitted to the iurisdiction of the board, 
anv other State aeency and the courts of this Commonwealth for pumses 
of enforcement of this section and any related laws, rules or rermlations. 

(d) A direct shipper may ship wine on the Internet order of a 
resident into this Commonwealth provided that the wine is shipped to a 
Pennsylvania Liauor Store selected bv the resident and the resident pays 
all taxes due on the wine at the time the wine is picked up. 

le) A Derson shall sign an affidavit provided by the Pennsylvania 
Liauor Store where the wine was delivered to stating that the wine will 
onlv be used for the person's ~ersonal  use. Any person who resells wine 
obtained under this section commits a misdemeanor of the second degree. 

/f) The board may ~romuleate such rules and regulations as are 
necessarv to implement and enforce the ~rovisions of this section. 

&) The term "wine" as used in this section shall mean liquor which 
is fermented from mapes and other fruits. havine alcoholic content of 
twenty-four per centum or less. The term "wine" shall not include malt or 
brewed beverages. nor shall wine include any products containing alcohol 
derived from malt. main. cereal, molasses or cactus. 

Section 4. Sections 49 1 (2), (8) and (1 1) of the act are amended to 
read: 

Section 491. U n l a f i l  Acts Relative to Liquor, Alcohol and Liquor 
Licensees.- 

It shall be unlawful- 
* * *  
(2) Possession or Transportation of Liquor or Alcohol. For any 

person, except a manufacturer or the board or the holder of a sacramental 
wine license or of an importer's license, to possess or transport any liquor 
or alcohol within this Commonwealth which was not lawfully acquired 
prior to January first, one thousand nine hundred and thirty-four, or has 
not been purchased from a Pennsylvania Liquor Store or a licensed 
limited winery in Pennsylvania, except [miniatures totalling less than 
one gallon purchased by a collector of the same in another state or foreign 
country, or] in accordance with section 488 or the board's regulations. 
The burden shall be upon the person possessing or transporting such 
liquor or alcohol to prove that it was so acquired. But nothing herein 
contained shall prohibit the manufacture or possession of wine by any 
person in his home for consumption of himself, his family and guests and 
not for sale, not exceeding, during any one calendar year, two hundred 
gallons, any other law to the contrary notwithstanding. Such wine shall 
not be manufactured, possessed, offered for sale or sold on any licensed 
premises. 

None of the provisions herein contained shall prohibit nor shall it 
be unlawful for any person to import into Pennsylvania, transport or have 
in his possession, an amount of liquor not exceeding one gallon in volume 
upon which a State tax has not been paid, if it can be shown to the 
satisfaction of the board that such person purchased the liquor in a foreign 
country or United States territory and was allowed to bring it into the 
United States. Neither shall the provisions contained herein prohibit nor 
make it unlawful for (i) any member of the armed forces on active duty, 
or (ii) any retired member of the armed forces, or (iii) any totally disabled 
veteran, or (iv) the spouse of any person included in the foregoing classes 
of persons to import into Pennsylvania, transport or have in his possession 
an amount of liquor not exceeding one gallon per month in volume upon 

I which the State tax has not been paid, so long as such liquor has been 
lawfully purchased from a package store established and maintained under , 
the authority of the United States and is in containers identified in 
accordance with regulations issued by the Department of Defense. Such 
liquor shall not be possessed, offered for sale or sold on any licensed 
premises. 

None of the provisions herein contained shall prohibit nor shall it 
be unlawful for any consul general, consul or other diplomatic officer of 
a foreign government to import into Pennsylvania, transport or have in his 
possession liquor upon which a State tax has not been paid, if it can be 
shown to the satisfaction of the board that such person acquired the liquor 

I in a foreign country and was allowed to bring it into the United States. 
Such liquor shall not be possessed, offered for sale or sold on any 

I licensed premises. 
Any person violating the provisions of this clause for a first offense 

involving the possession or transportation in Pennsylvania of any liquor 
in a package (bottle or other receptacle) or wine not purchased from a 
Pennsylvania Liquor Store or from a licensed limited winery in 
Pennsylvania, with respect to which satisfactory proof is produced that the 
required Federal tax has been paid and which was purchased, procured or 
acquired legally outside of Pennsylvania shall upon conviction thereof in 
a summary proceeding be sentenced to pay a fine of twenty-five dollars 
($25) for each such package, plus costs of prosecution, or undergo 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding ninety (90) days. Each full quart 
or major fraction thereof shall be considered a separate package (bottle or 
other receptacle) for the purposes of this clause. Such packages of liquor 
shall be forfeited to the Commonwealth in the manner prescribed in 
Article V1 of this act but the vehicle, boat, vessel, animal or aircraft used 
in the illegal transportation of such packages shall not be subject to 
forfeiture: Provided, however, That if it is a second or subsequent offense 
or if it is established that the illegal possession or transportation was in 

I connection with a commercial tinsaction, then the other provisions of 
this act providing for prosecution as a misdemeanor and for the forfeiture 
of the vehicle, boat, vessel, animal or aircraft shall apply. I * * *  

(8) Importation and Sales of Alcohol. For any person, to import 
alcohol into this Commonwealth, or to sell alcohol to any person, except 
in accordance with section 488 and the regulations of the board. 

* * *  
(1 1 )  Importation of Liquor. For any person, other than the board 

or the holder of a sacramental wine license [or ofJ, an importer's license 
or a direct shipper's license, to import any liquor whatsoever into this 
Commonwealth, but this section shall not be construed to prohibit 
railroad and pullman companies from selling liquors purchased outside 
the Commonwealth in their dining, club and buffet cars which are covered 
by public service liquor licenses and which are operated in this 
Commonwealth. 

* * * 
Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 8, by striking out "3" and inserting 

5 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Reinard. 
Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this amendment is offered by myself, 

Chairman Donatucci, Representative Mayermk, and 
Representative Raymond. This component is one of 
three amendments I am offering that make up HB 2186 that is 
presently before the Liquor Control Committee. As much as this 
amendment has been an issue that we are all familiar with and 
because the vehicle is here is why amendment 4279 is before you. 

What we have been waiting for for many years now, the 
State Liquor Control Board was going to have a Web site up and 
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running that was going to allow a whole host of purchasing 
' opportunities for many of us, anywhere in the Commonwealth, to 

purchase liquor not just from our stores but from other specialty 
entities and contract entities with the board. Unfortunately, 
because of the dot-com breakup that you have seen over the last 
couple years, the vendor that the State Liquor Control Board was 
using whch should have had their Internet site up and running over 
a year ago, as first advertised, is not going to be the case. 

What this amendment does is it permits, like 13 other States do 
presently, it permits Pennsylvania to have arrangements with any 
wine entity that wants to have a license to shp  wine into 
Pennsylvania, limited for an individual's use of one case 
per month; the wine will go to the State store of the individual's 
choice, where there the 18-percent Johnstown flood tax and the 
6-percent sales tax will be paid to the Commonwealth, and then the 
product would be taken out. Also, the individual obviously must 
be 21 years of age. There is an affidavit that has to be signed 
saylng that it is only for personal use, and if anybody uses this sale 
from the State store for anything other than personal use, there is 
a second-degree misdemeanor applied to it. 

The concern that brings this amendment up is situations that 
you and your constituents hear all the time, whether or not they go 
to New York or whether or not they go to Napa Valley in 
California. If there is a product that they have taste tested and they 
want to bring home, there is no way legally to do that in 
Pennsylvania. There are in 13 other States. And simply, what 
happens is, that entity will set up a contractual agreement with the 
State of Pennsylvania, and under that license, that limited license, 
they will be able to ship back to Pennsylvania. You will be able to 
have whatever you wish imported in on a wine product. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Casorio. 
Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Reinard, indicates he will 

stand for interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, do you have a fiscal note for this amendment? 
Mr. REINARD. Yes, we do, and if I can track down where 

Appropriations is, we will be glad to get it to you. 
The SPEAKER. Apparently, Mr. Casorio, they have sent to the 

Appropriations Committee to pick it up. Is that correct? 
Mr. REINARD. Yes. Mr. Speaker, the fiscal notes have been 

with Appropriations for well over 5, 6 days. 
Mr. CASORIO. Let me continue, if I could. Could we come 

back to that, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Indeed. 
Mr. CASORIO. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. You may begin. 
Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, in amendment 4279, page 2, 

line 3; actually, line 33 of the page prior: "An out-of-State wine 
shipper shall:. ..Not ship to any address in a municipality that has 
adopted a local option referendum under section 472." Who will 
enforce that, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REINARD. First off, Mr. Speaker, the shrpment is directed 
to the State liquor stores; it is not directed to any entity, any 
property, so if you have an area that is dry and there is not a liquor 
store in that area, there is nothing being distributed anywhere in 
that area. 

What will most likely happen is, the shipments and the LCB 
will have any out-of-State product being shipped in, it will be 

shipped to their distribution center, and then their distribution 
center will send it out to their State stores like they do every other 
piece of product that they have, and it would conform to whatever 
other statutes that affect their present stores, because the only place 
you would be able to pick up this product is at a store that 
presently exists in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASORJO. So who would be in charge of that 
enforcement, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REINARD. When you say "in charge of that enforcement," 
I will again tell you how the practice works. It will be shipped to 
the State Liquor Control Board. The State Liquor Control Board 
will then ship it to their State store. What provides and what 
controls their own State stores are the same as for anyone else. 
You have got to be 2 1 years old to purchase. 

Mr. CASORIO. All right. Let me move to line 5 of that page, 
item (3): "An out-of-State wine shipper shall:. ..Report to the board 
each year the total of wine shipped into this Commonwealth in the 
preceding calendar year." Who will enforce that provision, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REINARD. In order for them to continue to have their 
license in order to provide direct shipments to the Commonwealth 
directly, they would have to abide by the statute. 

Mr. CASORIO. The reporting provision, Mr. Speaker, to the 
board each year of total wine shipped in, who will enforce that, 
who will verify that, and who will doublecheck the books of the 
wine shipper, as provisions are made in this amendment? 

Mr. REINARD. The Liquor Control Board will do that, as they 
presently monitor all forms of liquor coming in from any other 
entity, whether it be from other brokers that they have contracts 
with or, in this case, a new provider, which they would have a 
license contract to do. 

Mr. CASORIO. So currently the Pennsylvania Liquor Control 
Board has the ability, the resources, the manpower, to verify each 
of these out-of-State wine shippers, to verifl their total wine 
shlpment into the Commonwealth in any precedmg calendar year? 

Mr. REWARD. We are the largest purchaser of alcohol in the 
free world. We have a huge amount of volume that goes through 
our warehouses. The State Liquor Control Board requires certain 
things on every shipment that comes in, such as bar codes and 
other thmgs that help them identify it. This product will be treated 
no differently than the volumes and volumes of importation they 
do presently. 

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, did we - "we," I include myself as a member of 

the Liquor Control Committee - did we meet on amendment 4279? 
Mr. REJNARD. Amendment 4279 is part of HI3 2186, which 

is presently before the Liquor Control Committee. HB 2186 has 
not been called up because the vehicle for all liquor bills is the 
vehlcle that is before us today. The amendment that we just passed, 
the amendment that the House passed, had over eight different 
items in it, which all of those are individual bills before the 
Liquor Control Committee; however, they are not bills that the 
committee had actually addressed and passed out to the House, 
because it was, again, our practice to make sure that we had all the 
vehicles and all the ideas into one entity that could be brought 
before this House and addressed in a clear and concise manner. 

Mr. CASORIO. Did we meet on any of those items in that 
omnibus amendment that we passed previously, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REINARD. And I am going off my memory of all eight. I 
will be glad to look at them again. My best-guess knowledge is no. 



The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order with that request. 
We will go over temporarily this amendment in hopes that we are 
able to obtain a fiscal note within the time limits of the debate. 

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the next Reinard 

amendment. Mr. Reinard, we are going to withdraw that 
amendment for the moment. Without a fmal note, we really cannot 
properly do it. 

Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, the next three amendments are 
also in the same package that was requested for fiscal notes, so if 
you are going to go over it, you may as well go over all of them 
until- 
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Mr. CASORIO. Can you tell me why we did not, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. REWARD. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I just said a minute ago, 

what happens is, traditionally a Liquor Control bill that comes 
through this House and comes through the Senate is going to take 
up ideas that have collectively been out before this Commonwealth 
and we put them into one amendment in order to try to get 
everything in one place so the code does not get disrupted over 
and over again. The issues that are addressed in the 
previous amendment that was passed by the House and these 
three amendments are ideas that are not new to this 
CO-onwealth, and they are ideas that there has been a lot of 
debate, whether it be in the media or whether it be discussions 
among members, and in fact, that is the reason why as chairman 
I am bringing these issues before this House, because of the 
interest of the members, such as the previous amendment that was 
for other areas all through the Commonwealth as well as this. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, if you did have the interest of the 
members at heart, would we not have taken time to debate this 
amendment prior in committee? 

Mr. Mr. 'peaker9 the amendment is before you 
presently, and I am debate you On this issue for as long as 
you wish to stand. 

Mr. CASORIO. And we will do that, and I would like to do that 
on a future amendment. I am just wondering why we circumvented 
the process lad did not involve the members of the 
House Liquor Control Committee. 

REMARD' Acmllyy Speaker' I said we did 
not try to circumvent layone' We have been waiting for Over a 
year lad a since the State Liquor Board announced 
that they would have their Internet site up and running. 
Unfortunately, again, as my explanation said originally, the fall of 
dot-coms has lost their service provider to provide Internet 
protection or an Internet provider to do much of the Web siting 
that they wanted to do lad give the opportunities for selection to 
all of our constituents, that our constituents are asking for. 
So because of that, we now as the House are in a position to act, 
and that is why this amendment is before you. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Has the fiscal note arrived yet? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Barley, do we have the fiscal note yet on 

this? 
Mr. REWARD. The fiscal note is not down. You can either 

wait on that or listen to Mr. Barley, if you would like. 
Mr. CASORIO. I would like to pass over this amendment, if we 

could, Mr. Speaker, in light of no fiscal note. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN TEMPORARILY ' On the question, 1 Will the House agree to the amendment? 
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The SPEAKER. Well, let us withdraw your amendments 
temporarily. 

Mr. REINARD. --until Mr. Barley gets the fiscal notes down. 
The SPEAKER. Very good. 
I have one amendment left on this bill. That is the amendment 

of the gentleman, Mr. Ross. Do you have the same problem by 
chance? The clerk will read the Ross amendment. 

00 the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on thud consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. ROSS offered the following amendment No. A4757: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by inserting after "DEFINITION;" 
further providing for special occasion permits; 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
Section 2. Section 408.4(a) of the act, amended November 10, 

1999 (P.L.5 14, No.47), is amended to read: 
Section 408.4. Special Occasion P m i t s . i a )  Upon application of 

any hospital, church, synagogue, volunteer fire company, volunteer 
ambulance company, volunteer rescue squad, nonprofit organization as 
defined under section 501(cM3) of the Internal Revenue code of 1986 
{Public Law 99-514.26 U.S.C. 6 501(cX3)) whose Dumose is to Drotect 
the architectural heritage of borouehs. and which has been recognized as 
such by a municival resolution, unit of a nationally chartered club which 
has been issued a club liquor license, nonprofit agricultural association in 
existence for at least ten years, bona fide sportsmen's club in existence for 
at least ten years, nationally chartered veterans9 organization and any 
affiliated lodge or subdivision of such organization, fraternal benefit 
society that is licensed to do business in this Commonwealth and any 
affiliated lodge or subdivision of such fraternal benefit society, or 
one auxiliary of any of the foregoing, and upon payment of the prescribed 
fee for special occasion permits under section 614-A of the act of 
April 9, 1929 (P.L. 177, No. 175), known as "The Administrative Code of 
1929," the board shall issue a special occasion permit good for a period 
of not more than six consecutive or nonconsecutive days during a 
calendar year. Special occasion permits may also be issued to a museum 
operated by a nonprofit corporation in a city of the third class or township 
of the first class or a nonprofit corporation engaged in the performing arts 
in a city of the third class or in an incorporated town or to an arts council 
or to a nonprofit corporation that operates an arts facility or museum in 
a city of the third class in a county of the fourth class for a period of 
not more than six nonconsecutive or ten consecutive days at the 
prescribed fee for special occasion permits under section 614-A of 
"The Administrative Code of 1929." 

* * * 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 9, by striking out "2" and inserting 

3 
Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 8, by striking out "3" and inserting 

4 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali, for what purpose do you rise? 
Mr. VITALI. To ask the maker of the amendment to give a 

brief explanation. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Ross, will stand for 

interrogation. You may proceed. 
Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is very simple. It 

basically allows a special occasion license for an organization 
which is involved in historical preservation within a borough, 
similar to other special occasion licenses we passed in the past. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 

Fichter 
Flick 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hess 
Horsey 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 

Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
pimy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Scrimenti 

Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tunai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Armstrong Creighton Hutchinson Schuler 
Barley Egolf Mcllhattan Strittmatter 
Beminghoff Fleagle Metcalfe Wansacz 
Birmelin Forcier Pallone Zimmerman 
Clyrner Hershey Rohrer zug 
Coleman 

NOT VOTING0 

Allen Cjvera Rieger Roberts 

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

The SPEAKER. The bill together with the ReinarcC 
Mr. Reinard, I was going to hold the whole thing over 

temporarily. 
Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, I think there is one fiscal note 

that they have, and so I was just checlung to see. We might want 
to jump to that amendment while the others are still coming. 

The SPEAKER. Well, if there is a need for four fiscal notes, 
let us just keep going and try and do the four of them at once. 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair passes over 
temporarily HB 15 19 together with the Reinard amendments. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The majority leader calls an immediate 
meeting of the Rules Committee. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

1 HR 377, PN 3022 By Rep. PERZEL 

A Resolution directing the Joint State Government Commission to 
conduct a study on the shortage of applicants for administrative positions 
serving the Commonwealth's 501 school districts. 

RULES. 

1 HR 379, PN 3085 (Amended) By Rep. PERZEL 

A Resolution amending House Rules 1 and 14. 

I RULES. i 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

SB 216, PN 1617 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 
Associations) and 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for limitations on 
asbestos-related liabilities relating to certain mergers or consolidations; 
and further providing for certain statutes of limitations and for certain 
transfers. 

RULES. 

SB 696, PN 1618 By Rep. PERZEL 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L.169, No.32), known as 
the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, defining "environmental 
media"; and providing for certain notification when there are releases 
from storage tanks. 

RULES. 
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By Rep. PERZEL Laughlin Robinson Wilt 
Lawless Roebuck Wogan 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L. 169, No.32), known as 
the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, further providing for payment 
of certain claims from the Underground Storage Tank Indemnification 
Fund and for Underground Storage Tank Environmental Cleanup 
Program. 

RULES. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR A 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 
TO HOUSE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 216, PN 1617, 
entitled: 

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 
Associations) and 42  (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for limitations on 
asbestos-related liabilities relating to certain mergers or consolidations; 
and further providing for certain statutes of limitations and for certain 
transfers. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Bebko-Jones 
Blaum 
Browne 
Buxton 

Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Mann 

Freeman 
George 
Gordner 
Haluska 

Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Lynch 
Manderino 
Pallone 
Petrarca 

CUT Harhai Rooney Walko 
Dailey Josephs Sarnuelson Wright, G. 
DeWeese Krebs Stevenson, R. Yewcic 
Fichter Levdansky 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affumative and the 
amendments to House amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
BOY= 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 

Evans, I. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 

Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Mdjill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 

~ojnaroski 
Wright, M. 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Sturla 
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Veon 

The following roll call was recorded: I * * * 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Suri-a 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, I. 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Vitali 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams. J. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 696, PN 1618, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L. 169, No.32), known as 
the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, defining "environmental 
media"; and providing for certain notification when there are releases 
from storage tanks. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
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Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
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Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
PalIone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING-O 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the a f fmt ive  and the 
amendments to House amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to House amendments to SB 837, PN 1619, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of  July 6,  1989 (P.L. 169, No.32), known as 
the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, further providing for payment 
of certain claims from the Underground Storage Tank Indemnification 
Fund and for Underground Storage Tank Environmental Cleanup 
Program. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments to House 

amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lesc0Vit.z 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Mait land 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
a f fmt ive ,  the question was determined in the a f f m t i v e  and the 
amendments to House amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 



LEGISLATIVE J( 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 985, 
PN 1586, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, further providing for classification of 
counties, for expenses of elected county officers attending the annual 
meetings of their associations and for other meeting expenses paid by the 
counties. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mr. Maitland, do you wish to debate SB 985? The gentleman 
is in order. 

Mr. MAITLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to move to revert 
to the prior printer's number. 

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman give us that number? 
Mr. MAITLAND. It is PN 1196, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. I am sorry? 
Mr. MAITLAND. 1 196. 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair rescinds its 
announcement that the bill has been agreed to on thlrd 
consideration. 

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

MOTION TO REVERT TO 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NUMBER 

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

Mr. MAITLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the FIouse revert 
SB 985 to PN 1196. 

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

The SPEAKER. Mr. Maitland, would you explain the 
difference between the two printer's numbers? 

Mr. MAITLAND. Yes, Mr. Speaker. By reverting to the prior 
printer's number, we would be eliminating the language that deals 
with changing the classifications of counties by their population 
figures and would only leave the portion of the bill that deals with 
county reimbursement for certain expenses. 
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BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Maitland, without objection, I would like 
to set this bill aside for a while until staff people have an 
opportunity to take a look at the effect of your motion. 

Without objection, this bill goes over temporarily. 
Might I suggest the minority leader have someone take a look 

at the difference as well. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1180, 
PN 1608, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of December 14, 1992 (P.L.8 18, No. 133), 
known as the Port of Pittsburgh Commission Act, further defining 
"port district"; and furfher providing for economic development projects. 

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

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Bastian 

I Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 

Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
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Cruz 
cum' 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Y oungblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The 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 return the same to the Senate with the 
information that the House has passed the same with amendment 
in which the concurrence of the Senate is requested. 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 1200, 
PN 1612, entitled: 

An Act to apportion the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania into 
congressional districts in conformity with constitutional requirements; 
providing for the nomination and election of Congressmen; and requiring 
publication of notice of the establishment of congressional districts 
following the Federal decennial census. 

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

Mr. PERZEL offered the following amendment No. A4858: 

Amend Sec. 1, page I, lines 15 through 19; pages 2 through 21, 
lines 1 through 30; page 21, lines 1 through 7, by striking out all of said 
lines on said pages and inserting 

( I )  The First District is composed of part of 
Delaware County consisting of the City of Chester and the 
Townships of Chester, Darby Wards 1 and 2, Ridley Ward 1 
(Division 2) and Tinicum Wards 1, 2 and 4 and the Boroughs of 
Colwyn, Darby, Eddystone and Yeadon; and part of Philadelphia 
County consisting of the City of Philadelphia Wards I, 2, 3, 4, 5, 
7, 10 (Divisions 1,2, 3 ,4,  5,6, 7,8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24,25, 26, 27,28 and 29), 14, 17, 18, 19, 
20,23,25.26 (Divisions 2 and 23), 3 1,33, 34,37,39,40,42,43, 
49(Divisions 1, 2, 3,4,5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 
21,22 and 23), 50 (Division 23), 53 ( Divisions I, 2 ,3 ,4 ,6 ,  7, 8, 
9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22 and 23), 54, 56 
(Divisions 1 and IS) and 62 (Divisions 7, 10, I I and 14). 

(2) The Second District is composed of part of 
Montgomery County consisting of the Township of Cheltenham; 
and part of Philadelphia County consisting of the City of 

Philadelphia Wards 6, 8, 9, 10 (Division 13), 1 I, 12, 13, 15, 16,21, 
22,24,26 (Divisions 1,3,4, 5 ,6,7,8,9,  10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 19,20, 21,22 and 24), 27,28,29, 30, 32,35 (Divisions 1, 
13, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30 and 31), 36, 38, 
44,46,47,48,49 (Divisions 7,8, 18,20,24 and 25), 50 (Divisions 
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21, 
22, 24, 25,26,27, 28,29 and 30), 51,52,59, 60 and 61. 

(3) The Third District is composed of part of Berks County 
consisting of the Townships of Amity, Brecknock, Caernarvon, 
Colebrookdale, Cumru Districts 2, 3 and 5, District, Douglass, 
Earl, Exeter Districts 2, 3 and 6, Heidelberg, Hereford, 
Longswamp, Lower Heidelberg District 1, Maxatawny, Oley, 
Pike, Robeson, Rockland, Ruscombmanor, South Heidelberg, 
Spring, Union and Washington and the Boroughs of Adamstown, 
Bally, Bechtelsville, Birdsboro, Boyertown, Kuhtown, 
Lyons, Mohnton, New Morgan, Robesonia, Shillington, 
Sinking Spring, St. Lawrence, Topton, Wernersville, West Lawn, 
Womelsdorf, Wyomissing and Wyomissing Hills; part of 
Chester County consisting of the City of Coatesville and the 
Townships of Caln, Charlestown, East Bradford District North, 
East Brandywine, East Caln, East Coventry, East Nanhneal, 
East Pikeland, East Vincent, East Whiteland (all blocks except 
3014, 3023 and 3024 of tract 302102), Honey Brook, 
North Coventry, Pocopson, Sadsbury, Schuylkill, South Coventry, 
Upper Uwchlan, Uwchlan, Valley, Wallace, Warwick, 
West Bradford, West Brandywine, West Caln, West Nantmeal, 
West Pikeland, West Sadsbury, West Vincent and West Whiteland 
and the Boroughs of Atglen, Downingtown, Elverson, 
Honey Brook, Modena, Phoenixville, South Coatesville and 
Spring City; part of Lebanon County consisting of the Townships 
of Heidelberg, Jackson District East and Millcreek and the 
Boroughs of Myerstown and Richland; and part of Montgomery 
County consisting of the Townships of Douglass, East Nomton, 
Limerick, Lower Merion, Perkiomen, Plymouth, Skippack, 
Upper Gwynedd District 7, Upper Pottsgrove, Upper Providence 
Districts Mingo and Trappe, West Norriton, West Pottsgrove, 
Whitemarsh Districts Middle (Divisions 2 and 3) and 
West (Divisions 1 and 2) and Worcester and the Boroughs of 
Collegeville, Narberth, Nomstown, Pottstown, Royersford, 
Schwenksville and Trappe. 

(4) The Fourth District is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Townships of Aleppo, Baldwin, Collier, 
Crescent, East Deer, Fawn, Findlay, Frazer, Hampton, Harmar, 
Hamson, Indiana, Kilbuck, Leet, Marshall, McCandless, Moon, 
Mount Lebanon, North Fayette, O'Hara, Ohio, Pine, Richland, 
Ross, Scott, Shaler Wards 1 (Divisions 1,2, 3 and 5), 2 ,3,4,  5, 6 
and 7, South Fayette, Upper St. Clair and West Deer and the 
Boroughs of Baldwin Districts 5 ,6,7,  8,9, 10, 1 I, 14, 17 and 18, 
Bell Acres, Ben Avon, Ben Avon Heights, Bethel Park, 
Brackenridge, Bradford Woods, Bridgeville, Carnegie, Cheswick, 
Edgeworth, Fox Chapel, Franklin Park, Green Tree, Haysville, 
Heidelberg, Leetsdale, McDonald (Allegheny County portion), 
Monroeville Wards 2 (Division 3), 3 (Division 4) and 4 (Divisions 
1 and 2), Oakdale, Oakmont, Osbome, Pleasant Hills, Plum, 
Sewickley, Sewickley Heights, Sewickley Hills, Springdale, 
Tarentum, West View and Whitehall Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 
10, 1 I, 12, 13, 14 and 16; part of Beaver County consisting of the 
Townships of Daugherty, Franklin, Marion, New Sewickley and 
North Sewickley Districts 1, 2, 3 and 5 and the Borough of 
Economy; part of Lawrence County consisting of the Townships of 
Hickory, Neshannock, Perry, Plain Grove, Scott, Slippery Rock, 
Washington and Wilmington and the Boroughs of New Wilmington 
and Volant; part of Washington County consisting of the 
Townships of Amwell District I, Cecil District 6, North Strabane 
Districts 1 ,2,4,  5 and 6, Nottingham, Peters and South Strabane; 
and part of Westmoreland County consisting of the Townships of 
North Huntingdon and Penn Wards 2, 3 (Division 3), 
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4 (all Divisions except 2) and 5 and the Boroughs of Iwin, Manor, 
Munysville District South Munysville, North Invin and Trafford 
(Westmoreland County portion). 

(5) The Fifth District is composed of part of Armstrong 
County consisting of the Borough of South Bethlehem; part of 
Butler County consisting of the Township of Allegheny; part of 
Camhria County consisting of the Township of Reade District 
North; all of Cameron County; all of Centre County; all of 
Clarion County; part of Clearfield County consisting of the City of 
Duhois and the Townships of Beccaria, Bell, Bigler, Bloom, Boggs, 
Bradford, Brady, Bumside, Cooper, Covington, Decatur, Ferguson, 
Girard, Goshen, Graham, Greenwood, Gulich, Huston, Jordan, 
Karthaus, Knox, Lawrence, Morris, Penn, Pike, Pine, 
Sandy Precincts Falls Creek (Division I), Oklahoma, Sahula, 
Treasure Lake and West Sandy, Union and Woodward and the 
Boroughs of Brisbin, Bumside, Chester Hill, Clearfield, Coalport, 
Cunvensville, Glen Hope, Grampian, Houtzdale, Irvona, 
Lumber City, Mahaffey, New Washington, Newhurg, 
Osceola Mills, Ramey, Troutville and Wallaceton; all of 
Clinton County; part of Crawford County consisting of the City of 
Titusville and the Townships of Oil Creek and Rome and the 
Borough of Hydetown; all of Elk County; all of Forest County; pa~I 
of Huntingdon County consisting of the Townships of Barree, 
Brady, Jackson and West; part of Indiana County consisting of the 
Townships of Banks, Canoe, East Mahoning, Grant, Montgomery, 
North Mahoning, South Mahoning and West Mahoning and the 
Boroughs of Cherry Tree, Glen Campbell, Marion Center, 
Plumville and Smickshurg; all of Jefferson County; part of 
Lycoming County consisting of the Townships of Armstrong, 
Bastress, Brady, Brown, Cummings, Limestone, McHenry, 
Nippenose, Piatt, Porter, Susquehanna, Washington and Woodward 
and the Boroughs of Duhoistown, Jersey Shore and 
South Williamsport; all of McKean County; part of Mimin County 
consisting of the Townships of Brown, Menno and Union; all of 
Potter County; all of Tioga County; all of Venango County; and 
part of Warren County consisting of the City of Warren and the 
Townships of Cheny Grove, Conewango, Deerfield, Eldred, Elk, 
Fannington, Glade, Limestone, Mead, Pine Grove, Pleasant, 
Sheftield, Southwest, Triumph and Watson and the Boroughs of 
Clarendon and Tidioute. 

( 6 )  The Stxth Dlstncr is composed of pan of Berk, Counry 
con,~\t~ne of thc CIW of Readlnr and the Townshl~s of Albanv. - - . . 
Alsace, Bem, Bethel, Centre, Cumm Districts 1, 4 and 6, 
Exeter Districts 1 ,4 ,5  and 7, Greenwich, Jefferson, Lower Alsace, 
Lower Heidelberg District 2, Maidencreek, Marion, Muhlenberg, 
North Heidelberg, Ontelaunee, Penn, Peny, Richmond, Tilden, 
Tulpehocken, Upper Bem, Upper Tulpehocken and Windsor and 
the Boroughs of Bemville, Centerport, Fleetwood, Hamburg, 
Kenhorst, Laureldale, Leesport, Lenha~tsville, Mount Penn, 
Shoemakersville, Strausstown and West Reading; all of 
Carbon County; part of Lackawanna County consisting of the 
City of Scranton Wards 2 (Division 6), 4 (Divisions 1, 2, 3,4, 6 
and 7), 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 
(Division I), 22 and 24 and the Boroughs of Dunmore, Moosic and 
Taylor; paIt of Luzeme County consisting of the Cities of Hazleton, 
Nanticoke Wards 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13, Pinston 
and Wilkes-Barre and the Townships of Butler, Dorrance, 
Hanover Wards 2, 3, 5 (Division 3), 6 and 7 (Division I), 
Hazle Districts 1 - Jeddo, 2 - Milnesville, 5 - Jeanesville, 6 - 
Pardeesville, 7 - Stockon, 8 - Lattimer, 10 and 11 - Harleigh, 
Jenkins, Newport, Pittston, Plains, Slocum and Wilkes-Barre and 
the Boroughs of Ashley, Avoca, Dupont, Duryea, Hughestown, 
Jeddo, Laflin, Laurel Run, Sugar Notch, Warrior Run, 
West Hazleton Wards 1 , 2  (Division 2) and 3 and Yatesville; and 
all of Schuylkill County. 

(7) The Seventh District is composed of part of 
Chester County consisting of the Townships of East Goshen, 
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Easttown, East Whiteland (only blocks 3014, 3023 and 3024 of 
tract 302102), Thornbury, Tredyfinn, West Goshen, Westtown and 
Willistown and the Borough of Malvem; part of Delaware County 
consisting of the Townships of Aston, Bethel, Chadds Ford, 
Concord, Darby Wards 3, 4 and 5, Edgmont, Haverford, 
Lower Chichester, Marple, Middletown, Nether Providence, 
Newtown, Radnor, Ridley Wards 1 (Divisions 1 and 3), 2, 3,4,5, 
6, 7, 8 and 9, Springfield, Thombury, Tinicum Wards 3 and 5, 
Upper Chichester, Upper Darby and Upper Providence and the 
Boroughs of Aldan, Brookhaven, Chester Heights, Clifton Heights, 
Collingdale, East Lansdowne, Folcroft, Glenolden, Lansdowne, 
Marcus Hook, Media, Millboume, Morton, Nowood, Parkside, 
Prospect Park, Ridley Park, Rose Valley, Rutledge, Sharon Hill, 
Swarthmore, Trainer and Upland; and part of Montgomery County 
consisting of the Townships of Lower Providence, Upper Merion 
and Upper Providence Districts Mont Clare and Oaks and the 
Boroughs of Bridgeport, Conshohocken and West Conshohocken. 

(8) The Eighth District is composed of all of 
Bucks County; and part of Philadelphia County consisting of the 
City of Philadelphia Wards 58 (Divisions 4,6,7, 1 I, 16, 19,20,21, 
22,24,28,29,39 and 41) and 66 (Divisions 3, 6,7,9, 10, 11, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,20,21,22,23,24,25,27,29,30, 31,33,34, 
35,36, 38, 39,40,42,43,44,45 and 46). 

(9) The Ninth District is composed of all of 
Bedford County; all of Blair County; part of Clearfield County 
consisting of the Township of Sandy Precinct Falls Creek 
(Division 2); part of Cumberland County consisting of the 
Townships of Cooke, Dickinson, Hopewell, Lower Frankford, 
Lower Mimin, Middlesex Precinct 1, North Middleton Precincts I 
and 2, North Newton, Penn, South Newton, Southampton Precincts 
Lower and Upper (Division I), Upper Frankford, Upper Mifflin and 
West Pennshoro and the Boroughs of Newburg and Newille; part 
of Fayette County consisting of the Cities of Connellsville and 
Uniontown and the Townships of Bullskin, Connellsville, 
Dunhar Districts 1, 3 and 4, Henry Clay, North Union, 
Saltlick Districts I and 2, South Union, Springfield, Stewart and 
Wharton and the Boroughs of Dunbar, Markleysburg, Ohiopyle and . ~ 

South Cunnullsvillc; alrof ~rdnklln County; ill ot.~ulton Count). 
wan of I-luntinedon Counw coniistine oilhe Townshlns of Carbon. - - 
Cass, Clay, Cromwell, Dublin, Franklin, Henderson, Hopewell, 
Juniata, Lincoln, Logan, Miller, Morris, Oneida, Penn, Porter, 
Shirley, Smithfield, Springfield, Spruce Creek, Tell, Todd, Union, 
Walker, Waniors Mark and Wood and the Boroughs of Alexandria, 
Birmingham, Broad Top City, Cassville, Coalmont, Dudley, 
Huntingdon, Mapleton, Marklesburg, Mill Creek, Mount Union, 
Orbisonia, Petersburg, Rockhill, Saltillo, Shade Gap, Shirleyshurg 
and Three Springs; all of Juniata County; part of Mifflin County 
consisting of the Townships of Annagh, Bratton, Decatur, Derry, 
Granville, Oliver and Wayne and the Boroughs of Bumham, 
Juniata Terrace, Kistler, Lewistown, McVeytown and 
Newton Hamilton; all of Peny County; part of Somerset County 
consisting of the Townships of Addison, Allegheny, Black, 
Brothersvalley, Elk Lick, Fairhope, Greenville, Jefferson, Jenner, 
Larimer, Lincoln, Lower Turkeyfoot, Middlecreek, Milford, 
Northampton, Somerset, Southampton, Stonycreek, Summit and 
Upper Turkeyfoot and the Boroughs of Addison, Berlin, Boswell, 
Callimont, Casselman, Confluence, Garrett, Indian Lake, 
Jennerstown, Meyersdale, New Baltimore, New Centewille, 
Rockwood, Salisbury, Seven Springs, Shanksville, Somerset, 
Ursina and Wellershurg; and part of Westmoreland County 
consisting of the Township of Donegal District Indian Creek. 

(10) The Tenth District is composed of all of 
Bradford County; part of Lackawanna County consisting of the 
Cities of Carbondale and Scranton Wards 1 ,2  (Divisions 1 ,2 ,3 ,4  
and 5) ,  3 ,4  (Division 5), 13,21 (Divisions 2 ,3 ,4  and 5) and 23 
and the Townships of Ahington, Benton, Carhondale, Clifton, 
Covington, Elmhurst, Fell, Glenhum, Greenfield, Jefferson, 
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La Plume, Madison, Newton, North Abington, Ransom, 
Roaring Brook, Scott, South Abington, Spring Brook, Thornhurst 
and West Abington and the Boroughs of Archbald, Blakely, 
Clarks Green, Clarks Summit, Dalton, Dickson City, Jermyn, 
Jessup, Mayfield, Moscow, Old Forge, Olyphant, Throop and 
Vandling; part of Luzeme County consisting of the Townships of 
Bear Creek, Buck, Dallas, Dennison, Exeter, Fairview, Foster, 
Franklin, Kingston, Lehman Dishict Northeast, Rice and Wright 
and the Boroughs of Bear Creek Village, Dallas, Exeter, Forty Folt, 
Freeland, Nuangola, Penn Lake Park, Swoyersville Wards 1 
(Division 1) and 2 (Division 2), West Pittston, West Wyoming, 
White Haven and Wyoming; part of Lycoming County consisting 
of the City of Williamsport and the Townships of Anthony, 
Cascade, Clinton, Cogan House, Eldred, Fairfield, Franklin, 
Gamble, Hepburn, Jackson, Jordan, Lewis, Loyalsock, Lycoming, 
Mclntyre, McNen, Mimin, Mill Creek, Moreland, Muncy, 
Muncy Creek, Old Lycoming, Penn, Pine, Plunketts Creek, 
Shrewsbury, Upper Fairfield, Watson and Wolf and the Boroughs 
of Hughesville, Montgomery, Montoursville, Muncy, Picture Rocks 
and Salladasburg; part of Monroe County consisting of the 
Townships of Barren, Chestnuthill District I, Coolbaugh, Eldred, 
Middle Smithfield, Paradise, Pocono, Polk, Price, Smithfield, 
Stroud, Tobyhanna and Tunkhannock and the Boroughs of 
Delaware Water Gap, East Stroudsburg, Mount Pocono and 
Shoudsburg; all of Pike County; all of Sullivan County; all of 
Susquehanna County; all of Wayne County; and all of Wyoming 
County. 

(11) The Eleventh Dishict is composed of part of 
Armshong County consisting of the Townships of Boggs, 
Bradys Bend, Cadogan, East Franklin, Hovey, Kittanning, 
Madison, Mahoning, North Buffalo, Perry, Pine, Rayburn, 
Redbank, South Buffalo, Sugarcreek, Valley, Washington, 
Wayne and West Franklin and the Boroughs of Applewold, Dayton, 
Kittanning, Parker City, West Kittanning and Worthington; part of 
Butler County consisting of the City of Butler and the Townships 
of Adams, Brady, Buffalo, Butler, Center, Cherry, Clay, Clearfield, 
Clinton, Concord, Connoquenessing, Cranberry, Donegal, 
F a i ~ e w ,  Forward, Franklin, Jackson, Jefferson, Lancaster, Marion, 
Mercer, Middlesex, Muddy Creek, Oakland, Parker, Penn, 
Slippery Rock, Summit, Venango, Washington, Winfield and 
Wolth and the Boroughs of Bruin, Callery, Cherry Valley, Chicora, 
Connoquenessing, East Butler, Eau Claire, Evans City, Fairview, 
Harmony, Harrisville, Karns City, Mars, Petrolia, Portersville, 
Prospect, Saxonburg, Seven Fields, Slippery Rock, Valencia, 
West Liberty, West Sunbury and Zelienople; part of 
Crawford County consisting of the City of Meadville and the 
Townships of Athens, Beaver, Bloomfield, Cambridge, Conneaut, 
Cussewago, East Fairfield, East Fallowfield, East Mead, Fairfield, 
Greenwood, Hayfield, North Shenango, Pine, Randolph, 
Richmond, Rockdale, Sadsbury, South Shenango, Sparta, Spring, 
Steuben, Summerhill, Summit, Troy, Union, Venango, Vernon, 
Wayne, West Fallowfield, West Mead, West Shenango 
and Woodcock and the Boroughs of Blooming Valley, 
Cambridge Springs, Centerville, Cochranton, Conneaut Lake, 
Conneautville, Linesville, Saegertown, Spartansburg, Springboro, 
Townville, Venango and Woodcock; all of Erie County; part of 
Mercer County consisting of the Townships of Coolspring, 
Deer Creek, Delaware, East Lackawannock, Fairview, Findley, 
French Creek, Greene, Hempfield, Jackson, Jefferson, 
Lackawannock, Lake, Liberty, Mill Creek, New Vernon, 
Otter Creek, Perry, Pine, Salem, Sandy Creek, Sandy Lake, 
Springfield, Sugar Grove, West Salem, Wilrnington, Wolf Creek 
and Worth and the Boroughs of Fredonia, Greenville, Grove City, 
Jackson Center, Jamestown, Mercer, New Lebanon, Sandy Lake, 
Sheakleyville and Stoneboro; and p& of Warren County consisting 
of the Townships of Brokenshaw, Columbus, Freehold, Pinsfield, 

Spring Creek and Sugar Grove and the Boroughs of Bear Lake, 
Sugar Grove and Youngsville. 

(12) The Twelflh Dishict is composed of part of Allegheny 
County consisting of the Township of Springdale; part of 
Armstrong County consisting of the Townships of Bethel, Burrell, 
Cowanshannock, Gilpin, Kiskiminetas, Manor, Parks, 
Plumcreek and South Bend and the Boroughs of Apollo, Atwood, 
Elderton, Ford City, Ford Cliff, Freeport, Leechburg, Manowille, 
North Apollo and Rural Valley; part of Cambria County consisting 
of the City of Johnstown and the Townships of Adams, Allegheny, 
Ban; Blacklick, Cambria, Chest, Clearfield, Conemaugh, Cresson, 
Croyle, Dean, East Carroll, East Taylor, Elder, Gallitzin, Jackson, 
Lower Yoder, Middle Taylor, Munster, Portage, Reade Dishict 
South, Richland, Stonycreek, Summerhill, Susquehanna, 
Upper Yoder, Washington, West Carroll, West Taylor and 
White and the Boroughs of Ashville, Brownstown, Carrolltown, 
Cassandra, Chest Springs, Cresson, Daisytown, Dale, 
East Conemaugh, Ebensburg, Ehrenfeld, Ferndale, Franklin, 
Gallitzin, Geistown, Hastings, Lilly, Lorain, Loretto, Nanty Glo, 
Northern Cambria, Patton, Portage, Sankertown, Scalp Level, 
South Fork, Southmont, Summerhill, Tunnelhill (Cambria County 
portion), Vintondale, Westmont and Wilmore; part of 
Clearfield County consisting of the Township of Chest and the 
Borough of Westover; part of Fayette County consisting of the 
Townships of Brownsville, Dunbar Dishict 2, Franklin, 
German Dishict 3, Jefferson, Lower Tyrone, Luzerne District 5, 
Menallen, Perry, Redstone, Saltlick District 3, Upper Tyrone and 
Washington and the Boroughs of Belle Vernon, Dawson, Everson, 
Fayette City, Newell, Penyopolis and Vanderbilt; part of 
Indiana County consisting of the Townships of Armshong, 
Black Lick, Brush Valley, Buffington, Burrell, Center, Cherryhill, 
Conemaugh, East Wheatfield, Green, Pine, Rayne, Washington, 
West Wheatfield, White and Young and the Boroughs of Armagh, 
Blairsville, Clymer, Creekside, Ernest, Homer City, Indiana, 
Saltsburg and Shelocta; part of Somerset County consisting of the 
Townships of Conemaugh, Ogle, Paint, Quemahoning and 
Shade and the Boroughs of Benson, Cenhal City, Hooversville, 
Paint, Stoystown and Windber; and part of Westmoreland County 
consisting of the Cities of Arnold, Greensburg, Jeannette, Lahobe, 
Lower Burrell, Monessen and New Kensington and the Townships 
of Allegheny, Bell, Cook, Deny, Donegal District Four Mile Run, 
East Huntingdon, Fairfield, Hempfield, Ligonier, Loyalhanna, 
Mount Pleasant, Penn Wards 1 , 3  (all Divisions except 3) and 4 
(Division 2), Roshaver, Salem, Sewickley, South Huntingdon, 
St. Clair, Unity, Upper Burrell and Washington and the Boroughs 
of Adamsburg, Arona, Avonmore, Bolivar, Delmont, Deny, 
Donegal, East Vandergrift, Export, Hunker, Hyde Park, 
Laurel Mountain, Ligonier, Madison, Mount Pleasant, Murrysville 
Districts East Manordale, East Murrysville, Manordale, 
Newlonsburg, Sardis and West Murrysville, New Alexandria, 
New Florence, New Stanton, North Belle Vernon, Oklahoma, 
Penn, Scottdale, Seward, Smithton, South Greensburg, 
Southwest Greensburg, Sutersville, Vandergrift, West Leechburg, 
West Newton, Youngstown and Youngwood. 

(13) The Thirteenth District is composed of part of 
Montgomery County consisting of the Townships of Abington, 
Hatfield, Horsham, Lower Frederick, Lower Gwynedd, 
Lower Morelsnd, Lower Porrsgrove, Lower Snlford, Marlborough 
lonlv block 2999 of rracr 2076001. Montnomcrv. New Hanovcr. 
spr;ngfield, Towamencin, uppd; ~ u b K n ,  upper ~rederick; 
Upper Gwynedd Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6,  Upper Hanover 
Dishict 2, Upper Moreland, Upper Salford, Whitemarsh Districts 
East, Middle (Divisions 1, 4 and 5) and West (Division 3) and 
Whitpain and the Boroughs of Ambler, Bryn Athyn, Green Lane 
(o111y blocks 3007, 3008, 3009, 3010, 3011, 3012, 3013, 3014, 
3015, 3022 and 3997 of hact 207600), Hathoro, Hatfield, 
Jenkintown, Lansdale, North Wales and Rockledge; and part of 
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Philadelphia County consisting of the City of Philadelphia 
Wards 35 (Divisions2,3,4,5,6,7, 8 ,9,  10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
25 and 32), 41,45,53 (Divisions 5 ,20  and 21), 55,56 (Divisions 
2,3 ,4 ,5 ,6 ,7 ,8 ,9 ,10 ,11 ,12 ,13 ,14 ,16 ,17 ,18 ,19 ,20 ,21 ,22 ,  
23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36, 37,38, 39,40 
and 41), 57,58 (Divisions 1,2,3,5,  8,9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 
23, 25, 26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38,40, 42, 43 and 
44),62(Divisions 1 , 2 , 3 , 4 , 5 , 6 , 8 , 9 ,  12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 
20,21,22,23,24,25 and 26), 63,64,65 and 66 (Divisions 1,2,4, 
5, 8, 12,26,28, 32, 37 and 41). 

(14) The Fourteenth District is composed of part of 
Allegheny County consisting of the Cities of McKeesport 
and Pittsburgh and the Townships of Kennedy, Neville, 
North Versailles Wards 1, 2, 3 (Division I), 4, 5, 6 and 7, 
Penn Hills, Reserve, Robinson, Shaler Ward 1 (Division 4), 
Stowe and Wilkins and the Boroughs of Aspinwall, Avalon, 
Baldwin Districts 1 ,2 ,3 ,4 ,  12, 13, 15 and 16, Bellevue, Blawnox, 
Braddock, Braddock Hills, Brentwood, Castle Shannon, Chalfant, 
Churchill, Coraopolis, Crafton, Dormont, East McKeesport, 
East Pittsburgh, Edgewood, Emsworth, Etna, Forest Hills, 
Glenfield, Homestead, Ingram, McKees Rocks, Millvale, 
Mount Oliver, Munhall, North Braddock, Pennsbury Village, 
Rankin, Rosslyn Farms, Sharpsburg, Swissvale, Thornburg, 
Turtle Creek, Verona, Wall, West Homestead, Whitehall Districts 
7 and 15, Wilkinsburg and Wilmerding. 

(15) The Fifteenth District is composed of all of 
Lehigh County; part of Monroe County consisting of the 
Townships of Chestnuthill Districts 2 , 3  and 4, Hamilton, Jackson 
and Ross; part of Montgomery County consisting of the 
Townships of Franconia, Marlborough (all blocks except 2999 of 
tract 207600), Salford and Upper Hanover Districts 1 and 3 and the 
Boroughs of East Greenville, Green Lane (all blocks except 3007, 
3008,3009,3010,301 1,3012,3013,3014,3015,3022 and 3997 
of tract 207600), Pennsburg, Red Hill, Souderton and Telford 
(Montgomery County portion); and all of Northampton County. 

(16) The Sixteenth District is composed of part of 
Chester County consisting of the Townships of Birmingham, 
East Bradford District South, East Fallowfield, East Marlborough, 
East Nottingham, Elk, Franklin, Highland, Kennett, 
London Britain, London Grove, Londondeny, Lower Oxford, 
New Garden, New London, Newlin, Penn, Pennsbury, 
Upper Oxford, West Fallowfield, West Marlborough and 
West Nottingham and the Boroughs of Avondale, Kennett Square, 
Oxford, Parkesburg, West Chester and West Grove; all of Lancaster 
County; and part of Lebanon County consisting of the City of 
Lebanon and the Townships of North Comwall, North Lebanon, 
South Lebanon, West Comwall and West Lebanon and the 
Boroughs of Cleona and Cornwall. 

(17) The Seventeenth District is composed of all of 
Columbia County; all of Dauphin County; part of Lebanon County 
consisting of the Townships of Annville, Bethel, Cold Spring, 
East Hanover, Jackson District West, North Annville, 
North Londondeny, South Annville, South Londonderry, Swatara 
and Union and the Boroughs of Jonestown, Mount Gretna and 
Palmyra; part of Luzerne County consisting of the City of 
Nanticoke Wards I and 4 and the Townships of Black Creek, 
Conyngham, Fairmount, Hanover Wards 1 ,4 ,5  (Divisions 1 and 2) 
and 7 (Divisions 2 and 3), Hazle Districts 3 - West Hazleton, 4 - 
Beaverbrook and 9 - Cranberry, Hollenback, Hunlock, Huntington, 
Jackson, Lake, Lehman Districts Middle and Southwest, 
Nescopeck, Plymouth, Ross, Salem, Sugarloaf and Union and the 
Boroughs of Conyngham, Courtdale, Edwardsville, Haweys Lake, 
Kingston, Larksville, Luzerne, Nescopeck, New Columbus, 
Plymouth, Pringle, Shickshinny, Swoyersville Wards 1 
(Division 2), 2 (Division 1) and 3 and West Hazleton Ward 2 

(18) The Eighteenth District is composed of part of 
Allegheny County consisting of the Cities of Clairton and , 
Duquesne and the Townships of Elizabeth, Forward, 
North Versailles Ward 3 (Division 2), South Park and 
South Versailles and the Boroughs of Dravosburg, Elizabeth, 
Glassport, Jefferson Hills, Liberty, Lincoln, Monroeville Wards 1, 
2 (Divisions 1 and 2), 3 (Divisions I,  2 and 3), 4 (Division 3), 5, 
6 and 7, Pitcairn, Port Vue, Trafford (Allegheny County portion), 
Versailles, West Elizabeth, West Mifflin, Whitaker and White Oak; 
part of Beaver County consisting of the Cities of Aliquippa and 
Beaver Falls and the Townships of Brighton, Center, Chippewa, 
Darlington, Greene, Hanover, Harmony, Hopewell, Independence, 
North Sewickley District 4 Ellwood City Boro, Patterson, Potter, 
Pulaski, Raccoon, Rochester, South Beaver, Vanport and White and 
the Boroughs of Ambridge, Baden, Beaver, Big Beaver, 
Bridgewater, Conway, Darlington, East Rochester, Eastvale, 
Fallston, Frankfort Springs, Freedom, Georgetown, Glasgow, 
Homewood, Hookstown, Industry, Koppel, Midland, Monaca, 
New Brighton, New Galilee, Ohioville, Patterson Heights, 
Rochester, Shippingport, South Heights and West Mayfield; part of 
Fayette County consisting of the Townships of Georges, 
Gennan Districts 1, 2,4, 5 ,6  and 7, Luzerne Districts I,  2, 3 , 4  and 
6, Nicholson and Springhill and the Boroughs of Brownsville, 
Fairchance, Masontown, Point Marion and Smithfield; all of 
Greene County; part of Lawrence County consisting of the City of 
New Castle and the Townships of Little Beaver, Mahoning, 
North Beaver, Pulaski, Shenango, Taylor, Union and Wayne 
and the Boroughs of Bessemer, Ellport, Ellwood City 
(Lawrence County portion), Enon Valley, New Beaver, S.N.P.J., 
South New Castle and Wampum; part of Mercer County consisting 
of the Cities of Farrell, Hermitage and Sharon and the Townships 
of Pymatuning, Shenango and South Pymatuning and the Boroughs 
of Clark, Sharpsville, West Middlesex and Wheatland; and part of 
Washington County consisting of the Cities of Monongahela and 
Washington and the Townships of Amwell District 2, Blaine, 
Buffalo, Canton, Carroll, Cecil Districts 1, 2, 3 , 4  and 5, Chartiers, 
Cross Creek, Donegal, East Bethlehem, East Finley, Fallowfield, 
Hanover, Hopewell, Independence, Jefferson, Morris, 
Mount Pleasant, North Bethlehem, North Franklin, North Strabane 
District 3, Robinson, Smith, Somerset, South Franklin, Union, 
West Bethlehem, West Finley and West Pike Run and the Boroughs 
of Allenport, Beallsville, Bentleyville, Burgettstown, California, 
Canonsburg, Centerville, Charleroi, Claysville, Coal Center, 
Cokeburg, Deemston, Donora, Dunlevy, East Washington, Elco, 
Ellsworth, Finleyville, Green Hills, Houston, Long Branch, 
Marianna, McDonald, Midway, New Eagle, North Charleroi, 
Roscoe, Speers, Stockdale, Twilight, West Alexander, 
West Brownsville and West Middletown. 

(19) The Nineteenth District is composed of all of 
Adams County; part of Cumberland County consisting of the 
Townships of East Pennsboro, Hampden, Lower Allen, Middlesex 
Precinct 2, Monroe, North Middleton Precinct 3, Shippensburg, 
Silver Spring, South Middleton, Southampton District Upper 
(Division 2) and Upper Allen and the Boroughs of Camp Hill, 
Carlisle, Lemoyne, Mechanicsburg, Mount Holly Springs, 
New Cumberland, Shippensburg (Cumberland County portion), 
Shiremanstown and Wormleysburg; and all of York County. 

O n  the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendment? 

T h e  SPEAKER. On the question o f  the adoption o f  the 
Perzel amendment, the Chair recognizes the Democratic 
floor leader, Mr. DeWeese. Will the gentleman yield. 

(~ iv i s ion  I);  all of ~ o n t o u r  County; all of Northumberland I Members, please take your seats. Sergeants at  Arms, keep the 
County; all of Snyder County; and all of Union County. area behind the rail cleared. 
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Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
By way of explanation to our caucus, earlier in the afternoon we 

had been under the impression that there might be changes and 
alterations in the maps that were caucused upon yesterday. 
This has not been the case. Therefore, when the majority leader 
inquired as to whether it would be appropriate to proceed with this 
bill and the amendment, I indicated in the affirmative because we 
have caucused at length, over 2 hours yesterday, on this exact same 
effort. 

I think that the Perzel amendment is a significant step in the 
right direction, but it gives me pause in a couple of areas: one, 
political fairness. The Democrats in Pennsylvania number about 
3.7 million, and the Republicans in Pennsylvania number 
approximately 3.2 million. There are between 400,000 and 
500,000 more Democrats than Republicans in the State. We lost 
population compared to the rest of the Union in the last 10 years, 
and the inexorable result of that outmigration of population is a 
loss of two seats. In Plato's Republic we would lose one seat and 
the majority party, the Republican Party, would lose one seat. 
As the gentleman from Oakmont realizes, this is not Plato's 
Republic. This is roll-up-your-sleeves, hardball politics, and the 
Perzel amendment would eliminate two Democratic seats, one in 
the east and one in the west. 

Now, the brass-knuckles phenomenon of the loss of two seats 
is eminently more alluring than what happened last night. The 
unpalatable obscenity vomited forth by the Republican Senate is 
at least palliated by Mr. Perzel's amendment. Last night's 
alternative would be the elimination of four Democratic 
congressional seats, notwithstanding the fact that there are about 
a half a million more Democrats in Pennsylvania than there are 
Republicans. 

The second reason, other than political fairness, would be 
community fairness. We had a plan, Mr. Speaker, that I think 
supersedes the Perzel amendment, and that plan would keep 
Montgomery County whole. Montgomery County is the largest 
Republican county in Pennsylvania. It is becoming more politically 
independent, politically independent, as time rolls on, but almost 
since the beginning of time Montgomery County has had its own 
congressional seat. Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, that big, 
bustling suburb around Philadelphia. has 750,000 people. You 
only need a little over 600,000 for a congressional seat. 
They should have a congressional seat, and the honorable 
majority leader's amendment does not include Montgomery 
County's whole congressional seat. 

The Lackawanna County-Luzerne County area is also being 
treated in a comparatively cavalier fashion, Mr. Speaker. 
Luzerne County forms the basis of a congressional district. 
Its population comprises almost 1 112 congressional districts. It has 
always remained a whole congressional preserve, and Mr. Perzel's 
effort counters Luzerne County being one congressional seat. 
In fact, it is fractured almost unrecognizably into three different 
congressional seats. 

Mr. Speaker, may I have some order, please? 
The SPEAKER. Members, please. The conference by the 

majority leader's desk; the conferences along the wall. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Conferences, please cease. 
Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWEESE. The city of Scranton is also rendered less able 
to participate in its congressional elections in the h r e  because it 
is split down the heart. So in Montgomery County, 
Luzerne County, in the city of Scranton, our option to the 
gentleman, Mr. Perzel, I thmk is much more attractive. 

And the third and final reason that I am somewhat tentative on 
the gentleman's amendment compared to the one that we had 
offered is the seniority in the United States congressional 
establishment that Representative Murtha, Representative 
Kanjorski, Representative Borski project. The Perzel amendment 
is preferable to the Senate paperwork by a mile, but it still falls 
short in protecting the decades of public service that have 
accumulated on the part of some of our Democratic congressional 
colleagues. 

I think that the more egalitarian vote would be for a vote that 
the Democrats are wishing to offer, Mr. Speaker, and I would like 
to call for a suspension of the rules in order to offer that 
amendment - at the appropriate time. 

The SPEAKER. Well, is this the appropriate time? 
Mr. DeWEESE. With all due respect, sir, you wield the gavel. 
The SPEAKER. At the moment -thank you for reminding me 

' of that - at tlie moment we are on the Perzel amendment. 
I will recognize you at the conclusion of the debate on the 
Perzel amendment. 

Do you have anythmg further on that amendment? 
Mr. DeWEESE. On the Perzel amendment? 

1 The SPEAKER. Yes. 
I 

Mr. Blaum. 
I am sony; I did not mean to cut you off. Have you completed 

debate on the Perzel amendment? 
Mr. DeWEESE. I have completed the initial phase, the 

dominant phase; yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. All right. 
Mr. Blaum, on the Perzel amendment. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak on the 

Perzel amendment, but in anticipation of the Democratic leader's 
amendment, I would wait until that point in time. 

Could we suspend for just one second? 
The SPEAKER. The House is at ease for a moment. 
Mr. Blaum, as I understand the minority leader, when the 

Perzel amendment is disposed of, he is going to move to suspend 
the rules to offer his own amendment. You will not be permitted 
to speak on the question of suspension of the rules- 

Mr. BLAUM. I will speak now. 
The SPEAKER. -unless  the gentleman yields to you. 
Mr. BLAUM. I will speak now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as was just pointed out by the Speaker and the 

Democratic leader, an amendment will be offered in the near 
future, a motion to suspend the rules to offer an amendment which 
I believe will present a plan much fairer to the people of 
Pennsylvania, but in anticipation of that - and that is not before us 
now - what is before us now is the Perzel amendment, and we 
need to talk about this amendment before us now. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill, this Senate bill that came over from the 
Senate, while there are many, many problems with it, is devastating 
to northeastern Pennsylvania. The Perzel amendment does not 
make any changes to improve the situation in northeastern 
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Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, but it does continue this process. 
It does amend this bill to send it back to the Senate and does not 
end the process and put into effect the devastating plan which 
came over from the Senate. 

For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I will be voting for the 
Perzel amendment, even though it does not make improvements, 
simply to prolong this process so that hopefully cooler heads will 
prevail and we will adopt a congressional reapportionment plan for 
northeastern Pennsylvania that serves the people. 

Mr. Speaker, we are fully aware that the number of 
Congressmen in this State needs to decline from 21 to 19. We are 
political realists, Mr. Speaker, and we understand that the current 
Congressman from the 1 lth Congressional District centered in the 
Wikes-Barre area needs to face off with the current Congressman 
from the Sixth Legislative District centered in the Reading area. 
That is fair, Mr. Speaker, and we have accepted that fact over the 
last 6 to 7 months. But that is not what came out of the Senate of 
Pennsylvania. Because of the efforts of Congressman Sherwood 
from the 10th Congressional District and his efforts, his crass 
efforts to shed two-thirds of the city of Scranton, Mr. Speaker, the 
city of Scranton under this current plan is now divided. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
There are entirely too many conferences on the floor. They are 

centered around the two leaders' desks and the areas near them. 
Please. You are distracting to those who are engaged in debate. 
Many of the offenders are staff people, but there are just as many 
elected members engaged in needless conversation. Please hold 
off. This is important to the people debating. 

Mr. Blaum, I apologize. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
As I said, Mr. Speaker, because of the crass efforts of the 

Congressman from the 10th Congressional District, the city of 
Scranton now stands, under SB 1200 and the Perzel amendment, 
divided. That is a crime. This is a city of 75,000 people roughly, 
should not be divided, but guess how it is divided? It is divided so 
the current Congressman of the 10th District sheds two-thirds of 
the city of Scranton, the Democratic piece of the city of Scranton, 
and cedes that to us in Wilkes-Barre so that the new Congressman 
from this Sixth Congressional District will represent, under this 
plan, all the way from the city of Scranton through the city of 
Wilkes-Barre, Pittston, Nanticoke, all the way down to the city of 
Reading in Berks County. I do not know that one human being can 
represent all the diverse interests associated and included in this 
plan. 

Mr. Speaker, when you divide, when the Congressman in the 
10th Congressional District divided the city of Scranton, the ripple 
effect is, the ripple effect is that Lackawanna County obviously is 
now divided. The ripple effect is then that the county of Luzerne 
is divided into three congressional districts for the first time ever. 

Mr. Speaker, believe it or not, in downtown Wilkes-Barre, 
which I represent, I will be represented by Congressman 
Kanjorski. I could take a stone, Mr. Speaker, and throw it to 
Representative Mundy's house. Under this plan, Mr. Speaker, 
Representative Mundy will be represented by Congressman 
George Gekas of Harrisburg. That is so absurd. From 
Representative Mundy's house she could take a stone and, 
with her good right arm, she could throw a stone and hit 
Representative Yudichak's house, and they are going to be 
represented by Congressman Sherwood. In fact, in fact, the city of 

Nanticoke is also divided between Congressman Kanjorski and 
Representative Gekas. > 

I love politics, Mr. Speaker, and I enjoy watching the chess 
game that happens every 10 years called reapportionment, and as 
I said at the top of my remarks, we are political realists and 
understand that the Democratic Congressman from the 
1 lth Congressional District needs to face off against his friend, the 
Democratic Congressman from the Sixth Congressional District, 
but what needs to be fured, Mr. Speaker, is what the Congressman 
from the 10th Congressional District did in protecting his own 
political interests and sacrificing the interests of the city of 
Scranton, the county of Lackawanna, the county of Luzerne, and 
I daresay all of northeastern Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I want everyone in northeastern Pennsylvania to 
understand that Congressman Joe McDade would never let that 
happen. Congressman Joe McDade, if he was still in office, would 
never let, would never let this reapportionment plan come out of 
the Pennsylvania State Senate. Congressman Joe McDade would 
have protected the city of Scranton, he would have protected 
Lackawanna County, and he would have protected Luzerne County 
and the interests of the people, and it can be done, Mr. Speaker, it 
can be done without affecting any other congressional districts as 
they are currently drawn or the new districts that need to be created 
in the southeast. 

Mr. Speaker, so for very convoluted reasons, even though the 
Perzel amendment does not change the map that is currently drawn 
in northeastern Pennsylvania, I will support the Perzel amendment 
because we need to continue this process so that hopehlly these 
gross misjudgments on the part of Congressman Shenvood from 
the 10th Congressional District can be corrected. 

So I would ask the members for an affirmative vote. 
Having said that, Mr. Speaker, obviously I would also be voting in 
support of the motion by the minority leader to suspend the rules 
so that he could offer a plan that does, actually does make the fuc. 
and correct the travesty which was brought about by Congressman 
Don Sherwood. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman Erom Mercer, Mr. Wilt. 
Mr. WILT. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of the Perzel amendment to SB 1200. 
As someone who represents a district in the northwest of 

Pennsylvania, I would like to very briefly just compare and 
contrast the Penel amendment to the Senate bill that has been sent 
over. 

Currently the 2 1st Congressional District, which will become 
the 1 lth Congressional District, is comprised of the counties of 
Erie, parts of Crawford, all of Mercer, and Butler County. Under 
the Senate plan, which we are amending today, we would have had 
four new counties introduced into that legislative district - parts of 
Warren, parts of Venango, parts of Clarion, and parts of 
Armstrong. To me that is simply too much area, too much area to 
add to a congressional district. The Perzel amendment would take 
the now 1 lth District, simply add the balance of Butler County 
and a portion of Armstrong County and a small portion of 
Warren County, which makes much more sense. 

Now, we have been told that the Senate bill is being crafted to 
create another congressional district in southwestern Pennsylvania. 
My problem with that is that - and my family is from southwestern 
Pennsylvania; I have a lot of relatives down there - that they have 
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contributed greatly to the population loss that we have in 
Pennsylvania, and with declining population, we are going to add 
a congressional seat? It makes absolutely no sense to add a 
congressional seat in the southwestern part of ~enns~lvania with 
the hope that perhaps we could carry it, the Republicans could 
carry it, in an election. 

I think when we look at the House Republican plan for 
reapportionment for northwest Pennsylvania, it makes the most 
sense. It is the best opportunity that we have to make sure that the 
folks in northwestern Pennsylvania maintain their identity. It 
makes the most sense fiom the way that the population has shifted 
in Pennsylvania, and it simply handles the situation in 
southwestern Mercer County in a way that it can be handled and be 
handled appropriately rather than taking Representative Gruitza's 
district and basically splitting off his back yard fiom his front yard. 

This amendment is the best thing that we could possibly do in 
the reapportionment process for the congressional district in 
northwest Pennsylvania. I urge all of my colleagues to support the 
Perzel amendment. 

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

Cambria County, Mr. Yewcic. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield, please. 
Conferences in the aisles, please break up. Take your seats, 

please. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
After watching briefly the Senate debate Monday night, it was 

obvious that the current bill, SB 1200, was nothing more than a 
self-serving piece of legislation that created a couple districts so 
two State Senators could run for Congress. I think that serves 
nothing more than to disenfranchise Pennsylvania voters from 
going to the polls, and that is the type of legislation we do not 
need. 

So I certainly support the Perzel amendment in that it makes 
congressional districts more concise, more central, and probably 
better geographically for Congressmen to serve. However, 
I probably will not support the bill in that it does separate 
geographic regions that have been together for many years and 
identify with each other. Under the Senate bill Cambria County 
would be in the same congressional district as Greene County, 
bordering Ohio and West Virginia, whlch makes no sense at all. 
At least under the Perzel amendment it would be more central, 
workable. However, it does separate geographic areas such as 
Cambria and Somerset Counties, which have been in the same 
geographic area politically for many, many years and I do not think 
should be separated. 

Therefore, I will support the Perzel amendment but I will not 
support the bill. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady, Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise with a concern about this bill, this amendment, which is 

constitutional. As I have explained before to a number of people 
in various committees and I am happy to have the opportunity to 
explain again, this bill was referred by the House to the 
Appropriations Committee on Monday, because we held the 
calendar open, legislative time Monday, to the Appropriations 
Committee. It, however, in my opinion, was not available to be 

referred to the Appropriations Committee because it had not been 
reported out by the standing committee to which it was originally 
referred. It was referred to and reported-- It was reported out of 
the standing committee, which is the State Government 
Committee, which is a committee of which I am the Democratic 
chair, on Tuesday. Therefore, it was referred before it was 
reported. This sounds very technical- 

The SPEAKER. Will the lady yield, please. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Certainly, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Come on. Conferences on the side aisles, 

please break up. Conferences, please break up. Staff people on the 
floor not engaged in this bill, please leave the floor or be seated. 

Ms. Josephs, I am sorry. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This sounds very technical and very complicated and very 

abstruse and very arcane, but what happened, because this bill was 
referred before it was in a position to be reported, was that we 
missed a legitimate first reading. The Constitution of Pennsylvania 
requires that every bill have three readings. There is good reason 
for this. The people who wrote our Constitution understood that 
the public, through the press or directly or through us, ought to 
have an opportunity on three different days to see th~s  bill come up 
so that proper input, proper evaluation, and proper opinion can be 
conveyed to their elected Representatives, for whom we work. The 
public pays our salary. We are their servants. We are bound to 
follow the Constitution. 

The Constitution says three different readings on three different 
days. That did not happen. Article 111, section 4, of the 
Pennsylvania Constitution, the first sentence says, "Every bill shall 
be considered on three different days in each House." 

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER 

Ms. JOSEPHS. In this House, because t h ~ s  bill was referred 
improperly before it was reported - again, let me remind you, it 
was reported on Tuesday, December 11; it was referred on 
Monday, December 10 -because of that, I believe that we are in 
violation of our Constitution, which we are pledged when we take 
our oath to support, and I move that this bill and all of the 
amendments attached thereto be declared unconstitutional under 
Pennsylvania's Constitution, Article 111, section 4. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
The lady, Ms. Josephs, of Philadelphia, raises the point of order 

that SB 1200, and any amendments thereto, is unconstitutional. 
Under rule 4, the Speaker is required to submit questions 

affecting the constitutionality of a bill and amendments to the 
House for decision. The Chair now does that. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Perzel, on the question. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, just for the information of the 
members, this was read across the desk on Monday, it was read 
across the desk on Tuesday, and we are in Wednesday's session. 
Everything that we did was fully within the Constitution, 
Mr. Speaker. 
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Therefore, I would have to ask the members for a "no" vote on 
the motion that this is not constitutional. 

The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. It would be very interesting, I think- 
The SPEAKER. Will the lady yield. 
Mr. Perzel, I think you- 
Mr. PERZEL. I apologize, Mr. Speaker; a "yes" vote. 
The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs. I am sorry. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
When the House State Government Committee was convening, 

I looked at all the documents - the attendance sheet; the recording 
of the people who made motions and the second; the vote calls, the 
record of the votes; the proxies that my members and some 
members on the Republican side signed. All of them, all of them 
were dated December 11. The record of our own House-- 

The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs, please. Your question is on 
constitutionality. What took place at a committee meeting is out of 
order. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. With all due respect - thank you, Mr. Speaker 
-the gentleman who spoke before me said it was read Monday, it 
was read Tuesday, it was read Wednesday. I am speaking to the 
reading on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. And the references he made are referenced to 
action that took place on the floor, not in committee. I am only 
being critical of your bringing in committee activity at this time, 
not anythmg that took place on the floor. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Not activity; the date of when the committee 
met. 

The SPEAKER. I am not going to argue with you about it. Just 
try and hold it- 

Ms. JOSEPHS. I think I made my point. 
The SPEAKER. Wait, please. Just try and hold it to the 

constitutionality question. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. The date that the committee met, regardless of 

what activity took place, was in real time December 11, Tuesday. 
That was the date that the bill was reported out. The reading took 
place on Monday, the 10th. That is not a proper reading under this 
Constitution. 

I think we ought to honor our own Constitution. We are sworn 
to honor our Constitution. This is not an arcane point. This is 
really, really important for our constituents, particularly on a bill 
of this import. Of course, everybody on this floor will vote in the 
way he or she feels his conscience or her conscience leads her or 
hlm, but I make the argument that those people who call this kind 
of parliamentary legerdemain, this type of arrogance, this type of 
disregard of the process which makes us look like an honest body, 
which actually would make us an honest body, is a very bad vote. 
It hurts all of us. 

We all know politicians are not held in very high regard. 
This is the kind of thing that makes that happen- 

The SPEAKER. Ms. Josephs, constitutionality, please. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. I ask everybody who cares about this process 

in this House and about democracy in general, actually, to vote 
with me. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I would appreciate it if you would clariq for 
the body whether a "yes" or a "no" vote is proper if they are going 
to vote for me. I would appreciate that. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. You want a "no" vote. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of constitutionality, 
Mr. DeWeese, did you desire recognition? I 

Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. I just want to clarify one thing: The bill history 

indicates the bill was reported out of committee Monday, 
but actually, it was reported out of committee yesterday. I think 
we have t o - -  I just want everyone to understand the distinction 
between legislative time and real time. In fact, the bill was reported 
yesterday and in real time got both first and second consideration 
yesterday and third consideration today. So if one reads the 
Constitution as saying it needs consideration on three separate 
days, meaning the type days we all understand, it has only gotten 
2 days. If one is willing to suspend that and view this in the world 
of the legislature, that is how we get the 3 days. So it is really only 
2 days in real people's time. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Notwithstanding the efficacy of the gentlelady's argumentation 

and perhaps even the precise constitutional accuracy of her 
polemics, it is no secret that the parliamentary contrivances that we 
have been dealing with for the over quarter century that I have 
served in this chamber are not being sullied today; they are being 
followed today. And out of respect for the parliamentary 
machinations, if you will, but the regular sense of doing business 
in this chamber, we must move the process along for our 
congressional reapportionment. We will have an opportunity to at 
least attempt to suspend the rules and fortify this amendment and 
this bill later on, and with respect to my gentle colleague, I would 
ask that her position not be sustained and that the motion on 
constitutionality be rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of constitutionality, those believing the bill and 

the amendments before us to be constitutional will vote "aye"; 
those opposed will vote "no." Ms. Josephs urges a "no" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Evans, J. Maher Sainato 
Argall Fairchild Maitland Sather 
Armstrong Feese Major Saylor 
Baker, J. Fichter Markosek Schroder 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Belardi 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Blaum 
B o y s  
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxron 
Cappelli 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gabig 
Cannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 

Marsico 
Mayemik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhimey 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 

I Cohen, L. I. Hess Petrone Veon 
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Coleman Horsey Phillips Watson 
Comell Hutchinson Pickett Wilt 
Conigan Jadlowiec P~PPY Wogan 
Creighton Keller Pistella Wojnaroski 
Dailey Kenney Preston Wright, M. 
Daley Krebs Raymond Yewcic 
Dally LaGrotta Readshaw Zimmennan 
DeLuca Lederer Reinard zug 
DeWeese Leh Rohrer 
DiGirolamo Lewis Ross 
Donatucci Lynch Rubley RY an, 
Egolf Mackereth Ruffing Speaker 

N A Y S 1  

Bebko-Jones Freeman McCall Sturla 
Belfanti George Melio Surra 
Bishop Grucela Mundy Tangretti 
Caltagirone Harhai Myers Thomas 
Casorio James Pallone Travaglio 
Cohen, M. Josephs Robinson Trello 
Colafella Kaiser Roebuck Vitali 
Costa Kirkland Rooney Walko 
COY Laughlin Samuelson Wansacz 
C m  Lawless Santoni Washington 
CUT Lescovitz Scrimenti Waters 
Dermody Levdansky Shaner Williams, J. 
Diven Lucyk Solobay Wright, G. 
Eachus Manderino Steelman Youngblood 
Evans, D. Mann Stetler Yudichak 
Frankel 

NOT VOTING4 

EXCUSED-4 

Allen Civera Rieger Robe~ts 

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

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to the amendment. 
The lady, Ms. Mundy, desires recognition- Ms. Mund~,  do you 

desire recognition on the amendment? The lady is recognized. 
Will the lady yield, please. 

Ms. Mundy. 
Ms. MUNDY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I understand that reapportionment is a political process, but is 

not the political process supposed to be used to benefit the people? 
want to 'peak to 

because I chair the northeast Democratic delegation. Dividing 
Luzerne County into three separate districts, 
potentially no One from Luzerne and 
dividing the city of Scranton, dividing Reading in Berks County, 

serve the interests the people 
and if You look at that that is absurd. It does 

not have to be that way; that is not necessary. 
And this is not about politics for me; this is about the future of 

Pennsy1vania9 the lkture of Luzerne and 
and Berks Counties, the future of our economic and community 
development. This is crucial to us; t h s  is so important to us. 
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This may be the most important vote that the members of the 
Luzerne County delegation will cast this year. 

I understand that Representative Blaum wants to move the 
process forward, and I commend him for that. I think he is perhaps 
politically wiser than I am, because I cannot vote for this 
abomination of a reapportionment plan and what it does to 
northeastern Pennsylvania. 

Anyone who believes in fairness in the representation of the 
people by their elected officials can find nothing fair about this 
reapportionment plan - not the Senate Republican plan, not the 
House Republican plan. Look at the Democratic map before you 
vote for this. We have copies down here. It is fair; it is obviously 
fair from the shape of the districts on the map. Then look at ths  
plan, look at the Senate Republican plan, and tell me if you think 
that that looks fair to YOU. 

Please do not do this to the hundreds of thousands of people 
who live in northeastern Pennsylvania. This is not about politics; 
this is about them and their future. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Daley. 
Mr. DALEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The late great Speaker and friend of many of ours, 

Jim Manderino, always said, he who has the gold rules, and the 
Senate believes that obviously they think they have all the gold so 
they are trying to rule, but it is not quite that way, because we in 
the House have half the gold and we rule half the time, too. 

Now, this plan that came from the Senate under SB 1200 was 
called the most politically blatant reapportionment plan in the 
United States. That is not me saying this; this is other people that 
study these issues much more than I. 

Representative Blaum used a great analogy talking about 
throwing a stone, and under SB 1200, if we all stood along the 
river and we would throw a stone or maybe a silver dollar like 
George Washington, we would hit Congress- Shuster's new 
district across the river in Wo~eysburg ,  and ifwe on the 
turnpike down to exit 11 and we get off and go up to Altoona to 
Representative Geist's district and if Representative Geist would 
throw a stone and hit himself, he would be represented by 
Representative Shuster, and if we go another 100 miles to 
Representative Shaner's district out in Fayette County and if 
Representative Shaner throws a stone and hits his neighbor's 
house, his neighbor would be represented by Representative 
shuster, too. 

Representative Wilt was absolutely right, Mr. Speaker. This 
plan was crafted by political craftsmanship in the Senate to create 
a new congressional district in southwestern Pennsylvania, the 
region in which I come fiom and we find that absolutely appalling. 

We know that southwestern Pennsylvania has lost population 
over the last 40 years, and we also are political realists to know 
that there are some subdivisions that have to occur when you lose 
that type of population. It is all part of the process; we all found 
out in reapportionment, but what the Senate did was like, if you 
live in Pennsylvania, you know about Isaly3s. 
They have a product called chipped ham, and it is called 
chipped chopped ham, and that is exactly what the Senate did to 
the redistricting plan in southwestern Pennsylvania. They created 
ham into chipped chopped ham. They cut up Washington County; 
they cut up Allegheny County, Beaver, Fayette, Greene, 
Westmoreland, Armstrong, and Indiana Counties. 
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Historically in southwestern Pennsylvania, Washington and 
Fayette Counties, Greene County had one Congressman for the last 
50 years. Over the last reapportionment 10 years ago, we came 
with Congressman Murtha and Congressman Mascara, and under 
the Perzel plan, although it is not the best- I mean, if the 
Democrats were in control, there would be a whole different plan, 
but we are not, and Representative Perzel's plan is the fairest plan, 
the most equitable plan. It does not shaft all the State. 
It does not come into southwestern Pennsylvania and take 
Congressman Mascara and make hun run against Congressman 
Murtha. It does not bring a new congressional district into 
Washington County so an aspiring politician from the Senate can 
come down like a knight in shining annor and represent 
Washington County because he has a tremendous aspiration to 
have the Potomac River and the cherry blossoms and being at the 
United States Capitol at the sacrificial extent of the people of 
Washington and Fayette and Greene and Westmoreland Counties. 

The deed of the Senate in SB 1200 will not go unremarked. 
We will long remember what they are trying to do, and with 
Representative Perzel's amendment, we are going to shove it to 
them. I support it. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Would the staff people from Reference Bureau 
come down to the Allegheny section and talk to Mr. Kaiser. 
They are having trouble getting this amendment on the screens. 

The Reference Bureau advises me that it is on the computer; 
however, you have to access it manually. You have to tap the 
numbers in on the screen. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rooney, on the 
Perzel amendment. 

Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not going to take up the members' time by 

crying wolf. As some of you know, in my free time I spend a little 
bit paying attention to Pennsylvania politics, and we know how the 
die is cast. We know that we are going to take a hit, and obviously, 
the hit that the Senate of Pennsylvania has proposed is perhaps one 
of the most egregious acts of a political body that this nation has 
ever known. 

So I agree and concur with my colleagues when they suggest 
that the Perzel plan is better, but, Mr. Speaker, it is a little bit 
better, and if it is our intention today to achieve the low standards 
that we set for this Commonwealth, then we will adopt that and 
hopefully in doing so will keep the ball in play so that this can go 
to conference and some good can come of SB 1200. But what we 
are about today, we are not about dictating Pennsylvania's political 
future; we are about making sure that Pennsylvania stands as a 
leader among States in the Federal Congress, and I would submit 
to each and every one of you, both SB 1200 as presented by the 
Senate and the Penel amendment do not meet that litmus test. 

When you think about what this will have us do and the effect 
that it will have on Pennsylvania, you have to consider the names 
of the individuals who are going to be adversely affected as a 
result of either of these plans. When you talk about transportation 
issues in the Congress of the United States, the name of 
Bob Borski stands out as a leader. When you talk about service 
and respect on both sides of the aisle, you talk about a 
Congressman by the name of Paul Kanjorski. When you talk about 
issues that involve agriculture and rural affairs, you talk about a 
person as a leader in the Congress like Tim Holden, and the list 
goes on. I do not have to tell anybody about the clout and influence 
that is wielded by Congressman Jack Murtha or the contributions 
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of Joe Hoeffel and Frank Mascara to the betterment of all of us in 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, all we have to do is think about what has 
transpired in the last 10 years and think about some of the good 
Republican members, members who fought for Pennsylvania first, 
that we have lost as a result of retirement, et cetera. Think about 
people like Bob Walker and how he was one of the chief engineers 
of the Republican takeover in the Congress in 1994. Think about 
a gentleman whose name has been mentioned before, Joe McDade. 
Think about people like Congressman Goodling and what they 
were able to do for Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, make no mistake 
about this. This is a blatant attempt to take some junior members 
of Congress and strengthen their districts at the expense of all the 
people of Pennsylvania, and I think that is fundamentally wrong. 

Now, it has been suggested by some that we are going to have 
an opportunity to not only improve on the Perzel amendment but 
also present for your consideration a map that is in the best 
interests of Pennsylvania, and that is the Democratic plan for 
reapportionment in this State. I would caution everyone, however, 
that in order to have that plan presented, we are going to need to 
suspend the rules, and I think you know what our track record is, 
at least my friends on this side of the aisle, when it comes to 
suspending the rules to do good things for the people of 
Pennsylvania and how we are met with contempt so often in this 
hall, in this great chamber. 

I lastly want to focus on the 15th Congressional District and the 
Lehigh Valley. The good news for those of us who come from the 
Lehigh Valley is that Lehigh and Northampton Counties under 
any proposal will remain intact. The bad news is, under h s  
Perzel amendment, we will have the 15th Congressional District 
extend into the Philadelphia suburbs, and, Mr. Speaker, when you 
think about the plausible, reasonable alternatives to what is being 
proposed, they are p l e n a .  This Perzel amendment does not meet 
that test, nor, too, does SB 1200. I would ask you to be very 
cautious about how we proceed in the ensuing vote on this 
amendment, knowing full well that it is going to take a suspension 
of the rules to offer the real plan that makes real sense for 
Pennsylvania, the House Democrats' plan for reapportionment. 

I Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia County, 

Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. Yewcic, you are after Mr. Thomas. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. YEWCIC. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. YEWCIC. The board reflects amendment 4558 while the 

computers are amendment 4858. Are they the same amendment or 
is that a mistake? 

The SPEAKER. It is the same amendment. It is a typo on the 
board, which I understand has been corrected. 

Mr. YEWCIC. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the architect of amendment 

4858? 
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The SPEAKER. Just a moment. 
The majority leader will submit to interrogation. He will be 

there in a moment. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my concern is with the First Congressional 

District. As you know, 10 years ago the First Congressional 
District was 65 to 67 percent minority majority. From the 
arrangement in this amendment, it appears as though that 
minority majority influence has been reduced to about 5 1, 
52 percent. So my question is, why was the minority majority 
Influence in the First Congressional District reduced so drastically? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I have got to go back and at least 
talk about what occurred here. First off, each congressional district 
went from about 565,000 people to 650,000 people for this census 
period. So that meant that in the city of Philadelphia, they were 
short roughly 85,000 people in both the First and Second 
Congressional Districts. So right off the bat they were short 
85,000 apiece. Both congressional districts lost population during 
that census period, meaning that they had to pick up, both of them, 
somewhere around 80,000 to 100,000 people. So that is roughly 
160,000 people each. There is a term c a l l e G  And I will get that 
term for you in one second. 

All right, Mr. Speaker. I hope I can pronounce all the terms my 
legal expert is giving me here. There is packing, which is voluntary 
and involuntary, and degeneration, both voluntary and involuntary. 
Because of the lack of the population and because the seats had to 
grow, it was involuntary that the minority population went down. 
You will see that the same thing occurred in the Second, but we 
did keep the First and the Second Congressional Districts 
majority minority. We did talk to people, the leader of the 
NAACP (National Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People), Jeny Mondesire. He indicated that we had to keep the city 
of Chester within the First Congressional District, which if you 
look at our map, we purposely did that in spite of the fact that 
Congressman Weldon would like to have kept Delaware County 
whole. But in order to be able to conform to the Voting fights Act, 
we made sure that the First Congressional District had the 
minorities from the city of Chester area going through Tinicum, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So we did the best we could to make the districts 
majority minority in spite of the fact both congressional districts 
lost population and both of them had to grow by 85,000. It was 
unintentional. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, thank you for your comments. 
My next concern would run to an acknowledgment that, yes, 

there has been a loss of population in the First and Second 
Congressional Districts. However, in the First Congressional 
District the minority population actually increased over the last 
decade according to the census. In fact, the African-American 
community, African-American population, increased by almost 
25,000 while the Latino community increased by 40,000 and 
the Asian community increased drastically, so that a solid 
minority majority district has now gone to a majority minority 
district while the population in that district, minority population, 
has actually grown and not decreased over the last decade. 
Was any consideration given to those census facts? 

Mr. PERZEL. Yes, Mr. Speaker, and had we kept 
2 1 congressional districts, you would be 100 percent right, but we 
are going from 21 to 19. We are losing two congressional districts, 
and if you look at the map, which I have a copy of here, or if you 
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look at the description that is on your computer, you will see that 
we used every African-American community and minority 
community we could find in order to create the First and the 
Second Congressional Districts, Mr. Speaker. There are no more. 
There was nowhere else to go. Because the districts grew and 
because Philadelphia lost population, what you see now are 
two majority minority districts, which did shrink a little bit, but 
that is because they had to be diluted to an extent because of the 
loss of population, because we lost two seats, Mr. Speaker. 

I hear what you are s a w  but we did our best with this map to 
accommodate what you were trying to ask with your question 
about two majority minority districts. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, if I can be a little bit more specific, 10 years ago 

the Pennsylvania Supreme Court put the 32d ward, which is the 
largest African-American ward in Philadelphia County, in the 
First Congressional District. The 1 lth ward, 12th ward, 13th ward, 
15th ward, 16th ward, all African-American wards, were put in the 
First Congressional District, but according to this amendment, all 
of these African-American wards have now been put into the 
Second Congressional District while population actually grew in 
those wards in Philadelphia County, and I am concerned with why 
were they shifted as opposed to looking at other places to increase 
the African-American population in the Second Congressional 
District. Why were these wards shifted from the First to the Second 
in light of what happened 10 years ago and recognizing that there 
has been no population loss in that community? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, had we done what you suggested, 
taking the llth, 12th, 13th, 16th, and 32d wards out of the 
Second Congressional District, putting them into the 
First Congressional District, we would have taken the 
Second Congressional District from being, we would have taken 
it from a majority minority district to a majority majority district- 

Mr. THOMAS. Excuse me; excuse me. 
Mr. PERZEL. -and at that point in time, Mr. Speaker, the 

minority community would have had a chance to win one 
congressional district rather than two, and we would have been 
called to task for packing, Mr. Speaker. So we did what we were 
told constitutionally we were allowed to do, created two 
majority minority districts and not superpacked one or the other. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Speaker, just so that the record is 
correct, my question was why were those wards taken out of the 
First and put in the Second in light of the fact the Second now has 
Cheltenham, which is a minority majority community? That would 
have made up for the loss in the Second if the census numbers are 
correct. So my question was really about why were the 324  1 lth, 
12th, 13th, 15th, and 16th taken out of the First and put into the 
Second? 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, that is a matter of semantics. 
I mean, we could have put 10 other ones in, taken 10 other ones 
out, but we just tried to balance the population to make sure that 
we had the two seats. That is what we did; that is what the map 
reflects, and we believe that we have conformed to the 
Voting Rights Act, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. THOMAS. So my last question is, is it your conclusion that 
both the First and Second remain minority majority or are they 
majorityminority? 

Mr. PERZEL. They are both majority minority, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. THOMAS. Majority minority. So they are both going from 

minority majority to majority minority, and, Mr. Speaker- 
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Mr. PERZEL. No, Mr. Speaker. They are both primarily 
minority districts, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, is it your feeling that you 
applied the traditional principles of congressional reapportionment 
to shaping these districts? 

Mr. PERZEL. Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. We made sure that 
those two were done properly first before we looked at the rest. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, that concludes my interrogation. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Cambria, 

Mr. Yewcic. Do you desire recognition, Mr. Yewcic? 
Mr. Yudichak, do you desire recognition? The gentleman is 

recognized. 
Mr. YUDICHAK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise today to oppose both the sentiment in the House and the 

Senate when it comes to drawing the district, congressional 
district, in northeastern Pennsylvania. 

People in northeastern Pennsylvania are hardworking, have a 
great, rich history, political tradition; they love a fight. They would 
have no problem in seeing a battle between Congressmen. But 
what we have seen with the plan in the Senate and the plan of the 
House, with the stroke of a pen we will now have two Republican 
Congressmen in Luzerne County and a third. My State House seat: 
13 communities; 3 congressional seats; 5 communities in 
northeastern Pennsylvania split, divided; a Representative from the 
Harrisburg region coming all the way up into the Wyoming Valley; 
a Congressman from Reading coming all the way up into the city 
of Scranton. 

This is not a good plan for northeastern Pennsylvania for 
two reasons. Economic development. We have been preaching and 
preaching to counties throughout this Commonwealth that you 
should take a regional approach to economic development. That 
idea can no longer exist in northeastern Pennsylvania. We have 
told municipalities to come together, share their resources, to 
regionalize, and with the stroke of this pen we are dividing those 
same communities. 

This is not a good plan for northeastern Pennsylvania. This is 
not a good plan for the residents of Luzerne and Lackawanna 
Counties. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Ms. Steelman. 
Ms. STEELMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
According to the Constitution, when we are considering 

reapportionment, the first thing we are supposed to take into 
consideration is the one-man-one-vote rule and the equality of 
populations among districts, but the second thing we are supposed 
to take into consideration is that to the extent possible, district 
boundaries should reflect the boundaries of other political 
subdivisions; specifically, counties should not be subdivided 
unless absolutely necessary. And that is why I am rising to say that 
although the Perzel amendment is preferable to the Senate version 
of congressional reapportionment, the House Democratic 
amendment comes much closer to the constitutional standard that 
we are set. 

If we look at Lebanon under the Perzel amendment, it is split 
into three congressional districts. Montgomery is split into 
four congressional districts. Luzerne, as we have already heard, is 
split into three congressional districts. Fayette is split into 
three congressional districts, and Chester is split into 
three congressional districts. All of these counties will have their 

political power, their ability to influence the decisions of their 
Representative, so diluted by this trisection that they will be very 
much disadvantaged as a result. 

Under the Democratic plan, Lebanon would remain intact. 
Montgomery would be split only into two districts, giving it a 
much more balanced profile. Luzerne would be represented 
by a single Congressman. Fayette would be split among 
two congressional districts, but again, this gives a county and the 
people of that county a stronger voice with their Congressman. 
Only Chester retains the unfortunate pattern of having 
three Congressmen, and of course, Philadelphia and Allegheny 
Counties are big enough that they wind up with more Congressmen 
than the average. Still, when you look at the pattern, when you 
look at the compactness of the districts, when you look at the 
respect for the existing political subdivisions, yes, the amendment 
that is before us is better than the Senate amendment, as almost 
anythmg would be, but there is a far better, more constitutional, 
and more fair alternative available. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the Perzel amendment, it is 

the understanding of the Chair that there are three people to speak 
on this yet, and they are all leaders: Mr. Cohen, Mr. Perzel, and 
Mr. DeWeese. 

The Chair at this time recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Cohen, on the question of the 
Perzel amendment. The gentleman will yield. 

The conferences on the floor, please. Mr. Cohen has the floor 
and is entitled to your attention. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have listened with great intensity to the debate 

on this amendment. I agree with the various criticisms that have 
been made about this amendment. This is not the amendment that 
Bill DeWeese or Mike Veon or myself or any other member of 
leadership or Babette Josephs of the State Government Committee 
or any other Democrat would have written, but the choice before 
us is this amendment versus the underlying bill, SB 1200. This 
amendment is less unfair, is less arbitrary, is less counter to the 
public interests than SB 1200 is. It does less damage to things that 
the Democrats and people who believe in political fairness believe 
in than SB 1200, and therefore, because it does less damage, is less 
unfair, I urge Democrats to support the Perzel amendment to 
SB 1200. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
Perzel amendment, the Chair recognizes the Democratic 
floor leader, Mr. DeWeese. 

Mr. DeWeese and then Mr. Perzel, and then we are out of this 
subject for a little bit. Please take your seats. The two floor leaders 
are entitled to be heard. 

Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I am going to vote in favor of the Penel amendment and 

anticipate a moment in short order when I might be able to 
augment it with my own amendment that would embrace our 
caucus' perspective. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Perzel. 
Mr. PERZEL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I think that we all would have liked to have seen a prettier map, 

but we looked at the one congressional district; I believe it is 
Congressman Peterson's. He has 19 counties, or parts of 
19 counties. So no matter how you draw it, it is not going to look 
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gorgeous on anybody's map, whether the Democrats did it, us, the 
Senate Republicans, Senate Democrats. But this plan looks to the 
future, Mr. Speaker. It is a strong plan that works to sustain 
Pennsylvania's influence in the U.S. House of Representatives 
despite the fact that we have to lose two seats, Mr. Speaker. This 
plan has seven seats with Republican voter registration majorities, 
six with Democrat voter registration majorities, and six where 
neither party has a majority of the registered votes. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in light of losing two Congressmen, it was, 
I believe, one of the better ways that we could have done this, and 
I am asking the members to vote for this. We did respect the 
majority minority districts withm the city of Philadelphia - that is 
Congressman Brady and Congressman Fattah - and those districts 
are drawn in accordance to the Voting Rights Act. 

So with all that being said, Mr. Speaker, I would ask the 
members to please cast a "yes" vote. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
C n u  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Egolf 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Mackereth 
Maitland 
Major 

Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Sarnuelson 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Walko 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Bard 
Belfanti 
B e ~ i n g h o f f  
Caltagirone 
Cawley 
c u n y  
Eachus 
Gabig 
George 

Godshall 
Habay 
Kaiser 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 

McCall 
Metcalfe 
Mundy 
Pallone 
P~PPY 
Rooney 
Santoni 
Sather 

Steelman 
Stevenson, T. 
Thomas 
Turzai 
Vitali 
Wansacz 
Wojnaroski 
Yudichak 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, 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? 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. DeWeese, on the question of suspension of the rules. 

Mr. DeWEESE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House suspend 
its rules to permit me to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Would you give me that amendment number, 
Mr. DeWeese? 48487 

Mr. DeWEESE. 4848, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, on suspension. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would really enjoy being a beneficiary of the same hnd of 

bipartisan support that was just evinced on behalf of my colleague 
from Philadelphia. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, suspend, please. 
Conference in the well of the House, break up. Conferences in 

the well of the House, please break up. Mr. DeWeese has the floor. 
Mr. DeWeese, I apologize. You are recognized. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 want to reassert the three major reasons why I am 

projecting this amendment. I think it will make, along with the 
Perzel amendment, this bill a more worthy legislative product and 
our congressional reapportionment experience more egalitarian. 

If this amendment is adopted, we will still have a majority of 
Republican Congressmen and Congresswomen in Pennsylvania. 
This is not an overarching effort on our behalf to be political. We 
have 21 U.S. Representatives tonight, and at the end of the 
reapportionment phenomenon, we will have 19. That is because 
other States from Georgia to California grew more rapidly, and 
Pennsylvania's congressional delegation will be depleted by two. 
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The Perzel amendment as it stands now as affvted to the 

legislation would allow for probably 12 Republicans and 
7 Democrats to serve in the Congress. Twelve plus 7 is the 19. Our 
caucus' position, as it should be from a Democratic perspective, 
still allows for a Republican domination in the delegation, but it 
would probably add up to 10 to 9. Undergirding our enthusiasm 
for thls proposal, Mr. Speaker, is that rock-solid GOP bastion in 
the southeastern comer of the State, Montgomery County. 

I would like to think that all of my worthy cohorts from 
Montgomery County would support me in this effort. There are 
well over 700,000 people that reside in that posh and boxy 
suburban setting, and they only need 646,000 for a 
U.S. Representative. Montgomery County deserves to have a 
Congressman or Congresswoman. I am sure that the venerable 
Agriculture chairman, the hail-fellow-well-met on the back row 
who is waving to me now, will embrace me, at least in the political 
vernacular. 

The gentlelady from Lower Merion and Plymouth and 
Whitemarsh, the redoubtable politician par excellence from the 
148th District, will now be challenged momentarily. Do we sunder 
Montgomery County's congressional representation for the next 
10 years or do we bring Montgomery County cohesively behind 
one congressional Representative? That gentle soul from the 
70th District who represents Nomstown and Upper Gwynedd, 
I would hope that he would join me on the voting board in a few 
moments as we try to restore and restitch Montgomery County. 
That wondefilly intellectually talented woman from the 153d, the 
lady from Abington and Rockledge, I hope she also will help us 
make Montgomery County fundamentally whole as a congressional 
district. And the gentlelady from the 146th, and the dapper man 
from the 151st, and that great Afiican hunter from the 53d, and the 
gentlelady from Plymouth and Whitpain, the 61st District's 
Representative -these men and women from Montgomery County 
are on the Archimedean fulcrum today in this debate. Will they 
join us as Democrats as we try to do the wholesome, idealistic 
thing and keep Montgomery County one congressional district or 
will you allow it to be pulverized beyond recognition in this 
process? We would hope that the political fairness inherent in the 
Democratic amendment would be embraced by our friends from 
Montgomery County. 

You have all heard the arguments from our colleagues from 
Luzerne and Lackawanna also, and they further buttress our 
enthusiasm for this amendment. Scranton should not lie in 
two congressional districts. Why was it bisected by Mr. Sherwood? 
For bald and seethmg political aggrandizement; that is why. The 
city of Scranton deserves better, and we have a chance to restore 
the city by this amendment. 

Luzerne County. Since time immemorial Luzeme County has 
been represented by one United States Congressman. The 
depredations of the current process will sunder Luzerne County's 
congressional representation into three sections. This is not a 
healthy enterprise and can be corrected by this amendment, then 
can be forwarded to the State Senate for a conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the Democratic amendment is worthy of 
consideration. It sustains the congressional seniority of many, 
many decades that have been accrued by Congressman Murlha, 
Congressman Kanjorski, Congressman Borski, et al, and I would 
ask for the favorable adoption of this amendment after a 
suspension-of-the-rules vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the gentleman. 
We are asking the members here to move this process forward 

here today, Mr. Speaker. We can take into consideration all the 
different ideas that have been brought forth here today and look at 
them in the conference committee, Mr. Speaker, but there are a 
couple of facts that are undeniable. Unfortunate for us in 
Pennsylvania, in the city of Philadelphia we lost people, 
southwestern Pennsylvania lost people, and the coal region lost 
people, and unfortunately, they are the facts of life. Nobody likes 
it. I have my own Congressman who is a friend of mine, 
Congressman Borski. After we created the two majority minority 
districts, there are still 270,000 people left in the city. So obviously 
they have to go somewhere, and so far the only county that has 
been willing to take them is Camden County. Nobody else wanted 
to take them, and they are going to have to go somewhere, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So there are thmgs in here that are good; there are things in here 
that are bad. But all in all, Mr. Speaker, I would have to 
respectfully ask the members not to suspend the rules, but we will 
take the gentleman's comments into consideration. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Daley 
DeLuca 
Derrnody 
DeWeese 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 

~ 
Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Beminghoff 
Binnelin 

Frankel 
Freeman 
George 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kirkland 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 

Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Habay 

Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Myers 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Solobay 

Maher 
Mait land 
Major 
Marsico 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micouie 
Miller, R. 

Staback 
Steelrnan 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, J. 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittrnatter 
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Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Dally 
DiGiroiamo 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 

Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Leh 
Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Sather 
Saylor 

Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Tulzai 
Vance 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING2 

Butkovitz Egolf 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

Less than a majority of the members required by the rules 
having voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in the 
negative and the motion was not agreed to. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Lescovitz, I understand 
you have remarks for the record. Kindly submit them. Thank you 
very much. 

Mr. LESCOVITZ submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Good afternoon. I rise to voice my concern over a reapportionment 
plan I consider to be of great detriment to Pennsylvania. While this 
measure is a great improvement to that which the Senate proposed, it still 
will see Pennsylvania with severely diminished representation in DC in 
number and effective seniority. 

Current Republican leadership is putting short-term political gain 
ahead of the immediate and long-term needs of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. I am grateful that House Democrats and Republicans were 
able to work together to prevent the Senate measure. However, 
I must express my displeasure at the approach taken overall by the 
Republican Party in Pennsylvania at the great cost to the Commonwealth. 

With the impending retirement of Congressman Bill Coyne, it is 
increasingly vital to maintain as many ranking members from 
Pennsylvania in Congress as is possible. 

However, rather than draw a plan best for all Pennsylvanians, the 
Republicans targeted senior congressional members based on party 
affiliation alone. In going after senior members solely for political gain, 
Republicans placed their own political goals as the priority over the needs 
of working families. 

For example, Bob Borski, the ranking member on the Subcommittee 
on Highway and Transportation's seat will be eliminated. 

With the loss of Bud Shuster's senior position, Borski now is 
Pennsylvania's top ranking member on the committee. The Republicans 
are looking to ensure that position will go to Illinois and hundreds of 
millions of dollars along with it. 

Look at all Shuster was able to accomplish in bringing billions to 
Pennsylvania for transportation projects whether he found himself in the 
minority or majority. The "Dean of the Congress," Senator Robert Byrd 
from West Virginia, has consistently brought huge economic windfalls to 
his State, and again ... regardless of whether his party stood in the 
minority or majority. 

When you lose key players who are in the position to provide your 
State with funding, you put the livelihood of that State at great risk. 
Placing political parties before the needs of every Pennsylvanian is not 
only selfish but also downright irresponsible. 

With the maglev project nearing critical stage, and with Pennsylvania 
one of only two finalists being considered, eliminating Pennsylvania's 
voice on the Transportation Committee will virtually eliminate the success 
of the project, costing Pennsylvania billions of dollars in job creation as 
well as economic development. 

T-21, the latest transportation bill, saw a $2.4 billion appropriation to 
Pennsylvania, translating into a $400 million increase throughout the 
Commonwealth. Thanks to the efforts and influence of the Pennsylvania 
delegation on that committee, Pennsylvania is fourth in State 
transportation dollars, behind California, Texas, and New York. This 
reapportionment plan would take away our senior voices just as Congress 
is set to rework the transportation bill that will go into effect in 2003. 

When you consider that every billion spent on transportation results 
in the creation of 42,000 jobs, the reapportionment plan equates to the 
potential loss of tens of thousands of jobs throughout Pennsylvania. 

Every dollar spent on transportation yields $2.60. That is double 
return on the Commonwealth's investment. ..a return we may no longer 
be able to count on as economic stimulus in Pennsylvania. 

Not only is Pennsylvania losing Representatives as a result of 
population shifts, what the Republican plan would do is further erode 
Pennsylvania's influence for continued funding for economic 
development, thousands of miles of highway construction, sewer 
construction, and most importantly, jobs. 

Pennsylvania currently is 49th in new job creation. This plan does not 
look to help working families but rather jeopardizes job growth, local 
business, and economic development throughout the Commonwealth. 

This plan will see Paul Kanjorski and Tim Holden pitted against each 
other, a plan that is not good for the residents in northeastern 
Pennsylvania. 

When you remove ranking members from ofice, you tighten the purse 
strings to billions of dollars vital to Pennsylvania's economic future, a 
concern clearly not shared by Pennsylvania Republicans. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, shall the bill 
pass finally as amended? On that question, the Chair- If I may 
interrupt for a moment. 

GUESTS INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Belardi, Representative Belardi, has guests 
here on the floor -.Ed and Evelyn D'Agostino of Scranton, 
Pennsylvania. Would the guests please rise. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 1200 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apologizes to the gentleman, 
Mr. Blaum, and recognizes him on final passage. 
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Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, obviously all of us in northeastern Pennsylvania 

will be opposing this bill and what it does to the congressional 
districts of northeastern Pennsylvania, but one of the best 
comments I heard here on the floor of the House during this debate 
was just uttered by the majority leader, and I think there is some 
sincerity there, Mr. Speaker. And I would just ask the gentleman, 
Mr. Perzel, to look at Luzerne and Lackawanna Counties in a 
conference committee, and I would say that anyone, and this map 
will begin to show up in our newspapers in northeastern 
Pennsylvania, and when the people of northeastern Pennsylvania 
see how ridiculous these districts have been drawn, because it was 
all generated by the unnecessary dividing of the city of Scranton, 
once you do that, then there is a ripple effect throughout the area. 
I say to the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, we understand in northeastern 
Pennsylvania and, as I said earlier, have come to accept the fact 
that the current Congressman of the 1 lth Congressional District 
must face off against the current Congressman of the 
6th Congressional District, and we accept that political reality, 
but, Mr. Speaker, I ask the majority leader, in that conference 
committee that we hope ail comes about, that serious consideration 
be given to making these changes, making these counties whole. 
It can be done and still protect the other seats of the other 
incumbents, which I know the gentleman is of a mind to do, 
and I understand that. So I take the gentleman at his word that he 
will consider these various options in a conference committee and, 
I thmk, try and correct the devastation which this current bill holds 
for those of us in northeastern Pennsylvania. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Eachus. 
Mr. EACHUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to SB 1200 with the inclusion of the 

Perzel amendment. As my colleagues from Luzerne and 
Lackawanna Counties have risen today to express their concern 
about the way these three congressional districts in 
Luzerne County and Lackawanna County have been drawn, I can 
tell you that they have absolutely no reference to what we have 
grown to know as our communities. Greater Scranton, eviscerated 
across the middle of the city of Scranton. The Wyoming Valley, 
which was devastated by the flood of 1972, one bank of the 
Susquehanna on the Wilkes-Barre side in the 6th Congressional 
Dismct; the other, on the west bank of the Susquehanna, is in the 
17th Congressional District. As you move south into southern 
Luzerne County, it breaks down a sense of community even 
farther. We have common goals - common economic goals, 
common goals that embrace the very spirit of charitable 
organizations. Our United Ways are cut in half Our sense of, even 
at the parish church level, St. Francis of Assisi Church in the 
small borough of West Hazleton is divided in two. Only 
400 parishioners; each side of that church pew, the friends of the 
bride and the fnends of the groom are now in two congressional 
districts. This makes no sense -none. This is not a marriage; this 
is a divorce. You have divorced our sense of community; you have 
broken down our sense of where we live; you have taken away a 
historic understanding of how the anthracite region was meant in 
the definition of "community." 

1 will oppose this amendment, and I stand with my other 
colleagues in solidarity in hopes that the conference committee - 
if not the conference committee, the State Supreme Court; if not 
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the State Supreme Court, the Federal Supreme Court - will 
understand that we have been disenfranchised in the northeastern 
part of this Commonwealth. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Belfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my remarks will also be brief and to the point. 
I also rise in opposition to the Perzel map as I do the 

Republican Senate map. I believe both maps, and I believe the 
press will agree and the people of Pennsylvania when they see 
them alongside of one another, hopefully in tomorrow's 
newspapers, will discern that both maps, both the Senate and the 
House map that we are about to vote on, are simply nothing more 
than unadulterated genymandering. There are wards split; there are 
precincts split, and if you look at the map offered and drawn up 
with the assistance of Scott Casper from our caucus, you will see 
that Pennsylvania's congressional districts are by far more square, 
more compact, more nicely drawn, and do not extend little 
snake arms and spider arms through counties into other counties, 
across rivers, and from the top of the State to the bottom. 

So I am hoping that common sense will prevail and that the 
general public and the State press will exert as much influence on 
the conferees so that we can adopt a reapportionment plan that is 
far closer to the one that was recently rejected, offered by the 
minority leader, and that map, Mr. Speaker, I believe, is one that 
would be far fairer to all of Pennsylvania. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am hopell that the majority leader will take into 

consideration many of the concerns that have been raised thls 
evening. I only add to those concerns. I believe that when he looks 
at the voting age population and voter participation in the First and 
Second Congressional Districts of Philadelphia County, he will 
find that he has actually moved them from minority majority to 
majority minority in violation of the Voting Rights Act. 

So I hope and trust that in the conference committee he looks 
at those numbers - voting age population, voter participation - as 
required by the Voting Rights Act. 

The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Cawley. 
Mr. CAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I do not know if everyone is aware of this, the leadership here 

in the House and in the Senate, but on several occasions 
Congressman Sherwood from the 10th Congressional District has 
stated that he is not in favor of losing Lackawanna County. I would 
hope that if this does go to a conference committee, that you - I 
happen to agree with Congressman Sherwood, that Lackawanna 
County should stay in the 10th Congressional District - and I 
would hope that if this does go to conference, that Lackawanna 
County remains in the 10th Congressional District, because as 
Congressman Sherwood has said, he is adamantly against losing 
Lackawanna County, and yet this plan divides Lackawanna 
County. 

Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Curry. 
Mr. CURRY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on Elbridge Gerry day in Harrisburg, I want to 

speak about the plan. I know how difficult it is to reduce from 
21 to 19 the seats, congressional seats, in Pennsylvania, and we 
lost those seats because of a decline or not a sufficient increase in 
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population statewide. But in Montgomery County, our population 
grew more than any suburban county in the Philadelphia area, yet 
it is Montgomery County that is balkanized by this plan. We have 
a population of 750,000; a congressional district needs 646,000. 
Montgomery County's 13th Congressional District has existed 
since the first days of the Republic, and now we bring that to an 
end. 

The State Government Committee held three hearings, of 
course without a plan, but just to solicit general principles of 
reapportionment from around the State. In each of those hearings, 
people testifying argued that we should seek a community of 
interest in creating a congressional district, and it appeared that 
members of the committee agreed that in reapportionment we 
should find community of interest, and then when it comes to 
drawing the plan, we eliminate that community of interest for 
Montgomery County. 

I urge a "no" vote on this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the House 
be suspended to permit the irnrnediate consideration of this bill on 
final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Edmiston, was kind 
enough to point out to the Chair, and that is one of these 
conferences that you have been seeing, that there was a mixup in 
the numbers on the calendar and on the voting schedule, and to 
correct that, at this time we move to suspend the rules. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrarca 

Schuler 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tunai 
Vance 
Veon 

Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Egolf 

Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

Walko 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

Belfanti Josephs Roebuck Staback 
Blaum Kaiser Rooney Steelman 
Caltagirone Lawless Samuelson Tigue 
Eachus Lucyk Santoni Vitali 
Freeman Mundy Scrimenti Wansacz 
Grucela Pallone 

NOT VOTMG-O 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Cappelli 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Gordner 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Ha=y 
Hemessey 
Herman 
Hershey 

Maitland 
Major 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 

Rufing 
Sainato 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Travaglio 
Trello 
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Cornell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Egolf 

Bard 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Blaum 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
curry 
DeWeese 
Eachus 
Freeman 

Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kenney 

Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 

 irkl land ~eadshaw 
LaGrotta Reinard 
Laughlin Robinson 
Lederer Roebuck 
Leh Rohrer 
Lewis Ross 
Mackereth Rubley 

George 
Godshall 
Gmcela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Kaiser 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 

Manderino 
McCall 
Metcalfe 
Mundy 
Pallone 
P~PPY 
Rooney 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Scrimenti 
Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 

Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Stevenson, T. 
Surra 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Turrai 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Yewcic 
Y udic hak 
2% 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

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

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 965, 
PN 1538, entitled: 

An Act relating to the implementation of plans for redistricting the 
General Assembly. 

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

Mr. PERZEL offered the following amendment No. A4840: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 1, by striking out "implementation of 
plans for redistricting" and inserting I 

vacancies in 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 6 through 13, by striking out "on the 

same day as the filing of a" in line 6, all of lines 7 through 13 and 
inserting 

in the year following the official reporting of the Federal decennial 
census, the presiding officer of the house in which the vacancy occurs , 
shall not be  required to schedule an election. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 32 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Cappelli 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Creighton 

I Cruz 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 
Egolf 
Evans. D. 

Belardi 
Belfanti 
Blaum 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Colafella 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
CUT 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Diven 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Hanna 
Harhan 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Lederer 
Leh 
Levdansky 

Eachus 
Frankel 
Freeman 
George 
Grucela 
Haluska 
Harhai 
Kaiser 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lescovitz 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Mann 

Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Marsico 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIUlimey 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Miconie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Markosek 
Mayernik 
McCall 
Melio 
Michlovic 
Mundy 
Petrarca 
Robinson 
Rooney 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Shaner 
Solobay 

NOT VOTING4 

Rufting 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Youngblood 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Staback 
Steelman 
Stetler 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wansacz 
Williams, J. 
Yewcic 
Yudichak 

Pallone Roebuck Trello Walko 
Pistella Thomas 

Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 
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The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the a f f m t i v e  and the amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker, will the maker of the bill stand for 

brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. This is a 
Mr. VITALI. Will the gentleman Erom Philadelphia County, 

who was the maker of the previous amendment, stand for 
interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali, would you ask your question? 
Mr. VITALI. Mr. Speaker- 
The SPEAKER. This is the Parliamentarian's bill. It may be we 

are interrogating the wrong guy. 
Mr. VITALI. Okay. Mr. Speaker, it was clear as that 

amendment was being voted on that there was widespread 
ignorance of what the contents of that amendment were, and I think 
that accounted for some of the "no" votes; we simply did not know 
the contents. Now that amendment is incorporated into the bill, so 
we will in effect be voting on the language of that amendment 
again. So rather than go through a second vote where we are 
unclear about what we are voting on, I just wanted to get an 
explanation of what in fact was in that previous amendment now 
that it is part of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali, I am going to take the liberty of 
making a statement with respect to what I believe is in there. I am 
not going to subject myself to interrogation. If you want to 
interrogate, then 1 will have to find someone to do it. 

Mr. VITALI. No; no. I believe the maker of the previous 
amendment was the gentleman from Philadelphia, who is the 
majority leader. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. VITALI. That is who I assumed would be the logical 

person to simply explain the amendment we just voted on. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield for a moment. 

(Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Perzel, requests 
unanimous consent to make a statement. You obviously observed 
that there was a conference here at the desk with Democrat 
leadership, Mr. Perzel, myself, a couple of staff people. Let me tell 
you what the problem is. 

The problem with thls bill that we are attempting to address 
with thls bill is Mr. Wogan is shortly going to be Judge Wogan. At 
the time -he is going to preside in a couple of minutes -- but at the 
time of his leaving of the House officially, which I am going to say 
is the day he is sworn in as a judge, which would be January 8 or 
10 or in that vicinity, under the law and under the rules of the 
House, I have an obligation to call within 10 days an election to fill 
the Wogan vacancy. 

Now, as a result of reapportionment, it is likely that 
Mr. Wogan's House seat is eliminated from the Philadelphia area 
and pops back up in the mountains of Monroe or Pike County 
somewhere. I am not sure just where that is; it is not important for 
the sake of this discussion. The problem that is faced with this 
Speaker is the same problem that we have had before. The 
Supreme Court has to approve the reapportionment. On the 
assumption it is approved as submitted, that probably will take 
place sometime before February 15 of this year. I have to call an 
election for Mr. Wogan's vacancy. Do I call it in the Philadelphia 
area or do I call it in the Monroe County area? 

I think that it is highly likely I am caught in a situation where 
I have to call the election at a time before the Supreme Court has 
approved the reapportionment, which means the Plke County seat 
is really not in existence - or Monroe County, forgive me - the 
Monroe County seat is not in existence at that point, so I would 
have to call it for Philadelphia, I believe. However, the problem 
then exists that when the vote is taken in Philadelphia on this 
special election, the Supreme Court will have acted in that interim, 
and I think it is subject to court review, no matter who wins. 
They can say Ryan should have called it for Monroe County; 
Ryan should have called it for Philadelphia County. So to try and 
solve this problem, at least to address the problem, a bill was 
introduced, which is before you, that requires me, now as 
amended, to not call an election if I do not feel like one. 

Now, on that basis I am going to turn over the microphone and 
ask the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, to go further with the discussions 
of the leadership. 

Mr. PERZEL. Mr. Speaker, just for the information of the 
members, in 198 1 and 199 1 Speaker O'Donnell and Speaker Ryan 
at those points in times, the last two reapportionments, they did not 
fill the vacancies because of this very problem that we are talking 
about right now. The Democrat leadership has asked for 
assurances that when we called the special, the special would be in 
Monroe County, the new 176th, and we gave our word that it 
would be in the new Monroe County District 176. 

So I am hoping that that satisfies the questions of the members 
on the other side. It was only our intent to have it in the new seat 
because of what Mr. Ryan just said: thls could be either way. If we 
call it in the old one, it could be a mistake; if we call it in the new 
one, it could be a mistake. But it has always been our intent to 
have the special election called in Monroe County in a relatively 
short period of time after we pass this. 

The SPEAKER. If it could be done. 
Mr. PERZEL. If it could be done, yes. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
With regard to where to call the election, it seems up until 

2002, Monroe County does have a Representative and the 
Wogan seat will not. So it just seems logical, and if you can 
interpret an ambiguous provision of the Constitution logically, it 
just seems logical you put the election in the place where there is 
110 representation. I mean, my concern here is, as I read the 
language, is that you will have a full 58,000-person district in 
Philadelphia unrepresented for the next year, and perhaps, you 
know, if I could make that statement by way of interrogation and 
ask the maker of the amendment to address that. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Vitali, why do you not discuss this with 
the Democratic leaders. If you need a caucus, let us go to caucus, 
but we are not going to get in on extended debate now on 
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something that the leaders have pretty much agreed on as being the 
case, and they have requested the cooperation of the House on it. 
The alternatives that are open would address your additional issue. 
I am not going to debate with you, Mr. Vitali. 

The gentleman, Mr. Perzel- 
Mr. VITALI. In all due respect- 
The SPEAKER. --the gentleman, Mr. Perzel, has not 

consented to interrogation. Do you have anythmg m e r  on final 
passage? 

Mr. VITALI. I guess- 
The SPEAKER. On final passage. 
Mr. VITALI. Again, I can go two ways. I can make debate on 

final passage or we can take a few minutes and I can talk to my 
leadership. I would prefer the latter. That might obviate the need 
to talk. But right now I need clarity, and I am very surprised that 
the maker of an amendment refuses to explain it. That raises some 
serious questions. 

The SPEAKER. You cannot question the motives of any of the 
members on their actions. 

Mr. VITALI. Well- 
The SPEAKER. That is the rule. 
Mr. VITALI. --that is fine. Let me just make a request: we just 

take a 3-minute timeout and I talk to my leadership. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Vitali, feel free to discuss 

this with your leaders. In the meantime, I am going to move ahead 
with the debate on the bill. 

The gentleman, Mr. Horsey, desires recognition. 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is comparable to what Representative Vitali was 

just saying. I just have one question, and it is not for you, 
Mr. Speaker, to answer but for the rest of the House to hear. 

I understand that Representative Wogan is leaving the House - 
congratulations - but there is an unexpired term that 
Representative Wogan represented. So my question is, do the 
people in Representative Wogan's district have a right to 
representation, even if it is only up until November, when the seat 
goes away? 

I understand the seat and we are running new districts and it is 
approved in February, so on and so forth, but for me, the key 
question is, do the people in Representative Wogan's district have 
a right to representation? And I understand, I think. So it is not a 
question for the leadership to answer, it is not a question for the 
Speaker to answer; it is really a question for people in the chamber 
to think about. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the leader to rise for a fnendly 

interrogation, or the whip. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Rooney, would you turn around and talk 

to Mr. Preski for a moment. He may have the answer to what you 
are asking about. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. I apologize. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I would thank the whip for 

agreeing to stand for interrogation, but let us move beyond that. 
I take the majority leader at his word, and what I heard the 

majority leader say was that when this special election is called, it 
will be called in Monroe County. My question, Mr. Speaker, is, 
what effect did the amendment that just passed to SB 965 have on 

all of that, or if you tell me it has no effect, then that satisfies any 
inquiry I may further pose. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment that is under consideration 
now? 

Mr. ROONEY. The amendment that was just, I believe, 
adopted to SB 965. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Smith, do you care to answer that? 
Mr. S. SMITH. If you will repeat it. 
Mr. ROONEY. Again, my question, Mr. Speaker, is, what 

effect does the amendment have that was just adopted to SB 965? 
The SPEAKER. The effect was not to put any burden on me to 

call the election at any given time. Your leaders properly 
questioned that, and the joint leadership agreed, with my 
knowledge and with my concurrence, that when I called the 
election, I would do it in Monroe County, to try and alleviate some 
of these problems. 

Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just so everyone is clear, a special election will be called at the 

most appropriate time, to keep you from having to face the 
dilemma that you just articulated. 

The SPEAKER. I cannot call a special election until at least 
10 days after the Supreme Court has acted in approving the 
reapportionment, and after that happens, I will call a special 
election. 

Mr. ROONEY. And that is the key. We have a commitment, as 
I understand it, from the Republican leadership and from you, 
Mr. Speaker, to call a special election at the appropriate time, once 
reapportionment has been decided finally. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The House will stand at ease. 

(Conference held at Speaker's podium.) 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair rescinds its 
statement that SB 965 was agreed to on third consideration as 
amended and was now on final passage. 

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

amended? 

AMENDMENT A4840 RECONSIDERED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Pallone, who moves that the vote by which amendment 4840 
passed to SB 965 be reconsidered. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-I 95 

Adolph Evans, J. Major Schuler 
Argall Fairchild Manderino Scrimenti 
Armstrong Feese Mann Semmel 
Baker, J. Fichter Markosek Shaner 
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Baker, M. 
. Bard 

Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
CUT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans. D. 

Haluska 

Allen 

Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
G ~ c e l a  
Gruitza 
Habay 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
~ a i s e r  
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 

Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micovie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Perzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufiing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING3 

Levdansky Yewcic 

Civera Rieger 

Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Roberts 

The majority having voted in the a f f i t i v e ,  the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the motion was agreed to. 

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

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 6 through 13, by striking out "on the 
same day as the filing of a" in line 6, all of lines 7 through 13 and 
inserting 
in the year following the official reporting of the Federal decennial 
census, the presiding officer of the house in which the vacancy occurs 
shall not be required to schedule an election. 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader, who 
withdraws amendment 4840 to SB 965. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

May I have the attention of the House. 
The Chair apologizes for the various diversions we have had 

here from our usual course. The bill now stands in the position it 
was in when it came from the Senate. There have been no 
amendments attached. The Perzel amendment has been withdrawn. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I appreciate the 

indulgence of the Chair in helping to satisfy this issue. 
The bill as it is before us now would, as I understand it, require 

the Speaker to call a special election within 10 days of the 
finalization of the legislative reapportionment plan. The 
amendment that has subsequently been reconsidered and 
withdrawn would have left the door open to the Speaker not having 
to call an election, in which case the district would remain 
unserved for the balance of this term. 

So I would ask my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support SB 965 on final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Preston, do you still desire 
recognition? Waives off. 

Ms. Josephs. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have an amendment to this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The lady will send her amendment to the desk. 

DECISION OF CHAIR RESCINDED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair withdraws its 
announcement that the bill has been agreed to. 

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

The clerk read the following amendment No. A4840: I The SPEAKER. Mr. Horsey, for what reason do you rise? 

Amend Title, page 1, line 1, by striking out "implementation of 
plans for redistricting" and inserting 

vacancies in 

Mr. HORSEY. Mr. speaker, I have one cluestion on the bill; 
I have one question. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. We are taking Ms. Josephs' amendment. Is it 
all right if I recognize you after the amendment is disposed of? 

Mr. HORSEY. Tliat will be fine, Mr. Speaker. 



2356 LEGISLATIVE JOURNALHOUSE DECEMBER 12 I 

e 

The SPEAKER. All right. The clerk will read the Josephs 
amendment. 

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

Ms. JOSEPHS offered the following amendment No. A4866: 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 10, by smking out "have the authority" 
Amend Set. 1, page 1, line 1 1, by striking out "to" *here it appears 

the second time 

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

The SPEAKER- On the question the amendment, the 
lady please explain her amendment. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment is very simple, but I think it cures a problem, 

and I apologize personally to the gentleman who presides in the 
House, but this would take away his discretion, and if my 
amendment passed, the special election would have to be called 
w i t h  10 days after that date upon which the new reapportionment 
map - now, this is on the State level, everybody remembers - the 
new reapportionment districts became official. Ten days after those 
become official, we have a special election. We have it in a district 
whether it looks like it is a Democratic district or a Republican 
district. It is the same for everyone. It is fair. It is just. 

I would appreciate a "yes" vote on my amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Ms. J 0 s e ~ h s 3  you under the 
before us, now that the Perzel amendment is withdrawn, I have an 
obligation to call a special election within 10 days of the 
Supreme Court's approval. 

Ms. JOSEPHS. Mr. Speaker, my interpretation of the bill as it 
stands now and the reason why I offered my amendment is that you 
have discretion without my amendment. The exact words say, 
"...the presiding officer of the house shall have the authority, 
notwithstanding any.. .provisions of law to the contrary, to delay 
the issuance of a writ of election until ten days.. . ." 

My interpretation is, "shall have the authority" gives a 
discretion which I think is not proper. I would change this 
amendment to "...the presiding officer of the house shall, 
notwithstanding any other provisions of law.. ., delay the issuance 
of a writ of election until ten days after the date the final plan 
attains the force of law." 

I think it makes it clearer, and I would very much appreciate 
support for this amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, 

Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Thank YOU, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, while I am not sure exactly how to address the 

question that the lady has raised, there has been a lot of discussion 
here on the floor of the House. The Speaker has made it very clear 
as to what his intentions are in terms of handling this process in the 
immediate future, and I would urge the members to vote "no" on 
this amendment so that we can proceed with this agreed-to bill. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Rooney. 
Mr. ROONEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I think the gentlelady from Philadelphia is 

attempting through this amendment to accomplish what we just 
have accomplished. I do not believe at this point in time there is 
any ambiguity about the process that will take place upon the final 
disposition of the legislative reapportionment plan by the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. What the Speaker has said and 
what has been affirmed by the leadership on the other side is that 
once all the challenges have been disposed of and legislative 
reapportionment takes hold in Pennsylvania, from that point in 
time, the Speaker will have 10 days to call a special election. We 
expect that election to be called in Monroe County. 

I think what the gentlelady is trying to accomplish through her 
amendment has already been accomplished. I would respectllly 
ask my colleagues to vote "no" on the amendment. I believe it is 
redundant, and we have already accomplished what the gentlelady 
would like us to set out to by this amendment. 

I ask for a vote on this amendment and a ayes" vote on 
final passage. ~ h ~ ~ k  you. 

The SPEAKER. For the second time, the lady, Ms. Josephs, is 
on her amendment. 

M ~ .  JOSEPHS. I will if there is M~~ we have a minute 
here, M ~ .  speaker? 

~h~ SPEAKER. ~h~ H~~~~ will be at ease. 
M ~ .  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ h ~ .  D~ you desire recognition, M ~ .  josephs? 
M ~ .  JOSEPHS. yes, speaker. ~ h ~ ~ k  you. 
I would like to put this to a vote, sir. 
~h~ SPEAKER. very good. 
Ms. JOSEPHS. I think that there is enough fooling around witl 

our procedures. I would like to see this in writing. Thank you 
M,.. speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
will the H~~~~ agree to the amendment? 

~ h ,  following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-7 1 

Bebko-Jones Donatucci Manderino Staback 
Beiardi Eachus Mann Steelman 
Belfanti Evans, D. McCall Sturla 
Bishop Frankel McGeehan S u m  
Blaum George Melio Tangretti 
Butkovitz Gruitza Michlovic Tigue 
Buxton Haluska Mundy Travaglio 
Caltagirone Hama Myers Trello 
Casorio Harhai Oliver Trich 
cawley Horsey Pallone Vitali 
Cohen, M. James Petrone Walko 
Co'afel'a Josephs Preston Wansacz 
COY Kirkland Readshaw Washington 
CUW LaGrotta Robinson Waters 
Daley Laughlin Roebuck Wojnaroski 
DeLuca Lawless Rufting Wright, G. 
~ f v ~ O d y  Lescovitz Scrimenti Youngblood 

Lwyk Shaner 

NAYS-124 

A ~ O I P ~  Fichter Major Schuler 
Argall Fleagle Markosek Semmel 
Armstrong Flick Marsico Smith, B. 
Baker, J. Forcier Mayemik Smith, S. H. 
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Baker, M. 
, Bard 

Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Cappelli 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Dailey 
Dally 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Egolf 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 

Levdansky 

Allen 

Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Habay 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 

McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Perzel 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 

NOT VOTING3 

Petrarca Sainato 

Civera Rieger 

Solobay 
Stairs 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

Roberts 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

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

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker, and now, as opposed to one 

question under parliamentary inquiry, I have two questions. 
Totally and completely, Mr. Speaker, we put our faith on the 

mantle of the Supreme Court's approval on the issue of 
redistricting. We have ignored the possibility of Federal 
interdiction. So my question, Mr. Speaker, is, if redistricting is 
held up in Federal court - and that could go on, Mr. Speaker, I 
dunk until October of next year - if the Federal courts decide to be 
involved in this process, does that mean that the vacancy in the 
186th, I thmk it is, will go on; that that seat will not have 
representation? I am just asking. 

The SPEAKER. Whom are you just asking? 

Mr. HORSEY. I beg your pardon? 
A simple yes or no will be okay. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Smith, would you give the gentleman a 

simple yes or no. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Yes or no, Mr. Speaker? Which do you want? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Smith, yield to the gentleman, Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. HORSEY. So can I interrogate him? 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Cohen desires to respond to your 

interrogation. 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I believe I know the answer to the 

gentleman's question. 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank you. 
Mr. COHEN. The reason this legislation deals with the State 

Supreme Court and not the Federal court is the State Constitution 
deals with the State Supreme Court and not the Federal court. 
Of course, any Federal court at any time over the next 10 years 
could theoretically throw out this plan and issue whatever order it 
deems appropriate, which could also be appealed then to a higher 
Federal court, and ultimately, at some time the U.S. Supreme Court 
could theoretically make a ruling throwing out this plan. But there 
is no imminent possibility that the Federal courts will be able to do 
anything, and there is no reference to the Federal courts in the 
State Constitution, and therefore, I really do not think it is 
necessary for us to deal with what would happen at such time as 
any Federal court makes any decision that is adverse to the 
decision of the Legislative Reapportionment Commission. 

Mr. HORSEY. So, Mr. Speaker, am I given permission to 
interrogate the gentleman- 

Mr. COHEN. Yes. 
Mr. HORSEY. ---since he decided to answer the question? 
So are you telling me, are you standing there telling me you 

have a crystal ball as to whether this reapportionment plan violates 
the '64 Civil Rights Act or not? 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I am confident that any Federal 
court that hears this will uphold the reapportionment plan that was 
adopted by the Legislative Reapportionment Commission. 

Mr. HORSEY. That is not the question, Mr. Speaker. 
The question is, are you confident that this reapportionment 

plan - and I need to hear this, because I need it to go on record - 
you are confident that this reapportionment plan does not violate 
the '64 Civil Rights Act? 

Mr. COHEN. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I am confident that this plan 
does not violate the 1964 Civil Rights Act or the 1965 Voting 
Rights Act or any subsequent amendment of the Voting Rights 
Act. 

Mr. HORSEY. Wait a minute, Mr. Speaker. Just a minute. 
Mr. Speaker, the '64 Civil Rights Act was created to provide 

for minorities being able to vote and one man, one vote, and you 
are telling me that this plan relative to legislative reapportionment 
provides for one vote per man relative to race. 

Point in fact: If there are numbers that indicate that there should 
be 15 legislative seats that minorities should have in 
Philadelphia- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Horsey, please yield. 
Mr. Horsey, you are completely off the subject. The bill before 

us is not the bill that you should be doing this debating on. You 
should have done that when we did reapportionment. 

Mr. HORSEY. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, but I thought we were 
dealing with reapportionment and elections. 
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The SPEAKER. No. Well, it has something to do with 
reapportionment. It has to do with special elections. 

Mr. HORSEY. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I have a brief comment on the bill itself? 
The SPEAKER. A brief comment would be welcomed. 
Mr. HORSEY. A brief comment. 
Mr. Speaker, we had some gentlemen up in Boston who threw 

some tea into the river, and that involved, you know, 
representation and why people should not be taxed without 
representation. What we are proposing here today, Mr. Speaker, is 
the 186th - and we do not have a definite date on when 
reapportionment will be approved - that those people in that 
district go without representation for an endless amount of time - 
176th District, excuse me, and that is Representative Wogan's 
district - that that district not have representation for an endless 
amount of time, with a crystal ball that the State Supreme Court is 
going to do what it needs to do and we need to ignore the Federal 
courts in this process. 

Mr. Speaker, that is not right, and I do not understand why it is 
so important that we not have a special election. If someone runs 
for the position, they know that in November there is no more 
position; I mean, still the people in that district have representation 
if it is for 2 months or 1 week. What we are proposing here today 
and whether we do it or not, some citizen may go to the 
Supreme Court and say that that district, the 176th, should have 
representation right now. Okay? And we are right back to this 
conversation that the legislature has worked it out. 

That is all, Mr. Speaker. Thank you very much. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

GUEST INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welcome to the hall of 
the House today Susan Costantino Kaczorowski, the secretary and 
the Pittsburgh office manager of the district office of 
Representative Petrone. She is seated to the left of the Speaker. 
Would she please rise. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 965 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to clarify one thing. 

The fact that a House district becomes effective on a 
reapportionment year once the Supreme Court has ruled finally on 
any appeals to that plan is something that was decided 10 years 
ago by the courts in response to what most of us would recall as 
the Frank Pecora Senate seat situation. We are now living under 
that. Prior. to that, we always had the assumption that our districts 
took place following the next election. 

So we simply have to live with the fact that the courts have 
ruled that our districts become effective once all the appeals are 
done and the Supreme Court has ruled on the Reapportionment 
Commission. That is the facts of life. This bill simply makes the 
Speaker's job a little more simplified in that he will not be calling 
a special election in a district that essentially would be abolished 
and moved to another area of the State a month later. I hope the 
members will vote for the bill and we will move on. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass fmally? e 

The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 
Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen. M. 
~olafel la  
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cw 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolarno 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Freeman 

Allen 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 

Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhanan 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petzel 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Philli~s 
~ i c k e h  
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Scrimen ti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tutzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmennan 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Josephs Samuelson 

NOT VOTING4 

Civera Rieger Roberts 
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The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
' a f f i t i v e ,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  and the 

bill passed finally. 
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate with the 

information that the House has passed the same without 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at this time requests the gentleman 
from Philadelphia County, Mr. Wogan, soon-to-be Judge Wogan, 
to temporarily preside. This is his last day in session, unless his 
neighbor and friend calls us back in in the next month. Mr. Wogan. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(CHRIS R. WOGAN) PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the ladies and gentlemen on 
my right, I hope that is not because you are glad to be rid of me. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1519 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Okay. On page 4 of our calendar, 
HI3 1519. When we last considered HB 1519, we were at 
amendment 4279. 

On the question of amendment 4279, the Chair recognizes 
Representative Casorio. 

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 

Bucks County indicates he will stand for interrogation. 
Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, when we last left HB 15 19, we were debating 

amendment 4279, the Internet sale of liquor in Pennsylvania. Since 
then, we subsequently have received a fiscal note, and I would like 
to read this to the members, if I could: "The adoption of this 
amendment" - 4279 - 'kill result in the loss of a small amount of 
tax revenue.. .." And this is according to Chairman Barley. "It is 
not possible to determine the total potential tax loss.. .." It is not 
possible to determine the total potential tax loss. 

Mr. Speaker, are there any estimates that you have, since we did 
not and you have established we did not meet on this amendment 
or any of these amendments in the Liquor Committee, is there any 
estimate that you have on the potential sale of liquor from out of 
State through the Internet, the amount? 

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 am glad to address 
your question. 

First off, if you are going to address yourself to the line that you 
read, specifically it dealt with the markup by the LCB. We are not 
looking at thls amendment to have any markup for the LCB. When 
the LCB has its traditional markup on a product, it is because they 
are acting as the purchaser; they are the importer; they are the 
wholesaler; they are acting as a distributor; they are accurately 
working to make sure all of their stores are monitored with enough 
product; they are making sure that if a product is necessary in one 
part of the State versus another, they have the shpments there. 
They have a whole host of duties that the markup is part of the 
purchase price. That is not what we are talking about by the 
Internet, because with the Internet, simply we are allowing our 
Pennsylvanians, if they are in any other State, Napa Valley or 
anywhere else, as long as that vineyard would have the 

arrangement with the LCB, they could have the point of sale be 
there, the product be shipped to the LCB, the LCB then would ship 
it to the store, and for that service the Commonwealth is receiving 
an 18-percent markup on that total product for the Johnstown flood 
tax and a 6-percent markup on that product. 

If you look and think the product out, if you are not out of State 
and if you are not in an area or if you are purchasing a product that 
is not sold in Pennsylvania, that is the only reason why you would 
use the Internet, because if you buy a product over the Internet that 
we sell in Pennsylvania, our markup is very little compared to the 
buying power we have, so it would not be in anybody's best 
interest to do this for anything other than a product they cannot get, 
and for that, the Commonwealth receives a 24-percent new amount 
of revenue that they would not receive otherwise. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, you talked about Internet 
providers or sites or wineries from out of State that the PLCB 
would be conducting business with. Do we have - and I am 
assuming that they are registered with the LCB - do we have any 
idea of how many there are that are in cooperation and legally 
recognized by the LCB? 

Mr. REINARD. There is no one recognized for Internet sales 
in Pennsylvania. There are 13 States that have utilized this exact 
language in order to allow their citizens to import into the State a 
product they cannot get in their State legally, and for that reason 
they have set up, as we have in this language, a process where the 
importing vineyard in this case would have to register with 
Pennsylvania, and upon that, we could legally bring a product into 
Pennsylvania, which I daresay now is being brought in illegally by 
many residents in Pennsylvania, breaking the law not by choice but 
because there is no other option. 

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On the amendment, if I could, please? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in light of the fiscal note that we have been given, 

and again, I quote from Chairman Barley: "The adoption of this 
amendment will result in the loss of a small amount of tax 
revenue.. . ." In these economic times, I am not sure what "small" 
is. "It is not possible to determine the total potential tax loss.. . ." 

I do not think we want to be adopting an amendment, 
Mr. Speaker, for the Liquor Control Board or anyone else that has 
the potential to, one, alter the system, one, alter the system that we 
currently have that works very well, that is profitable; and two, to 
alter the system in lieu of a potential revenue loss, the makeup of 
which would be somewhere for us to find that revenue loss 
makeup, Mr. Speaker. 

Also, we talked about earlier the enforcement. I daresay that the 
LCE, Liquor Control Enforcement, officers of the Pennsylvania 
State Police are certainly stretched to their limits. 

The shipping and reporting portions of this amendment are 
going to be hard to, I believe, follow. And if we could, again, for 
amendment 4279, that the ". . .out-of-State wine shipper 
shall:. . .Not ship to any address in a municipality that has adopted 
a local option referendum.. .," and I understand the speaker making 
the point that these shpments will be to LCB stores, but this is in 
the amendment. And also, the "...out-of-State wine shipper 
shall:. . .Report to the board each year the total of wine shipped into 
this Commonwealth in the preceding calendar year." And again, 
I am wondering who is going to be in charge of that reporting, who 
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is going to ver@ that, who is going to check the records. I think it 
is just another layer of bureaucracy here, Mr. Speaker, that we, 
quite frankly, do not need in a system that is working well, that is 
serving the residents of the Commonwealth and is not broken. 

I would urge a negative vote on amendment 4279. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Representative Myers. 

Mr. MYERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, what I would like to share with my colleagues 

today is that the system of liquor control is being attacked. This is 
just one measure out of a possible five, and they all are connected, 
and what the end result may be is an effect that would be more 
damaging than privatizing the liquor stores. 

First, right now we are talking about the Internet. Another 
amendment is going to come up that is talking about selling liquor 
on Sundays. Another amendment is going to come up talking about 
being able to go across State lines and buy five bottles of liquor. 
It sounds like to me these amendments are geared towards 
alcoholics. 

I mean, why do we want to change the system we have? Why 
do we want to reduce the revenue of the present system? For what 
reason? I mean, we have much more expense in this 
Commonwealth today than we anticipated as a result of 911 1. 

We talked last week about a bunch of measures that we need to 
put in place to combat terrorism. Well, getting people drunk is not 
one way to do it. Reducing the t a x e s  I mean, making alcohol 
available on the Internet, in my estimation, can only increase the 
potential for terrorism, because people can drink all day and all 
night. 

We did not get to the Sunday one yet. But just on this Internet, 
how do we enforce the Internet economy when right now, today, 
with prescription drugs, tobacco products, there is just no way to 
control it? 

I think that if you want to buy wine, go to the State store; if you 
cannot go to the State store, go to the bar; if you cannot go to the 
State store or the bar, then go home. 

I ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Reinard. 
Mr. REINARD. Well, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just to follow up on a few points by the previous speakers. 
First off, in my tenure as being chairman of the committee, 

members of the committee will know, we have not done anythmg 
to attack the system. As a matter of fact, we have been trying to 
make this system user-friendly in Pennsylvania. This House has 
already acted last session on a great piece of legislation that has 
gone a long way on that, and this is just to follow up on that, fmt 
off. 

Second off, on less taxes, when you are selling a product, when 
you are putting an 18-percent tax, which I, quite frankly, think is 
very high, but when you are putting that on top of a product that 
you are getting 6-percent sales tax and it is on a product that you 
do not sell in t h s  State and you are going to get that tax revenue 
anyway, I do not see how that is less taxes; I see that as more. 

And on the shlpping and the reporting, we have that so the LCB 
can keep a good track on what is coming in and they make sure 
that they are getting the tax revenue that they should, and it works 
in 13 other States very simply, and it will work here in 
Pennsylvania as well. 

And quite frankly, on the last gentleman's comments, he and I 
obviously might dnnk different varieties of wine. I will tell every 
member of thls House, every State store in Pennsylvania has a 
book this thick of special liquor orders, but there are more than 
that that are not listed there, and if you want to buy those, your 
constituents want to buy those, and Pennsylvania's taxes are being 
paid for buying those, quite frankly, why are you saying no? 

Vote for the amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 

gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Mayernik. 
Mr. MAYERNIK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of this amendment. 
The issue in front of us is, should we permit consumers, our 

constituents, who are law-abiding citizens, provide them the 
opportunity to go shop throughout the country for wines, for items 
that they want, if they are willing to pay those moneys to acquire 
the wine? The answer is yes. Why should we not permit people in 
Pennsylvania to go across State lines and to buy wine that they 
want? Why are we prohibiting someone in this State from buying 
something they want, they are willing to pay for it and willing to 

1 go shop? The taxes will be paid on it. The laws will be adhered to, 
because the people will be of age. But yet we in this State have this 

1 myopic view that we should not go out of State to purchase goods. 
I just do not understand it. 1 I have had many constituents contact me, Mr. Speaker. I have 
introduced a similar piece of legislation and said, this is good 
legislation; this is a good bill. We want choice. Why should we be 
limited in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Speaker, if anything, the individuals from the State store, 
the State store union, have come to see me, and they said they are 
against this bill; they are against it because it would be the first 
step in the ruination of the State store system. And my answer to 
them is, no, it is not. What this is, is a step to taking people off 
your back that want to take away the State store system, because 
you are giving consumers a choice. You are letting people decide 
what items they will buy, when they will buy it, where they will 
buy it. This is a commonsense piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to permit the consumers of 
Pennsylvania the option of making the decision of what they will 
buy, where they will buy it, and when they will buy it. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Allegheny County, Representative Pippy. 

Mr. PIPPY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I originally did not intend to speak on th~s  bill, but after hearing 

some of the comments, I felt a need to. 
First, this has been an issue that has been ongoing for a long 

time, and I have been questioned about it many times, as have most 
of my colleagues here, and there were a couple of issues that 
always came up. First is the underage drinking. We cannot let 
people buy over the Internet because the teenagers would have 
access to low-cost alcohol and be able to buy it themselves, ship 
it to their address or their parents' second address where they do 
not live, and go pick it up themselves. So I look at that, and that 
was a very good argument, but now, that is not what is happening 
here. You are not going to have people drinking all day, unless 
they are willing to go to the State store all day or go to the bar all 
day and buy it. What is happening here is, we are saying, you are 
right; we are concerned about underage drinking, so you have to 
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go through the State system, which brings up the second point: 
therevenuefact. 

The fact is, right now - I know you do not want to believe this 
- but you probably could get on the Internet and you probably 
could order a bottle of wine and a lot of places would probably 
ship it to you in Pennsylvania. Why? Well, it is very difficult to go 
across State lines, if our Attorney General wants to go after a 
company that is doing that, right now it is difficult for him to go 
across State lines to prosecute for someone that is shlpping into 
Pennsylvania right now. I will tell you, that came up during 
meetings we have had at the National Conference of State 
Legislatures, and other issues. So this not only would give us a 
little more mfluence, because now there is an incentive to not only 
register with the State but it would also provide us some leverage 
with these organizations, because the organizations that are willing 
to go through our State store system, that are willing to go through 
the regular ID card and do everything you have to do to buy a 
bottle of wine right now, would have a better chance of getting 
more sales in Pennsylvania. 

And 1 know that the members of the State store system right 
now have come and said they are concerned about this because it 
may erode the value of the store; this could be the first step into 
eliminating the State stores or a first step into private sales. And 
wherever you are on that position is not the issue today, because 
what I will tell you is, many of us believe that this actually 
strengthens the position of a State store employee. Why? Well, if 
we do start selling a lot, where are we picking it up? At the State 
system. One of the biggest arguments is, you cannot get quality 
wines in Pennsylvania, or if you can, you can only get a limited 
amount. If you can order it yourself, that argument is taken away. 
So now where do you go? For those people who were saying that 
we should get rid of State stores, where do you go? We have just 
taken that argument away. Now, you will have to pay the tax 
revenue, which we all believe you should. Whether it should be 
18 percent or not is another story, but you will have to pay the 
taxes. You will have to get carded like any other system. There is 
a limited amount of alcohol you could purchase. There are rules 
and regulations within the amendment to protect us, and the 
bottom line, I think, in the long run, if you look at it, it gives us  
more strength as a Commonwealth when we are dealing with some 
of these people who are right now, right now, and I will not do it, 
but we could have an action team, and we could go on the Internet 
right now and find someone, and we could have it shipped to some 
of our colleagues, but we will not - my wife will not give me 
enough money to do that anyways -but the point being, I support 
this amendment because it is a good balance. What it does is it 
allows you access to the quality wines you may have trouble 
getting via the system, even through the special order process, and 
second, it does protect the fact that our children will not be able to 
purchase this wine, unless they can get it from a State store, and we 
know how efficient and how hardworking our State srore 
employees are. They do an excellent job at checking those 
ID cards. 

So we are protecting the kids, we are protecting our revenues, 
and I would argue, like the chairman did, that we would actually 
get more revenue in the long run, because people would purchase 
stuff that they may not be able to buy right now, and I think we 
would have more control over those who would try to import in 
and negatively affect our children in our Commonwealth. 

So I would ask you to please support the Reinard amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Luzerne County, 

Representative Tigue. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to interrogate the maker of the 

amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Representative 

Reinard, indicates he will so submit to interrogation. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, just to clarify the amendment, if a wine is 

available through the State store, under your amendment would I 
still be allowed to buy that wine on the Intemet? 

Mr. REINARD. If you wanted to buy a wine from a winery and 
they would go into an agreement with the State of Pennsylvania to 
ship it into Pennsylvania and you wanted to pay the tax and you 
wanted to pay the 6 percent, that you could do legally. However, 
if it is already in your State store, the State has already used its 
bargaining power and market buying share to negotiate with the 
broker that brings it in here to demand a price that is lower than 
you are going to buy at point of sale, and if any of you have ever 
been to Napa Valley and gone to any of t h ~ s e  wine tastings, you 
will see at point of sale, at the vineyards the prices are more 
expensive than at superstores or different stores in that particular 
State. It is because of volume. So if you want to do that, that is 
fine, but I would contend to you that you would find you would be 
paying far more in prices that way than buying it from this State 
store system. 

Mr. TIGUE. I do not know if that was a yes or a no. 
If the wine is available in the State s t o r e  
Mr. REINARD. The answer is yes. 
Mr. TIGUE. Thank you. 
So if it is in the State store, I can buy it. 
The other question I have is, in the amendment it says that the 

wine that I purchase must be for personal use. The question at this 
time of the year would be, can I give it as a gift? 

Mr. REINARD. The personal use is to make sure it is clearly 
understood and the penalty that says it is a misdemeanor of the 
second degree is so it is clearly understood that it is not for 
business licensees of this Commonwealth. That is a clear 
prohibition, and we do not want any licensee to buy from anyone 
other than the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and that is why 
that language is clearly written and the penalty is clearly stated. 

Mr. TIGUE. Okay. And one last question: Getting back to the 
part about if the wine is available in the State store, if I can 
purchase a wine that is available in the State store cheaper on the 
Internet than I can buy it in the State store, forgetting about the 
taxes, the purchase price, that would be allowed? And what would 
the taxes be calculated on - the price I buy it, which would be less, 
or the price of the State store product? 

Mr. REINARD. The only way I can answer your question is to 
walk you through a perfect example. 

If you want to go in and you want to buy a bottle of wine in 
Pennsylvania and it is sitting on the shelf and it is $8, that bottle of 
wine already has a 30-percent markup, and then it has an 
18-percent Johnstown flood tax incorporated in that cost. What is 
not listed there is the 6-percent sales tax. If you go on the Internet 
and you are going to buy a bottle of wine, and in this case, 
unfortunately, you are not going to be able to get a bottle shipped; 
you are going to be talking about a case that would be shipped, so 
to begin with, you are talking about greater volume. But if you are 
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going to buy a case of that same exact wine, that wine is going to 
have to come here, the price that you are going to pay at point of 
sale on that Internet is not going to have the buying power of the 
Commonwealth; it is not going to have the largest purchaser of 
alcohol in the free world; it is not going to have that. It will skip 
the markup, but the price you are going to pay for it at point of sale 
is going to be more, and then when it gets here, you are going to 
have to tack on the 18 percent, which is not going to show when 
you do point-of-service sale on the Internet but does show when 
you go to the State store, and then you still have to add 6 percent 
more when you walk out the door. 

Mr. TIGUE. Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I concluded my 
interrogation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 
Mr. Horsey. 

Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I will keep it short. I just have one or two questions. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, are you aware of dumping, the economic principle 

of dumping? 
Mr. REINARD. Could you repeat it again? 
Mr. HORSEY. Are you aware of the economic principle of 

dumping, product dumping? 
Mr. REINARD. Dumping? 
Mr. HORSEY. Yes. 
Mr. REINARD. In a brief concept. 
Mr. HORSEY. Well, let me ask the question and sort of clear 

the air, and I am aslung because I do not know the answer. Are you 
saying that when a product comes into the State, it will be at a 
competitive price as a product that is already on the shelf? 

Mr. REINARD. No. I am saying Pennsylvania's price on the 
shelf is a competitive price. I am saying when you buy from the 
Internet, you are going to be paying a point-of-sale price that will 
have no discounts on it, it will have no buying power towards it, 
and in answering the previous gentleman, I would say that he could 
buy it cheaper, something we sell here, here, with taxes on it, than 
he could going out and having it shipped here from that place. 

However, there is no way any winery can dump on here, 
because we are only allowing an individual to purchase and we are 
only allowing them to purchase one case per month and we are 
saying they must pay Pennsylvania's 18-percent Johnstown flood 
tax and the 6-percent sales tax. They are paying the tax on the 
product, but the product is something, we envision, no one in their 
right mind would want to buy a product over the Internet and go to 
the State store and pay more money for it when they could just go 
to the State store and buy it, but what they would want to buy is 
something the State store either does not have or the special liquor 
order book that you can see does not list, and in those areas, they 
still would have to buy it, bring it in, and then pay taxes. 

Mr. HORSEY. So, Mr. Speaker, the next question is, this 
product will be delivered at a central point other than someone's 
individual home? 

Mr. REINARD. It is prohibited to go anywhere but to the LCB, 
and in the correct likelihood, most likelihood, it will go to their 
distribution center, where they will then take it to the individual 
store at your request, just like they take any other wine or spirit 
product to that store. 

Mr. HORSEY. No more questions, Mr. Speaker, and no 
comment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Did the gentleman from Luzerne have .further comments? 

The Chair thanks the gentleman from Luzerne. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Bard 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Cappelli 
Clark 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Colafella 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
Dailey 
Daley 
DeLuca 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Fairchild 

h s t r o n g  
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Barley 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Beminghoff 
Birmelin 
Blaurn 
Boyes 
Browne 
Caltagirone 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clymer 
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
CUT 
Dally 
Dermody 
DeWeese 

Fichter 
Flick 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Godshall 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hennessey 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 
Maitland 
Manderino 

Egolf 
Evans, J. 
Feese 
Fleagle 
Forcier 
Freeman 
Geist 
George 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Hama 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
James 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Levdansky 

Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhinney 
McNaughton 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller, S. 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Perzel 
Petrone 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reinar d 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 

Mackereth 
Major 
Mcllhattan 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Miller, R. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Pickett 
Readshaw 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 

NOT VOTING1 

Herman 

Schroder 
Semmel 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Sturla 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Vitali 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wright, M. 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Shaner 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stem 
Strittrnatter 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Turzai 
Veon 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, J. 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zirnrnerman 
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Allen Civera Rieger Roberts 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, 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? 

border States. We lose uncounted amount of revenue because 
people cannot buy a product legally in our State on Sunday and 
they will go to our neighboring New York, Maryland, Delaware, 
West Virginia, Ohio; they will go where they can in order to 
purchase a product illegally. We have created a system where they 
cannot buy a product and be a legal, law-abiding citizen in this 
Commonwealth. 

What thls does is allows that to happen, and it does it with time 
and hours of 12 to 5, and it will now allow not just beer but also 
wine and also spirits to be available and will help to make our 
residents law abiding and buying from Pennsylvania, having 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by inserting after "DEFINITION;" 

"INARD offered the amendment No. A4235: 

W h e r  providing for when sales may be made at 
Pennsylvania liquor stores; 

Pennsylvania collect taxes on the products they buy, and not be 
forced to move to a neighboring State. I ask for your support. 

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
Section 2. Section 304 of the act is amended to read: 
Section 304. When Sales May Be Made at Pennsylvania 

Liquor Stores.+Every] la) Excevt as ~rovided for in subsection (b), 
Pemsylvania Liquor Store shall be open for business week days, 

except legal holidays or any day on which a general, municipal, special 
or primary election is being held, during such hours as the board, in its 
discretion, shall determine: Provided, That the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Stores in the case of a special election for members of the 
~ e n e r a l  Assembly or members of the Congress of the United States, when 
such special election is held on other than a primary, municipal or general 
election day, shall be open in those Legislative or Congressional Districts 
as though the day were not a special election day. The board may, with 
the approval of the Governor, temporarily close any store in any 
municipality. 

(b) Pennsylvania Liauor Stores designated as svecialtv stores 
o~erated bv the board shall be oven for Sundav retail sales between the 
hours of noon and five o'clock postmeridian. exceDt that no Sunday sales 
shall occur on Easter Sunday or Christmas day. 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 9, by striking out "2" and inserting 
3 

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 4. The amendment of section 304 of the act shall take effect 

upon entrance of the Commonwealth and the four unions representing 
Pennsylvania liquor store employees into new collective bargaining 
agreements. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 8, by striking out "3" and inserting 
C 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Bucks, Representative Reinard. 

Mr. FEINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is an amendment that would allow at the very 

limited 39 designated specialty wine and spirit shops in 
Pennsylvania the ability to have Sunday sales. It would exclude 
Christmas. It would exclude Easter. It would take effect only when 
the next collective-bargaining agreement is worked on and 
approved, so it will be incorporated in that pay scale. And again, 
out of the 638 stores in Pennsylvania, this will only apply to their 
39 superstores. 

The basis on this amendment is, we in Pennsylvania presently 
on Sunday can legally purchase beer. We can purchase from 
restaurants or taverns and takeout places. However, we have a 
serious problem in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania with our 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns temporarily to 
leaves of absence. A leave of absence for the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Representative PERZEL, is granted. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1519 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And on the question of 
amendment 4235, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland County, Mr. Casorio. 

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the maker of the amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates he will 

so submit. 
Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to read from the amendment, line 2 1: 

"Pennsylvania Liquor Stores designated as specialty stores 
operated by the board shall be open for Sunday retail sales 
between the hours of noon and five o'clock postmeridian, except 
that no Sunday sales shall occur on Easter Sunday or Christmas 
day." 

Mr. Speaker, what is the PLCB definition of "specialty stores"? 
Mr. REINARD. They have listed for the members of the House, 

there are 22 superstores and 17 specialty stores. They are the 
39 stores that will make up this definition. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, how is that definition 
determined? 

Mr. REINARD. By talking directly to the board. 
Mr. CASORIO. And, Mr. Speaker, how has the board 

determined that those are specialty stores? What is the criteria 
used? 

Mr. FEINARD. Because they determined 22 superstores and 
17 specialty stores as their wine and spirit shops. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker. and the criteria used to determine 
that they are specialty stores are what? 

Mr. REINARD. They already exist, and if any of you have 
traveled to - there is even one here in the Harrisburg area - if you 
have traveled to an area where the store, the selections, the training 
by the personnel, the amount of wines that are available are greater 
than you see in normal stores, that is one of those type stores, and 
it is a designation that the board has for their upgraded quality 
stores, based on sales, based on the growing environment and 
interest in better specialty wines than they have in the other basic 
638 stores. 
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Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, can you produce the language 
from the PLCB that determines verification and standards for 
specialty stores, please? 

Mr. REINARD. The gentleman, I am sure, can contact the 
board if he wants information on that. The Liquor Control Board 
has specialty stores presently. We are not changing any part of the 
statute, anythmg in this statute dealing with specialty stores, except 
recognizing that they have 39 of them, and actually, in 
conversations with the board, they are interested in the greater 
revenue that this would produce on Sunday, since they estimate, in 
their best estimate, that they could capture 20 percent of the market 
in just this period of time of sales. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, since you are my chairman on the 
Liquor Committee, I do not want to contact the Liquor Board; 
I want to ask you. What is the criteria established by the PLCB for 
specialty stores, please? 

Mr. REINARD. I am not sure there is criteria based on anythmg 
other than sales. They put an investment into these stores. They are 
larger stores. They have more selection. They have better trained 
staff. I do not believe it is anythlng that is in statute or regulation. 
I think it is what buying power will have in certain parts of thls 
Commonwealth that you do not have in other parts of the 
Commonwealth. They are extremely, extremely profitable, and 
they are also extremely, extremely appreciated by the residents and 
the citizens that go to it, and I would venture to say, if you have 
not been to one, I would recommend you see one, because they 
give greater selections and well-trained people to give you help if 
you are looking for a red or a white. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, let us say, for instance, that we 
accept your assumption that specialty stores are extremely - and 
I lost your quote - extremely, extremely profitable and extremely, 
extremely stocked, I think you may have said; I am not sure. If that 
is the case - and I will accept your definition of a specialty store 
for the moment - can you tell me, since you cannot produce for me 
any criteria that the PLCB uses to detennine specialty stores, then 
can you tell me with any certainty if the LCB would not determine 
that all 641 stores are not specialty stores tomorrow? 

Mr. REINARD. Yes, because I called them, and I spoke to the 
board directly, and they told me they have 22 superstores and 
17 specialty stores. These are their 39 stores that they deem that 
are quality stores. Anythmg clearer than that is only because that 
is what they said; that is what they determined; that is their criteria. 
It is not something up to us to create in this House, either statute 
or regulation, that describes what a specialty store is. The board 
has already done that. They have 39 of them. 

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you. 
You are inferring that I may have said that the legislature 

should establish criteria, and if you were listening to me correctly, 
that is not what I said. 

Taking your assumption again at face value, and I believe you, 
what is to say that the LCB could not add another 50 or 
60 specialty stores next month? 

Mr. REINARD. It would be probably in anyone's best interest 
where their constituents reside and the fact that they have to 
purchase - most people purchase their liquor in an area that is 
close and convenient to their home - it would be in the best 
interest of our stores in our systems if we had more and more of 
these stores. Regrettably, we only have 39 at this point. It is my 
hope that the Commonwealth will have more stores, but at this 
point this is all they do have, but I think there is a great emphasis 
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in trying to make our stores more user-friendly for the consumers 
and have better products available. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, your own determination of your 
hope that there will be more and more stores is exactly the road 
that I have been leading down, that I am afraid that the LCB may 
arbitrarily or through whatever criteria they establish, since we 
cannot determine what that is other than they do that, may 
determine that we need more and more, and I think you will fmd 
the consensus of this House shortly is that we do not need more 
and more. 

Mr. Speaker, can you answer me a question? Has the 
Liquor Committee, of which I am a member, met on amendment 
4235? 

Mr. REINARD. The answer is the same as I gave you in the 
previous amendment. This amendment is part of HB 2 186, which 
is before our committee. HB 2186 has not moved because this 
vehicle of mine was moving, and as you are aware and the House 
is aware, you usually have only one liquor bill that goes through in 
a session. This is the bill, and we wanted to make sure that not just 
these amendments but amendments for both sides of this hall were 
put into this bill and then would have this House have the ability 
to address. None of those were addressed by the committee 
because of, quite frankly, the time space, the time to get it done, 
but we wanted to make sure that both your members and our 
members had the opportunity to get their issues brought timely 
before this House. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, do you believe that 
amendment 4235 is a good amendment and a good idea? ' Mr. REWARD. Obviously. I introduced it, sir. 

Mr. CASORIO. Do you believe it to be a good idea, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. REWARD. I think it is a wonderful idea. I see no idea in 
the world, and if you have a better idea to explain to me why I am ' wrong, take the shot, but if you can buy beer legally in 
Pennsylvania on Sunday, I do not know why we are forcing our 
residents to cross the border into other States and lose revenue 
because we are not selling them wine in Pennsylvania. 

We are saying for their wine purchases they should be a lot 
smarter and think 2 and 3 days in advance before they have their 
dinner or have a dinner party. Quite frankly, what happens is the 
reverse; they forget, and people go to New Jersey and people go to 
New York and people go to Ohio, West Virginia, and Maryland, 
and Delaware, and quite frankly, it makes no sense at all why we 
have a system of control like we do that works in Pennsylvania that 
you do not want to use it on Sunday when you can use it on 
Saturday. 

Mr. CASOFUO. Mr. Speaker, if this was a good idea, and 
obviously, you believe that to be the case, why would you not 
solicit the support of the members of the Liquor Control 
Committee to share in your opinion? 

Mr. REINARD. Every member of the committee is in this hall 
of the House, and they are free to vote as they wish. 

I did solicit the opinion of the Liquor Control Board, who was 
in favor of this portion. They have been trying and talking about 
Sunday sales for a long time, but because of the fact that not 
through any of our control, there is no collective-bargaining 
agreement that has been done for a number of years. That is why 
this amendment has been crafted carefully to only happen once that 
collective-bargaining agreement happens, so that way, any 
increases in pay, any increases in salary necessary for Sunday, any 
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specialty markups, anything needed can be done by the board and 
by the Commonwealth at that time so everyone will be 
compensated, including the Commonwealth, who expects to have 
a 20-percent increase in sales because of this. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, let us shift gears. I have the 
fiscal note from Chairman Barley, and I would like to read it to 
you, if I could, from amendment 4235: "According to the 
Liquor Control Board the minimum cost to open liquor stores for 
Sunday sales is $1,359,000 per year"; $1,359,000 per year. 
"This estimate is based on current salaries, wages and benefit costs 
for union employees. The Board assumes upon the enactment of a 
new contract," and we all hope that that is sometime in the very 
near future, Mr. Speaker, that these "costs will increase." 

So we have the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, 
from the Liquor Control Board, telling us that it is going to cost 
$1,359,000 per year to open the stores, the Pennsylvania liquor 
stores, and by your estimation - we can do some quick math - so 
39 stores, by your own estimation, they are going to cost the 
residents and the taxpayers of Pennsylvania $1,359,000 to open up 
39 stores, and when the enactment of a new contract, costs will 
increase. 

Mr. Speaker, do you think that $1,359,000 for 39 stores is a 
good use of taxpayer dollars? 

Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, every member in this House has 
this fiscal note, and I am surprised that you just stopped in the 
middle of the amendment and did not begin at the beginning. The 
line above where you started says, "The adoption of this 
amendment will have no adverse impact on Commonwealth 
funds." But where you also stopped and did not continue, it says, 
". . .it is assumed that the revenue to be generated," because of the 
new contract, will increase and that it "will offset the costs for 
staffing the stores on Sundays." I am sure it is an omission that you 
did not read the entire paragraph. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, in your estimation, do you really 
believe that after 5 long years that the hardworking men and 
women of the State stores will have a contract in the near future? 

Mr. REINARD. I have been working and hoping for that. I have 
written to the Governor on that case, and if you are trying to paint 
me as being someone who was not for that, you have got the wrong 
chairman, sir. 

Mr. CASORIO. I do not have any paintbrushes in my hand, 
Mr. Speaker, so I am not in the job of painting. I am only telling 
you what Chairman Barley has told me and the other members in 
the House, that it is going to cost the taxpayers of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania-- No adverse impact. You are 
correct; it does say, no adverse impact- 

Mr. REINARD. Why do you not start the whole paragraph two 
at the very beginning and read it to the House. It starts out- 

Mr. CASORIO. ---but the minimum cost to open liquor stores 
for Sunday sales, Mr. Speaker, is going to be $1,359,000 per year 
to the taxpayers of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and that 
is the point that I wanted to make. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier you mentioned that folks are going out of 
State to buy liquor on Sundays. Correct me if I am wrong, and I am 
sure you will, that New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Maryland, and 
the District of Columbia do not permit liquor sales on Sunday. 

Mr. REINARD. Incorrect. I live next to the State of 
New Jersey. New Jersey has Sunday sales. There are many 
members of this caucus and this chamber who live in Philadelphia. 

They will tell you, quite frankly, very easily, New Jersey has 
Sunday sales. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, is it not true that the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board runs at an annual profit year after year for 
the taxpayers of the Commonwealth? 

Mr. REINARD. It is unfortunate that it runs at a profit that it 
does. The Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board gets no revenues 
from this General Assembly in any lund of appropriation. They get 
it all from user's fees, from markup fees, from 18-percent 
Johnstown tax fees, from 6-percent fees. They pay for State 
policing; they pay for enforcing; they pay for salaries that you are 
concerned about; they pay for their store rents, and with all of that, 
they return $50 million after that to this Commonwealth, and what 
we are trying to do here, quite frankly, is gve  them more revenue. 

Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment, please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. CASORIO. Mr. Speaker, here we are once again meddling 

in something, quite fiankly, that we have no business doing. I have 
not received one single call in my legislative district in the last year 
or the last 5 years, to be honest with you, stating that we need 
Pennsylvania liquor stores open on Sunday, whether there are 
39 stores or 239 or all 64 1, Mr. Speaker, and as we heard earlier, 
that is to be determined by our Liquor Control Board. 

Mr. Speaker, the process certainly has been circumvented here. 
The House Liquor Control Committee, of which I am a member, 
fifth year in a row, Mr. Speaker, has not met on any of these 
amendments. We are dealing with a system that is not broken, that 
does not need to be fixed, Mr. Speaker. We need to be talking 
about spending $1,359,000 per year on property tax relief, on 
HMO (health maintenance organization) and prescription relief, on 
putting more cops on the street, or how about a novel idea of 
giving that $1,359,000 to our local fire departments, Mr. Speaker. 
That is the issue that we need to be addressing. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not convinced that the Pennsylvania 
Liquor Control Board will not tomorrow, if we enact this 
amendment, designate all 641 stores as Sunday specialty stores. 
Mr. Speaker, at first it was specialty stores, which I was told by my 
Liquor Committee that it was 200. Now it is superstores. It is down 
to 39. Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, I do not have an answer that 
satisfies my question. 

We know that not one penny of taxpayer dollars goes to support 
the LCB, not 1 cent of taxpayer dollars, Mr. Speaker. The 
Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board operates at a profit year in and 
year out, and contrary to the prior speaker, Mr. Speaker, I am glad 
that they operate at a profit so that we do not have to dip into the 
Pennsylvania hnd  of taxpayer dollars to fund this system. We 
transfer money every year, Mr. Speaker, to the Pennsylvania State 
Police, to the Department of Health, and to the Auditor General for 
programs right in our own legislative district, Mr. Speaker. 

Ths  is an issue that should not be addressed on this House floor 
now, Mr. Speaker. It should have been addressed in committee. 
We do not need Sunday liquor sales. If you cannot buy your liquor 
on Saturday or Monday, then you should not be buying liquor in 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker. 

One million three hundred and fifty-nine thousand dollars 
per year is an awful lot to ask the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
to keep 39 stores open for 5 hours, Mr. Speaker. We need to be 
talking about property tax relief, HMO relief, and firefighter grant 
money, not putting more alcohol in the hands of the residents of 
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the Commonwealth. I would ask for a "no" vote on 
amendment 423 5. 

Thank you. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 

and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Roebuck. 
Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I wondered if the maker of the amendment would stand for brief 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman indicates that he 

will. 
Mr. ROEBUCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was struck by the reference in thls amendment as well as in the 

last amendment to the problem of sales that come into the State, 
and it raises in my mind the issue that is being skirted here, and I 
wondered if the maker of the amendment could tell me what is 
happening with enforcement of the liquor law that does not control 
illegal liquor coming into the State. 

Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, the members of the Liquor Control Committee 

just recently had a hearing on that subject. We talked about the 
enforcement, especially with purchases made from out of State. 
The difficulty was in the past LCE agents were able to stop a 
vehicle when they came over from out of State to do a search, and 
there would be a fine under State law presently, as there is, for 
each bottle they brought in. Unfortunately, there now is a 
requirement that they have local police pull the car over because 
of the concern of the fact that the LCE officer is not a police 
officer. So what you need to do to effectively do it correctly, you 
are going to need a local police officer; you are going to need at 
least one LCE car as well; you are going to have to have the officer 
pull it over and also have the LCE officer walk up, do the 
counting, do the citation. They are going to then have to write a 
civil fine, which the gentleman or lady can drive away, and then 
they pay a fine per bottle. The problem is, because it is so 
problematic, that there are very little- In fact, I think over the 
last year we were told there were only two such searches done like 
that in the Philadelphia region. 

So, really, what we have is a law that says you cannot bring 
liquor in from out of State, for instance, on Sunday, because you 
do not have a store to buy it here legally and there really is not an 
effective enforcement measure to prevent it. 

Mr. ROEBUCK. Given that problem, Mr. Speaker, I wondered 
where in the amendment you address that problem. 

Mr. REINARD. Well, we cannot address people who want to 
be illegal. We try in this House every day to try to pass more and 
more laws to make people who are doing things illegally be caught 
and pay penalties. Very often they are not. We had for a lot of 
years tried to deal with automobile insurance. We required people 
to have it. We have laws that say they must, but there are still 
people who do not cany insurance, and we only find that at the 
time of enforcement. 

But we do have, in my opinion, the vast majority of 
Pennsylvanians are law-abiding people, and if they had the option, 
both in your county and mine, to buy something legally in their 
State, specifically on a Sunday when it is not available, I think they 
would. We estimate and there are estimations from a variety of 
different sources, but a conservative estimate is anywhere between 
20 and 25 percent of all sales that are made possibly could be 
made from out-of-State purchases. We are trying to recapture that 

market. We are going to try to recapture that market by having the 
Sunday sales available. We are also making a profit. . 
This amendment, regardless of whether it costs $1.3 million or 
$500 million to operate these stores, the fiscal note says it has no 
fiscal impact because at least it would be revenue neutral, but we 
know because of the amount of out-of-State purchases which you 
cannot cal-culate under a fiscal note, we know people will legally 
buy here who would not be buying presently because there is no 
option. 

So the fiscal impact is greater sales, greater tax dollars 
generated, greater convenience, and less of a reason why our 
constituents should do something illegal. 

Mr. ROEBUCK. Mr. Speaker, on the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order and 

may proceed. 
Mr. ROEBUCK. Mr. Speaker, the fundamental problem here 

is not whether or not you can buy liquor on Sunday. The 
fundamental problem is enforcement, plain and simple. Liquor has 
become, in many communities, a blight on those communities 
because it is uncontrolled. There is no effective enforcement of the 
liquor law in many communities. 

We have currently a Sunday sales law which says that facilities 
that sell liquor can be open on Sunday if they tie that to food 
consumption. The reality, Mr. Speaker, in my district is that many 
establishments exist that do not sell food yet they are open on 
Sundays and they sell liquor. 

There is something fundamentally wrong with the way we are 
enforcing the liquor law that is making the system a blight on 
communities, that is undermining the viability of communities 1 
across this Commonwealth. This amendment contributes to that 
blight unless there is tied to this some more effective way in which 
we intend to enforce the law. Unless we stop this nonsense of 
throwing up our hands and saying, oh, we cannot do anything 
about that problem, then that blight is going to spread, 
Mr. Speaker. It is not a question of consumption; it is a question of 
how you enibrce the law that exists. 

I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that unless the maker of this 
amendment proposes also to address the issue of enforcement, 
Sunday sales, legitimizing Sunday sales in this way, makes the 
problem tar worse for my community and I think for many 
communities across the State. Unless you are going to address the 
fundamental problem, Mr. Speaker, we ought not to be going down 
this road. If we want to do this, give me then an effective way to 
enforce the laws that exist now; make my community whole and 
safe. If you do that, then perhaps I could vote for that. If you do 
not do that, then I hope that everyone will vote against this kind of 
proposed legislation. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair returns to leaves of 
absence. Leaves are granted to the gentleman from Allegheny, 
Mr. MICHLOVIC, and the gentleman from Dauphin, 
Mr. McNAUGHTON. 
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CONSIDERATION OF HB 1519 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Myers. 

Mr. MYERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as you know, I generally do not try to monopolize 

the microphone, but this is a very important issue that we are 
addressing. As I read the amendment, it says, not to be open on 
Easter and not to be open on Christmas day, and I would assume 
that the reason not to be open on Christmas and not to be open on 
Easter is because they are religious holidays. Well, in my mind, so 
is Sunday. I mean, Sunday is equally a religious day as Easter and 
Chnstrnas, number one. 

Number two, as I said in my last remarks, you know, this is a 
stealth attack on the system, because the maker of the amendment 
is testing the water to see how much you are willing to give up as 
it relates to the control of the LCB. And what offends me most of 
all is that they are suggesting one way to raise money is because 
we have a large number of law-abiding drunks in Pennsylvania. 
I mean, that is offensive to suggest. Those of you out in TV land, 
I want you to hear what is being said. It is being said that we can 
make a million and a half more dollars off of you by getting you 
drunk and causing you not to have to go across State lines because 
you are law abiding. 

And then the maker of the amendment keeps making reference 
to wine consumption. Well, in my district people drink bourbon, 
vodka, rum, gin, as well as wine. So they are not going to be just 
buying wine on Sunday. On Sunday if you want to drmk go to 
Communion. 

The other issue for me that I really cannot believe is that we are 
being asked to support an issue that goes to the very heart of the 
religious communities in our district. Why do we not pass 
legislation to ask people to go to church from 12 to 5 instead of 
asking people to go to the liquor store from 12 to 5? And if you 
live in my district, you would not be trying to pass this kind of law. 
I have State stores in my district now that people do not want open 
Monday through Saturday let alone to be open on Sunday. 
Kids buying liquor, smoking blunts - for those of you who do not 
know what blunts is, that is marijuana - drinking liquor, smoking 
blunts, drinking 40s, and now we want the liquor stores to be open 
on Sunday. I think that is insane. 

And no disrespect to whoever made up this amendment, but 
maybe you might have had a little vodka when you were writing it, 
too. 

I ask for a "no" vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 

and recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague almost got it right. 

If Speaker Ryan would call us in session tomorrow, 1 will be the 
first one to show up with a gambling bill for the State of 
Pennsylvania. If we do not do gambling in Pennsylvania for moral 
reasons, because it is morally reprehensible, then why are we doing 
liquor on Sunday? I need to see some logic here. It is morally 
reprehensible to do alcohol on Sunday; that is A. 

And B is, Mr. Speaker, I am going to stand at this mike, 
Mr. Speaker, and I want to know and I hope I get the letters in my 
district office or my Harrisburg office as to why has the religious 
community not written letters to oppose this amendment? Why 
have I not heard from Cardinal Bevilacqua? Why? This is morally 
reprehensible as an amendment, and it should not be passed - and 
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I do not mind mentioning h s  name, because I am a Catholic, too 
- it is morally reprehensible to do liquor on Sunday. 

If we are going to do liquor on Sunday, I need to ask another 
question, and I also want to know where the State store union, why 
are they not opposed to this? Because it is wrong - okay? - it is 
wrong. 

But I need to ask another question. Why have the Liquor 
Control Board in place to regulate liquor if we are going to sell it 
7 days a week? There is a contradiction here. Either we are going 
to regulate it or it is not going to be regulated, and if we are selling 
it 7 days a week, what exactly are we trying to regulate? I mean, 
somebody explain that. Why, if we are selling liquor in the 
State of Pennsylvania 7 days a week, why do we need the 
Liquor Control Board if you can buy it 7 days a week, basically 
and generally any time you get ready? 

This is a bad amendment and it is a bad idea, Mr. Speaker. Like 
I said - and I am going to repeat it and then I am going to sit down 
- if Speaker Ryan calls session tomorrow, I will be the first one 
here with a bill for the legalization of gambling in the State of 
Pennsylvania, because if we do liquor 7 days a week, the only 
thing that is missing is gambling; that is the only thing that is 
missing, and with that, I oppose this amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 

and recognizes the gentleman from Bucks County, Mr. Clymer. 
Mr. CLYMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Briefly, if I may. Some weeks ago the rotunda of the Capitol 

was crowded with somewhere between 300 and 400 young people. 
These were high school students that came to Hamsburg to make 
a statement. The rally was sponsored by Pennsylvanians Against 
Underage Drinking, and members from both sides of the aisle 
spoke to the youngsters and spoke to their cause. These students 
came to make a statement. They were very much concerned about 
their peers dmking and the negative and serious impact this was 
having on their lives, the lives of those who were partaking, and 
the abuse that they had seen fmthand, and so they were here to 
remind members of the legislature that bills that would help to 
control alcohol certainly were in the best interest. They were up 
here for the compliance check and for tagging of kegs. 

But one of the things that they also said was that you, as 
legislators and adults, hold us accountable for the laws you have 
passed but you continue to send us mixed messages. You know, 
you tell us that we cannot do this and we cannot do that and yet 
you go ahead and say, through the expansion of alcohol, that it is 
okay to do it. 

So let us be consistent. Let us show these young people, who 
indeed are the hture of this Commonwealth and we know that 
alcohol is a serious problem among many of them, that we mean 
business, and we can do that by voting against this amendment. 

I ask the members to oppose this amendment to allow alcohoi 
selling on Sundays. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Northumberland, Mr. Belfanti. 

Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 did enjoy the intense amount of levity on this issue in the 

chamber, and it is not one of the issues I intended to rise and speak 
about. However, I think the debate has been rather one-sided, and 
I am going to join with Representative Reinard in asking for a 
"yes" vote on this amendment. 
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Simply put, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, blue laws in this State 
do not work. When I was growing up, stores were not open on 
Sundays. You could not go to a Kmart or a clothing store on a 
Sunday. They were simply closed, and those laws were changed or 
repealed. In fact, today if you walk into a Wal-Mart on a Sunday, 
you may see your parish priest in line in front of you. 

The Jewish members of this chamber observe their Sabbath 
from sundown Friday through sundown Saturday. Do we close the 
liquor stores Friday night and all day Saturday for the same 
reasons as were promulgated by some of my friends on my side of 
the aisle? 

I believe that this bill is commonsensical, not nonsensical. We 
are watching a great deal of revenue leave this State for no other 
reason than it is a quasi-blue law that is left over from some arcane 
period of time. 

Now, I understand there are problems in certain parts of the 
State with nuisance bars and with too many State stores or 
whatever your problems are, but I do know that in my district I do 
not have a specialty shop and I do not have a wine shop or a 
supercenter, but I think if one of my constituents would like to get 
ahold of a bottle of wine for an impromptu dinner because of 
someone visiting on a Sunday, they can drive to Harrisburg or 
Scranton and buy that bottle of wine and not have to drive to 
New Jersey or Ohio for it. I mean, it is just a matter of common 
sense. 

This is just a blue law. We are making much to-do about 
nothing because it is very, very limited in scope. We are talking 
about a few stores in a few portions of the State, most of which are 
not located in most of our districts, and they will be open for a 
period of 5 hours. Why let all of this money go out of State, 
particularly those of you that live in the borderline counties near 
the Ohio, or West Virginia, New York, New Jersey borders where 
your constituents are going on Sunday to get a pint of scotch or a 
fifth of wine? 

So, Mr. Speaker, again, as much as I enjoyed some of the levity 
during this debate, I think we ought to really look at this 
amendment for what it really is, and it is just common sense. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Vitali. 

Mr. VITALI. I will be brief, because the previous speaker 
echoed my sentiments. 

I support the Reinard amendment, and I am not going to pretend 
to speak about the conditions in other people's districts, but I will 
speak for my own, because I do think I know the people in my 
district, and I think they view this as simply a consumer 
convenience issue; it is simply more convenient. 

I have been caught personally many times having to go to a 
social occasion on Sunday where I wanted to bring a bottle of wine 
and simply was out of stock at home and could not get any. It is 
very annoying, and what is more annoying is there is no real good 
reason for it. This is not a religious issue. Those of us who have 
moral prohibitions against liquor on Sundays simply should not 
have liquor on Sundays and not try to impose our religion on other 
people. 

I know there are problems in other jurisdictions, perhaps some 
inner-city jurisdictions that have been referred to, but you know 
what? Those problems exist with these blue laws, and the reality 
is, even though liquor is prohibited on Sundays, they still get 
access to it. This is not going to change that. 
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This really is an anachronism. Our constituents are not children. 
If they want the convenience of buying liquor on Sundays, we . 
should not be Big Brother. We should just let them have that 
option. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Kirkland. 

Mr. KIRKLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition of the Reinard amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, the Scriptures tell us something in the Scripture 

where it says, remember the Sabbath and keep it holy. There is 
nothing about being holy when we decide that on the Sabbath, on 
Sunday, when we have had access all week long to purchase our 
wines, our liquors, our beers, and everythmg else, but now we put 
aside a date that we set aside to keep holy, we now decide to drink, 
to get drunk. 

Mr. Speaker, in our society today we do not talk enough about 
alcoholism and we do not do enough about alcoholism; we do not 
talk enough about drug addiction and we do not do enough about 
drug addiction, but if we were to take the $1 million-plus that we 
are going to be using here to so-call help these superstores and put 
that into treatment, I think that we would be doing Pennsylvanians, 

I persons all across Pennsylvania, a real favor. We will be providing 
them with opportunities to help get their households together, 
providing them with opportunities to help get the lives of some of 

1 their family members together who are addicted on drugs and/or 
I alcohol, but instead, Mr. Speaker, today we are here on the House 

floor saying we want to increase consumption. It is not about 
1 pushing one's religious beliefs on someone else; it is about good 

common sense. 
We sit here and we talk about wearing a seatbelt when we drive 

down the highway; we sit here and we talk about putting a helmet 
on when we ride a motorcycle, but at the same time we sit here and 
we say, let us add another day of drinking to our lives. 
Mr. Speaker, that is wrong. When we do that, when we think that 
way, a couple of things happen. When we decide we are going to 
drink 7 days a week, we increase the use of alcohol, which means 1 we are going to put in our society more persons who are addicted 

1 to alcohol; we are going to put into our society more persons who 
' are behind the wheel and intoxicated and driving under the 

influence, and so we are going to increase the number of fatalities 
in our communities. 

Mr. Speaker, as someone else said, I live in a community where 
we are trying to right the wrongs. I live in a community where we 
are trying to reduce the sale and use of alcohol and of drugs. I live 
in a community where we are trying to increase education and 
educational opportunities. I wish, I wish that this type of debate 
and this type of money was spent in my district on our educational 
system rather than telling our young people it is okay not to get an 
education but make sure you go to the liquor store on Sunday and 
get your case of wine or your case of liquor. 

Mr. Speaker, let us use just a little bit of common sense today, 
just a little bit of common sense, and let us take it from someone 
who knows it better than us, someone who actually created us. He 
said, remember the Sabbath. not to drii but to keep it holy. 
Remember, the Sabbath is a time to stay home with your family 
and know more about your children and know more about your 
community rather than sit down and become intoxicated and forget 
who you were with, what you were with, and what you did that day 
or the night before. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition of the Reinard amendment and 
ask that everyone else would vote "no." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman 
and recognizes the gentleman from Beaver, Mr. Colafella. 

Mr. COLAFELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the Reinard amendment. 
There are many people in my district who are consistently 

critical of the State liquor store system, and I constantly stand up 
for the State liquor control system that we have in this State 
because I think it is a good system. All of our stores are clean, they 
monitor things carefully and so on, but people in my district want 
the opportunity to be able to go to a liquor store, purchase a bottle 
of wine, take the wine home where it is safe, and enjoy a bottle of 
wine with their family, and this is an opportunity for them to be 
able to take advantage of additional hours that the State liquor 
store makes available to them liquor. 

Liquor is not bad; it is the abuse of liquor that is bad, and the 
type of people who will go to a Sunday store in my district are 
people who want to purchase a bottle of wine and bring it home 
and have dinner with their family, and for those reasons I support 
the Reinard amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Will the House agree to the amendment? Those in favor of the 

amendment will vote "aye9'- 
Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stands corrected and 

recognizes the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Reinard. 
Mr. REINARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just really briefly. First off, when we deal with the issue of 

Sunday sales and we are trying to add another day for our 
Commonwealth to legally sell, it is important to note that 
everythmg you want to drink and everythmg you are womed about 
dnnking you can get presently on Sunday. You can drive your car 
to any bar and any restaurant and you can drink wine, you could 
drink spirits, you could drink beer, and then you can drive home, 
and there are all kinds of social issues we could debate forever, but 
what you cannot do is legally go to a State store, legally buy a 
product, legally pay the taxes, and go home and enjoy it with your 
family. I think if you want to start talking about all the things that 
you can do on Sunday, you can do all of this Sunday; we should 
just be able to do it legally. 

On the enforcement, this House has passed over the years a 
number of enforcement measures dealing with liquor. I guarantee 
you that we probably have one of the most stringent laws when it 
comes to buying. We have State stores that card. We have almost 
zero numbers of abuse that way. 

And finally, the stealth amendment. I just had to chuckle. I do 
not know how you have a stealth amendment to do away with the 
stores when you are adding more sales to the stores. We are trying 
to just make Pennsylvania more effective for its consumers, more 
effective for our constituents, and I ask your support for 
amendment 4235. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Belfanti 
Blaurn 
Butkovitz 
Colafella 
Comell 
Dermody 
Donatucci 
Frankel 
Freeman 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clyrner 
Cohen, L. I .  
Cohen, M. 
Coleman 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
CUT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Eachus 

Gruitza 
Haluska 
Harper 
Keller 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lucyk 
Manderino 

Egolf 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Gabig 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Habay 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

McGeehan 
Mcllhinney 
Mundy 
Pistella 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Roone y 
Ross 
Rubley 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Pehone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
pimy 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Ruff~ng 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 

Stevenson, T. 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, J .  
Trich 
Tulli 
Vitali 
Wright, M. 

Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Strittmatter 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
T u m i  
Vance 
Veon 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zirnmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-] 

Gannon 

Allen McNaughton Perzel Roberts 
Civera Michlovic Rieger 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 
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On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration as 

amended? 

Mr. REINARD offered the following amendment No. A4231: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by striking out " A N D  
Amend Title, page 1, line 18, by removing the period after 

"licenses" and inserting 
; and further providing for unlawful acts relative to 
liquor, alcohol and liquor licensees. 

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 7 and 8 
Section 3. Section 491(2), (3), (8) and (1 I)  of the act are amended 

to read: 
Section 49 1. Unlawful Acts Relative to Liquor, Alcohol and Liquor 

Licensees.- 
It shall be unlawful- 
* * * 
(2) Possession or Transportation of Liquor or Alcohol. For any 

person, except a manufacturer or the board or the holder of a sacramental 
wine license or of an importer's license, to possess or transport any liquor 
or alcohol within this Commonwealth which was not lawfully acquired 
prior to January first, one thousand nine hundred and thirty-four, or has 
not been purchased from a Pennsylvania Liquor Store or a licensed 
limited winery in Pennsylvania, except [miniatures totalling less than one 
gallon purchased by a collector of the same in another state or foreign 
country, or] in accordance with the board's regulations. The burden shall 
be upon the person possessing or transporting such liquor or alcohol to 
prove that it was so acquired. But nothing herein contained shall prohibit 
the manufacture or possession of wine by any person in his home for 
consumption of himself, his family and guests and not for sale, not 
exceeding, during any one calendar year, two hundred gallons, any other 
law to the contrary notwithstanding. Such wine shall not be manufactured, 
possessed, offered for sale or sold on any licensed premises. 

None of the provisions herein contained shall prohibit nor shall it 
be unlawfid for any person to import into Pennsylvania, transport or have 
in his possession, an amount of liquor not exceeding one gallon in volume 
upon which a State tax has not been paid, if it can be shown to the 
satisfaction of the board that such person purchased the liquor in a foreign 
country or United States territory and was allowed to bring it into the 
United States. Neither shall the provisions contained herein prohibit nor 
make it unlawful for (i) any member of the armed forces on active duty, 
or (ii) any retired member of the armed forces, or (iii) any totally disabled 
veteran, or (iv) the spouse of any person included in the foregoing classes 
of persons to import into Pennsylvania, transport or have in his possession 
an amount of liquor not exceeding one gallon per month in volume upon 
which the State tax has not been paid, so long as such liquor has been 
IawfUlly purchased from a package store established and maintained under 
the authority of the United States and is in containers identified in 
accordance with regulations issued by the Department of Defense. Such 
liquor shall not be possessed, offered for sale or sold on any licensed 
premises. 

None of the provisions herein contained shall prohibit nor shall it 
be unlawful for any consul general, consul or other diplomatic officer of 
a foreign government to import into Pennsylvania, transport or have in his 
possession liquor upon which a State tax has not been paid, if it can be 
shown to the satisfaction of the board that such person acquired the liquor 
in a foreign country and was allowed to bring it into the United States. 
Such liquor shall not be possessed, offered for sale or sold on any 
licensed premises. Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit anv 
person from ~ossessine or trans~orting within this Commonwealth any 
wine in an amount not to exceed one hundred twentv-eight ounces not 
purchased in this Commonwealth for such aerson's exclusive ~ersonal  
consum~tion and not for resale. 

Any person violating the provisions of this clause for a first offense 
involving the possession or transportation in Pennsylvania of any 
liquor in a package (bottle or other receptacle) or wine not purchased 
from a Pennsylvania Liquor Store or from a licensed limited winery in 
Pennsylvania, with respect to which satisfactory proof is produced that the 
required Federal tax has been paid and which was purchased, procured or 
acquired legally outside of Pennsylvania shall upon conviction thereof in 
a summary proceeding be sentenced to pay a fine of twenty-five dollars 
($25) for each such package, plus costs of prosecution, or undergo 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding ninety (90) days. Each full quart 
or major fraction thereof shall be considered a separate package (bottle or 
other receptacle) for the purposes of this clause. Such packages of liquor 
shall be forfeited to the ~ommonwealth in the manner prescribed in 
Article VI of this act but the vehicle, boat, vessel, animal or aircraft used 
in the illegal transportation of such packages shall not be subject to 
forfeiture: Provided, however, That if it is a second or subsequent offense 
or if it is established that the illegal possession or transportation was in 
connection with a commercial transaction, then the other provisions of 
this act providing for prosecution as a misdemeanor and for the forfeiture 
of the vehicle, boat, vessel, animal or aircraft shall apply. 

(3) Purchase of Liquor or Alcohol. For any person within this 
Commonwealth, by himself or by an employe or agent, to attempt to 
purchase, or directly or indirectly, or upon any pretense or device 
whatsoever, to purchase any liquor or alcohol from any person or source 
other than a Pennsylvania Liquor Store, except in accordance with the 
provisions of this act or the regulations of the board. This act shall not be 
construed to ~rohibit any person from purchasing any wine in an amount 
not to exceed one hundred twentv-eight ounces outside of this 
Commonwealth for such ~erson 's  exclusive ~ersonal consum~tion and 
not for resale. 

* * *  
(8) Importation and Sales of Alcohol. For any person, to import 

alcohol into this Commonwealth, or to sell alcohol to any person, except 
in accordance with the regulations of the board. This act shall not be 
construed to prohibit anv Derson from im~ort ing wine in an amount not 
to exceed one hundred twenty-eight ounces into this Commonwealth for 
such ~erson 's  exclusive ~ersonal consumntion and not for resale. 

* * *  
(1 I) Importation of Liquor. For any person, other than the board 

or the holder of a sacramental wine license or of an importer's license, to 
import any liquor whatsoever into this Commonwealth, but this section 
shall not be construed to prohibit railroad and pullman companies from 
selling liquors purchased outside the Commonwealth in their dining, club 
and buffet cars which are covered by public service liquor licenses and 
which are operated in this Commonwealth. This act shall also not be 
construed to ~rohibit anv Derson from im~ort ing wine in an amount not 
to exceed one hundred twentv-eight ounces into this Commonwealth for 
such person's exclusive personal consumption and not for resale. 

Amend Sec. 3, page 4, line 8, by striking out "3" and inserting 
4 

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

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, that has been withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

amended? 
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Mr. REINARD offered the following amendment No. A4835: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by striking out "A DEFINITION" and 
inserting 

and amending definitions 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 2 1, by striking out "Section" where it 

appears the second time and inserting 
The Definition of "public venue" in section 

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 23, by inserting after "No. 14)" 
and amended December 20, 2000 (P.L.992, 
No.141), is amended and the section 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 102), page 2, by inserting between lines 8 
and 9 

"Public venue" shall mean a stadium, arena, convention center, 
museum, amphitheater or similar structure. If the vublic venue is a cruise 
terminal owned or leased bv a port authoritv created under the act of 
June 12. 1931 (P.L.575, No.200). entitled "An act providing for 
joint action bv Pennsvlvania and New Jersev in the develovment of the 
ports on the lower Delaware River. and the imorovement of the facilities 
for transportation across the river; authorizing the Governor, for these 
purposes, to enter into an ameement with New Jersey; creating The 
Delaware River Joint Commission and s~ecifving the vowers and duties 
thereof. including the vower to finance vroiects by the issuance of 
revenue bonds; transferring to the new commission all the vowers of the 
Delaware River Bridge Joint Commission: and making an aovrovriation." 
it shall have no vermanent seating requirement. If the public venue is 
owned by a political subdivision, a municipal authority, the 
Commonwealth, an authority created under the act of July 29, 1953 
(P.L.1034, No.270), known as the "Public Auditorium Authorities Law," 
an authority created under Article XXV-A of the act of July 28, 1953 
(P.L.723, No.230), known as the "Second Class County Code," an 
art museum established under the authority of the act of April 6, 1791 
(3 Sm.L.20, No. 1536), entitled "An act to confer on certain associations 
of the citizens of this commonwealth the powers and immunities of 
corporations, or bodies politic in law," or an authority created under 
Article XXIII (n) or (0) of the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as "The County Code," it shall have seating for at least 
one thousand (1,000) people; otherwise, it shall have seating for at least 
five thousand (5,000) people. The term shall also mean any regional 
history center, multipurpose cultural and science facility or museum, 
regardless of owner and seating capacity, that has a floor area of at least 
sixty thousand (60,000) square feet in one building. 

* * *  

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

Mr. REINARD. Mr. Speaker, this just amends the 
"Public venue" definition, and it includes a cruise terminal owned 
by the Delaware River Port Authority in order to deal with 
cruise shp  operations and receptions along that line and items like 
that that you would have under public venue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 58 

Adolph Fairchild Mac kereth Shaner 
Argall Feese Maher Smith, B. 
Baker, J. Fichter Maitland Smith, S. H. 
Bard Flick Major Solobay 

b ~ a r  Frankel Manderino Staback 
Bastian Freeman Mann Steelman 
Bebko-Jones Gabig Markosek Steil 
Belardi Gannon Marsico Stetler 
Belfanti George Mayemik Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Godshall McCall Stevenson, T. 
Blaum Gordner McGeehan Sturla 
Browne Gmcela McGill S u m  
Bunt - Gmitza Mcllhinney Tangretti 
Butkovitz Habay Micouie Taylor, E. 2. 
Buxton Haluska Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Caltasirone Hanna Mundy Thomas 
Cappelli Harhai Myers Tigue 
cas0,jo Harhart Nailor Travaglio 
Cawley Harper Nickol Trello 
Clark Hasay O'Brien Trich 
Cohen, L. I. Hennessey Oliver Tulli 
Cohen, M. Herman Petrarca Turzai 
CO1afella Horsey Petrone Vance 
Cornell Jadlowiec P~PPY Veon 
Conigan James Pistella Vitali 
costa Josephs Preston Walko 
C, Kaiser Raymond Wansacz 
Curry Keller Readshaw Washington 
Dailey Kenney Reinard Waters 
Daley Kirkland Roebuck Watson 
Dally LaGrotta Rohrer Williams, J. 
DeLuca Laughlin Rooney Wilt 
Dennody Lawless Ross Wogan 
DeWeese Lederer Rubley Wright, M. 
DiGirolamo Leh Sainato Youngblood 
~i~~~ Lescovitz Samuelson Y udichak 
Donatucci Levdansky Santoni zug 
Eachus Lewis Saylor 
Evans, D. Lucy k Schroder Ryan, 
Evam, J.  Lynch Semmel Speaker 

NAY S-36 

A""strOng Creighton Mcilhattan Schuler 
Baker, M. Egolf Metcalfe Scrimenti 
Barley Fleagle Miller, S. Stairs 

Forcier Pallone Stem 
~ i ~ ~ l i ~  Geist Phillips Strittmatter 
Boyes Hershey Pickett Wojnaroski 
Clymer Hess Robinson Wright, G. 
Coleman Hutchinson Ruffing Yewcic 
COY Krebs Sather Zimmerman 

NOT VOTING1 

Melio 

EXCUSED-7 

Allen McNaughton Perzel Roberts 
Civera Michlovic Rieger 

The majority having voted in the a f f i i v e ,  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? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
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Allen 
Civera 

Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas and 
nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS130 

Adolph Fairchild Manderino Smith, B. 
Argall Fichter Mann Solobay 
Baker, J. Flick Markosek Staback 
Bard Frankel Marsico Steelman 
Barrar Freeman Mayemik Steil 
Bastian Gabig McCall Stetler 
Belardi Gannon McGeehan Stevenson, R. 
Belfanti Godshall McGill Stevenson, T. 
Bishop Gruitza Mcllhinney Sturla 
Blaum Haluska Micozzie Surra 
Bunt Harhai Miller, R. Taylor, J. 
Butkovitz Harper Mundy Tigue 
Buxton Hennessey Myers Travaglio 
Cappelli Herman Nailor Trello 
Cawley Jadlowiec Nickol Trich 
Cohen, L. I. James O'Brien Tulli 
Colafella Kaiser Oliver Tulzai 
Cornell Keller Petrone Vance 
Conigan Kenney Pickett Veon 
Costa LaGrotta Vitali P~PPY 
cnu Laughlin Pistella Walko 
Curry Lawless Preston Washington 
Dailey Lederer Raymond Waters 
Daley Leh Readshaw Watson 
DeLuca Lescovitz Reinard Williams, J. 
Dermody Levdansky Rooney Wilt 
DeWeese Lewis Ross Wogan 
DiGiroiamo Lucy k Rubley Wright, M. 
Diven Lynch Ruffing Youngblood 
Donatucci Mackereth Sainato Yudichak 
Eachus Maher Schroder 
Evans, D. Maitland Sernmel Ryan, 
Evans, J. Major Shaner Speaker 

NAYS-64 

Armstrong Dally Hutchinson Saylor 
Baker, M. Egolf Josephs Schuler 
Barley Feese Kirkland Scrimenti 
Bebko-Jones Fleagle Krebs Smith, S. H. 
Benninghoff Forcier McIlhanan Stairs 
Birmelin Geist Metcalfe Stem 
Boyes George Miller, S. Striamatter 
Browne Gordner Pallone Tangretti 
Caltagirone Grucela Petrarca Taylor, E. Z. 
Casorio Habay Phillips Thomas 
Clark Hanna Robinson Wansacz 
Clyrner Harhan Roebuck Wojnaroski 
Cohen, M. Hasay Rohrer Wright, G. 
Coleman Hershey Samuelson Yewcic 

Hess Santoni Zimmerman COY 
Creighton ~ o r s e y  Sat her 2 %  

NOT VOTING1 

Melio 

EXCUSED-7 

McNaughton Perzel Roberts 
Michlovic Rieger 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  and the 
bill passed finally. 

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

FAREWELL ADDRESS 
BY MR. WOGAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ladies and gentlemen, I would 
like to thank all of you for your courtesies extended to me over my 
2 1 years here. I would like to thank Speaker Ryan for allowing me 
to preside over the chamber and for all of his advice and assistance 
over my long tenure here. 

I feel very fortunate in not only having had the great privilege 
of Serving some of the best citizens in the Commonwealth, who 
happen to live in the 176th District, but also having a second great 
privilege in assuming the common pleas court bench in 
Philadelphia, the first judcial district, next month. 

Along with the first privilege, that of being a State 
Representative, it has been an honor serving here with you. You 
are some of the finest people one could find anywhere in the 
Commonwealth. I have found over the years that despite what one 
reads often in the press, the overwhelming majority of members 
really do take their responsibilities seriously and do the best 
possible jobs they can for the citizens who send them here. 

Not only that, but I have also found that members really do 
reflect the districts which send US here. I know, for example, 
I could see in my own county Representative Babette Josephs, 
whom we heard from earlier. I think she does an excellent job 
representing the citizens of Society Hill and Center City and parts 
of South Philadelphia, a job that would have been impossible for 
me to do over the last 2 1 years, but I suspect that she would have 
found representing my district equally as impossible. But that is 
the beauty of our system, a good thing that is often not recognized 
by critics of our institution. 

I also want to thank not only you members whom I have had the 
privilege of serving with but also the men and women of our staff 
who work so hard to make us look good, working in the 
background anonymously, and I have been truly blessed with the 
best staff that any member could have had over my 2 1 years here, 
and I would mention you all by name, but I do not think I would be 
able to get the words out if I tried. I know words would fail me, but 
you know who you are, and thank you very much from the bottom 
of my heart. 

I think all of you staff people deserve raises on both sides of the 
aisle, and I hope sometime when I come back here, I have found 
that committee chairmen and subcommittee chairpersons have 
received the raises that they so richly deserve as well. 

It truly has been an honor and a pleasure. I will miss all of you. 
Merry Christmas, happy holidays, and I leave you with this: 

If you are ever stuck for some judge to swear you in some 
January when you are all reelected, if somebody would give me a 
call, it would really be my pleasure to return and see all of you 
again. Thank you very much. 
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THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

The SPEAKER. I thought it was interesting to have the 
soon-to-be judge telling us how he is ready to lobby for pay raises 
for us. I rather suspect when we next hear from him, he will be 
lobbying for the judicial branch of government. 

REMARKS BY DEMOCRATIC LEADER 

The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese. 
Mr. DeWEESE. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to commend the public service of Representative 

Wogan. He was a member of the House almost simultaneous with 
my own tenure. I respect his bipartisan spirit, his military service, 
hls solid and steadfast friendships among us, his familial 
inspirations, and I think that most all of us feel that Chris is a very 
special member and we will all miss him. 

And one caveat on a personal level, that if - and I know that is 
a titanic proposition to most of my GOP brothers and sisters - but 
if I would have anythrng to say about who gets to participate in the 
swearing-in process in a year or so, I would certainly be wanting 
to have Chris be a part of that effort. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A part of that effort. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. DeWeese, I already made the commitment 

for myself. 

REMARKS BY MAJORITY WHIP 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also want to add a few words to the record. On behalf of the 

Republican Caucus, I just want to note that Representative Wogan 
is a gentleman who, with great tenacity and force, fights for those 
things he believes are right. He is a character in a way because he 
is kind of quiet, but he always, when he would get fired up, was 
somebody that I enjoyed seeing in action. 

As a member who served on his committee, I can say that he 
was a committee chairman who served in a fair and honest manner, 
and we will miss hls presence here and wish him Godspeed in his 
new endeavors. 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces we are going to take a 
5-minute break. 

The Labor Relations Committee and Health and Human 
Services Committee need meetings in the rear of the chamber right 
away, and for the last meeting of his tenure as a committee 
chairman and a member of this House, Consumer Affairs under 
Chairman Wogan will meet in the rear of the hall of the House as 
well. 

The House will stand at ease. 
Members, stay on the floor, other than those going to the 

committee meetings. 

REMARKS BY MR. O'BRIEN 

The SPEAKER. Mr. O'Brien. 
Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, I also would like to add my 

congratulations to my friend, Chris Wogan. Over the years I do not 
know that any other member has distinguished himself more in 
taking on very sensitive issues and doing it without any 
consideration of what the political consequences may be. 

He has distinguished himself also in the military service and our 
country by serving as a JAG (Judge Advocate General) officer in 
our Reserves. 

And I join our colleagues: He has never had any personal 
animosity or any personal issues when he has debated these very 
difficult issues on the floor of the House. 

I know he is going to be sorely missed, and I wish him 
congratulations on the bench in Philadelphia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

The SPEAKER. The lady, Mrs. Cohen. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the record, please. 
On HB 1519, the Reinard amendment A4235, my thumb 

malfunctioned. I was recorded in the negative, and I would like to 
be a "yes" vote. 

The SPEAKER. What an opportunity. The Chair thanks the 
lady. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Her remarks will be spread upon the record. 
Mr. Herman. 
Mr. HERMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
Likewise, my voting switch malfunctioned, and I was not 

recorded on the Reinard amendment A4279 to HB 15 19. I would 
like to be recorded in the affirmative. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

Mr. Pistella. 
Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In an attempt to switch my vote on amendment A4840 to 

SB 965, I was inadvertently locked out. I would like to be recorded 
in the af f ia t ive .  

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

Mr. James. 
Mr. JAMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct the record. 
On final passage on SB 1200, I was recorded in the affirmative. 

I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 

upon the record. 
Mr. Levdansky. 
Mr. LEVDANSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On amendment 4840, motion to reconsider, to SB 965, I failed 

to vote. I would like to be recorded in the a f f i a t i ve .  
And as well on amendment A4866 to SB 965, I would l~ke  the 

record to show that I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 
Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 
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Mr. Melio. 
Mr. MELIO. Mr. Speaker, on f m l  passage of HB 15 19, please 

record me in the affirmative. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 

upon the record. 
Mr. Coleman, you are recognized. 
Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, on amendment A4327 to 

HB 1519, my switch malfunctioned. I would like to be recorded in 
the negative, please. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 
upon the record. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 385 By Representatives VANCE, PERZEL, 
S. H. SMITH, ARGALL, CORNELL, PHILLIPS, E. Z. TAYLOR, 
ADOLPH, ARMSTRONG, BARD, BARLEY, BARRAR, 
BASTIAN, BENNINGHOFF, BIRMELIN, BOYES, BROWNE, 
BUNT, CAPPELLI, CLARK, CLYMER, L. I. COHEN, 
COLEMAN, CREIGHTON, DAILEY, DALLY, DiGIROLAMO, 
EGOLF, J. EVANS, FAIRCHILD, FEESE, FICHTER, 
FLEAGLE, FLICK, FORCER, GABIG, GANNON, GEIST, 
GODSHALL, GORDNER, HABAY, HARHART, HARPER, 
HASAY, HERMAN, HERSHEY, HESS, HUTCHINSON, 
JADLOWIEC, KENNEY, KREBS, LEH, LEWIS, LYNCH, 
MACKERETH, MAHER, MAITLAND, MAJOR, MARSICO, 
McGILL, McLHATTAN, McILHINNEY, McNAUGHTON, 
METCALFE, MICOZZIE, R. MILLER, S. MILLER, NAILOR, 
NICKOL, PICKETT, PIPPY, RAYMOND, REINARD, 
ROHRER, ROSS, RUBLEY, SATHER, SAYLOR, SCHRODER, 
SCI-IULER, SEMMEL, B. SMITH, STAIRS, STEIL, STERN, 
R. STEVENSON, STRITTMATTER, J. TAYLOR, TULLI, 
TURZAI, WATSON, WILT, WOGAN, ZIMMERMAN and ZUG 

A Resolution urging the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania to reinstate 
certain provisions of Act 135 of 1996 amending the Health Care Services 
Malpractice Act to provide for medical malpractice tort reform. 

Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Binnelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovik 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans, D. 

Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hennan 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
L W k  
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Referred to Committee on RULES, December 12,2001. I NOT VOTING4 

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. STAIRS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of this House 
be suspended to permit the immediate consideration of HB 1449, 
PN 3067. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Evans, J. Maher Scrimenti 
Argall Fairchild Maitland Semmel 
Armstrong Feese Major Shaner 
Baker, J. Fichter Manderino Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Fleagle Mann Smith, S. H. 

Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J .  
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Y oungblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Allen McNaughton Perzel Roberts 
Civera Michlovic Rieger 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1449, 
PN 3067, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 (P.L.30, No.14), known 
as the Public School Code of 1949, providing for the establishment, 
membership and powers and duties of the Master Plan for Higher 
Education Review Committee; and M h e r  providing for the adoption of 
the master plan. 
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On the question, I EXCUSEW7 
Will the-~ouse agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Bill was agreed to. 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovi tz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
 ally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Egolf 
Evans. D. 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmceia 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
~ a w l e s s  
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
~ c ~ a l l  
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P ~ W Y  
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J .  
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 

RY an, 
Speaker 

Allen 
Civera 

McNaughton Perzel Roberts 
Michlovic Rieger 

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

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

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 406, 
PN 1609, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, establishing a cause of action for 
frivolous litigation; further providing for wrongful use of civil 
proceedings; and making an editorial change. 

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

Mr. GANNON offered the following amendment No. A4901: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.2), page 6, line 28, by striking out "ANY" 
and inserting 

reasonable 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8530. I), page 6, lines 28 and 29, by striking out 

"PROBABLE CAUSE TO SUPPORT THE FILING OF" and inserting 
facts essential to the allegations set forth in 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8530.1), page 6, line 30, by striking out "ANY" 
and inserting 

reasonable 

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

The SPEAKER. This amendment of Mr. Gannon's may be in 
the machine as 4852. There was a technical amendment made to 
it, and I am not sure which way it is camed in the machine. 4901. 
Thank you. 

On the question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Gannon. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, in the course of working on this legislation, there 

was some change in one section on some language, and it was a 
question of whether it meant the glass was half full or the glass was 
half empty. It does not really change the bill. It is not something 
that was agreed to in the terms of an agreement to make the bill 
better or worse. It was simply a language change that, in my view, 
did not really, other than changing words, did not change what the 
language did, and I would ask the members to support this 
amendment. It does not make the bill any better. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Smith, do you desire recognition on the 
amendment? 

Mr. S. SMITH. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This amendment is one that has been agreed to by the various 

parties involved, and I would urge the members to support this 
amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Will the maker of the amendment stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. You may 

begin. 
Mr. VITALI. I apologize. I have listened to what you said, 

but I still really do not understand what the amendment does. 
Could you just maybe explain it at a more basic level? 

Mr. GANNON. Yes. In the bill we attempted to address an 
issue of the definition of a frivolous lawsuit. There was not any 
d e f ~ t i o n  of "frivolous lawsuit" in the way the bill came over from 
the Senate. We came up with some language which we felt came 
as close as you could possibly come to defining that. The folks 
who supported the bill, supported the legislation, met with me, and 
they made some suggestions that a couple of words be changed. 
We added the word "reasonable" facts as opposed to "ANY" facts, 
and we struck out "PROBABLE CAUSE TO SUPPORT THE 
FILING OF THE COMPLAINT" and we simply said "facts 
essential to the allegations set forth in the complaint." On our 
analysis of that change in language, it did not change the actual 
meaning, in our view, of that section of the bill. The folks who 
supported the legislation felt more comfortable with that change in 
the language. After analysis, we felt it did not change, substantially 
change, what we were trying to do, so we agreed to accept that 
change. 

Mr. VITALI. Would this make it easier or harder for a set of 
facts to fit under the definition of a frivolous lawsuit? 

Mr. GANNON. It would not change it one way or the other. In 
our view, it does not change it one way or the other. It just made 
those folks feel a little more comfortable with that wording than 
the wording that we had come up with. 

Mr. VITALI. Has the bar association or the trial lawyers 
expressed an opinion on this amendment? 

Mr. GANNON. No; no. You know, in our view, all facts were 
reasonable. You know, reasonable facts, facts are reasonable, 
whether it is any facts or reasonable facts. We felt it was 
Tweedledee or Tweedledurn; you know, half a glass or half fill, 
half empty; six of one, half a dozen of the other. It did not make a 
difference. 

Mr. VITALI. For those who may oppose this bill conceptually, 
do you think that this amendment would be the type thing they 
would support or oppose? 

Mr. GANNON. I do not think it would change their position at 
all. 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

Gannon amendment, Mr. Blaum. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the Gannon amendment. In 

listening to the gentleman, Mr. Vitali, I think if I were to advise 
him, I think that an affirmative vote is warranted here for people 
who do have concerns one way or another. This is a carefilly 
worded bill, and I believe that the gentleman, Mr. Gannon's 
amendment improves it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question of the adoption of the Gannon amendment, 

those in favor will vote "aye7'; opposed, "no." The members will 
proceed- Oh, the Chair apologizes. The gentleman, Mr. Cohen, 
is recognized. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, my opinion is somewhat different from 

Mr. Gannon's. Whether you have any facts or any pieces of paper 
or any possessions or any anything, you know, "any" is a 
measurable quantity. If you have one or more of something, you 
have any of it. If you have reasonable something or other, you have 
a debate. What is reasonable? What is not reasonable? I do not 
think there is any way to absolutely ascertain what is reasonable or 
what is not reasonable. It is up to a judge to ascertain what is 
reasonable or not reasonable, and I believe that the Gannon 
amendment will just lead to more allegations that lawsuits are 
frivolous, and there will be more litigation over whether lawsuits 
are fi-ivolous if this version passes than if the other version passes. 

So I would urge a "no" vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

Gannon amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Adolph. Do you- He pulls off. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Birmelin 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Dailey 
Daley 
Daily 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhan 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Kaiser 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Sbittrnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. 
Yudichak 
Zimmerman 
zug 
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Eachus 
Egolf 

Lynch Sather Ryan, 
Mackereth Saylor Speaker 

Butkovitz 
Cohen, M. 
Conigan 
c w  
Freeman 

Allen 
Civera 

Josephs Readshaw Vital; 
Keller Tangretti Wright, G. 
Laughlin Thomas Yewcic 
Lederer Travaglio Youngblood 
McGeehan 

NOT VOTING4 

McNaughton Perzel Roberts 
Michlovic Rieger 

The majority having voted in the affmative, the question was 
determined in the affmative and the amendment was agreed to. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is going to interrupt the proceedings 
for a moment. 

Judge-to-be Wogan is leaving us shortly, and we are losing 
another person in the next couple of weeks who has been with us 
for years and years and years on the Republican staff but someone 
who has worked with the Democrat members for all of these years, 
and that is Mike Rosenstein. 

Michael, who is seated over here to the left, is and has been the 
executive director of the Republican Appropriations Committee. 
Prior to that - and that has been for some 20-odd years -prior to 
that he was the executive director or a member of the Health and 
Welfare Committee. All of the Democrat members who have 
worked on Appropriations and all of the leadership have worked 
with him over these years, and he has treated us all fine. He has 
never lied, never misled us, and he has been as cooperative as 
anybody could possibly be. 

I am inviting him at this time - and he does not know it; I just 
called him from his office; he is not waiting for this - I invite him 
at this time to take the lower rostrum and give us some idea of 
what his thoughts are on this occasion. 

Mr. ROSENSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank you so very much for 
this honor that you do to me today, this evening. Twenty-nine 
years ago I would never have believed that I would be addressing 
the members of the House as I do today with the enormous and 
fond thoughts that I have. It has been truly a wonderful career. 

You do catch me off guard, and I wish I could better express 
how very proud I have been to serve the members of thls 
institution and, through you, the people of Pennsylvania. It has 
truly been a wonderful career, and I must say the honor you do to 
me this evening by allowing me to address you in some ways pales 
in comparison to the honor that you have done me for each of these 
29 years. Service to you and through you to the people of 
Pennsylvania has truly taken all of my adult life, my entire adult 
career to this point, and it has truly been a labor of love. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen, I could probably say so 
much more, but I have always respected the members and your 
time, and there is a rime for everythmg. I have been very proud of 
my service, the members of my staff and all of your staffs who 

have done such an extraordinary job, and this tribute is not only to 
me but also to them, and for that I am very grateful. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you, and I have been truly blessed to be a 
part of this institution. I love it dearly and will always thmk fondly 
of each of you. Thank you. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence and 
recognizes the majority whip, who asks that the gentleman, 
Mr. EGOLF, fkom Perry County be placed on leave for the balance 
of today's session. Without objection, leave is granted. 

REMARKS BY MR. THOMAS 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Thomas. For what purpose does the 
gentleman seek recognition? 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I wanted to stand and echo your comments about 

Michael Rosenstein. He has truly put in stellar performance. His 
honesty, his integrity, and his commitment to this institution and 
the people of Pennsylvania, without question, has been part of the 
best that we have seen. Thank you, Michael. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 406 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 

Mr. GANNON offered the following amendment No. A4853: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.1), page 6, line 8, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.1), page 6, line 17, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.2), page 6, line 26, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.2), page 6, line 27, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.2), page 6, line 29, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. I (Sec. 8350.2), page 7, line 3, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.2), page 7, line 8, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 



matter, 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.3), page 7, line 21, by inserting after 

"COMPLAINT," 
preliminary objection, answer containing new 
matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.6), page 8, line 30, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 
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matter, 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 8350.3), page 7, line 19, by inserting after 
"COMPLAINT," 

preliminary objection, answer containing new 

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

matter that is simply filed in bad faith simply to delay proceedings, 
to add up the costs, to add to judicial expense, to not attempt or to 
avoid bringing the issue as quickly as possible before the tribunal 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
Gannon amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Delaware. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, when we engage in debate over legislation and 

particularly legislation as serious as this, with the serious 
consequences that it will have, we have to ask ourselves, why are 
we here? Most of us view the reason we are here is to debate and 
implement broad public policy that best protects the citizens of this 
Commonwealth. 

We have in front of us a bill that is extremely lopsided. One of 
the things that we are told the reason we are here is to strike a 
balance among competing interests and to strike that balance as 
fair as possible. The bill that we have before us does nothing of the 
sort. It sets a playing field that is so lopsided that it is in the 
extreme. 

In dealing with the bill in committee and having an opportunity 
to read it in detail - and we can go over those specifics when we 
debate the bill in chief - we tried to strike that balance that we are 
told is the reason we are here, and when we looked at the bill and 
the technical aspects of it, that is, it talks about a complaint, and 
we will talk about the definition of a complaint when we discuss 
the bill in chief; it talks about a counterclaim, and we will discuss 
the definition of counterclaim when we deal with the bill in chief; 
and it talks about a joinder, and we will talk about a joinder when 
we discuss the bill in chief. Those are actions that are filed by a 
plaintiff, generally. Those are the types of actions that initiate a 
lawsuit, that take grievances into court, and many scholars have 
written that one of the reasons we have the low level of violence 
that we have is because people do have access to our courts and 
the right to address their grievances before impartial panels - we 
call them juries - or impartial individuals - we call them judges. 
And the courts through their rulemaking authority under the 
Constitution also attempt to strike that balance between those 
two competing interests - two litigants, two individuals, 
two businesses, two groups, one the defendant and one the 
plaintiff. However, on the other side, the other competing interests 
are those folks who file defenses to complaints, defenses to 
counterclaims, and defenses to joinders, which they are entitled to 
do under our rule of jurisprudence. 

Well, the bill does not permit a person who has been the subject 
of what we would call a frivolous defense, where new matter 
would be filed alleging no facts whatsoever or facts that are not 
reasonable, new matter that attempts to ruin a person's reputation, 
new matter that seeks compensation that is improper, and new 

-the judge, the jury - but simply to delay proceedings and to make 
it more expensive for one side or the other. 

In addition to that there is a defense called preliminary 
objections. Preliminary objections are usually filed immediately 
upon the receipt of a complaint which started the action. 
Preliminary objections can be very substantive. They are an 
extremely important component, but preliminary objections can be 
frivolous. Preliminary objections can be based on no facts 
whatsoever, it can be based on unreasonable facts, and it can be 
simply a restatement of the answers to the complaint if answers 
were filed. Once again, they can be used as a tool to delay, to add 
up the costs, and to burden one party or the other unfairly. 

In order to strike at least some semblance of balance in what, 
quite frankly, I believe is a very unfair piece of legislation, an 
extremely overreaching piece of legislation, I have drafted an 
amendment that says we will include these two frivolous defenses 
as actionable. We are not as a matter of public policy going to 
stand for delay; we are not going to stand for additional and 
unnecessary cost and more burden placed upon our system, our 
judicial system, than is already there by litigation, and that is the 
purpose of this amendment, to strike some semblance of a balance. 
I did not include all of the defenses that are available. There are 
other defenses, such as a motion for some rejudgment, such as 
what they call a demurrer to the pleadings and the judgment on the 
pleadings. I did not include those. 

So on that argument, to strike a balance, which is why we are 
here as a matter of policymakers, to do what is best for all of the 
citizens of this Commonwealth, and when we do move forward on 
public policy, that it be balanced among the competing interests 
that we know are out there. In fact, those competing interests are 
in the halls of this Capitol right now attempting to get votes 
one way or the other. We are the ones that have to make the 
judgment as to what is proper. Do we want a bill that is lopsided 
in the extreme or do we want a bill that at least has some 
semblance of balance? 

I would ask for a "yes" vote on this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

Gannon amendment, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Will the maker of the amendment stand for 

interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. You may begin, Mr. Vitali. 
Mr. VITALI. Okay; I just want to make sure I understand this. 
Under the current law, if plaintiffs counsel files a complaint, it 

meets the criteria of this act, another lawsuit can be brought at that 
point against plaintiff or plaintiffs counsel saying the complaint 
was frivolous. That is right so far? 

Mr. GANNON. Not under current law but under this proposal. 
Mr. VITALI. Under this- That is what I meant. Thank you. 
Mr. GANNON. Correct. 
Mr. VITALI. So under your amendment, if you have a scenario 

where the plaintiff, through plaintiffs counsel, files a complaint 
and then it is answered or a preliminary objection is filed, that also 
can be the basis for another lawsuit. So another iawsuit can be filed 
against a new matter that is frivolous, or a preliminary objection 
can be frivolous. Is that essentially what your amendment is doing, 
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giving a separate cause of action, a different cause of action, for a 
frivolous preliminary objection, a frivolous new matter? 

Mr. GANNON. Yes and no, because, and this can get fairly- 
Litigation can get fairly complex as it proceeds. So the preliminary 
objections, if they are filed by the defendant, could or could not be 
frivolous, but this would permit the person against whom the 
preliminary objections were filed to file an action for frivolous 
preliminary objections, if in fact they were frivolous, under the 
amendment. 

Mr. VITALI. A whole separate lawsuit for preliminary 
objections? 

Mr. GANNON. Let me make this clear. I am not advocating the 
bill- 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. 
Mr. GANNON. --and I think what you are talking about is 

what the bill ultimately does. What I am simply attempting to do 
is strike a balance among those competing interests, plaintiff and 
defendant, because a plaintiff can file preliminary objections to 
preliminary objections. You can go that far. 

I agree. I mean, if you are talking about whether or not we are 
going to see an explosion of litigation, that is true under the bill 
without this amendment. 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. That concludes my interrogation. 
Mr. GANNON. And I think that is what you were trying to talk 

about, but this- 
Mr. VITALI. Right. I mean, I am interpreting your answer as 

basically a "yes," that it creates additional causes of action for 
responses that, for example, the defendant might make. 

Mr. GANNON. It does not create an additional cause of action, 
but it creates additional- 

Mr. VITALI. More opportunities for causes of action. 
Mr. GANNON. --additional reasons, an additional basis to fde 

the cause of action, which when we discuss the bill in chief will 
lead to an explosion of litigation even without this amendment. 
I just think this amendment- 

Mr. VITALI. Well, here is another question; here is another 
question. 

Mr. GANNON. Okay. 
Mr. VITALI. Let us assume under this bill you have a cause of 

action brought saying the suit is fiivolous. Can you also, you know, 
file another suit against that complaint saying the complaint saying 
it is frivolous is frivolous? It seems like this gets crazy. 

Mr. GANNON. Well, with or without the amendment, that is 
true. 

Mr. VITALI. Okay. That concludes my interrogation. I just 
want to speak briefly on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. VITALI. I appreciate the Representative from 

Delaware County's attempt to balance the bill, and I do think the 
bill needs balance. Frankly, I think the bill needs to be defeated, 
but I do respect what the gentleman is doing. I think I am going to 
reluctantly oppose it, only because it, I think, just increases the 
opportunities for litigation here. I think with regard, for example, 
to a preliminary objection that should not be filed, there are 
remedies the court provides for that, and the court provides other 
sanctions right now within the same case, within that same lawsuit, 
and I think the bill itself expands the number of lawsuits, and 
I think the amendment in an effort to balance it just exacerbates the 
problem. 
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So I respect the gentleman's efforts, but I think I am going to 
reluctantly vote against this one. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Blaum. 
Waives off. 

Mr. Schroder. 
Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise and urge a "no" vote on the 

Gannon amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, we heard from the chairman of the 

Judiciary Committee about what a lopsided, out-of-kilter bill h s  
is, yet, Mr. Speaker, I want to go back to when this passed the 
Senate a little earlier this year and it came over here in June. 
Mr. Speaker, but I will preface my words by saying that I am never 
one who believes that we should just go with whatever the Senate 
sends over, and we know we have all been through that, and we do 
not like that and I am not suggesting that. But I do want to quote 
some of the debate that took place in the Senate that went like k s  
from Senator Thompson: He noted that SB 406 had "...input from 
the Pennsylvania Chamber of Business and Industry, the 
National Federation of Independent Business, the Pennsylvania 
Medical Society, the Pennsylvania Orthopaedic Association, the 
Health Care Alliance of Pennsylvania, and the Pennsylvania 
Trial Lawyers" Association, "and numerous other groups." In fact, 
on June 22 Senator Jubelirer, now Lieutenant Governor Jubelirer, 
called SB 406 "one heck of a piece of professional work," and 
I believe that bill passed, if I am not mistaken, 47 to nothing in the 
other body. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason that bill passed 47 to nothing in 
the other body is because it was worked out with all of those 
groups that I just mentioned in that letter, which I will tell you 
right now was a letter from the Pennsylvania Medical Society 
quoting the Senate debate. So what we have before us is a piece of 
legislation that is not out of balance, not out of kilter, as has been 
suggested, but one that was given very carell  negotiation and had 
things thought out and passed the Senate in a unanimous vote. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have a choice tonight. We can amend 
this bill with this amendment, which I believe is a bill buster. If we 
do that, it goes to the Senate, and the high likelihood is that 
n o h g  will happen. Or we can take the other course that I am 
urging and we can take the first step, the first step only, admittedly, 
toward civil litigation reform in general and medical malpractice 
reform in particular. If we keep this bill as it is, and I think that 
the changes made in the Judiciary Committee, I think 
Chairman Gannon made some very good changes in the 
Judiciary Committee that amended this bill, and the amendment 
that we just put in, I think, was an improvement to the bill also. 
If we send this bill back over to the Senate, there is a reasonable 
chance that we will have accomplished something on the road to 
the reform that is so badly needed by our medical malpractice 
community. 

And fmally, Mr. Speaker, I would just point out in response to 
the gentleman's arguments about the need to have this type of 
thing under new matter, it is a different dynamic, in my opinion, 
when a defendant is making affmative defenses and claiming 
new matter. We are not adding an additional frivolous lawsuit 
here. It is all part of the same lawsuit. You have a plaintiff who 
may have brought a frivolous lawsuit against a defendant, and the 
defendant raises certain affirmative defenses under new matter. 
If the a f f m t i v e  defense is questionable, like I said, we are not 
creating a proliferation of new lawsuits out there. So it is an 
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entirely different dynamic, and I do not believe that this bill in its 
present form is off kilter at all, and I respectfully ask for a "no" 
vote on this amendment so that we can move forward with this 
process. 

Thank you. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 

Gannon amendment, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Thomas. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate the maker of the amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gannon, indicates he will 

stand for interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. THOMAS. Okay. I guess I have two concerns. One runs to 

your desire to bring about balance in what you consider a lopsided 
process, and so my first question is, how does your new-matter 
provision relate to the rules governing another cause of action 
arising out of the same set of circumstances? 

Mr. GANNON. Well, new matter requires an answer. It is 
within the action a separate action, a separate pleading, if you will. 
In fact, for clarification purposes, because we heard some 
discussion and just to expand on the answer, when this bill was in 
the Senate it was in draft form, and I knew that there was a 
language change but I did not know when it was done or what the 
basis was. But what I have learned is that the original language of 
the draft contained the word "pleading," and pleading includes all 
of those items - complaints, joinders, new matter, preliminary 
objections - and when the parties were discussing this and 
negotiating, including the medical society, the chamber of 
commerce, and the trial lawyers, I have been told that they shook 
hands on language that said "pleading," and when the bill was 
finally reported out of the Senate, that was changed. And a lot of 
people, and I think including many Senators who were voting on 
this legislation, I am not going to speak for the Senate, but my 
impression would be that they were not fully aware that the 
language had been changed from "pleading," which would have 
been fair and balanced at least on eliminating frivolity all over in 
the course of litigation, that in fact this was totally lopsided against 
the moving party. 

Now, the answer can be frivolous. It can contain frivolous 
matter. Frequently, answers simply restate allegations in the 
complaint and deny them. That is maybe not frivolous, but 
frequently they contain arguments of law as opposed to arguments 
of fact. Pennsylvania is a fact-pleading State. You are required to 
plead facts in your complaint. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is correct, an& 
Mr. GANNON. In your answer, you are required to plead facts. 

New matter frequently contains a regurgitation of the answers 
under the guise of new matter. That may or may not be frivolous, 
but without this amendment, the party against which the new 
matter has been filed must answer it, no matter how frivolous it is, 
and has no recourse, no recourse that the other party has to recover 
attorney's fees and costs, loss of reputation, embarrassment, all of 
the damages that the people, by the way, who are saying we should 
limit damages, and they will be doing that down the road, all of 
those damages are not recoverable, and I hope that answered your 
question. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, because, I mean, there are some specific- 
Mr. GANNON. Well, I am trying. 
Mr. THOMAS. - t h e r e  are some specific rules in our system 

that govern when new matter can be raised and when new matter 
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arises out of an original set of facts and thereby govern the 
timeliness of circumstances under which that new matter can be 
raised, which is designed to limit and curtail protracted and 
unnecessary litigation, and I guess my concern is, with respect to 
how new matter is listed in your amendment, how does that play 
out with our current set of specific rules governing when new 
matter can be raised? 

Mr. GANNON. New matter under our rules must be raised at 
the time you file your answer. So the answer must include new 
matter. If you do not raise the new matter at the time of your 
answer, you cannot raise it later on; it is waived. 

Mr. THOMAS. Correct; correct. 
Mr. GANNON. For example, if the statute of limitations has 

run and you are past the statute of limitations when the complaint 
has been filed, the rules require that new matter raise the statute of 
limitations as an issue, and the other party must respond to that 
issue of whether in fact the statute of limitations has run. 
Frequently, in fact, I would guess most of the new matter that I see 
in complaints that are filed, new matter is simply- The defense 
of statute of limitations is raised as a matter of course even if the 
accident occurred yesterday. 

Mr. THOMAS. Okay. So to bring closure to that part of the 
question, this would not extend the rules in any way. You still 
would be bound by the current rules governing when new matter 
can be raised. 

And my second concern runs to, if this amendment is defeated 
and the bill is supported, what will be lost? 

Mr. GANNON. What would be lost is your access to the courts 
if you are poor. That is probably the best example. Many 
attorneys file cases, particularly actions for support, actions for 
child custody, protections from abuse, many attorneys do that what 
they call pro bono - they do that work for free; they do that work 
without cost to the litigant. So what would be lost is your access, 
because you are not going to have many lawyers willing to 
prosecute or attempt to get custody of your children if the person 
who has them is going to file a frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit against 
your attorney. You will see what is lost is, and if you represent 
yourself, which in protections from abuse many women file 
protection-from-abuse request complaints pro se -which means on 
their own; they cannot afford a lawyer - they will be subject, under 
this bill, they will be subject to a frivolous lawsuit, and if the 
answer and the new matter and the- Excuse me. If the new 
matter and the preliminary objections to those complaints are 
frivolous, they have no recourse. They cannot recover their 
attorney's fees; they cannot recover their costs, but they still have 
to defend that new matter, they still have to defend those 
preliminary objections, or else they are lost. They have admitted 
to them; the case is over. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, the preliminary objections in effect 
become moot if your amendment is defeated and the original bill 
goes forward. Correct? 

Mr. GANNON. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I- 
Mr. THOMAS. The preliminary objections-- 
Mr. GANNON. Correct. 
Mr. THOMAS. ---are no longer relevant if your amendment is 

defeated. I mean, b e c a u s e  
Mr. GANNON. Oh- 
Mr. THOMAS. -what your amendment does is move from 

pleadings to preliminary objections or from complaint to 
preliminary objections. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The conference in the back of the hall, the conference on the 

two side a i s l e s  Conferences on the side aisles, please. 
The Chair apologizes to the gentleman. The gentleman is 

recognized. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, for my answer, no, preliminary 

objections become more important than ever to a defendant, and 
the reason I say that is because he can file, he or she can file 
preliminary objections without impunity no matter how frivolous 
they may be- 

Mr. THOMAS. Okay; okay. 
Mr. GANNON. ---because the recipient, the person on the 

receiving end of those frivolous preliminary objections, without 
this amendment, has no recourse- 

Mr. THOMAS. But, Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. GANNON. --has no recourse. Now, if I may just elaborate 

the answer. One of the other speakers mentioned, he said, well, 
you have other remedies that are available within the court process. 
Those remedies are available today on complaints, counterclaims, 
and joinders. Those remedies are available today. What we are 
doing here is we are saying if you get a frivolous complaint or a 
frivolous joinder or a frivolous counterclaim, you will now be paid 
your attorney's fees; you will now be paid your costs; you will now 
be paid damages for embarrassment; you will now be paid 
damages for inconvenience. You will now be paid damages 
because the other party may or may not have had a bad motive for 
filing that, but if that person files preliminary objections against a 
complaint no matter how frivolous, the only remedy is to ask the 
court for some relief. You get no attorney's fees; you get no costs; 
you get no damages for embarrassment, for inconvenience, for 
harassment, for bad faith. That is extremely important. 

Mr. THOMAS. Okay. 
Mr. GANNON. And that is what the bill, as it does now, 

accomplishes. With this amendment, at least it gives you some 
redress that it gives the other side, and that is when I talked about 
striking a balance and fairness. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

WPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC 
CAUCUSES 

The SPEAKER. The Republican, if I may - if I may - the 
Republican caucus chairman calls an immediate meeting of the 
Republicans to go over some of these matters that are coming back 
from the Senate, and the Democrats, I understand, need this same 
consideration. So all sides will go to their caucus rooms to do 
two things: first, be briefed on the balance of tonight's session and 
the materials we will be voting on, and to get something to eat. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the titles 
were publicly read as follows: 

An Act amending Titles 15 (Corporations and Unincorporated 
Associations) and 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for limitations on 
asbestos-related liabilities relating to certain mergers or consolidations; 
and further providing for certain statutes of limitations and for certain 
transfers. 

An Act designating December 15 of each year as "Bill of Rights 
Day ." 

An Act prohibiting the sale of products containing dog or cat h r ,  
skin or hair; defining a criminal offense; directing the Bureau of 
Consumer Protection to conduct investigations; and imposing penalties. 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L. 169, No.32), known as 
the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, defining "environmental 
media"; and providing for certain notification when there are releases I from storage tanks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at this time, after conference with 
the majority leader, is going to declare a recess for a period of 
1 hour. There are a number of bills, measures that have come back 
from the Senate. It is the suggestion of the Chair that the 
Democratic leaders and the Republican leaders get their staffs 
moving on these bills that are back on concurrence so that we can 
brush through them. There are still remaining on my list 
four members to debate the Gannon amendment. The Chief Clerk 
has ordered pizzas or something, which should be down there 
momentarily in your caucus rooms. 

Are there any announcements? 
Mr. DeWeese, I hour; 1 hour and we will be back on the floor. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

An Act amending the act of July 6, 1989 (P.L. 169, No.32), known as 
the Storage Tank and Spill Prevention Act, further providing for payment 
of certain claims from the Underground Storage Tank Indemnification 
Fund and for Underground Storage Tank Environmental Cleanup 
Program. 

SB 837, PN 1619 

An Act relating to the implementation of plans for redistricting the 
General Assembly. 

An Act amending Title 53 (Municipalities Generally) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for parking 
authority purposes and powers, bonds and facility transfers and for 
municipal authority definitions, method of incorporation, school district 
projects, purposes and powers, bonds, bondholders, governing bodies, 
contracting, property, termination and conveyances; and providing for 
continuation in office. 



2382 LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE DECEMBER 12 * 

1 
Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, signed 

the same. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader or minority leader 
have any further business at this time? 

Hearing none, this House stands in recess until 10 minutes 
after 8. 

AFTER RECESS 

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(BRETT FEESE) PRESIDING 

HB 2183, PN 3092 (Amended) By Rep. FLICK 

An Act specifically authorizing collective bargaining between 
first-level supervisors and their public employers; providing for 
arbitration in order to settle disputes rather than striking; and requiring 
compliance with collective bargaining agreements and findings of 
arbitrators. 

LABOR RELATIONS. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Montgomery County, Mr. Godshall, for purposes 
of correction of the record. 

Mr. GODSHALL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HB 1519, amendment 4279, 1 was recorded in the 

affirmative. I would like to be recorded in the negative. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks will be 

I spread upon the record. 
SENATE MESSAGE 

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED 
FOR CONCURRENCE AND 

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 3, 
PN 3060; HB 453, PN 3034; HB 1405, PN 3089; and HB 1806, 
PN 3091, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
with amendment in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requested. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILL 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 209, 
PN 1872, with information that the Senate has passed the same 
without amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to the Senate amendments to HB 1633, PN 3033. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 935, PN 1054 By Rep. O'BRIEN 

An Act amending the act of November 29, 1990 (P.L.585, No. 148), 
known as the Confidentiality of HIV-Related Information Act, extending 
applicability of the act to other bloodborne pathogens. 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 406 CONTINUED 

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. SB 406 is over temporarily. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR D 

I RESOLUTION PURSUANT TO RULE 35 

Mr. VEON called up HR 384, PN 3087, entitled: 

A Resolution calling on the Governor to declare the period of 
December 10 through 25, 2001, as a time of reconciliation and 
understanding. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

(Members proceeded to vote.) 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Chair 
returns to leaves of absence and recognizes the gentleman, 
Mr. Smith, who requests a leave of absence for the gentleman from 
Lancaster County, Mr. ZIMMERMAN, and the gentleman from 
Wayne County, Mr. BIRMELIN, for the rest of the day. 
Without objection, the leaves will be granted. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

CONSIDERATION OF HR 384 CONTINUED 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
De Weese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
PiPPy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittrnatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Egolf Penel Roberts 
Birmelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

-- - -- - 

I SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR C 

RESOLUTION 

Mr. T. STEVENSON called up HR 377, PN 3022, entitled: 

A Resolution directing the Joint State Government Commission to 
conduct a study on the shortage of applicants for administrative positions 
serving the Commonwealth's 501 school districts. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
B a r n  
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mund y 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strimnaner 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
T u m i  
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Binnelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

The majority having voted in the affirmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
majority whip, Mr. Smith, who asks for an immediate meeting of 
the Rules Committee at the majority leader's desk. 

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED 
FROM COMMITTEE 

HR 364, PN 2927 By Rep. S. SMITH 

A Resolution congratulating Bernard Hopkins on becoming the 
undisputed middleweight boxing champion. 

RULES. 

HR 385, PN 3088 By Rep. S. SMITH 

A Resolution urging the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania to reinstate 
certain provisions of Act 135 of 1996 amending the Health Care Services 
Malpractice Act to provide for medical malpractice tort reform. 

RULES. 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 1806, PN 3091 By Rep. S. SMITH 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for costs, for 
Commonwealth portion of fines, for qualifications ofjurors and for filling 
of certain new judgeships. 

RULES. 

VOTE CORRECTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Sainato, from Lawrence County for purposes of 
correction of the record. 

Mr. SAJNATO. Mr. Speaker, on SB 965, amendment A4866, 
my button malhnctioned and I was not recorded. I wish to be 
recorded in the negative. 

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

URNAL--HOUSE DECEMBER 12 ; 

RULES SUSPENDED 
* 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair turns to House calendar 
supplemental E, HR 364. 

The Chair recognizes the lady from Philadelphia, 
Ms. Washington. 

Ms. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I move for a suspension of 
the rules for the immediate consideration of HR 364. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovi tz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 

I Coleman 
1 Cornell 

Conigan 

1 :? 
Creighton 
C m  
CUT 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NOT VOTING-O 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wof3an 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR E 

RESOLUTION 

Ms. WASHINGTON called up HR 364, PN 2927, entitled: 

A Resolution congratulating Bernard Hopkins on becoming the 
undisputed middleweight boxing champion. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the question, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Cruz. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition of this resolution 
for the fact that they are honoring a gentleman who had a fight 
with Tito Trinidad from Puerto Rico, and in his debate he took the 
Puerto &can flag and stepped on it and has never apologized. I do 
not think this is an honorable man, and I am asking for people to 
oppose this resolution. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will go over HR 364 
temporarily. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair turns to House calendar 
supplemental F, HR 385. 

The Chair recognizes the lady, Mrs. Vance. 
Mrs. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the House 

be suspended for the immediate consideration of HR 385. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 

Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 

Belardi 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Corrigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 

I Evans, J. 

George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Gmcela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Mcllhanan 
Mcllhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rwney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 

Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Pallone 

1 NOT VOTING3 

Belfanti Freeman Petrone 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
1 Birmelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 

Civera Michlovic 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR F 

RESOLUTION 

Mrs. VANCE called up HR 385, PN 3088, entitled: 

A Resolution urging the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania to reinstate 
certain provisions of Act 135 of 1996 amending the Health Care Services 
Malpractice Act to provide for medical malpractice tort reform. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 
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The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 89 

~ d o ~ p h  Evans, J. Maher Scrimenti 
Argall Fairchild Maitland Semmel 
Armstrong Feese Major Shaner 
Baker, J. Fichter Manderino Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Fleagle Mann Smith, S. H. 
Bard Flick Markosek Solobay 
Barley Foxier Marsico Staback 
Banar Frankel Mayemik Stairs 
Bastian Gabig McCall Steelman 
Bebko-Jones Gannon McGeehan Steil 
Belardi Geist McGill Stem 
Belfanti George Mcllhattan Stetler 
Benninghoff Godshall McIlhinney Stevenson, R. 
Bishop Gordner Melio Stevenson, T. 
Blaum Grucela Metcalfe Stritlmatter 
Boyes Gruitza Micozzie Sturla 
Browne Habay Miller, R. Sum 
Bunt Haluska Miller, S. Tangretti 
Butkovitz Hanna Mundy Taylor, E. Z. 
Buxton Harhai Myers Taylor, J. 
Caltagirone Harhart Nailor Thomas 
Cappelli Harper Nickol Tigue 
Casorio Hasay O'Brien Travaglio 
Cawley Hennessey Oliver Trello 
Clark Herman Petraxa Trich 
Clymer Hershey Petrone Tulli 
Cohen, L. 1. Hess Phillips Tunai 
Cohen, M. Horsey Pickett Vance 
Colafella Hutchinson Pippy Veon 
Coleman Jadlowiec Pistella Vitali 
Comell James Preston Walko 
Comgan Josephs Raymond Wansacz 
Costa Kaiser Readshaw Washington 
COY Keller Reinard Waters 
Creighton Kenney Robinson Watson 
Cruz Kirkland Roebuck Williams, J. 
CUT Krebs Rohrer Wilt 
Dailey LaGrotta Rooney WOW 
Daley Laughlin Ross Wojnaroski 
Dally Lawless Rubley Wright, M. 
DeLuca Lederer Ruffing Yewrcic 
Dermody Leh Sainato Youngblood 
DeWeese Lescovitz Samuelson Yudichak 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Santoni ZUP 

Diven Lewis Sather 
Donatucci Lucyk Saylor 
Eachus Lynch Schroder RY an, 
Evans, D. Mackereth Schuler Speaker 

NAYS-;! 

Pallone Wright, G. 

NOT VOTING-1 

Freeman 

EXCUSED-1 0 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Binnelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

The majority having voted in the affmative, the question was 
determined in the affirmative and the resolution was adopted. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

RULES COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority whip, who 
calls for an immediate meeting of the Rules Committee. 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE 

HB 3, PN 3060 By Rep. S. SMITH 

An Act establishing a unified workforce investment system; 
restructuring certain administrative functions, procedures and entities; 
transferring workforce development functions of Commonwealth 
agencies; establishing the Pennsylvania Workforce Investment Board; 
providing for critical job training grants; and authorizing local workforce 
investment boards. 

RULES. 

HB 453, PN 3034 By Rep. S. SMITH 

An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for eligibility for paralyzed 
veteran's pension. 

RULES. 

HB 1405, PN 3089 By Rep. S. SMITH 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, further providing for classification of 
counties, for filling of vacancies, for reports and for preparation and filing 
of proposed budget; and making editorial changes. 

RULES. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR G 

BILLS ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 3, PN 3060, entitled: 

An Act establishing a unified workforce investment system; 
restructuring certain administrative functions, procedures and entities; 
transferring workforce development functions of Commonwealth 
agencies; establishing the Pennsylvania Workforce lnvestment Board; 
providing for critical job training grants; and authorizing local workforce 
investment boards. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Rohrer, on concurrence. 
Mr. ROHRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to speak on concurrence, please. 
We obviously have not had much time to look at this bill as it 

came back to us from the Senate, but I just had enough time just to 
glance through it. The Senate decided to remove what I would 
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interpret to be three fairly significant safeguards that were in this 
bill when it went out of the House as had been agreed to by the 
Labor Committee chairman on this side of the House, but it was 
removed by the Senate, and I would like to read these three, 
because I do not thmk that it is healthy that these three were 
removed, and frankly, the reason I am going to vote to nonconcur. 

But one of them had to do with, again, if you all remember what 
this thmg is, this is what would establish the unified 
workforce system, the board and so forth and all your local WIBs 
(workforce investment boards) and all that that have been in place 
across the State. But one of the concerns that we had when it went 
through thls last year and in the years before when it was attempted 
was the fear that a statewide database would be established where 
every employee or every person getting services would have their 
name with personally identifiable information put into this 
statewide database. Our concern was that people who accessed 
this, if their names were put in a statewide database, there were no 
precautions and no safeguards put in place to protect access to 
those names. So there was a prohibition in this bill when it left to 
ensure that no personally identifiable information could be 
included and a statewide database could not be established. The 
Senate has taken that out, which means a statewide database can be 
established with personally identifiable information and therefore 
no safeguards relative to those names, and unfortunately, I have 
already had discussions with some people in my district whose 
names have already gotten onto a base, who have already been 
contacted by people who have gotten ahold of these names and 
were using them for commercial exploitation, and that is part of the 
problem. And so that, to me, is a major concern. 

A second one was that whereas I have no problem with 
establishment of local workforce investment boards - and I think 
that was stated when the bill was in the House before - there was 
a great concern that the local boards not have the ability to 
discriminate against employers, small business people, any 
business people, or local public entities, a local government of 
some type, for not participating, meaning that the thinking was that 
if the local workforce investment boards were put together, which 
is not a bad idea, that if that was established, that they should not 
have enough authority or power to discriminate and force 
involvement by local employers if they did not want to participate 
in one way or the other. So the prohibition and the safeguard was 
in the bill. The Senate has taken that out as well, which means that 
you will hear, you will hear in the future from local business 
people who, for one reason or another, do not want to participate. 
Because the prohibition was taken out, they will have leverage put 
against them. I think that is a very bad idea. 

The third thing I noticed that was taken out of the bill was that 
the oversight for the statewide board put together, we thought it 
was legitimate that it would have some kind of oversight to the 
Labor Committees in the House and the Senate. Being that this is 
dealing with labor and employment, it seemed only appropriate 
they ought to have some oversight by some House or Senate 
committee, and so it was in the bill when it went out that it had 
oversight from the House and Senate Labor Committees. That also 
was taken out, which means there is no oversight by the House, 
other than as it reports only to the Governor. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think these are three significant things that 
I picked up just briefly because we have not had this to look at 
very long, and I think they are significant enough to nonconcur, 
and I am asking that that be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Samuelson. 
Mr. SAMUELSON. Could I interrogate the prime sponsor of 

the bill regarding the Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Flick, will stand for 

interrogation. You may begin. 
Mr. SAMUELSON. Mr. Speaker, as we look through tlus 

32-page bill on our computers, one of the sections that the Senate 
has stricken is section 506 regarding oversight, and the section that 
was in the bill when we sent it from the House to the Senate 
provided that there would be annual reports presented to the 
General Assembly and the Governor and also oversight by the 
House Labor Relations Committee, and that language has been 
stricken. 

I wanted to interrogate the chairman of the Labor Relations 
Committee about what opportunities for oversight, what kind of 
reporting will be part of this, without that language in the 
legislation. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
When the bill was going through the House, I did meet with 

members of the chamber to try to address issues that they felt were 
critically important to them. We added a number of amendments 
which I did not feel were necessary and which obviously the 
Senate and the administration did not feel are necessary. Those 
items were removed. 

The section you are referring to was removed because it is 
redundant. The State board will report to the Governor and the 
General Assembly and will submit reports to the Governor and the 
General Assembly, and the Speaker has the authority to assign 
boards and commissions to committees, whlch he does on a regular 
basis at the beginning of each term, so that I am sure this board 
would be assigned to the Labor Relations Committee. 

Mr. SAMUELSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
On the question, the gentleman, Mr. Tulli. 
Mr. TULLI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I may interrogate the maker of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand for interrogation. 

You may begin. 
Mr. TULLI. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
In loolung at this bill, whle it is a comprehensive codification 

of workforce development, do you feel that there will be a need to 
go further and do some of the things that have been questioned 
about the Senate amendments regarding oversight, regarding 
responsibility, and regarding assessment? 

Mr. FLICK. Well, I think we certainly will be going further, 
and the amendment which the Senate placed in the bill does 
provide that the chairman of the Labor and Industry Department 
can, if he believes that there are economic conditions that warrant 
it - loss of jobs - he can convene a special committee, a rapid 
response committee, that will consist of representatives from the 
various five departments who oversee job training programs. Their 
responsibility will be to review all the State and Federal dollars, 
see what moneys are available, and be able to pool the money to 
make individual grants available to incumbent workers who have 
been dislocated and who are no longer, because of poor economic 
times, in gainful employment. Those will be with the approval of 
the Governor. 

Now, that section of the bill takes effect immediately but will 
sunset at the end of the year 2002, and it is strictly to try to place 
the administration in a position where it can act quickly and 
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responsibly, with all the stakeholders, with all the individuals, the 
employers, the counties, the job seekers, all the dislocated workers, 
so that a rapid response can be made when we in fact are going to 
see layoffs throughout the next year. 

Mr. TULLI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
And if I may comment on the Senate amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. You may begin. 
Mr. TULLI. Thank you. 
With the Senate amendments that are setting up a response to 

any pressure on our economy here in Pennsylvania, that we can 
make a quick recovery using workforce development as an 
economic development tool, I think this is a good move and I think 
that we ought to as a House concur in Senate amendments. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Wilt, do you desire recognition? The gentleman is 

recognized. 
Mr. Gabig, you are next. 
Mr. WILT. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to comment on the same section that was removed 

that Representative Samuelson referred to, and I want to just move 
a few lines up the page, where it says that funds that could have 
been available through the House amendments, which were taken 
out, to our area vocational-technical programs would now not be 
made available to our area vo-tech schools and the intermediate 
units that put together programs that would benefit those 
vocational-technical programs. 

So if the prime sponsor would agree to a brief interrogation, 
I would like to ask him to clarify that for us. 

The SPEAKER. The prime sponsor is anxious to answer your 
inquiries. 

Mr. FLICK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The purpose of that section of the bill was to restrict Federal 

School-to-Work funds from replacing funds in the Federal 
Workforce Investment Act. That was the reason for that portion of 
the amendment that we added to the bill. It then went on to say, 
except for certain things. It is not necessary for it to say, except for 
certain things, because they are not covered under the two various 
acts, restricting the School-to-Work Act with utilizing money fiom 
the Workforce Investment Act to replace those programs. They are 
not one and the same, so it is unnecessary. 

Mr. WILT. Well, for the benefit of the members in the 
chamber, would this bill have created with the House amendment 
in it an opportunity for our area vo-tech schools to draw down 
more State or Federal funds? 

Mr. FLICK. Our area vo-tech schools, our community colleges, 
are all in a very good position to receive State and Federal funds 
with this legislation. 

Mr. WILT. Would they have received more Federal funds had 
the House amendment stayed in? 

Mr. FLICK. In my opinion, no. 
Mr. WILT. I am s o w ?  
Mr. FLICK. In my opinion, no, they would not. 
Mr. WILT. Okay. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

Nothing on concurrence. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. Gabig, on the question of concurrence. 
Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I could also interrogate the prime sponsor. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman would be glad to be 
interrogated. You may begin. i 

Mr. GABIG. Mr. Speaker, the question I have, I think, was 
raised by an earlier Representative. The prohibition against 
discrimination for an employer that failed to participate in the 
program, why was that stricken in the Senate amendments, and 
I guess, is the business community, especially the small business 
community, supportive of that? 

Mr. FLICK. Again, as the legislation moves through the 
legislative process, it was an attempt on my part to deal with a 
concern that a member had, which, again, I did not feel was a valid 
concern, but just to move the process forward, I agreed to accept 
that amendment. Again, it is a matter that is not necessary. The 
State cannot discriminate against employers either because they do 
or do not participate. It is unnecessary. It would cloud the issue. 

The opportunity we have here is to have basically a 
private-sector-driven, coordinated effort of all of our 
39 Federal-and-State-funded workforce training programs. It is 
driven by the local workforce boards that are selected by 
individual county executive officers or city, in the case of a city, 
or if it is multiple counties in the case of a coordinated effort, 
so we are really trying to place the responsibility at the local level 
for making decisions which they believe can best drive their 
economic needs. 

Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am a cosponsor of the bill, so I understand what it is designed 

for, and I take the gentleman's answer to be that the small business 
community is still supportive of this bill as it was when it initially 
went over to the Senate. Is that correct? 

Mr. FLICK. Most assuredly. 
Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. FLICK. And you were wise to lend your sponsorship to the 

bill. 
Mr. GABIG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Metcalfe. 
Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I could interrogate the maker of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. Indeed. The gentleman is ready to be 

interrogated. 
Mr. METCALFE. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, when this bill was sent to the Senate, as was 

mentioned, there were several other additions that had been added 
to the bill, and now they are stricken, two that I have very grave 
concerns about, that I think most members in here would if they 
happened upon those pages also. 

But I would like to direct everyone's attention to page 31, 
I believe it is - I am trying to eyeball my computer from standing 
here at the mike - where it relates to the prohibition language that 
has been stricken, which says, "Except ...," or it used to say, 
"Except as set forth in subsection (b), the Commonwealth or a 
political subdivision may not discriminate.. ."; may not 
discriminate. So my question is, where else is this protection in this 
legislation, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I do not know why a political 
subdivision would wish to discriminate against an employer who 
did not participate in an opportunity to help that employer gain 
skilled employees. It is not mandatory for employers to participate; 
it is an opportunity for employers to participate. And in effect, 
what we have suggested is that employers are the best individuals 
to help determine, along with the elected officials in the counties, 
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where the jobs will be in the future and to help develop a strategic 
plan for each local area, how to deal with opportunities in the 
future. 

Mr. METCALFE. So if I am to understand you, this is an 
opportunity for businesses to participate. Then am I to assume that 
there is going to be enough opportunity that every business that 
would want to participate would be allowed to? 

Mr. FLICK. Well, I think what you need to know is what is in 
operation now. We have CareerLinks throughout the 
Commonwealth. Now, the Labor Relations Committee, as well as 
the Intergovernmental Affairs Committee, has visited different 
sites in the Commonwealth, and we have reviewed the operations 
of the county CareerLinks. They are working quite well. 
It is an opportunity for businesses to place, in essence, job 
opportunities on I am going to say the Internet but it is on 
computer-driven-linked - I assume, the Internet through the 
CareerLink - job placement; sort of like "Job Opportunities 
Available," "Jobs," "Workers Needed." And also, an individual 
job seeker can go into the CareerLink, fill out a resume, and post 
that on. It is an attempt to try to match the opportunities that are 
available with those individuals seeking employment. It is not 
mandatory for anyone to utilize it, but we do require that the local 
workforce investment boards, which are made up of business, 
education, labor, elected officials, we do ask that they submit to 
the State a strategic plan of how they feel they can best use 
State and Federal funds to provide opportunities within their area, 
and we ask them to set performance levels so that we in 
State government can assure ourselves that these moneys are being 
spent wisely and actually people who receive training get jobs. 
So we allow the local entity to set their plan, we ask them to set 
their performance level, and then they measure themselves against 
the performance levels they set. 

Mr. METCALFE. And I appreciate the information that you are 
providing, but it is really not cutting to the heart of the question. 

I would like to know, number one, not- I mean, your answer 
to my question as to what language in this bill would protect 
against discrimination, I think if you polled most of the members 
in this chamber, they would not be in favor of any type of 
discrimination, so I think that red flag should go up whenever we 
see a bill that comes back that has that language in it. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman concluded his 
interrogation? 

Mr. METCALFE. No, Mr. Speaker. I am trying to set up the 
base for the continuance of the question, to try and retrieve an 
answer, if possible, and I respect the gentleman who is trying to 
answer the question. I just want to make sure I am clearly asking 
it. 

The SPEAKER. Please, the hour grows late, so use pointed 
questions and pointed answers so we can keep moving. Thank you. 

Mr. METCALFE. Thank you. 
So if I could just fmish, let me try and summarize the question. 
Since none of us would be in favor of discrimination, where in 

this bill is the language that would protect against discrimination, 
not that we would assume that political subdivisions as such would 
not want to see employers seize this opportunity that you are 
saying is being presented, but where is the protection in this bill to 
protect against discrimination of employers who would not be able 
to participate due to there not being enough opportunities to 
participate? 
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Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, it is not important for us to place in 
every piece of legislation prohibitions against discrimination. 
There are Federal and State laws that deal with &scrimination, and 
those laws would apply. It does not have to be in this law. It would 
be the other laws that are already on the books, whlch the 
gentleman knows quite well would apply if in fact someone was 
discriminated against. 

Mr. METCALFE. And I appreciate your answer, but just for the 
case tonight, since you did know that this language was stricken 
and you knew that we would be caucusing on it or knew that we 
would be considering it in the House here and I assume that you 
knew that there were a number of us that had worked with you 
early on when this language was inserted, that we would still have 
that question, do you have references that you could share with us 
here tonight as far as that language that would protect? I thmk that 
people would feel more comfortable if they knew that in fact there 
was language that we could be clearly pointed to here tonight 
instead of just saying that it exists. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the majority of 
members here in this chamber feel certain that there are sufficient 
laws on both the State and Federal books to protect individuals and 
employers against being discriminated against. I do not think they 
seek the same assurance you seek. 

Mr. METCALFE. Let me ask, if you would, another question 
related to the section that is also being stricken fiom this bill as it 
came back amended. I believe it is on the next page. I am having 
a hard time. The "Statewide data base," just previous to that 
language, that 'Wothing in this act shall be construed to permit the 
development of a Statewide data base of personally identifiable 
information on individuals receiving services under this act." 

Are there protections in this bill that would continue to protect 
since they struck this language? Is thls redundant language in this 
bill, or would you also put forth that there is language in other 
areas of our law that would protect fiom this type of database 
being constructed, which we heard testimony to by a previous 
speaker that already seems to be moving in that direction? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, it is not the intent of this 
Commonwealth or any State in the Union to collect individual, 
personal data about persons who participate in these programs. 
The data which will be collected will be based on wages in given 
areas. We must report to the Federal government. We ask the local 
workforce investment boards to report to us, and we certainly do 
want to know if an incumbent worker received a grant, training 
grant, under one of these programs and that incumbent worker was 
employed, say, at $10 an hour- 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. Flick, are you restricting your- The two of you, are you 

restricting your remarks to the changes made by the Senate on the 
question of concurrence or are we rehashing the entire bill? 

Mr. METCALFE. We are sticking to what has been stricken, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid that we are dealing with 
the Senate amendment in that they did delete certain portions of 
the bill. 

As I was saying, the wage information will be collected and will 
be reported on for the workforce investment board, for the local 
area. It will not be individual wage information that is collected, 
but we will want to make certain that an individual who has had a 
job, say, at $10 an hour and that he has participated in training, we 
would expect that individual to be able to receive additional 
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compensation as a result of the additional skill development that 
he obtained through training, so that will need to be reported. 

But it is not a matter of personal information collected on 
individuals. It is wage information collected on groups and in some 
cases individuals to go through for the purpose of making sure that 
we are doing what we say we wish to do, which is to increase the 
ability of Pennsylvanians to move through the ladder of 
employment and get them fiom entry-level jobs into 
family-sustaining jobs. 

Mr. METCALFE. Thank you. 
I am ftnished with the interrogation. If I could make some brief 

comments, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may make some brief 

comments. 
Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If I could just have the attention of my colleagues, I would 

greatly appreciate just a couple moments, then I will sit down. 
But I would like to just reflect on the answers that were given 

just now as we went through the interrogation related to the 
database language that has been stricken and related to the 
discrimination language that was stricken from this bill. 

I believe that all of us are against discrimination in whatever 
form that may present itself, and for us to advance a bill that has 
had that type of language stricken from it without language in the 
bill to protect against businesses being discriminated against that 
might not choose to participate in these government programs 
should be a problem for all of us. The government is not supposed 
to be about trying to manipulate the economy through forcing 
businesses into certain practices that they might not otherwise 
adopt. 

If this language was redundant, then there should not have been 
a problem with moving it forward with that language in the bill. 
By the Senate striking that language, it clearly shows that they 
wish to proceed with something other than what we wished to 
proceed with when we sent it over from the House. And this just 
is not happening tonight; that happens, as you know, quite often. 

I would also ask you to consider all of the individuals in your 
districts that might actually participate in these programs. The 
language that was stricken dealt with personally identifiable 
information. It did not deal with salaries necessarily. It dealt with 
personally identifiable information. As most here know, last 
session we dealt with information that was going to be sold that 
residents of the Commonwealth had provided to certain 
government agencies. What is to say that this same Information 
will not be collected and sold without yet another protection? 
Why do they need this personally identifiable information? 

If we sent the bill over, if the sponsor of this bill was good with 
thls bill when it left the House with these amendments in it that he 
said that he had agreed to, although he says that he did not 
necessarily see a need for them, but although he agreed to it, then 
the bill must still have had the impact that he wished it to have as 
it left this House, so if the Senate has now stricken that language, 
we should see some red flags go up for all of us. 

I would ask that you would vote "no" on this bill. Let us send 
them back to the drawing board. Let us protect the privacy of those 
constituents who would be using these services. Let us protect the 
businesses in our communities, in our districts; let us protect those 
businesses and keep them from being discriminated against. 

I would ask for a "no" vote. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Belfanti, on 

concurrence, on the question of concurrence. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on concurrence and on the language struck by the 

Senate, I would llke to join my colleague and fellow chairman, 
Mr. Flick, in explaining that some of the sections were put in the 
bill as a result of requests by some of the previous speakers. We 
felt that some of that language was redundant, we felt that some of 
the language was covered in other legislation, and in the final 
analysis, after we agreed to put that language in the bill before it 
went to the Senate, some of the same speakers still voted against 
the legislation anyway, even after we put that language in. 

We hear about red flags. I hope we are not thinking about 
red flying saucers here. This is a good program. Thls is a program 
that we have worked on for many years, and there is a great deal 
of Federal and State and local effort being placed into locating 
good jobs that are real jobs and making them available for 
retrained individuals. The statewide database that some people are 
referring to already exists. If you have a Pennsylvania driver's 
license, your name appears in a statewide database already. 

As far as discrimination against any employer who does not 
wish to avail themselves of Federal and State assistance in securing 
trained workers or being paid to help train workers for jobs that 
really exist, why would we discriminate against them? That leaves 
more money for other employers that do care to participate. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an annual report that is still required in 
this bill. There is a customer satisfaction section, and I refer the 
members to page 14. The State House of Representatives still gets 
to examine the results of the data that is collected. Page 14 and 
page 15, there is even an investment board satisfaction section. 
There is a satisfaction of the clients that remains in this bill. There 
is customer satisfaction mentioned in a few different sections of 
this bill, both by the employers, by the local workforce investment 
boards, and by the retrained employees. 

There are performance measures established in this legislation, 
and they are talked about on page 28. They still remain in the bill. 

I am not going to talk about all of the things that still remain, 
but I am saying that the one addition by the Senate, and that is the 
emergency powers to react to a significant slowdown in the 
economy or significant loss of jobs in your region or mine, was a 
good amendment. 

I strongly urge members of both sides of the aisle not to see 
red flags or flying saucers and please vote for this much-needed 
legislation. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Rohrer, for the second 
time on the question of concurrence. 

Mr. ROI-IRER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
It is unfortunate we are having to spend this time on the floor, 

but by not having this information to go through properly in 
caucus, we are having to do this on the floor, and so I apologize 
for that. 

But nonetheless, two points need more clarification. The 
two prohibitions in here were not just some concern that a couple 
of people had. They are legitimate concerns that have surfaced in 
other States and we knew would surface here. Let me expand on 
one of them. 

The statewide database, as example, that prohibited the use of 
personal information was for the purpose of preventing against 
privacy invasion. I mentioned when I was up before; I will mention 
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a little bit further thls time: I have had two people in my district 
that have used the system as it is already currently in place. They 
were out of work. They went to the local board. They got involved 
in CareerLink, and they were looking for jobs and job placement. 
To their surprise, both of them were contacted by somebody who 
had an address out here in Harrisburg and were solicited for some 
type of supplemental health insurance, I believe is what it was. 
They said how in the world did they know that they were in the 
condition that they were in. After they pursued it, they were finally 
told by this individual that their names were gotten from the list 
already being generated. And what was happening was that the list 
that maintains the people who are looking for work, the idea is that 
potential employers can go look at that list, find ones that can 
match up with their needs and then contact them. That is positive; 
nothing wrong with that. But what was happening here was that 
someone who had a business and was looking for clients was using 
that list to contact. That is the kind of thing that the safeguards are 
needed to protect against, and I say by taking out the safeguards, 
we will make this list, turn it into other purposes, and will 
violate privacy of employees who are looking for jobs. That is 
number one. 

The second issue is the nondiscrimination against employers 
failing to participate. Bear in mind whom that is for. It guards 
against discrimination by the Commonwealth and by local 
municipalities. But do not get the wrong idea. It is not for 
discrimination because of color or religion. That is not it. 
Under the workforce law, Workforce Act, which is dnving this to 
be put in place, the goal is to have as many employers as possible 
become a part of the system. Part of the obligation for employers 
who join is that they will need to provide either in the immediate 
or in the future employees who will then train others or do other 
jobs. There are many small and middle-sized companies who do 
not have the luxury of having idle employees able to be put on 
other umelatedjobs. They therefore may not want to participate. 
However, the whole program is to disseminate grant money. You 
know as well as I do that grant money goes for those who 
participate. The idea for nondiscrimination is that those who 
cannot participate because they are not big enough or because they 
do not have the employees that they can assign to a training 
position for someone else, for instance, if they do not want to 
participate, they should not be locked out of frnding employees if 
they become in need or be locked out of getting any grant money 
that will be distributed under the program. That is the 
discrimination h g  - discrimination against because of not having 
money, getting grant money, or not being able to access potential 
employees. 

This is a real issue. It is not manufactured. It is not made up. 
It has happened in other States. And I just say that by the fact that 
it is not in here, you will hear about it; I will hear about it. 
And mark it down; it is in the record; it will be a fact. And I thmk 
it is a mistake to concur in the changes. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Bucks, Mr. McIlhinney. 
Mr. McILHINNEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to interrogate the prime sponsor of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Flick consents to interrogation; brief 

interrogation, he says. 
Mr. McILHINNEY. I will keep it brief. 
In chapter 7, which I believe the Senate added to the bill - is 

that true? 

Mr. FLICK. That is correct. 
Mr. McILHNEY. They added that in. Under there, I read that 

grants could now be applied for directly to the Department of 
Labor and Industry and distributed through the Department of 
Economic Development directly to the employees; to a company 
that would feel if there was a certain rapid response or a company 
went out of business, that they would apply directly to the State 
and not through the local WIB boards? 

Mr. FLICK. Allow me to suggest what it reads, okay? It says, 
upon determination by the Secretary of Labor and Industry that 
economic or other events resulted in substantial job losses or in a 
critical shortage of occupations or skills for existing jobs, the rapid 
response committee would identify funds at the Federal and State 
levels to be used for critical job training grants to provide 
dislocated workers with immediate training for jobs in growth 
industries in the Commonwealth. ' The persons who would have to apply are defined in section 7, 
and they are community colleges, they are workforce investment 
boards, they are the stakeholders, and if I can find that page-- 

Mr. McILHINNEY. Yeah; 30. 
Mr. FLICK. Eligible applicants are a service provider, whlch is 

defmed further; school entity; a secondary or postsecondary 
1 educational institution, including a community college; a local 

workforce investment board; or a corporation, sole proprietorship, 
limited partnership. Yes. They could apply. The Department of 
Labor and Industry then could release the grant, with the approval 
of the Governor. 

Mr. McILHINNEY. So in effect, they would be competing for 
doing the services, performing- The local workforce investment 
boards would be competing for providing the services that they 
would normally do, unless the State would then step in, and then 
they could actually apply directly to the State for these funds. 

Mr. FLICK. The workforce investment boards would not be 
1 doing the training or providing the training. They may oversee it, 

though. 
Mr. McILHINNEY. They do that normally as part of their 

program, to provide the training. ' Mr. FLICK. That is correct. 
Mr. McILHINNEY. On a normal dislocated-worker basis, they 

, would provide the training. However, if the Governor or the 
1 Department of Labor decides that they want to step in, they could 

open it up to other people to compete at the local level. A 
community college would come in and apply for those grants 
directly to the Department of Economic and Community 
Development and get those directly fiom the State, thus cutting out 
the local boards and all the people, the 30 people, that we put on 
the board to oversee the types of training that is done at the 
local level. 

Mr. FLICK. They would apply through the rapid response 
committee, yes. 

Mr. McILHINNEY. All right. I will end my interrogation. 
On the bill. 
We have to realize that we are now taking a shift away fiom 

local workforce investment boards and allowing an avenue to get 
Federal dollars from the State, that come from the State, directly 
to businesses and community colleges, thus circumventing the 
system that we are pretty much trying to put in place for the local 
workforce boards. I have to really question why this came about 
and why it is coming about so late, at the last hour, when we 
negotiated a lot of h g s  into this to make sure that the local 
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1 
workforce investment boards were driving this issue and not 
coming from the Department of Labor. 

Being on this side of the aisle, I would think that the local, the 
better, and to create a larger bureaucracy at the State level to deal 
with local issues such as job training and how many welders you 
are going to train in a given labor market area is somethtng that the 
State is not prepared to do without the input of the local boards 
that we are trying to establish. 

So at this point, or how about this; I will ask you a question. 
Am I wrong, if I can interrogate you again, am I wrong in making 
that assumption? 

Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, one of the problems that the local 
workforce investment boards have at thls time is that the funding 
streams still come through the individual programs, and it is 
awfully difficult for the boards to access funds or for the 
job seekers to access funds, because oftentimes there is red tape. 
In the event of a severe economic downturn, in the event the 
Secretary of Labor and Industry identifies llke a big layoff such as 
we have seen and we may continue to see, then the Secretary and 
the Cabinet, the rapid response agency that is made up of the 
Cabinet, they can get in and cut some of the red tape. It will help 
the system; it will not hurt the system. 

Mr. McILHINNEY. I personally fmd it hard to believe that the 
State is going to cut through more red tape than a local workforce 
investment board that is run by the county commissioner at the 
local level. If I have seen any red tape in such issues, it is usually 
at the larger level. That is almost like saying the Federal 
government is easier to get grants out of than your local town. 

I would have to oppose this bill at this time. It goes against 
what the workforce investment board was created for - to keep 
these grants and keep these labor markets, the job training in the 
labor markets, at a local level and not bring it up to a State level. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Metcalfe. 
Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, based on the changes that have been made in this 

bill - and I think probably a number of us have those concerns 
regarding discrimination, that none of us want to see 
discrimination occurring - I would make a motion to recommit to 
the Labor Committee, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Metcalfe, moves that 
HI3 3, together with any amendments, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Labor Relations. 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question of recommittal, Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, we have worked on this legislation 

for over 6 years. I started with Representative Italo Cappabianca. 
We worked for a solid term to try to come up with a way to 
coordinate the 39 individual job training programs. Then I worked 
with Representative Frank Pistella, then Representative 
Tom Tigue, and now with Representative Bob Belfanti. We have 
passed this legislation out of this House twice, and it is time to deal 
with it. 

There are some members in this chamber who will never be 
happy with the way the bill is written, and they will just have to * 

exercise their free right as a member of this chamber to vote 
against the legislation. There is no way I could ever cure every ill 
they believe is being created. We are making things better, 
Mr. Speaker. 

1 urge .that we vote not- I did not think we could, 
Mr. Speaker- A matter of parliamentary inquiry. We were on 
concurrence. Would not the only question be to concur or 
nonconcur? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to recommit is proper. 
Mr. FLICK. In that case, I oppose that motion. Thank you, 

Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Just very briefly, I would urge the members to oppose the 

motion to recommit. I think, as the previous speaker mentioned, a 
lot of work has gone into this. It is a bill that will never please 
everybody in the perfect sense, and I think we should move 
forward with the bill before us. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Belfanti. 
Mr. BELFANTI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I also oppose the motion to recommit. 
We are never going to agree, word by word, line by line, with 

the State Senate on this. This is, I believe, as good as we are going 
to get. It opens the faucets of h d s  for workers, for small business 
and for medium-sized businesses, and students and people who 
need retraining. 

I oppose the motion. If it is recommitted, I can assure you, the 
votes are there in the Labor Relations Committee; all but three or 
four people are going to vote to let it right back out again. So it 
would be nonsensical to recommit. I oppose the motion. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Butkovitz Maher P~PPY Turzai 
Cruz Mcllhinney Rohrer Wilt 
Forcier Metcalfe Smith, B. Yewcic 
Habay Myers Stevenson, T. Youngblood 
LaGrotta 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 

Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Melio 
Micortie 
Miller, R. 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
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Bunt 
, Buxton 

Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cuny  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolarno 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 

Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 

Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-O 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Metcalfe. 
Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am encouraged by the number of votes that we did get for that, 

but at the same time, I think that probably the problem was that 
most members agree with one of the previous speakers that if it 
goes back to the Labor Committee, it will probably come right 
back out the same way. So I am sure that most members here 
probably agree with me that discrimination against businesses 
should not take practice, that we are opening the faucet; we are 
opening the faucet for discrimination- 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Metcalfe. 
Mr. METCALFE. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Metcalfe, you have spoken twice on the 

issue. Are you malung a motion now, or are you trying to debate 
concurrence? 

Mr. METCALFE. In the process of making a motion, 
Mr. Speaker. Could I continue? 

The SPEAKER. Quicken the process. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. METCALFE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
So the faucet is being turned on. The faucet is being turned on 

for discrimination against businesses, and it is being turned on to 
build this database of personally identifiable information. 

So let us table thls bill, which I think most members would 
probably agree with then, since you did not vote to recommit 
because we did not want to see it come out again. 

So I would make a motion, Mr. Speaker, to table this bill. 
The SPEAKER. This is not debatable except by the floor 

leaders. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Forcier Leh Metcalfe Rohrer 
James McIlhinney Nickol Waters 
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Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gmitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
Melio 
Micovie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
PiPPy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 
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Allen 
Birmelin 
Civera 

Donatucci Lynch Scrimenti Ryan, 
Eachus Mackereth Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Benninghoff George 
Bishop Godshall 
Blaum Gordner 

Egolf Perzel Roberts 
McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Michlovic 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

I Boyes Grucela 
Browne Gruitza 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
C u m  

Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessev 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keiler 
Kenney 
Kirkland 

Mr. Speaker, I am still encouraged, because I think that- 
I believe that our members are tired, and that is why they could not 
vote with me, so I would like to make a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state to what date and 
time? 

Mr. METCALFE. Yes, Mr. Speaker. To the 1st of January, 
when we are required to come back in for the first session day of 

The SPEAKER. You are not making any friends if you have 
more of these. 

Mr. METCALFE. I do not know. How many more are left? 

the year. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that this House do now 

adjourn until January 1 at 12 noon. 

::$' Krebs 
LaGrotta 

~ a ~ i y  Laughlln 
DeLuca Lawless 

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

The SPEAKER. On the question, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. I thmk the whistles speak for themselves, 

Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 

Metcalfe 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Foxier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 

Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucy k 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
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McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
Melio 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
pimy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufting 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Stetler 
Stevenson, R. s 

Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
2% 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING-] 

Bard 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Bimelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Metcalfe, do not ever allow anyone to say 
you are not a good sport, because we have it on tape that you are. 

Mr. METCALFE. I just wanted to thank the Speaker and the 
members for their indulgence. 

NAY %I 90 I CONSIDERATION OF HB 3 CONTINUED 

Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 

The SPEAKER. Mr. McIlhinney, for what reason do you rise? 
Mr. McILHINNEY. On concurrence. 
The SPEAKER. On the question of concurrence, the gentleman 

is recognized for the second time. 
Mr. McILHIN'NEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would just like to say that I have been enlightened a little bit 

on the actual processes, that the grant money is not going to be 
able to get circumvented at the local level. There are formulas 
which I thought were in place from the Federal government that 
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have to get down to the local level, so at this point I would like to 
say also that having past experience with the subject we are talking 
about, the database is a necessity in order to keep this program 
running. You cannot run the programs without the database, and 
there are laws in effect that prohibit the dispersal of the 
information, of private information, to anybody else except for 
official use. 

So I would llke to change what I said earlier and support the 
concurrence of HB 3. Thank you very much. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in concurrence of HE3 3. 
The chairman has been diligent in his efforts to try and be as 

inclusive as possible. I recall at the last minute there was some 
concern about the inclusion of labor and other necessary parties, 
and after sitting down with the chairman for 2 days, we went 
through and fashioned some language that we all could live with. 

So I strongly support HB 3 on concurrence. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u m  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 

Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruit2.a 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIIhinney 
Melio 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Striamatter 
Sturla 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams. J. 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 

Dermody Lederer Samuelson Youngblood 
DeWeese Lescovitz Santoni Yudichak 
DiGirolamo Levdansky Sather zug 
Diven Lewis Saylor 
Donatucci Lucyk Schroder RY an, 
Eachus Lynch Schuler Speaker 

Forcier Metcalfe Rohrer Wilt 
Leh Nick01 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Flick. 
Mr. FLICK. Mr. Speaker, a point of personal privilege. 
I would just like to thank Representative Thomas for his 

hard work and all the members in this chamber. This- 
The SPEAKER. You are quite welcome. 
Mr. FLICK. Thanks, everyone. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 453, PN 3034, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 5 1 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for eligibility for paralyzed 
veteran's pension. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Srritbnatter 
Sturla 
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Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lwyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
p i n y  
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Binnelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f m i v e  and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1405, PN 3089, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, further providing for classification of 
counties, for filling of vacancies, for reports and for preparation and filing 
of proposed budget; and making editorial changes. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman, Mr. Maitland, on the question of concurrence. 

Mr. MAITLAND. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I want to express my concern with some language that was 

inserted by the Senate to prevent the reclassification of certain 

counties as a result of a decline in population according to a recent 
census. It is my understanding that Fayette and Lackawanna 8 

Counties do not meet the standards to remain in the class of county 
that they currently are and would have to go down a class, and the 
Senate language would just lower the population numbers at which 
they would stay in their current county class. I thmk this is bad 
policy, and I would like to explain why. 

First of all, I think it is a bad idea to hold counties harmless on 
their population loss. It has been a disaster for us to do that for 
school districts, because we end up subsidizing the school district 
for students that they are no longer educating and there is an 
opportunity cost. Now, I understand that Fayette and Lackawama 
would lose Federal and State fimds as a result of a reclassification, 
but that amounts to an opportunity cost for every other county in 
Pennsylvania, because those are State and Federal funds that could 
come to our counties. 

I think it is a bad idea for another reason, and that is, what if 
10 years hence these counties lose population again? Are we going 
to lower again these population standards for county classes? 
I mean, where does this end? 

Also, there has been some bad communication over this issue. 
I have four colleagues from an affected county here that met 
yesterday with their State Senator and their county commissioners, 
and they did not know anythmg about these provisions in this bill. 

And finally, there are other alternatives. Lackawanna County 
would have a problem with their hotel tax. Instead of changing 
their county classification, we should change their hotel tax law. 
That is what we should do. 

Also, these counties have known since -4pril that they were not 
going to meet the population standards, so they should have 
prepared fiscally and politically for reclassification. They have had 
7 months to do this. 

But even though we probably have the votes to revert to a prior 
printer's number, I do empathize with my colleagues from 
Fayette and Lackawanna Counties, and if I were in their shoes, 
I would be fighting for my county, too. And I really do not want to 
see the people of their counties harmed, so I am not going to move 
to revert to a prior printer's number, but I do urge my colleagues 
in this House, particularly those on the Local Government 
Committee, to review our overall system of county classifications 
and to make a comprehensive adjustment if we need one rather 
than try and patch a problem that is going to lead to further 
problems in the future. 

So I am going to support the bill with these reservations, and 
I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your indulgence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Shaner. 
Mr. SHANER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of HI3 1405 for the following reason: 

Fayette County is the only county in the State that will be affected 
by this bill. This bill deals with reclassification, and I support it, 
and I am asking all of my colleagues to do the same. Thank you. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 
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Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. 1. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 

Pallone 

Allen 
Birmelin 
Civera 

Evans, J. 
Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 

Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayernik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
Mcllhattan 
McIlhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nick01 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 

Schroder 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
T u m i  
Veon 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NAYS4 

Tangretti Vance Vitali 

NOT VOTING4 

Egolf Perzel Roberts 
McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Michlovic 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
affirmative, the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the titles 
were publicly read as follows: 

An Act establishing a unified workforce investment system; 
restructuring certain administrative functions, procedures and entities; 
transfeninn workforce develooment functions of Commonwealth 
agencies; establishing the ~ e n n s ~ l v a n i a  Workforce Investment Board; 
providing for critical job training grants; and authorizing local workforce 
investment boards. 

An Act providing for a program to assist public and private 
institutions of higher education to install sprinkler systems in dormitories. 

An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for eligibility for paralyzed 
veteran's pension. 

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P.L.323, No.130), 
known as The County Code, further providing for classification of 
counties, for filling of vacancies, for reports and for preparation and filing 
of proposed budget; and making editorial changes. 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, signed 
the same. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR H 

BILL ON CONCURRENCE 
IN SENATE AMENDMENTS 

The House proceeded to consideration of concurrence in 
Senate amendments to HB 1806, PN 3091, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for costs, for 
Commonwealth portion of fines, for qualifications of jurors and for filling 
of certain new judgeships. 

On the question, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the 

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph Fairchild Maitland Scrimenti 
Argall Feese Major Semmel 
Armstrong Fichter Manderino Shaner 
Baker, J. Fleagle Mann Smith, B. 
Baker, M. Flick Markosek Smith, S. H. 
Bard Forcier Marsico Solobay 
Barley Frankel Mayemik Staback 
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Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dennody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, 1. 

Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis , 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
Mcllhinney 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micouie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Say lor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT V0TINCi-O 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Binnelin McNaughton Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera Michlovic 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in the 
a f f i t i v e ,  the question was determined in the a f f i t i v e  and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

CALENDAR CONTINUED 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 406 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to page 3 of today's 
calendar, SB 406, PN 1609. 

It is the understanding of the Chair that the gentleman, 
Mr. G ~ M o ~ ,  wishes to make a statement prior to withdrawing his 
amendment. 

Mr. Gannon. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
You took away my surprise. That is okay. q 

Fool that I am, fool that I am, when this bill came over from the 
Senate and I sat at my desk in the Capitol and read the bill and saw 
what a travesty and homble piece of legislation this was, I thought 
that perhaps, as a responsible chairman, it would be my job to try 
to bring all of the interests together to see if we could fashion a 
piece of legislation that would be acceptable to my committee first 
ind to this body. That did not happen; that did not happen. 
Hindsight is always 20120. 

If that bill was coming to my committee today, I would not have 
been concemed about embarrassing the drafters of this legislation; 
I would not have been concemed about embarrassing the Senate on 
what they passed. I would have immediately set about having 
public hearings on this piece of legislation, and I would have had 
competent, intelligent, and honest lawyers; competent, honest, and 
intelligent academicians; and competent, honest, and intelligent 
lobbyists come before the committee, and I do not mean that term 
in a pejorative way, for people who are interested in this issue to 
talk about this bill, and the consensus would have been that it was 
a terrible piece of legislation, did not accomplish the goals of those 
who were advocating it, and in fact was detrimental to their stated 
purpose. But fool that I am, I did not do that, and I proceeded to 
have numerous meetings with interested parties to see if we could 
fashion a piece of legislation. I asked for a defintion of a frivolous 
lawsuit. I did not get the semblance of a definition of a frivolous 
lawsuit until about a week and a half ago, and then I was told that 
the General Assembly wanted to vote on this issue this week, and 
I reached an agreement with leadership that we would bring the 
bill out of committee and that we would vote this week. I did not 
pick the day, I did not pick the time, and I did not pick the week. 

In meeting with the competing interests and then realizing that 
we were not going to be able to fashion an agreement, and quite 
frankly, I knew what was going on out there, the pressure that was 
being placed on our members by those who were more concerned 
about complaining about the problem that all of you are aware of 
rather than stepping forward and coming up with concrete realistic 
suggestions, that the stage was set to bring this bill here today. And 
fool that I am, I thought perhaps we could strike at least some 
semblance of a balance and maybe some sense of fairness and 
perhaps get back to what I now know was believed to be the 
original agreement on the language of this bill in the Senate. 

Now, when you have something as passionate, as controversial 
as a piece of legislation like this and you shake hands with your 
people, with the people who are involved, and they are all loolung 
at it from a different perspective and they all want something else 
out of it, but when they finally shake hands and reach an agreement 
on something th s  sensitive, this controversial, where people feel 
so passionate, you better not move one comma, you better not 
move one period, and you better not change one word without 
going back to everybody and making certain that they are aware of 
it, and that is not what happened here. This original bill said 
"pleading," and it was changed by the Senate after hands were 
shaken and agreements were reached. That is what happened here; 
that is where the agreement was made. But they got away with it. 
I congratulate them. They pulled the wool over the Senate's eyes. 
Fortunately, they did not pull the wool over everybody's eyes in 
this House, and I commend you for that. 

But the will of the House seems to be that this legislation will 
be debated on its merits rather than try to add a balance or a level 
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of fairness, and in retrospect, in thmkhg about thls amendment, it 
arguably does improve it a little bit, and quite frankly, I do not 
think you would want to or could improve anythmg this bad, this 
onerous, by changing a couple of words. 

So I am going to withdraw the amendment, because I do not 
think- When I sat up here and said, why are we here, are we here 
to do the bidding of the medical society, the chamber, and the 
trial lawyers? Is that why we are here? Are we here to end up as 
divided as we are among ourselves on this issue? I am trying to 
think of another question, a trap question, but I am not that quick 
tonight. 

AMENDMENT WITHDRAWN 

Mr. GANNON. At any rate, I am withdrawing the amendment. 
I appreciate the members' attention, and I will debate this bill at 
the appropriate time. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The clerk will remove the notation that we have an amendment 

before the House. 
It is the understanding of the Chair that there are no further 

amendments to be offered to this bill. That being the case, if that 
is the case- If it is not the case, correct me. 

For what purpose does the lady rise? 
Ms. BARD. A point of personal privilege regarding the 

amendments. 
The SPEAKER. It is the belief of the Chair that there are no 

amendments. 
Ms. BARD. I would like to make a statement. 
The SPEAKER. Wait. Would you make that on final passage? 
Ms. BARD. All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there are no further 

amendments. Am I incorrect in that? All right. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair returns to leaves of absence and 
recognizes that the gentleman, Mr. McNaughton, is on the floor 
and asks that he be added back to the active list. 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 406 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The lady, Mrs. Cohen, on final passage. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, will the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 

stand for interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. I was waiting for a resounding no. 
Mr. Gannon will indeed stand for interrogation. 
Mr. GANNON. I could not deny her, Mr. Speaker. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask you some questions about 

women, if I may? 
Mr. GANNON. I am flattered. 
Mrs. COHEN. Without the necessity to qualify you as an 

expert. 
Mr. Speaker, regarding SB 406, if we can use just one or 

two examples, sir. I am concerned about the rights of women 
concerning PFAs (protections from abuse), filing PFAs, or seeking 
custody of their children, and PFAs are generally filed by women. 
If a woman- As I understand it, reading the Pennsylvania 
Rules of Court, when a PFA is filed, an action pursuant to 
protection from abuse is indeed, according to the Rules of Court, 
an action at law, and as I understand the rules, anything in 
civil court is indeed an action. If an attorney files, on behalf of a 
woman, a PFA, under SB 406 can the defendant then sue the 
woman's attorney for the PFA being a frivolous lawsuit? 

Mr. GANNON. If a woman files a complaint requesting a 
protection fiom abuse and that complaint is well founded and there 
is strong evidence in police reports and witnesses' statements that 
in fact she was subject to abuse, if this proposal is in law, her 
attorney can be sued for a frivolous lawsuit. 

Mrs. COHEN. If that is the case, then what happens to the 
protection of the woman, because in that instance, now we have the 
woman's attorney defending himself against a lawsuit. Who is then 
representing the woman on her behalf to secure the PFA, because 
now we have her lawyer defending himself. Does that leave the 
woman in limbo? Who is representing her and her rights? 

Mr. GANNON. I do not know the answer to that question. It is 
not answered in the legislation, but the factual situation as you 
state it would be true. The attorney representing the woman who 
is seelung a protection-from-abuse order would be defending 
himself against a frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit. It brings about an 
ethical question that the attorney is going to have to deal with that 
under current law he would not have to deal with. 

Mrs. COHEN. Do we not run the danger, Mr. Speaker, then of 
SB 406 discouraging women from seeking PFAs or seeking 
custody from abusive fathers because they are afraid that their 
lawyers- And probably lawyers would be afraid. As I understand 
it, most PFAs are filed by attorneys who are acting in a pro bono 
manner. Would attorneys not hesitate then to file these 
protection-from-abuse orders, petitions for custody, because they 
themselves are now vulnerable? Under SB 406, does not therefore 
SB 406 discourage women fiom seeking redress against abusive 
fathers, abusive relationships, because they cannot find attorneys? 
Now attorneys are at risk? 

Mr. GANNON. Those parties, spouses, that would be subject 
of a PFA or protection-from-abuse claim or a claim seeking 
child custody or a claim for divorce, those spouses that had 
resources would probably instruct their attorneys as a matter of 
defense to use this law as a tool against the other spouse, and that 
would be to intimidate, to harass, and to delay, a id  to deter the 

1 protection-from-abuse request, the complaint seeking custody of 
a child, a minor child, or the divorce proceeding. These are 
extremely, extremely emotional, extremely wrenching. These are 
the types of litigations that, in many instances, tear families apart 
or aggravate circumstances where families have been tom apart. 
They tend to have a great deal of impact on minor children who are 
part of that marriage, part of that relationship, and I am absolutely 
certain, absolutelyce&in from my experience, that the defendants 
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would file a frivolous lawsuit as part of their defense tactic against 
that woman. 

Mrs. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, you have said that you are certain 
that a defendant would file a frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit even if the 
initial filing, the initial action, the initial complaint, has merit. You 
are saying, in all probability, that a defendant as part of his tactic 
would have then two defenses: one would be the defense on the 
merit, and number two would be the defense of filing the frivolous 
lawsuit. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(PATRICIA H. VANCE) PRESIDING 

Mr. BLAUM. Madam Speaker? 
~~d~ speaker, while there is a little break in the debate here, 

I just wonder if the lady could have some quiet. She is raising an 
extremely important point with regard to this legislation that 
members are going to want to know about, and I would just ask 
that she be given some quiet. 

~h~ SPEAKER pro tempore. ~h~ chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mrs. COHEN. Do you want me to rephrase the question, 

Madam Speaker? 
m. G-ON. M ~ & ~  speaker, ljust want to elaborate on the 

answer to the last question a little bit, and that is so that we are 
clear here and you are not- That is, we do have a procedure 
dealing with vexatious pleadings, which is what we are talking 
about to a certain extent. However, that process does not provide 
for attorney's fees or costs or damages for the embarrassment, for 
the attempt to inflict the emotional distress. you do not get any 
damages under that procedure. In this type of instance, you may 
get sanctions but they do not rise to the level of the damages that 
you would be able to obtain or would be encouraged to obtain in 
the frivolous lawsuit, and that proceeding is not used very much 
by the way. 

B~~ the point is, and getting to your answer, that even if that 
complaint is meritorious, this frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit would be 

as a tactic by the defendant to deter the in her case, 
in her action, because her lawyer would now be a defendant in 
another lawsuit because of his attempts to get her custody of her 

or to protect her from abuse or to proceed with a divorce 
action. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you. 
Madam Speaker, the last issue that I want to discuss is whether 

or not there is a statute of limitations dealing with these frivolous 
lawsuits. I am concerned that if someone files a complaint, it is 
indeed adjudicated; the matter is done; it is finished, say, within a 
year, 2 years, or in regard to a PFA, 5 days, the matter is over. 
How long does the defendant have to sue plaintiffs counsel for a 
frivolous lawsuit? Even if a matter has been concluded, can the 
defendant still file a suit, and if so, is there a statute of limitations? 
How long is it? 

~ r .  GMON. A defendant can file a fivo~ous-lawsu~t lawsuit 
at any time in the course of the litigation - my understanding, once 
the has been filed, anytime, anytime after the 
had been filed; the same day, if you will. There is no statute of 
limitations contained in this legislation. That means that that 
frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit can be filed at any time, anytime at all. 
There is no time limit set in the statute. 

We have another statute dealing for the shorthand. It is called 
Dragonetti, and it deals with lawsuits that are filed for similar 

reasons. That has a 2-year statute of limitations, and that 
does not replace this. There can be a Dragonetti action and a 
frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit. The difference is the Dragonetti action 
must be filed within 2 years after the closing of the case. This 
frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit can be filed at any time. There is not any 
statute of limitations contained in the statute. 

Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I have no fiuther questions, but I would like to speak on the bill, 

please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady may proceed. 
Mrs. COHEN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. 
I understand the goal that the Senate was trying to achieve in 

SB 406, and dealing with that philosophy, I think there is great 
merit to it. The end result, however, I do not believe is what the 
Senate intended and certainly not what we as House members, 
protectors the people, are intending- 

SB 406 is all-encompassing. It deals not just with medical 
malpractice, not just with product liability; it deals with every and 
any, and I think this is important for- Madam Speaker, could 
I just have a little quiet, please, because I want the members to 
understandthis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady deserves to be heard. 
Could we please have quiet in the hall of the House. Members, 
please take your seats- in the aisles please take 
their seats. 

Mrs. CoHEN. you, 
I want the members to understand that SB 406 with every 

type legal action; it with every complaint, and we are the 
protectors of the innocent; we are the protectors. We are charged 
with protecting the people- 

When I asked the the Judiciary 
discuss women, that was Just one small area of the effects of 
SB 406. SB 406 will discourage any kind of pro se action; it will 
discourage any woman from seeking custody of her children from 
abusive fathers; it will discourage women from seeking protection 

abuse, from abusive partners. That is the danger, and I think 
it would be unconscionable for US to let down and fail to protect 
the people who have sent us here to protect their interests. 

I like to see us vote "no" On passage, send this back, 
deal with the issues that the Senate intended to deal with. I know 
that the good Senators did not intend to punish people, to take their 
rights away, to make them feafil  of the judicial system, and that 
is what this 

I urge you to turn to vote On Passage for the 
good our constituents, for the good of the people that we have 
been sent here to Protect. 

Thank you, Speaker. 
SPEAKER Pro The Chair thanks the lady and 

recognizes the gentleman from Delaware County, Mr. Adolph. 
*OLPH. Thank you, 

Madam Speaker, the action that we take today on frivolous 
lawsuits I guess is honorable. However, I come before my 
colleagues to explain my displeasure On Our inaction, Our inaction 
for dealing with what really is the crisis here in Pennsylvania, and 
fhat is the medical malpractice premiums that our doctors are 
paying- 

Madam Our doctors are leaving; they are moving. 
They are moving to Maryland; they are moving to Delaware; they 
are moving to New England; they are moving to North Carolina. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman cease just 
' amoment. 

Could we please have some order over here in this aisle, please. 
Mr. ADOLPH. Thank you. 
Madam Speaker, private insurers will not continue to 

provide coverage after the beginning of the year. That is almost 
3 weeks from now. Our emergency rooms, they are closing. 
Haverford Community Hospital closed last week in Delaware 
County. What hospital is going to be next? Our trauma centers are 
no longer in existence. All summer long, all this fall, if you were 
rushed to the hospital in Delaware County, what hospital, what 
emergency room was on divert? It took my mother four hospitals 
before she found one that would take her after having a stroke. 
What is going to happen when your wife or your granddaughter or 
your sister is having a baby and she is going to have to drive 
100 miles to have that baby delivered? 

Our doctors are in a vise grip, and what are we doing about it 
tonight? The insurance premi~ms in this State are SO 0~trageou~ly 
high that doctors cannot afford to Pay them. W ~ e n  the doctors 
cannot afford to Pay them, they are going to leave, our best and 
brightest citizens that we have in the Commonwealth. Yeah, we are 
going to have some other doctors, but our best and brightest are 
going to move. Were that leave Our members? Where 
does that leave our neighbors? Without health care. 

What are we supposed to be doing up here? We are supposed 
to be helping those people that need the help the most. 

  ad am speaker, talk is cheap here. By the time all the special 
interest groups agree on language, it could be sometime next Year, 
sometime in next tern. I have been listening to this for a couple 
years now. Now is the time we have to do something. 

We are probably going to be the worst State in the nation to 
practice medicine. That is a disgrace; that is a real disgrace. Our 
doctors have come to us several times, busy, busy men and 
women; they have come up to us. MY orthopedic surgeon is not 
going to operate after What are we 
deserve action. 

 ada am speaker, I stand before this body, I plead with our 
Governor to call a special session on medical malpractice. 
I challenge our State S e n a t o r s  

The SPEAKER Pro tempore. Will the gentleman cease? please. 
We would ask that you stick to the subject, please. 

Mr. *DOLPH- In a matter l5 minutes in caucus this 
afternoon I got 76 signatures from my colleagues in the Republican 
Caucus to urge our leadership, the Speaker of this House and the 
majority leader, to bring us back on January 14. We do not need 
to be home 4 or 5 weeks. We need to come back and we need to 
take care of this crisis in Pennsylvania. 

I do not want to point any fingers. I do not know whose fault 
this crisis is, but it is a crisis. If we have to do tort refonn, let us do 
it. 

The SPEAKER pro the gentleman please 
confine his remarks to the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. ADOLPH. Madam Speaker, it is very hard after a year of 
watchg and I to the before we 
are ready to adjourn for a month's vacation. 

If abolishing the caps on insurance premiums is the answer, we 
have got to do it. If patients' safety is what we have to do, we have 
to do it. If preventing the bad doctors from practicing medicine, we 
have to do it, but we have to do something. 
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I would like somebody from our leadership to give me a 
promise of what we are going to be doing about malpractice 
insurance, and I would like to have it now, please. Thank you. 
I would like to ask our majority whip if he could answer that 
question, please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr. Smith, 
agree to be recognized? 

Mr. S. SMITH. Yes, Madam Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
PRESIDING 

~h~ SPEAKER. D~~~ the Mr. smith, desire 
recoDition for interrogation? 

m. S. SMITH. m. Speaker, yes, for the purpose of responding 
to the comments of the gentleman from Delaware County, the 
previous 

~ h ,  SPEAKER. I did not hear those comments except in short 
part, and my own opinion was they had nothing to do with the bill 
before us. The gentleman was debating medical malpractice, which 
is fine, but that is not what is before the House. 

N ~ ~ ,  having that you, I recognize the gentleman, 
Mr. Smith, and would call to the attention of all the members that 
it is 5 after 10. 

M,. S. SMITH. ~ h ~ ~ k  you, M ~ .  Speaker, 
I will try to tie it together briefly. 
What the previous speaker was tallring about was a variety of 

issues that are tied to this SB 406 in a direct or indirect way. 
several weeks ago we discussed a of issues. I think the 

majority leader kind of refers to a list of 17 issues that are related 
to the frivolous lawsuit bill that is before us. Out of that discussion, 
part of that discussion was to bring this bill to the floor. ~h~ 
promise, the commitment, that we had made at that time was that 
we would move fornard on these issues as we could gain a 
consensus. That is why this SB 406 is before us tonight. The 
peripheral issues that were previously referenced are ones that we 
, i l l  hope and we will commit to bring to the floor of the House as 
soon come back in J ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  

I would also extend an offer to the minority members that if 
hey have any specific ideas - in particular, how to address the 
issues that parallel and tie in to SB 406 -that we will be open in 
considering those, and while we will not be working every day of 
the month of December, we certainly will not be on vacation 

that entire period as we are committed to work towards 
all of these issues. And my commiment from our end of leadership 
is that when we come back in January, we will be prepared to pick 
up on some of the extensions of issues that fall in line with SB 406 
and frivolous lawsuits. 

The The lady, M ~ .  Bard. 
Ms. BARD. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
SB 406 is seen by many as a first step at tort reform, and 

certainly during discussions of this bill, many members of the 
House have expressed their deep concern about the crisis facing 
our health-care system. The amendments that were filed on this bill 
are evidence of some of the work that yet needs to be done to 
augment sB 406. 

Today the Insurance Commissioner has assured me that with 
regard to obtaining medical malpractice insurance and the 
of those rates on the JUA (Joint Underwriting Association), that 
those insurance availabilities will continue despite September 1 1, 
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and our hope will have to be for the time being, as we wait for 
additional opportunities for additional tort reform to augment 
SB 406, our hope will have to be that hospitals with trauma 
centers, like Abington Memorial Hospital, will be able to remain 
open and that doctors who provide the critical care to severely 
injured accident victims that go to those trauma centers will be 
able to maintain their liability insurance. 

The SPEAKER. Ms. Bard, I see you seem to be talking about 
amendments that were to be offered that were not offered. Now, 
I am going to rule that it is out of order. 

Now, please, stay on the question that is before the House, and 
that is final passage of this particular bill. There is plenty to talk 
about on final passage. We are not going to discuss amendments 
that were not offered. Please. 

Ms. BARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I was merely trying to elaborate on some of the aspects of the 

bill that hopefully we will be able to look at in the future with 
regard to formation of additional courts that would deal with 
subject matter such as medical malpractice issues, also legislation 
that would reform mandates of the liability insurance. 

Mr. Speaker, I am encouraged to hear that there is a 
commitment to go forward with a comprehensive remedy 
incorporating these and other legislative initiatives, and I feel that 
our constituents certainly deserve this commitment as do our 
doctors and our hospitals, and as SB 406 moves forward back to 
the Senate, the medical community has strongly supported the 
agreement with the Senate, and they had, of course, asked that my 
amendments be withdrawn and that prior commitments with regard 
to SB 406 be preserved to keep that clean as it runs back to the 
Senate. So thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to give members some reasons that I am 

going to vote "no," and I think that you should consider doing the 
same. 

I sense and feel the same frustration as the gentleman from 
Delaware County who spoke just a little bit ago, and I guess that 
is what has been so frustrating about this bill, and whether the 
Speaker intended it or not, he inadvertently put his finger right on 
the key of this issue, which is, this bill is not about medical 
malpractice. This bill is about civil litigation and causes of action, 
and they are very different, and the interrogation between the 
gentlelady from Montgomery County and the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee pointed out just one example of why that is 
SO. 

I think many of us in the chamber, myself included, when you 
hear all of this very technical, legal mumbo jumbo, you just kind 
of glaze over it, because it is not something that we expect. As 
lawyers I had to ask some of my other lawyers to remind me the 
difference between a counterclaim and new matter. I mean, it fogs 
over, but there are some really critical things that I think the lay 
person can understand about this bill that are very dangerous. 

First is, this is not just about cases that involve medical 
malpractice. Every single kind of case that could go to the court 
system that is not a criminal matter falls under this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Will the lady yield for a moment. 
The lady, Ms. Manderino, deserves your attention. Conferences 

on the floor, please break up. Members in the aisle, please be 
seated. Conferences on the side aisles, please break up. 
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Ms. Manderino. 
Ms. MANDERINO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. q 

As I was saying, every k i d  of civil legal matter, which is 
anythmg that is not a crime, falls under this bill. So the gentlelady 
from Montgomery County, in asking about protection-from-abuse 
orders, is absolutely correct that that is one kind of case that would 
fall under this bill. So would divorce matters and child custody 
matters; so would contested last wills and testaments; so could 
business contracts, insurance contracts. Any kind of civil legal 
matter could fall under this bill. 

So what happens when that is the case? I file a claim for 
whatever my rights are as the moving party - lawyers say the 
plaintiff - but as the moving party, I have to set forth some facts 
and some law in a piece of paper that says what my cause of action 
is. Sometimes the facts are something that are very specific, that 
only the plaintiff or the moving party knows the facts, and the 
lawyer who is representing them is relying on the factual 
representation made by their client and applying the law and then 
saying, yes, you do have- You were wronged; you have a civil 
wrong against you, and you have a right to bring this to the court. 
Sometimes the facts are all within the knowledge of the plaintiff 
and the law might all be in the knowledge of the lawyer, and those 
two things come together to form a lawsuit, the basis of a lawsuit. 

Sometimes it is even a little bit more complicated, like in cases 
of medical malpractice where the plaintiff, the injured party, might 
know something went wrong and I have a bad result and I may not 
know whether or not that was malpractice, and the lawyer is 
helping me by fiding an expert to determine if what went on when 
I was under the operating knife was a bad act - malpractice - or a 
bad result - not malpractice -but the combination of the facts that 
are in the plaintiffs hands are not necessarily something that you 
can move forward to with a civil lawsuit until you bring in the 
lawyer and the expert opinion, and all of these things get mixed in 
together with the complaint. 

Now, why am I telling you that? Because it is very significant 
to what this piece of legislation does. Thls piece of legislation says, 
whether we are talking about a malpractice case or a divorce or a 
contest about what Grandfather left to you versus what Grandfather 
left to me, the facts of the case are something that get pled with the 
law and go through a process of factfinding and discovery until 
you get to the end result of a settlement or a trial. But with this 
piece of legislation, we have created a new cause of action, a new 
lawsuit, that as soon as I file my first lawsuit and before we have 
gone through this legal process that lawyers call discovery, 
somebody else is going to come in with a second lawsuit filed in 
a second court before a second judge, possibly with a second set 
of lawyers, and at the same time when the first case is moving 
forward through the factfiiding or discovery process trying to 
figure out how all the pieces of the puzzle fit together, another case 
in a different courtroom is going to be doing the same thing but for 
a different purpose - for the purpose of suing the attorney who 
brought the first case. 

What are some implications to our clients that are our citizens 
of Pennsylvania? Number one, if I am a lawyer who regularly does 
child custody and divorce matters and I am relymg on my client to 
tell me the facts about what happened in the home that is wanting 
them to add a cause of action for sole custody, with one custodial 
parent and not the other parent, because that other parent did some 
things that hurt that child, I am relying on my client to tell me that. 
But the estranged spouse or the other spouse can come and sue me 
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as a lawyer saying that is a made-up cause of action, it is fiivolous, 
and in another courtroom be trying to throw that out, and I am now 
going to have to defend and break my attorney-client privilege, 
potentially, with my client because I am the one on the hook for a 
potential loss of money if that second lawsuit moves forward. 

This cause of action is very clever. The plaintiff, the moving 
party who gave you the facts that you put in a case as an attorney, 
they do not become a party to the second lawsuit. If you read the 
language carefully, only the lawyer and the lawyer's law fm are 
getting sued. So anytime there is a he saidfshe said factual dispute 
in a really contentious situation, which you often have in divorce, 
in child custodies, in PFAs and contests of wills, you are going to 
have a real chilling effect on people being able to assert their 
rights, because if you have any concern that your client is not 
revealing 110 percent of the facts, you may not want to take that 
representation because you and your law firm are going to be 
subject to being sued and not that client, and more importantly, 
that client's case is going to be moving forward at the same time 
this case against your law firm is going to be moving fonvard and 
you may have to reveal privileged communications between 
attorney and client. It is really tuming our whole legal system on 
its head. 

I may have attempted to try to - I may have just complicated or 
confused even more something that I was t y n g  to simpllfy and put 
in layman's language, but I hope it at least gives you an 
understanding that this is something that is very complex and that, 
unfortunately, we are trying to solve one problem with a solution 
that is so broad that it creates many more problems than it 
potentially will even solve. 

This is not a good way to deal with any issue, and it is 
particularly not a good way to deal with the very complex issue of 
medical malpractice that relies on both the factual information 
from the injured party or alleged injured party plus a legal analysis 
plus an expert medical opinion to all put a first cause of action 
together. 

We are making a really big mistake if we vote for this kind of 
a bill, and so I would urge you, as many as feel you can, to vote 
"no" for this, because I think it is very important that even if it 
passes, that the Senate understand that we in the House recognize 
that there are very significant problems in this bill that must be 
fixed before we move into final law and before we move forward 
a process that is really going to hurt Pennsylvanians in all walks of 
life. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 
Please, the House will come to order. Conferences on the floor, 

please. The hour grows late. 
Mr. Cohen. 
Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, some years ago Eric Sevareid said that the 

greatest cause of problems is solutions. This bill is an example of 
the multiplicity of problems that can be caused by a quest for 
solutions. This bill is also a testament to the dangers of putting a 
group of people in a room and then having them negotiate for 
others not in the room. 

The Pennsylvania Defense Institute is the organization of 
lawyers who represent doctors in medical malpractice claims. All 
the leading doctors, attorneys in the medical malpractice field are 
active in the Pennsylvania Defense Institute. The Pennsylvania 
Defense Institute writes us and says they oppose SB 406 and urge 

JOURNAL--HOUSE 2403 

the House of Representatives to vote against the passage of this 
bill. "While the issue of.. .lawsuits is of paramount importance," 
the president says, "Senate Bill 406 may create unexpected 
problems for litigants in Pennsylvania. As such, PDI respectfully 
urges opposition to the bill. 

"The bill, as drafted, presents several problems," PDI's 
president says. "The bill is not limited to personal injury actions, 
but encompasses all civil matters. Further, $8350.1(b) allows the 
filing of an action during the pendency of the initial lawsuit. Such 
a provision is certain to engender multiple filings in an attempt to 
use the new cause of action as part of a litigation strategy. Thus, 
while intended to reduce litigation, the bill, if enacted, may 
actually serve to increase the number of lawsuits filed in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

"PDI regrets that it was not involved earlier in voicing concerns 
over Senate Bill 406. Nonetheless, we believe that serious 
consideration should be given to voting against passage of this 
proposed statute. In the long run, the bill may not remedy the harm 
while actually increasing lawsuits filings." 

Out in the back I ran into Sam Marshall, the head of the 
insurance industry organization for Pennsylvania. Mr. Marshall 
said that this bill, if enacted, is going to increase the insurance 
premiums that doctors will pay because this bill is going to 
increase the cost of defending medical malpractice claims. 

The Pennsylvania Bar Association represents all the lawyers in 
Pennsylvania. They were not involved in drafting this legislation. 
They write us: "The Pennsylvania Bar Association Board of 
Governors and House of Delegates recently passed the enclosed 
resolution in opposition to Senate Bill 406. The resolution was 
promulgated by the Civil Litigation Law Section. 

"The Pennsylvania Bar Association has grave concerns about 
the provisions of the proposed legislation. Particularly, it has the 
potential to increase litigation which is not in the public interest." 

The Pennsylvania Bar Association Civil Litigation Section 
resolution which the letter refers to lists 12 specific reasons why 
this legislation is bad. "There is a lack of clear standards set forth 
in the bill to evaluate what constitutes a frivolous filing. 
. . .providmg a separate cause of action rather than.. .a counterclaim 
is questionable," the bar association says. "There is the possibility 
that different judges will handle the original action and the 
subsequent action for frivolous litigation. This bill comes very 
close to converting Pennsylvania into a 'loser pays' jurisdiction.. .. 
The bill fails to recognize.. .that some complaints, often initially 
viewed as frivolous, are, in reality, simply not drafted particularly 
well. Such complaints often improve with amendments and access 
to discovery." "The concept of," quote, "'unwarranted pecuniary 
gain,"' unquote, "under section 8350.2(1) is not defined." "The bill 
fails to address the role of expert testimony. Will such testimony 
be admissible on the question of what is or is not 'frivolous'?" 
"The concept of 'reasonable evidentiary support' is not defined." 
There are questions of the interaction of the bill with Pennsylvania 
Rule of Civil Procedure 1023 "...constituting a certification that 
filings are based on good faith belief as to facts, conformance with 
existing law,. . ." and other factors. Section 8350.4(2) relating to 
"...recovery for harm to 'reputation by any defamatory matter 
relating to the proceeding'. . .is poorly defined." Section 8350.5, 
refening to the court's inherent power to sanction for frivolous or 
bad-faith litigation, is limited and circumscribed in Federal court 
but unlimited in this legislation. And finally, the bar association 
Civil Litigation Section believes that wrongful use of the 
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civil proceedings statute is adequate and "...there should not be 
separate litigation attacking litigation during the litigation." 

Mr. Speaker, this is an extremely bad bill for all the reasons 
you have heard today from the bar association, from the 
Defense Institute, from Representative Vitali, from 
Representative Manderino, from Representative Gannon, from 
others who have spoken on this subject, from Representative 
Lita Cohen. This bill is a terrible bill. It ought to be defeated. This 
bill goes far, far, far beyond the narrow subject of medical 
malpractice. It is a threat to everybody's rights. It is a threat to the 
efficient, effective, and reasonably priced practice of law in 
Pennsylvania. 

I strongly urge the defeat of this legislation. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Chester County, 

Mr. Schroder. 
Mr. SCHRODER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, it is kind of hard to know where to start, but 

let me say this, Mr. Speaker: I have heard a number of crocodile 
tears cried here tonight over the process and how we should have 
done this and we should have held hearings and we should have 
done that, and you know what, Mr. Speaker? They are probably 
right. But this bill has been here since June of this year, and there 
was plenty of time to do it all. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, I have also heard a lot of scare 
tactics and fear tactics being used here tonight. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not believe for a moment that the Senate and I do not believe 
for a moment that the House Judiciary Committee would pass out 
a piece of legislation that is harmful to the women and children of 
this Commonwealth. Mr. Speaker, I just do not believe it, and I do 
not think that is what happened either. 

Let us talk about the issues of PFAs and protection from abuse 
for a minute, because that has been brought up a lot. I harken back 
to my days as a county prothonotary in Chester County, and of 
course, I was exposed to these as they were filed, as they were 
filed in the office. Now, my recollection of the process of filing a 
protection from abuse is as follows: The abused party - and yes, 
it is usually a woman - or her attorney comes in and they file it. 
There is an expedited process which gets them before a judge for 
an ex parte hearing. That means that there is a hearing without the 
accused being present, and that is fine for this process, because 
these are emergency situations, and that needs to happen. But my 
point, Mr. Speaker, is the judge has a chance to determine the 
validity or the frivolousness or lack of frivolousness of the 
complaint, of the protection-from-abuse complaint. If he thinks it 
is frivolous, the judge is not going to sign it, Mr. Speaker. On the 
other hand, if he signs it, then as a matter of definition, it is not 
going to be a frivolous complaint, and no lawyer in their right 
mind is going to file a petition or file something telling the judge 
that his order was frivolous. It is just not going to work that way, 
Mr. Speaker. This whole area of protection from abuse, while a 
serious, serious issue and serious area, is just being used as a 
red herring scare tactic. 

Furthermore, I want to talk about some other areas of this bill 
that most people seem to conveniently ignore, because I think there 
are some very important innovations in this bill. First of all, I want 
to talk about the notice provision of the bill. While there are those 
who are saying that this will somehow increase litigation, I am 
going to tell YOU why I believe it will not, because before a 
frivolous lawsuit claim is filed, the defendant has to first give 

notice to the party, and that party then has 20 days to cure the 
frivolous part, to either withdraw the complaint, cure the defect, 
and correct the problem. Mr. Speaker, I believe that that is how 
most of these issues are going to be resolved by this particular 
pieceoflegislation. 

A couple more comments, Mr. Speaker. As I stated before when 
I talked earlier on an amendment, this bill - and I want to 
emphasize -this bill did pass the Senate 47 to nothing. I was told 
by the trial lawyers just yesterday that despite whatever these 
definition issues that have been raised here tonight or thmgs that 
were switched at the last minute or whatever these allegations are 
all of a sudden, I was told by the trial lawyers yesterday that they 
did not oppose the bill as it came out of the Senate, and they still 
hold to that position, despite whatever other arguments might be 
used to lead you otherwise. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said that this bill is about a lot of 
things, and it is, but make no mistake about it, it is about medical 
malpractice as well, because I truly believe that tort reform is one 
of the very - and in this case, frivolous lawsuit reform - is one of 
the important first steps in the whole medical malpractice puzzle. 
It is not the end by any means, but it is an important first step. 

And the other thing that I would just like to remind people is 
that th~s  piece of litigation, as some are trying to say, it is not about 
eliminating lawsuits; it is about eliminating frivolous lawsuits, 
Mr. Speaker. There is a big difference and a big distinction there. 
It is not about eliminating legitimate lawsuits and it is not about 
creating more lawsuits; it is about eliminating those frivolous 
lawsuits. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity to speak on this 
on final passage, and I would certainly urge anyone who wants to 
strike the first blow for both tort reform and medical malpractice 
reform to vote "yes" on this bill on final passage. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Turzai. 
For the information of the House, the gentleman, Mr. Turzai, is 

recognized now. There are two, four, five additional members 
seeking recognition after this gentleman. 

Mr. Turzai. 
Mr. TURZAI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in support of this bill. The bill obviously is designed to 

deter frivolous lawsuits, and I would ask everybody in the House 
here today, does anyone here really dispute the fact that there are 
too many baseless lawsuits filed: lawsuits that are designed to gain 
leverage in business disputes, lawsuits designed to gain leverage 
in custody battles or divorce battles, lawsuits designed to 
embarrass persons, lawsuits designed to damage reputations, 
lawsuits merely designed to hit jackpots on contingency fee cases, 
lawsuits designed to squeeze nuisance settlements? By God, that 
is a definition of a frivolous lawsuit, and they exist and we all 
know it. 

The fact of the matter is, this bill is designed to deter just those 
types of frivolous suits, and particularly the notice provisions in 
this statute which do operate as a prophylactic. They do. There are 
far too many lawsuits. Anyone can get into court. Anyone and 
everybody can be sued, and far too many nuisance settlements that 
occur are evidence of that. People of all professions, not just 
doctors, people from all walks of life are tired of being hauled into 
court having to pay large defense bills, having to pay large 
premiums for liability coverage, and having every one of their 
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decisions second-guessed in a court of law. At some point it has 
got to stop, and this bill is a first step. 

With all due respect to my colleague, this bill is not a deterrent 
to a legitimate PFA, just as it is not a deterrent to any other 
legitimate lawsuit, whether it be a breach of contract, a malpractice 
claim, a product liability claim. It is wrong to turn this frivolous 
lawsuit bill into a referendum on PFAs. That is a last-resort tactic, 
and it is wrong. By way of example, a PFA that has been found to 
be filed merely to attain leverage in a divorce or custody action 
with no evidentiary support is frivolous and should be subject to 
this cause of action. Nobody here would say that a legitimate PFA 
should not be filed and should not be taken to court. Everybody 
would support that. 

This bill is not a perfect remedy. It would be better to have a 
State rule of civil procedure identical or similar to Federal rule 11 
which provides for sanctions on lawyers and parties and which is 
readily wielded by the State courts, but let us face it: The State 
courts do not have such a tool, the State courts do not use any tools 
that are available to them, and in addition, my goodness, the State 
courts do not even dismiss claims pursuant to summary judgment. 

For that reason we need a first-step bill like thls frrvolous 
lawsuit bill, and I urge its support. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Clark. 
Mr. CLARK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Let us get back to basics on this bill and get back to the purpose 

of which it is before the House, and that is to discourage frivolous 
lawsuits. Frivolous lawsuits unjustly subject our constituents to the 
civil justice system, which many of them find to be confusing and 
costly. It also attaches consequences to individuals who misuse our 
civil justice system. 

Our hope is that when a person visits a lawyer or talks about 
bringing a suit, that that attorney will counsel h ~ s  client that 
entering the criminal justice system is to be done in a responsible 
manner - this is an important step that the client is taking - and 
that the information that client is providing his attorney and the 
basis for starting a civil action, starting a lawsuit, and bringing a 
defendant through the criminal justice system, that that information 
provided is accurate and factual and that the person who is 
bringing the complaint, when they sign the verification, that there 
are consequences attached to their actions and their use of our 
civil justice system if they are using it for other than legitimate 
purposes. And as the previous speaker indicated, there are reams 
and reams of cases that have been filed to gain leverage, to force 
issues, to misuse our civil justice system, and that attorneys and 
clients need to focus on that is one of the very first issues in their 
office before they enter our civil justice system. 

I believe this bill will bring that issue to a head very quickly. 
It will attach consequences to misuse of the civil justice system, 
and I thmk our civil justice system will be much better with an 
affirmative vote on SB 406. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Blaum. 
Mr. BLAUM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose SB 406. I believe that an a h 1  lot 

of information was presented here today that the members should 
have been listening to on the problems surrounding this bill. 

Currently in Pennsylvania law, currently in Pennsylvania law, 
if you are sued, if you are sued and you survive that suit, you are 
successll. Under current Pennsylvania law, you can sue that party 
that brought that suit against you for a frivolous lawsuit. 
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What SB 406 does is now the day someone files a suit - it may 
be 100 percent full of merit - believe me, a lawyer for the 
defendant is not worth his salt if he does not immediately file a 
frivolous lawsuit complaint in response. These will become SOP, 
standard operating procedure, if this bill ever becomes law. When 
a lawsuit is filed, the counter-frivolous lawsuit will become 
standard practice. It is going to add to the litigation; it is going to 
add to insurance costs. You heard what Representative Cohen said 
from the head of the insurance industry as the chamber's coalition 
begins to unravel, as they find out what SB 406 really does. The 
gentleman boasts that the Senate passed it 47-nothing. This bill 
would never pass the Senate today 47-nothing because of the 
information that was uncovered in the last 6 months. This bill 
could not survive the Senate. I will bet you, I guarantee you, 
we will go home and 406 will not be going anywhere near 
Mark Schweiker's desk. Why? Because PFAs are covered. 
Every abused woman who wants to gain the protection of a 
protection-from-abuse order is going to be sued once her abusive 
husband finds a lawyer. Otherwise, that lawyer would not be doing 
their job. They would be guilty of malpractice if they do not 
immediately file this upfront frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit. That is the 
truth, that is the truth, or the head of the insurance industry, you all 
know, would not be saying it, and they would not have withdrawn 
their support for SB 406. And we all heard the rumors about the 
bankers no longer for 406 and we heard about the realtors no 
longer for 406, because as they begin to look at it, they see it is 
going to double lawsuits. 

Mr. Speaker, we passed a bill, we passed a bill with your help, 
because a 3-year-old kid in my district died in the chair of a dentist 
who was not qualified to administer general anesthesia and did, 
and that 3-year-old kid died while his mom and dad were in the 
waiting room. That dentist's attorney, if this was law, would file a 
frivolous lawsuit against those parents. It would be that 
attorney's job to file that frivolous-lawsuit lawsuit against those 
grieving parents. That is what this bill is going to do. It will not be 
good people that will come back and file the frivolous-lawsuit 
lawsuits, but these are going to be filed by the very people you 
wish would never file them. This is bad legislation. 

Representative Gannon, chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
knew that, I knew that, many members of the Judiciary Committee 
knew that, but there was a directive to move the bill because 
members wanted a tort vote, and so it was moved. The Judiciary 
Committee under the leadership of Chairman Gannon worked very 
hard to come up with an amendment that would make it palatable 
and fair. If we are going to have a bad bill, let us have a bad bill 
that is fair. But that amendment could not pass tonight and 
eventually was withdrawn, and now we have this terrible bill in 
front of us. But, the gentleman in the back said, this is only 
drected toward hvolous lawsuits. Well, what is a frivolous 
lawsuit? Frivolous lawsuits are only frivolous in the third person 
-their lawsuit. Lawsuits are never frivolous in the first person - 
my lawsuit; my lawsuit is never fivolous. It is always their lawsuit 
that is going to be frivolous. There are lawsuits that have merit and 
lawsuits, I am sure, that do not have merit, but this bill is not going 
to fur it. It is not going to fix it because people you know and 
respect have withdrawn their support, and you have got a few 
groups holding on by their fingernails trying to get a bill passed so 
they can take it to their membership and say, hey, I am earning my 
salary because I am getting this bill passed for you. 
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I do not know whether this bill is going to pass tonight or not. 
I hope it does not. I hope it sends a message that people want to 
address certain issues but not in very bad ways. But if this does 
pass tonight, I am willing to wager it does not pass the 
Pennsylvania Senate at all, let alone 47-nothing. Why? Because the 
problems that have been uncovered over the last 6 months have 
worked their way and trickled across the hallway to the other 
chamber, and they are now well aware of them as you are all well 
aware of them. I cannot tell you how many members, you know, 
say there are definite problems but they want to put up a vote to 
express their frustration. That is not the reason to vote for this bill 
-because you want to express your frustration. That is why these 
microphones are here. These microphones are here, and the 
gentleman, Mr. Adolph, used that microphone to express his 
frustration; that is fair, but do not express your frustration by 
voting for a terrible bill that is only going to hurt good people in 
Pennsylvania and increase costs. 

So I congratulate Chairman Gannon; I congratulate the 
members of the Judiciary Committee who worked hard to try and 
get a balanced bill to this floor. It was not possible, and 1 would 
ask the members of this chamber to defeat this bill. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
'The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia County, 

Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, let me make Sure the record is straight. State 

Representative W. Curtis Thomas Supports medical malpractice 
reform. It is something that has to happen. Time is running out. 
But State Representative Thomas does not Support SB 406 for the 
following reasons. 

The intent of the architects was good, but the result is bad, and 
the result is bad for two reasons. Number one, if you go into 
Montgomery County court system, Chester County court system, 
they have rules set up which minimize if not eliminate frivolous 
la-its. You look at the number of so-called frivolous lawsuits in 
those two versus other counties and you will find a system 
that is well oiled and well designed only to bring before the courts 
those causes of action which have merit' And that is not put 
down County; they do it County, 
but I have had direct from the front and the back 
Montgomery and Chester Counties, and while it is problematic for 
those who do not understand, the system is well organized. So, 
Mr. Speaker, we do not need a bill to minimize if not eliminate 
so-called frivolous lawsuits, because we have systems already in 
place that can do that. 

But, Mr. Speaker, secondly, and I will use a hypothetical 
situation my second 'OnCern about dy SB 406' the 

is bad. I go to the 'peaker9 whom I have a lot of respect for; 
I retain him to represent me in a civil matter. He is someone that 
is of high integrity, good character, and in possession of competent 
legal slulls. He takes the information that I give him, makes a 
decision about moving forward on the case, and he moves forward. 
Should the Speaker have to wony about what I would call a 
collateral attack which is taking place in another court at another 
time focused at him, focused at his representation of me? Should 
his skills, should his experience, should his credibility be subject 
to that kind of collateral attack? SB 406 is about nothing more than 
an to mount a collateral attack and disrupt the 
relationship between lawyer and client, disrupt the history and 
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experience of that lawyer as a practitioner. That is unfair, and it is 
wrong. T 

If we support SB 406, we would be buying into an opportunity 
to derail good, qualified practitioners like our Speaker and like 
anybody else, because I believe that all practitioners operate from 
a genuine basis of honesty and integrity. Now, the result of their 
skills, their litigatory skills, might not be reflective of that, but 
I believe that they all start out with that commitment. And so to 
that end, SB 406 must be rejected, because it is unnecessary and 
problematic. It must be rejected because good practitioners should 
have an opportunity to represent their clients zealously and to the 
fullest extent of the law, and SB 406 would not allow that if it goes 
forward. 

So, Mr. Speaker, friends and foe, join me in rejecting SB 406 
out of hand. Thank you. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

The SPEAKER. The lady, MS. Bard. 
MS. BARD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The hour is late, and I would like to submit some remarks for 

the record, and I would like to urge a "yes" vote on SB 406, which 
is seen as a litmus test by both the medical community and the 
business community. It is a test as to whether we can go on to 
accomplish additional tort reform. 

So I would respectfully ask my colleagues to join me in a "yes" 
vote. Thank you very much, ~ r .  Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady. 

MS. BARD submitted the following remarks for the 
Legislative Journal: 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Many members of the House have expressed their deep concern about 

the crisis facing our health-care system. By the end of this month, the 
lives and care of seriously injured accident victims may be jeopardized 
because hospitals are being forced to close the trauma centers where 

'pecialized doctors care for these patients. 
The approaching closure of these trauma centers is only the most 

recent evidence of the crisis in our health-care infrastructure. Over the 
past several years, doctors and hospitals have faced serious difficulties in 
obtaining affordable medical liability insurance. Now, insurance is 
virtually not available through private channels because insurance 
companies cannot make a profit in our State under existing laws 
governing the courts. 

Today, the Imurance C~mmissioner has assured me that despite 
the demands on the insurance markets since September 11, the 
State-mandated Joint Underwriters Association will be able to provide 
pooled insurance to any doctor who is willing to pay for it. And that 
brings us back to the problem that the JUA (Joint Underwriters 
Association) rates are exorbitant - a neurosurgeon was recently quoted 
$328,000 by the ~~i~~ underwriters ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ i ~ ~ .  

I can only hope and pray that hospitals with trauma centers like 
Abington Memorial which I represent - the only trauma center in 
Montgomery County - and the neurosurgeons and orthopedic surgeons 
which staff Abington's trauma center will somehow continue to operate, 
will somehow piece together the resources to purchase - at least for 
several Inore months-the priced JUA insurance. 

Abington managed to avert the crisis last year, but I do not know how 
long they and doctors will withstand the pressures which are even 
pater this year. 

Our health-care infrastructure must be stabilized scion. These issues 
have been festering for too long. In 1996 we in the House showed our 



2001 LEGISLATIVE 

support for meaningful and strong tort reform, a necessary component of - any comprehensive solution to the medical liability crisis. Unfortunately, 
that Legislation was ultimately struck down by the Supreme Court, and it 
is now incumbent upon us to resurrect our original House legislation. 

This week much agreement has been voiced within the House in favor 
of taking action. The movement of this bill is evidence. My amendment 
to create a special medical malpractice court has been supported by the 
Hospital Association, the Insurance Federation, and the Orthopaedic 
Society. The Pennsylvania Orthopaedic Society has endorsed the 
legislation to reform Pennsylvania's insurance mandates for doctors and 
hospitals. 

Mr. Speaker, those organizations have also asked me to withdraw 
these amendments to preserve prior agreements with the Senate regarding 
passage of SB 406. 

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully request that at the earliest possible time in 
the new year, our House leadership schedule a floor vote on a 
comprehensive remedy incorporating these and other legislative 
initiatives. 

Our constituents deserve this commitment - as do our doctors and 
hospitals. Many lives may depend on it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I look forward to consideration of this 
legislation in the near future. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Micozzie. 
Mr. MICOZZIE. Unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER. On this matter? 
Mr. MICOZZIE. on some misinformation that1 would like 

to clear up. 
The SPEAKER. We will start. 
Mr. MICOZZIE. May I start? 
I heard and during the debate and discussi0n that 

has been done, not much has been done on the crisis that we are in 
now with I Insurance chairman, in 
1996, and the first issue 1 took UP was the CAT Fund (Medical 
Professional Liability Catastrophe Loss Fwd), privatizing the 
CAT Fund, and d u ~ g  that period from 1996, I had two able 
~emocratic chairmen in Nick Colafella and Tony DeLuca, 
who along the we h k e d  at every aspect of the CAT Fund. 

1802, which is now on the table, is one of three pieces 
legislation that we addressed. We had computer models to see 
what would happen if we privatized. I personally met with the 
chairmen, the two chairmen respectively, with every stakeholder, 
every interest group. We have had 10, at least 10 public hearings 
throughout Pennsylvania. That includes Montgomery County; that 
includes  ela aware County and Pittsburgh and the Lehigh Valley 
section, most all Over the State. Informational meetings, we must 
have had eight of them, and informational meetings is getting 
everybody, the stakeholders, in a room and finding out what are 
their differences and coming UP with a consensus. BY the way, 
Mr. Speaker, that is the way a committee is supposed to ~ 0 r k .  
If the ConlIIlitteeS, ail the ~0nlIIlittees in the House, and there are 
a lot of them that do h s ,  would work that way, we would not have 
to w o w  about amendments coming On the and debating until 
11 o'clock at night. 

I heard from many, many members about their concerns about 
the CAT ~ u n d ,  and we listened to them, the chairmen and myself, 
and we listened to them and we came up with some kind of an 
amendment Or whatever. In fact, in 1802 there are the 
three-legged problems that cause the malpractice crisis, and that is 
privatizing the CAT Fund, patient safety, and tort reform. In 
HB 1802 there is privatizing of the CAT Fund and patient safety. 
I continue and the Democratic chairman and I are now meeting 
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with the administration to try to work out some of the differences 
of the administration and ourselves, and we will continue to work 
on that. 

So I wanted to make sure that the members know that a lot has 
been done on thls crisis. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER' The Chair thanks the gentleman' 
The Chair the gentlemany Mr. DeLuca. 

DeLUCA. Thank You, Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose SB 406, and I do SO not because 

I am against the medical malpractice reform. I think we need to do 
something about tort reform, but I thl& what we need to do is 
ad&ess the as a whole. the Republican my 
counterpart on the Insurance Committee, has stated, we have been 
working over a year and a half since I have been on it to try to get 
all the stakeholders together to come with a meaningfu1 piece 
of legislation that addresses all the issues. Too many times in this 
House and over on the other side we piecemeal legislation, and 
what we do, we do not really address the main concern of what our 
constituents want. 

This is not an easy issue. This is an issue that needs to be 
addressed with patient safety, and I wish, I withdrew a very good 
amendment today that was germane to this bill about patient safety 
that I wish I would have left on. The majority chairman of the 
Jnsurance Committee said he made mistakes; I made a mistake 
tonight, and I know listening to all the attorneys here talking about 
this piece of legislation, I certainly would have left that piece of 
legislation on, because I wished to God for 2 years and maybe 
more than that that we would bring patient safety up here to protect 
the public, not to protect the trial lawyers or the bar association or 
the business c o m ~ t y  - the people who are losing their lives out 
there. The fifth largest contributor to death is medical errors. Let 
us think about them. Unfortunately, they are not out in that lobby 
out there with the big lobbyis&. l hey elect us to be 
their lobbyists, and we need to represent them. 

Let us defeat this piece of legislation, and let us come up with 
a meaningful bill, hopefully 1802, that addresses all the issues. 
It takes care of the patients, it takes care of the doctors, and it takes 
care of the medical crisis, the tort refom crisis, liability crisis, that 

have in this Commonwealth. 
~ h ~ ~ k  you, m. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. G m o n .  The gentleman 

yield. 
~ r .  Godshall, do YOU desire recognition? The gentleman, 

m. ~ ~ d ~ h ~ l l ,  is recowed, 
M,.. GODSHALL. ~ h ~ ~ k  you, M ~ .  Speaker. 
I am also going to be very brief. I would like to remind the 

members, however, that even though we have had numerous 
meetings, we have had numerous discussions - in fact, we have 
had endless meetings and endless discussions - when we did bring 
1802 out of committee, there was a measure for tort reform. I had 
an amendment that dealt with venue, but I did not have quite 
enough votes. So we were trying to address tort reform in that bill, 
and we did not put it in. 

I would like to say as far as this bill, some people said it was 
not a medical malpractice bill; it was not about medical 
malpractice. Absolutely it is. I heard from Representative Thomas 
today, and in all due respect, you know, he mentioned 
Montgomery County. Montgomery County is where 1 come from. 
I have a letter on my desk in my from a prominent 
trial lawyer who says in that letter that 90 percent of the 



LEGISLATIVE J( 3URNAbHOUSE DECEMBER 12 T 

'I 
med ma1 cases that are brought in Montgomery County, including 
the rest of the suburbs, are thrown out as being frivolous - 
90 percent of the cases are thrown out as being frivolous. It costs 
a minimum of $50,000 and up to get ready to defend any one of 
those frivolous cases. It costs, at minimum, that amount of money 
to defend any one of those so-called frivolous cases, of which 
90 percent are thrown out. 

This bill is about frivolous lawsuits. This bill is about what is 
driving the malpractice insurance to a level that is one of the 
highest in the country. When you add the CAT Fund on, it is the 
highest in the country. This bill is about what is causing doctors to 
leave this State or retire early. We have an opportunity tonight to 
do something, to do a little bit. You know, I am asking you, 
because the quality of medicine is at stake and the availability of 
our medicine as we know it, the availability of medicine is at stake 
and the quality of medicine as we know it is at stake, something 
has got to be done, it better be done shortly, because after 
January 1 there are going to be a lot of surgeons in this State that 
are not going to be able to practice because they cannot get the 
insurance to practice that we demand that they have. 

So maybe it is about time that we do something when we have 
an opportunity, and I am asking for a "yes" vote on this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. This is the last debater. 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I asked the rhetorical question 

earlier about, what are we told we are here about, and I have been 
told by speaker after speaker that we are here about medical 
malpractice tort reform, and if that is the case, why do we have 
legislation before us that deals with divorce actions, custody of 
minor children, support, will contest, drug forfeiture action, 
election cases, visitation of minor children by a parent or 
grandparent, business lawsuits including collections and contract 
disputes, and patent and trademark disputes, just to name a few? 
Why were they not excluded from this legislation? Why did not the 
drafters and proponents say, let us make this only about medical 
malpractice? Because that is what we have been told. 

Sometimes we learn by experience and anecdotal stories. 
Most of you know that before I came into the legislature, I worked 
in the insurance industry, and I worked on the front lines of 
defending claims against insureds, and yes, many of those insureds 
included doctors. I had a case one time, it was a products liability 
case - and by the way, this legislation does affect products liability 
claims - where a manufacturer of a camper had a propane stove 
inside the camper, and the manufacturer had placed a pressure 
valve inside the stove that was not the right pressure valve, and it 
turned out that the manufacturer knew that that pressure valve was 
not the correct pressure valve. And one day a family that had 
purchased that camper was out camping, and they had gone out 
and left their 5-year-old daughter in the camper, and the valve 
blew, and the camper filled with propane gas and it exploded with 
her inside, and she was hombly scarred. Her ears were burnt off; 
one of her eyelids was burnt off; it required a great deal of 
reconstructive surgery. And I remember meeting with her father - 
and I represented the manufacturer of that camper - and he said to 
me, Mr. Gannon, no amount of money, no amount of money will 
bring back the life that my daughter deserved or will bring back the 
beauty that she had; I want that company punished, and if you look 

at the language in the bill that is before us, he was filing a 
frivolous lawsuit, because that is what it says. 

And a couple of years later a young lady was on her way to 
work, and she was dnving in Delaware County - she worked at a 
pharmaceutical company - and a truck crossed over the road and 
hit her head-on and killed her. And her father came in, and I met 
hun, and he said, I want the company that did that to my daughter 
punished; no amount of money will bring my daughter back to life; 
money is not at issue here; I want these people punished. Did he 
want to interfere with their business? Absolutely. Did he want to 
embarrass them? Absolutely. That is a frivolous lawsuit under this 
legislation. That is a frivolous lawsuit. And make no mistake about 
it, make no mistake about it, if that happened today and this were 
the law, he would see a frivolous lawsuit. That family would see a 
hvolous-lawsuit lawsuit filed against them, because that is part of 
the defense that they would put forward, and do not lead yourself 
into believing that that will not happen in the future if this becomes 
law. 

One of the things that I really resent is when any chairman of a 
committee, whether it is Democrat or Republican, or any member 
of any committee of this House, where it is inferred or imputed or 
stated that we are not working. Now, we heard some comments on 
the floor, well, this came in in June and here it is December; we 
have not done anythmg; we have got to act; they have been sitting 
on this for the past 6 months. 

Now, I told you earlier what I wanted to do when the bill first 
came to my committee. Let me tell you something else that I did. 
I went out on the Internet and I got a couple of law review articles, 
not written by the lobbyist crowd out back, not written by 
defense lawyers or plaintiffs' lawyers or doctors or manufacturers, ' and I got ahold of a really good law review article on frivolous 

1 lawsuits out of Duquesne University written by a law professor, 
and I read the article and I thought, this guy really understands this 
issue. And I called him up on the phone and I said, how about if 
I send you a copy of SB 406; will you look at it for me and try to 
give us some ideas; we are looking for some solutions here. And 
he said, Mr. Gannon, I would be glad to take a look at it for you, 
he said, if you send it over to me, and this was a professor of law 
at one of our leading university law schools here in Pennsylvania. 
And I met with him at lunch about 3 weeks later. He called me and 
said he had looked at it, and he said, I have some opinion about 
this, and I thought, this is going to be great; maybe the guy will 
give us some suggestions; he is not involved in this; he is a 
disinterested party. I brought along both Republican and Democrat 
staff, and we sat down to lunch, and I said, what do you think 
about the bill? He said, it is unconstitutional. Then we spent about 
2 hours, an hour and a half at lunch, going over a number of 
scenarios to try to fur it, and every time we tried to fur it and keep 
as close to the original language as possible, he said, it is still 
unconstitutional. And when he got up and I thanked him for his 
time and his effort, it was still, in his opinion, unconstitutional. So 
do not accuse anybody on any of our committees of not worlung, 
and you heard the comments from Representative Micoizie. 

We heard some comments about the crisis in medical 
malpractice and that doctors need something done immediately if 
not sooner. I have been working on medical malpractice issues 
since I came into the legislature. I have a bill up in my office that 
I drafted in 1982, and you are all welcome to come up and 
I will give you a copy of it, and that bill was the result of about 
2 112 years of negotiations between the doctors, the hospitals, and 
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the lawyers. And it was never introduced, and it was never 
introduced because I had made a commitment that I would not 
introduce a bill unless everybody would agree to it. But I will tell 
you, the hospitals agreed to it; the lawyers agreed to it; the doctors 
never agreed to it. 

Now, the issue became, what can we do that will immediately 
help our physicians in Pennsylvania? Well, there are some things 
that we can do. One of the first things we can do is we can have 
our doctors experience rated, just like those folks that drive 
automobiles. Why should good doctors pay more money for their 
insurance? Why should not our good doctors pay less? And when 
I brought that to the attention of the Medical Society, they were not 
interested. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Gannon, final passage of the bill. 
Mr. GANNON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
What about their reimbursement rates from the insurance 

companies? They are getting less today than they were 5 years ago. 
I said, we could look at increasing your reimbursements for those 
doctors that are in the high-risk categories - the neurosurgeons, 
the orthopedic surgeons, the ob-gyn, the baby doctors, the 
heart doctors, the bone doctors. I have not seen anybody want to 
talk about that. I know the insurance company does not; I know 
they do not, but I do not understand why the doctors do not. I said, 
we could maybe put in something that would send cases, certain 
cases that are valued at less than $200,000, to arbitration and put 
a doctor on the arbitration panel. Not interested. The doctors said 
not interested, and that is something that could be done right away 
and that is something that would start to get these cases moving 
very quickly until we get a resolution, and it would be fair because 
they would have a doctor sitting on the panel. Not interested. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Gannon, please, hold your debate to the 
question of final passage on SB 406. Please. 

Mr. GANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
If there are frivolous lawsuits today, as we have heard 

many of the proponents of this bill tell us, then there will be 
frivolous-lawsuit lawsuits. We are adding fuel to the fire. We heard 
Representative Blaum tell us that a lot of folks who should be 
supporting h s  bill based on what we have been told by the 
proponents are against it. The Defense Institute, the defense 
lawyers who represent doctors, are Saying, we are against it. The 
insurance industry, the foks that we are being told we have got to 
do something about  premium^, We have got to do something about 
rates, they are saying this is going to increase rates. They are 
against it. The bar association, which represents lawyers, and not 
just trial lawyers who try personal injury Cases but lawyers who do 
commercial cases, lawyers who do corporate cases, bankruptcies, 
divorce cases, all the other cases, they are against it. There has to 
be a good reason why those folks are against it. And I think 
Representative Blaum was right on point. Those folks out back, 
they want to go back to their constituents and say, you know, 
I earned my salary; I got something through the House and the 
General Assembly. Well, you know, we should earn our salary 
tonight. We should be able to go back home and we earn our 
salary, tell our people that, and we stopped something that was 
going to do more harm, far more harm, than good. 

I ask for a "no" vote on SB 406. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Smith. 
Mr. S. SMITH. Thank YOU, Mr. Speaker. 
You know, Mr. Speaker, one of the other members was telling 

me a little story about a lawyer that moved into a little town; 

he was the only lawyer in town and he was starving to death. 
A second lawyer moved to town; they are both millionaires today. 
I think in tonight's debate you see a little bit of that type of action 
here. Previous speakers tell us about all the lawyers who are 
opposed -the lawyers in the insurance industry, the lawyers that 
represent doctors, the lawyers of this group and that group. The 
more I hear about it, the more I thlnk we might be on the right 
track. 

The bottom line with this piece of legislation, Mr. Speaker, is 
that it is about frivolous lawsuits. What we are trying to do is curb 
the frivolous lawsuits. If you want to continue them and you want 
them to flourish, then vote against the bill. If you want to make 
your effort to stop the frivolous lawsuits, then we need to support 
the bill. 

We are being told that virtually every lawsuit that is filed is a 
frivolous lawsuit. Well, I do not think that is true. There are 
legitimate lawsuits out there, but they are telling us tonight that 
even if you file a legitimate lawsuit, one that would not be debated 
among any of us as being frivolous, that you are still going to be 
told it is a frivolous lawsuit. That does not make sense to me. 
Is every lawsuit a frivolous lawsuit? No. Our goal here tonight, 
Mr. Speaker, is to move forward on making the judicial system and 
the process less frivolous, more streamlined. Our goal here is not 
to take care of the doctors or the lawyers or the Indian chiefs; our 
goal here is to make Pennsylvania better. 

I ask you to support SB 406 with a vote that will help to 
eliminate frivolous lawsuits. This bill passed the Senate 47 to 
nothmg; 47 to nothing. I want you to think about that, and I would 
appreciate your support for SB 406. 

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

Constitution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-1 43 

2 2  Eachus Evans, D. Lescovitz Ruffing 
Lewis Sainato 

hstrong Evans, J. Lynch Sather 
Baker, J. Fairchild Mackereth Saylor 
Baker, M. Feese Maher Schroder !i:y Fichter Maitland Schuler 

Fleagle Major Semrnel 
Flick Mann Shaner 

Bastian Forcier Markosek Smith, B. 
Belardi Frankel Marsico Smith, S. H. 

Gabig E:z& Geia Mayernik Solobay 
McCall Staback 

Bishop George McGeehan Stairs 
Boyes Godshall McGill Steelman 
B~o-e Gordner Mcllhattan Steil 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 

Grucela McIlhinney Stem 
Habay McNaughton Stetler 
Haluska Metcalfe Stevenson, R. 

Caltagirone Hanna Micozzie Stevenson, T. 
Cappelli Harhai Miller, R. Strittrnatter 
Casorio Harhart Miller, S. Surra 
Cawley Harper Nailor Taylor, E. Z. 
Clark Hasay Nickol Taylor, J. 
Clymer Hennessey O'Brien Tigue 
COlafella Herman Oliver Tulli 
Coleman 
Cornell 

Hershey Petrarca Turzai 
Hess Petrone Vance 
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Conigan 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DiGirolamo 
Donatucci 

Bebko-Jones 
Blaum 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Costa 
c u n y  
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Diven 
Freeman 
Gannon 
Gruitza 

Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lederer 
Leh 

Horsey 
James 
Josephs 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
Lawless 
Levdansky 
Lucyk 
Manderino 
Melio 
Mundy 
Myers 
Pallone 

Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 

Pistella 
Preston 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rooney 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Scrimenti 
Sturla 
Tangretti 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Trello 

Wansacz 
Watson 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. 
Youngblood 
zug 

Trich 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, J. 
Wright, G. 
Yewcic 
Y udic hak 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin Michlovic Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera 

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

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

BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 2125, 
PN 3068, entitled: 

An Act Amending Title 34 (Game) of the Pennsylvania Consolidated 
Statutes, authorizing licensed hunters to remove deer over baited areas in 
certain areas pursuant to Pennsylvania Game Commission regulations; 
and increasing the penalty for safety zone violations. 

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

RULES SUSPENDED 

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

Mr. LEVDANSKY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended to permit me to offer amendment 49 12. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Banar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c u n y  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, .I. 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P ~ W Y  
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 

* 
Schuler 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Turzai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

NOT VOTING1 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin Michlovic Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera 

A majority of the members required by the rules having voted 
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirmative 
and the motion was agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
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Mr. LEVDANSKY offered the following amendment No. [ EXCUSED-9 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2308), page 2, lines 1 0  and I I ,  by striking out  
"OR S E C O N D  

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2308), page 2, line 11, by inserting after 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin Michlovic Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera 

"AREAS" 

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

other than counties o f  the second class, 

The following roll call was recorded: 

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

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Comgan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cruz 
c w  
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micovie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Pickett 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Rufing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 
Sather 
Saylor 
Schroder 
Schuler 

NOT VOTING4 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Smttmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tunai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
2 %  

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

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

nays will now be taken. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

Adolph 
Argall 
Armstrong 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Buxton 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawlcy 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Conigan 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
CNZ 
any 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 

Fairchild 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Josephs 
Kaiser 
Keller 
Kenney 
Kirkland 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Laughlin 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Leh 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Maitland 
Major 
Manderino 
Mann 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlhattan 
McIlhinney 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
0' Brien 
Oliver 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Rooney 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 

Scrimenti 
Semrnel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Staback 
Stairs 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
Sturla 
Surra 
Tangreni 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, J. 
Thomas 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tulli 
Tunai 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Walko 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Watson 
Williams, J. 
Wilt 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, G. 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
Yudichak 
zug 
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Donatucci Lucyk Sather 
Eachus Lynch Saylor 
Evans, D. Mackereth Schroder Ryan, 
Evans, J. Maher Schuler Speaker 

NAYS-O 

NOT VOTING4 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Binnelin Michlovic Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera 

The 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. 

SUPPLEMENTAL CALENDAR E CONTINUED 

CONSIDERATION OF HR 364 CONTINUED 

The SPEAKER. HR 364 on House calendar supplemental E. 
This resolution has been read by the clerk. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Cruz, do you desire recognition on this? 
The gentleman, Mr. Cruz, from Philadelphia County is recognized 
on the question of the resolution. 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this resolution for the 
simple fact that I wanted Mr. Bernard Hopkins, the gentleman that 
is being honored, to apologize for his actions, what he did with the 
Puerto Rican flag. Many people are saying that he apologized after 
the fight, but he is being honored here in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, and he needs to apologize to the constituents of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Many people in my district are 
not happy with him getting honored. All I am asking for him to do 
is to come back and say, I apologize for my actions. I am not 
asking him to give me blood or money or anydung else. And 
I think that when you honor someone in this House, it has to be for 
an honorable reason. I do not think his actions were honorable, and 
that is why I am standing up to oppose this resolution, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Waters. 
Mr. WATERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I stand in support of this resolution. My reason for supporting 

this is because Mr. Hopkins has apologized for what he did. Yes, 
he did throw down the flag, and at that time when I witnessed that, 
I did not like that either. I thought that was the wrong thing to do, 
but as fighters promote their fights, sometimes they do things that 
are shocking, to say the least. However, I believe that the right 
thing for him to do was to admit to the fact that he had done 
something that he was ashamed of, and he said that and he 
apologized to the fighter Trinidad and to the country that the flag 
represented, and that was the manly thing to do and that was the 
righteous thing to do. We cannot hold a person forever guilty of 

doing something if they admit to their wrong and say that they 
truly apologize. Also, he said that he is willing to go to the country s 

that the flag represented and said that he will apologize there in 
person if he is permitted to. I think that he has done everything he 
could to show how he regrets those actions of that day, and the 
reason why we want to honor him is because of the achievement of 
what he did. He is now the undisputed middleweight champion of , the world. His apology was not just nationally; it was an 
international apology. He has done all he can do. 

Now, we have a lot of legislators from the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and we have many from Philadelphia, and the ones 

I from Philadelphia have accepted his apologies and they have 
cosponsored this resolution, and we have people from southeastern 
Pennsylvania, northeastern Pennsylvania, central Pennsylvania, 
southwestern Pennsylvania, and all throughout this Commonwealth 
who have also cosponsored this resolution. Many of the members 
of this Commonwealth have cosponsored this resolution. 

We just want to recognize him for his great achievement of 
what he has done and the success of h s  whole life. We believe that 
this man should be honored for what he has done. Our city council 
in Philadelphia has also honored this man, and he has apologized. 
I do not know what else he can do. 

I encourage that we support this resolution. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. Cruz, I will come back to you in a moment. 
Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support HR 364 -the eyes are the second 

thing to go - 364. 
I watched the fight, and after the fight, the 12th round, 

I watched Bernard Hopkins apologize to all Puerto Rican people 
for what he had done with the flag - all Puerto Ricans for what he 
had done to the flag, Mr. Speaker. I think we should take that 
apology seriously, and I think we should support this resolution. 
Forget about it and move on; call it over. 

And for my colleague from Phladelphia, if necessary, I would 
like to extend an apology on behalf of the gentleman, if that makes 
it any better. But I think we should forget this and move on. 

I think we are making it more than what it is. It was an effort to 
promote the fight. It did take place. The fight is over with. And 
I am just wondering, is this really about the fight, Mr. Speaker? 
Is this really about the flag that was thrown on the ground, or is it 
about who won or who lost the fight? 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Please; please. 

MOTION TO PLACE RESOLUTION 
ON POSTPONED CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lawless, on the question. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion, please. 
The SPEAKER. Make your motion. 
Mr. LAWLESS. A motion that we postpone this resolution until 

when we come back, and perhaps some of the gentlemen from 
Philadelphia could perhaps get the athlete here, make a public 
apology for Mr. Cruz, and then pass the resolution. 

So my motion would be that we postpone until January 22. 
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The SPEAKER. On the question of the motion, what is 
before the floor at the moment is the motion of the gentleman, 
Mr. Lawless. 

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

The SPEAKER. On that question, Mr. Horsey. 
Mr. HORSEY. On the motion, Mr. Speaker. 
I think when Mr. Lawless comes to Philadelphia and becomes 

a Philadelphian, then he should worry about what goes on in 
Philadelphia. And I resent, and I resent, and I resent Mr. Lawless 
getting involved, the Representative getting involved in things that 
are beyond hi and over his head. Now, this is between the 
black community and the Hispanic community, and he needs to 
mind his business. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Myers. 
Mr. MYERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not going to get into a lot of dialogue on thls 

particular speech, but if this would be in order, I would like to 
make a motion that Mr. Lawless withdraw h s  motion so we can 
take care of this matter tonight. 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Lawless. 
Mr. LAWLESS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I thought that it would be best if we could make 

this an evening that we could get out of here early, but if you want 
to fight, I withdraw the motion. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. On the resolution, Mr. Myers. 
Mr. MYERS. We do not want to fight; this was about a fight. 

And my colleague over here, I mean, we have discussed this 
amongst ourselves, and we clearly understand that he has a 
constituent base that he has to represent, and so do the other 
15 members of the African-American caucus, and we would not 
dare ask him not to support and represent h s  constituent base. It 
would be like asking him to put a noose around his neck and jump 
out the window. So we certainly would not do that. I mean, we 
love our brother, and we know that people in his community and 
he are upset with what happened. 

Personally, I did not see the fight or any of the incident. What 
I am responding to is this, that in our communities - the 15 of us 
- in our communities we have a hero, someone who has risen 
through the ranks, someone who almost represents a phoenix rising 
through the ashes of despair, rising through the ashes of poverty, 
rising through the ashes of police involvement, rising through the 
ashes of drug addiction temptation. And the h y  thing about it, 
all these fighters do crazy things. I mean, I do not want to say they 
are punch-drunk, but there are fighters that all through history have 
alienated somebody in their career. 

The other thing is that I have never seen on the floor of this 
House, even though I am a junior member, I have never seen a 
resolution that was offered for the accomplishments and the 
acclaim of Pennsylvania athletes challenged or turned down, and 
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I do not think we need to start that precedent tonight. If 
Representative Cruz wants to vote against it, that is his 
prerogative. 

But we ask for your support as African Americans for one of 
our African-American champions, who is the champion 
middleweight contender in the United States and the world - 
Bernard Hopkins. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Cruz. 
Mr. CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me interrogate him, if 

I may - whichever one. 
The SPEAKER. Speaking of punch-drunk participants, I feel a 

little bit like one myself at this point. 
Mr. Myers? Mr. Myers, the gentleman, Mr. Cruz, would like to 

ask you a few questions about your fighter - I thmk. 
Mr. CRUZ. Can you assure me, after we pass this resolution, if 

we pass this resolution, that he will make a public apology, 
because I had a press conference that he never showed up. That is 
number one. 

Number two, if you want to promote your fight, you walk up to 
the guy and sucker punch him; you do not have to disrespect 
anybody's flag. We are in the middle of a war defending 
Old Glory; it is very important to us as Americans. It is important 
to me as a Puerto Rican to defend my flag, and I need to hear from 
you guys that that is going to happen, because I heard it before and 
I am still waiting. 

1 Mr. MYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I know that every member 
of the Pennsylvania Legislative Black Caucus will support 

I Reverend Cruz in having the meeting that he wants to have with 
Bernard and that we will get behind helping you pull that meeting 
together. 

Mr. CRUZ. So that means we are going to postpone this until 
we bring him in, and then we will honor him. 

Mr. MYERS. Oh, no, no, no, no, no- 
Mr. CRUZ. That is what you just said. 
Mr. MYERS. -no, no, no, no, no. No, that is a sucker punch; 

that is a sucker punch. 
Mr. CRUZ. All I want is an apology. I do not want him to give 

me anything. I do not want his blood. I do not want his belt. He 
can keep it. Good luck for him. I am happy. He is from 
Philadelphia; I am from Philadelpha. But he disrespected my flag. 
If he apologized to Tito Trinidad, that is not Tito Trinidad's flag; 
that is the Puerto Rican flag. We have a right, an obligation, to 
defend the Puerto Rican people of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania- 

Mr. MYERS. That is right. 
Mr. CRUZ. -and that is exactly what I am doing. 

MOTION TO PLACE RESOLUTION 
ON POSTPONED CALENDAR 

Mr. CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, I am asking for a motion that we can 
hold this resolution until we come back and until we can bring 
Mr. Bernard Hopkins here, honor huq and get the apology that we 
are seeking here. That is what I am asking for, sir. 

I am asking for a motion to postpone. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. C w ,  moves that the 

resolution be placed on the postponed calendar until January 22. 
We cannot make part of the record a requirement that the man 

appear or anythmg else. It is something that we are going to delay 
the-- You are suggesting we delay the vote on the resolution, 
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kind of the way Mr. Lawless was, and all of you will go to work to 
try and get this put together. 

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

The SPEAKER. Mr. Myers, on the question of postponement. 
Mr. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, I mean, you know, we pretty much 

feel the same way about this motion that we did with the 
Lawless motion. I mean, we have said that we will do whatever we 
need to do to get Representative Cruz an apology, but that was not 
contingent on a postponement. I mean, that was contingent on me 
believing him and he believing us. 

So we would ask that either the motion be withdrawn or we 
would ask for a "no" vote on the motion. We want to get out of 
here just like everybody else. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is one of 
postponing the resolution until January 22. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Barrar 
Benninghoff 
Browne 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Costa 
Cruz 
CUT 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Fairchild 
Forcier 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Hennessey 

Adolph 
Argall 
Annstrbng 
Baker, J. 
Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Bastian 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Boyes 
Bunt 
Buxton 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Cohen, M. 

Josephs 
Keller 
Kenney 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Maher 
Maitland 
Manderino 
Mann 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Miller, S. 
O'Brien 

Pallone 
Petrone 
pimy 
Pistella 
Preston 
Raymond 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Sarnuelson 
Saylor 
Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Solobay 

DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
DiGirolamo 
Eachus 
Evans, D. 
Evans, J. 
Feese 
Fichter 
Fleagle 
Flick 
Frankel 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Gruitza 
Habay 
Harhart 
Hasay 

Kirkland 
Krebs 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 
Mackereth 
Major 
Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
Mcllhattan 
Mcllhinney 
Metcal fe 
Micozzie 
Miller, R. 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Nickol 
Oliver 

Steelman 
Steil 
Sturla 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Travaglio 
Trello 
Trich 
Tunai 
Walko 
Watson 
w o w  
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Y oungblood 
Yudichak 

Santoni 
Sather 
Schroder 
Schuler 
Smith, S. H. 
Staback 
Stairs 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Strittmatter 
S u m  
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Thomas 
Tulli 
Vance 
Veon 
Vitali 
Wansacz 
Washington 

Colafella 
Coleman 
Cornell 
COY 
Creighton 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 

Herman 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
James 
Kaiser 

Petrarca Waters 
Phillips Williams, J. 
Pickett Wright, G. i 

Readshaw zug 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
ROSS Ryan, 
Rubley Speaker 

NOT VOTING4 

Clark Harper Rooney Wilt 
Conigan Leh 

Allen Egolf Penel Roberts 
Birmelin Michlovic Rieger Zimmerman 
Civera 

Less than the majority having voted in the affirmative, the 
question was determined in the negative and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. On that question, the gentleman from 
Philadelphia County, Mr. Williams, is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I watched public television, 
cable, HBO, pay-per-view, and in all those programs that I 
watched, there was a public apology; there was a public apology. 
And I thmk that the gentleman who apologized to everybody in the 
world, that he apologized for disrespecting the Puerto Rican flag. 

Mr. Speaker, I think today the games are over with; the fight is 
over with. I urge everyone to vote "yes" on this resolution, because 
I just got a phone call from a constituent in my district - and all 
politics are local -they wanted to know what we were doing and 
what kmd of games we were playing. 

The man deserves to get the recognition. He was recognized in 
the city of Philadelphia. I urge my colleagues to vote "yes" from 
both sides of the aisle. 

RESOLUTION TABLED 

The SPEAKER. On the question of the adoption of the 
resolution, Mr. Horsey. 

Mr. HORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask for a motion to 
table this resolution until we come back in January. Do not roll it. 

The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. 
On the question of tabling the resolution until January 22, 

those in favor will vote "aye"; opposed, "no." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Argall Feese Major Sather 
Armstrong Fichter Manderino Saylor 
Baker, J. Fleagle Mann Schroder 
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Baker, M. 
Bard 
Barley 
Barrar 
Bastian 
Belfanti 
Benninghoff 
Boyes 
Browne 
Bunt 
Butkovitz 
Caltagirone 
Cappelli 
Casorio 
Cawley 
Clymer 
Cohen, L. I. 
Colafella 
Coleman 
Comell 
Costa 
COY 
Creighton 
Cnrz 
curry 
Dailey 
Daley 
Dally 
DiGirolamo 
Diven 
Donatucci 
Eachus 
Evans, J. 
Fairchild 

Flick 
Forcier 
Frankel 
Freeman 
Gabig 
Geist 
George 
Godshall 
G ~ i t z a  
Habay 
Haluska 
Hanna 
Harhai 
Harhart 
Hasay 
Hennessey 
Hershey 
Hess 
Horsey 
Hutchinson 
Jadlowiec 
Josephs 
Keller 
Kenney 
Krebs 
LaGrotta 
Lawless 
Lederer 
Lucyk 
Lynch 
Mackereth 
Maher 
Maitland 

Markosek 
Marsico 
Mayemik 
McCall 
McGeehan 
McGill 
McIlha!-tan 
McNaughton 
Melio 
Metcalfe 
Miller, R. 
Miller, S. 
Nickol 
O'Brien 
Pallone 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Picken 
P~PPY 
Pistella 
Preston 
Readshaw 
Reinard 
Robinson 
Roebuck 
Rohrer 
Ross 
Rubley 
Ruffing 
Sainato 
Samuelson 
Santoni 

Scrimenti 
Semmel 
Shaner 
Smith, B. 
Smith, S. H. 
Solobay 
Steelman 
Steil 
Stem 
Stetler 
Stevenson, R. 
Stevenson, T. 
Sturla 
Tangretti 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, J. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Trich 
Turzai 
Vance 
Vitali 
Walko 
Watson 
Wogan 
Wojnaroski 
Wright, M. 
Yewcic 
Youngblood 
zug 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Adolph 
Bebko-Jones 
Belardi 
Bishop 
Blaum 
Buxton 
Cohen, M. 
DeLuca 
Dermody 
DeWeese 
Evans, D. 

Clark 
Conigan 

Gannon 
Gordner 
Grucela 
Herman 
James 
Kaiser 
Kirkland 
Laughlin 
Lescovitz 
Levdansky 
Lewis 

Mcllhinney 
Micozzie 
Mundy 
Myers 
Nailor 
Oliver 
Raymond 
Schuler 
Staback 
Stairs 
Suimnaner 

NOT VOTING4 

Surra 
Thomas 
Travaglio 
Tulli 
Veon 
Wansacz 
Washington 
Waters 
Williams, J. 
Wright, G. 
Yudichak 

Harper Rooney Wilt 
Leh 

Allen Egolf Perzel Roberts 
Birmelin Michlovic Rieger Zimmeiman 
Civera 

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

together and feel that they can offer sometlung to the two 
chambers, that we will be called back in earlier. Right now 
I cannot guess as to whether that will happen or not happen, but 
that possibility exists. 

Without more, we will be in token session tomorrow. 
The session will open at 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE BILLS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned HB 476, 
PN 2189; and HB 1408, PN 1654, with information that the 
Senate has passed the same without amendment. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to the Senate amendments to HB 1219, PN 3066. 

~ SENATE MESSAGE 

HOUSE AMENDMENTS 
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that the 
Senate has concurred in the amendments made by the House of 
Representatives to SB 611, PN 1626; and SB 1180, PN 1608. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been prepared for 
presentation to the Governor, and the same being correct, the titles 
were publicly read as follows: 

An Act amending the act of August 6, 1941 (P.L.861, No.323), 
referred to as the Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole Law, 
further providing for membership of an advisory committee. 

An Act amending the act of July 31, 1968 (P.L.805, No.247), known 
as the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, firther providing for 
planning commission, for zoning ordinance amendments, for procedure 
for landowner curative amendments, for certain findings, for hearings and 
for governing body's functions. 

members of the conference committee on reapportionment get 

- 
l-he SPEAKER. ~h~ chair has no further votes, and I wish 

and every one of you a good, happy holiday season. 
There is a possibility - please - there is a possibility, if the 

An Act amending the act of December 20, 1967 (P.L.869, No.385), 
known as the Public Works Contractors' Bond Law of 1967, further 
providing for enforcement of claims and for financial security to be 
provided by contractors and bidders. 
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An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) of the 
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for costs, for 
Commonwealth portion of fines, for qualifications of jurors and for filling 
of certain new judgeships. 

HB 1633, PN 3033 

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P.L.736, N0.3381, known 
as the Workers' Compensation Act, further defining "occupational 
disease." 

An Act amending Title 23 (Domestic Relations) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for mandatory inclusion of child 
medical support and for information relating to prospective child-care 
personnel. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 1 

Motion was agreed to, and at 11:45 p.m., e.s.t., the House 

An Act amending the act of December 14, 1992 (P.L.8 18, No. 133), 
known as the Port of Pittsburgh Commission Act, hrther defining 
"port district"; and further providing for economic development projects. 

Whereupon, the Speaker, in the presence of the House, signed 
the same. 

VOTE CORRECTIONS 

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

Mr. CASORIO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
To correct the record. 
On HI3 1519, amendment 4327, I voted in the affirmative. 

I would like to be voted in the negative. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be spread 

upon the record. 
Any further corrections to the record? Mr. Pallone. 
Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
On HI3 1405, PN 3089, I was recorded as a 'hay." I would like 

to be recorded as a "yes." My button was not hctioning properly. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. The remarks 

of the gentleman will be spread upon the record. 

BILLS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills on 
today's calendar will be passed over. The Chair hears no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER. Does the majority leader or minority leader 
have any further business? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from York County, 
Mr. Miller. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 
adjourn until Thursday, December 13, 2001, at 10 a.m., e.s.t., 
unless sooner recalled by the Speaker. 
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