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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The House convened at 9:30 am., ed.t.

THE SPEAKER (Herbert Fineman) IN THE CHAIR

PRAYER

REVEREND COLONEL JOSEPH ROWAN, Chief of
Chaplains, Walter Reed General Hogpital, Washington,
D. C., guest chaplain and guest of the gentleman from
Erie, Mr. Dombrowski, offered the following prayer:

Hear, O Heavenly Father, the earnest supplications of
the members of the legislature of this Commonweallh
paus:ng for a sacred moment as we pray with them and
for them this day.

Truiy, a tremendous feeling of awe surrocunds us.
YWhat an awesome honor is theirs, to be a living part, a
continuum of that legislature of one of those originai
colonics that forged our Nation now almost 200 years ago.

With the great honor that is theirs goes as great a
responsibility, both 1o the Nation and to the pecple. We
pray Thee, Lord, to grant these men and women the
wizdom and the courage commensurate with that great
task.

These things we humbly azk, O Lord, in Your mosl
iToly Name, Amen.

ANNOUNCEMENT

The SPEAKER. Will the members of the Appropria-
tion: Commitiee please proceed immediately to a meeting
of that committee? The rest of the members will report
io the floor promptly.

WELCOME

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to introduce to
the assembiage here this morning some guests of the
gentleman, Mr. Dombrowski, who was responsible for
bringing Colonel Rowan to us thizs morning. First, Mrs.
Eleanor Dombrowski and their daughter Mary.

Also included in that party is Marge Wozniak and
Jui Chun Ku, who is visiting from Taiwan, China, as
well as Chaplain Andrew Pawlaczyk.

CONSUMER PROTECTION COMMITTEE
MEETING

The SPEAKER. Will the members of the Consumer
Protection Committee proceed immediately to a meeting
of that committee?

The Chair will defer taking a master roll until you
return,

HOUSE BILLS INTRODUCED AND BEFERRED

By Messrs. SHELHAMER, WEIDNER, YAHNER,
BRANDT, THOMAS, FRYER, R. W. WILT,
W. W. FOSTER, ZELLER and PRATT
HOUSE BILL No. 1593

An Act amending the “Milk Marketing Law,” ap-
proved April 28, 1937 (P. L. 417, No. 105), providing for
the election of members of the board; requiring that an
active dairy farmer be on the board; authorizing sales to
certain entities by bid; prohibiting the fixing of whole-
sale prices; exempting certain sales from the act; re-
guiring the setting of minimum retail prices on half-gal-
lon containers; and reguiring the use of an economic
formula to establish the minimum price to producers.

Referred to Committee on Agriculture.

By Messrs. O'BRIEN, BONETTO, LINCOLN,
VALICENTI, PETRARCA, ENGLEHART, DAVIS,
TAYLOR, MISCEVICH, ABRAHAM, TRELLO,
WANSACZ, MILANOVICH, BRUNNER, YAHNER,
GARZIA, GOODMAN, NOVAK, BRADLEY,
FISCHER, FLAHERTY., CAPUTO, GEISLER,
GLEASON and STOUT HOUSE BILL No. 1594

An Act amending “The Administrative Code of 1929,”
approved April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), creating the
Pennsylvania Mines Safety Commission and providing for
its powers and duties,

Referred to Commitice on Mines and Energy Manage-
ment.

By Mesars, BELLOMINI, MEBUS, GEISLER, TRELLQO,
M. M. MULLEN, DOMBROWSKI, D. 5. HAYES
and HOPKINS HOTUSE BILL No. 1595

An Act relating to and defining real estate brokers, as-
sociates or salesmen; providing for the licensing, regu-
lation and supervision of those engaging in or conduct-
ing the business of a real estate broker or real estate as-
sociate; creating the Pennsylvania Real Estate Commis-
gion; and providing for penalties.

Referred io Commitiee on Professional Licensure.

By Messrs. BRUNNER, DcMEDIO and STQUT
HOUSE BILL No. 159

An Act making an appropriation to the Department of
Justice for the payment of certain moral claims against
the Commonwealth.

Referred o Committee on Judiciary.

By Messrs. FISHER, CAPUTO and ZORD
HOUSE BILL No. 1597

An Act amending “The Borough Code,” approved Feb-
ruary 1, 1966 (1965 P. 1. 1656, No. 581), making the
mayor a voting member at council meetings.

Referred to Commitlee on Local Government.
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr. GLEASON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GLEASON. Am I correct in assuming that the
House will be in recess while the meeting of the Con-
sumer Protection Committee goes on?

The SPEAKER. The House will be at ease, not in
recess,

HOUSE RESCLUTION INTRODUCED
AND REFERRED

By Messrs, COHEN, DiCARLQO, GREEN, ROMANELLI,
JOHNSON, Mrs. TOLL, Messrs. GLEESON,
LEDERER, GIAMMARCO, O’KEEFE, STAPLETON,
GILLESPIE, GARZIA and BRADLEY

RESOLUTION No. 128

The Federal-State Relations Committee shall investi-
gate the activities of the committees and subcommittees
of the United States House and Senate, and shall pro-
vide for the use of the members a comparison of ihe
jurisdiction of commitiees and subcommittees of the
House of Representatives and the United States IIouse
and Senate, with names and phone numbers of key staff
aides, so that members will be able to make use of
United States Congressional legislative expertise.

Referred to Committee on Rules.

SENATE MESSAGE
FOUSE BILLS CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned
bills from the House of Representatives numbered and
entitled as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 190

An Act amending the act of June 1, 1833 (P. L. 1172,
No. 290), entitled “Borough Rural State Highway Law,”
deleting certain routes in Wind Gap Borough, North-
ampton County.

HOUSE BILL No. 516

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1963 (P. L. 628,
No. 337}, entitled “Solicitation of Charitahle Funds Act,”
exempting certain nonprofit library associations from the
act.

With information that the Senate has passed the same
without amendment.

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILLS RETURNED FOR
CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned
hills frem the House of Representatives numbered and
entitled as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 141

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965,
P. L. 1658, No. 581), entitled “The Borough Code,” pro-
viding for appropriations for building and maintaining
hospitals.

HOUSE BILL No. 142
An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P, L. 103, No.

69}, entitled “The Second Class Township Code,” pro-

viding for appropriations for building hospitals.
HOUSE BILL No. 242

An Aci requiring that flag protection be provided
against following trains occupying the same track.

HOUSE BILL Ng. 244

An Act requiring speed recorders on locomotives.
HOUSE BILL No. 907

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1206,
No. 331), entitled “The First Class Township Code,” pro-
viding for appropriations for building hospitals.

With the information that the Scnate has passed the
same with amendments in which the concurrence of the
ITouse of Representatives is requested.

The SPEAKER. The bills will appear on the calendar.

LEAVYES OF ABSENCE

The SPEAKER.
whip.

Mr, MANDERINQ. Mr. Speaker, I have no request for
leaves of absence,

The Chair recognizes the maijority

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no request for leaves
of absence,

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

HEALTH AND WELFARE COMMITTEE
MEETING RESCHEDULED

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from
Philadelphia, Mrs. Kelly.

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, the meeting scheduled for
12 noon today has been canceled and postponed until
11:30 on Monday, July 14.

The SPEAKER. The meeting of the Health and Wel-
fare Cemmittee scheduled for 12 noen today has been
canceled.

URBAN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
MEETING CANCELED

The SPEAKER. The Chair rccognizes the gentleman
rom Philadeiphia, Mr. Vann,

Mr. VANN. For the benefit of the members of the
Urban Affairs Committee who did not hear the announce-
ment last week, the meeting scheduled for 9:30 this
morning has been canceled.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

SENATE BILL 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:

SENATE BILL No. 823

A Supplement to the act of (P. L. , No. ),
entitled "Motor License Fund Supplement to the General
Appropriation Act of 1975, itemizing appropriations re-
quired from the Motor License Fund for the proper op-
eration of the several departments of the Commonwealth
authorized to spend Motor License Fund moneys.
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Whereupon, Fryer Manderino Ryan Zwikl

The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed g’;ﬁiiher ﬁi’é’:ﬁue" SS?IR‘:;HE Fineman,
the same. Garzia MeClatehy Scheaffer Speaker

NOT VOTING—9
COMMITTEE REPORTS »
Dininni MeGraw Richardson Thomas
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will gﬁf;m} B Morris Sweeney Ustynoski

take reports of committees.
The Chair hears no objection,

BILL REREPORTED AS COMMITTED
SENATE BILL Ne. 546 By Mr. SULLIVAN

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90,
No. 21), entitled “Liguor Code,” further providing for
licenses for performing arts facilities in cities of the first
or second class.

Rereported from Committiee on Liquor Centrol,

BILL REPORTED AS COMMITTED AND
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME AND TARBLED

SENATE BILL No. 719 By Mrs. GILLETTE

An Act regulating retail electric suppliers in certain
areas.

Reported from Commitiee on Ceonsumer Protection.

MASTER ROLL CALL

The SPEAKER.
master roll.

The Chair is about to take today’s

The roll was taken and was as follows:

YEAS-—194
Abraham Gecsey MeCue Schmitt
Anderson, J, H, Geisler MeGinnis Schweder
Arthurs Gaorge Melntyre Scirica
Barber Glammarco Mclane Seltzer
Bellomini Gillespie Mebus Shane
Bennett Gillette Menhorn Shelhamer
Beren Gileason Milanovich Shelton
Berlin Goodman Miller, M. E. Shuman
Berson Green Miller, M. L., Jr. Shupnik
Bittle Greenfield Milliron Sirianni
Blackwell Grieco Miscevich Smith, E,
Bonetto Gring Moehlmann Smith, L.
Bradley Halverson Mrkonic Spencer
Hrandt Hamilton, J. H, Mullen Stahl
Brunner Hammork Mullen, M. P, Stapleton
Eurns Hasay Musto Stout
Buter Haskell Myers Sullivan
Capute Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taddonio
Cessar Hayes, S. E, Noye Taylor
Cimind Teptord O'Bricn Tayoun
Cohen FLil O'Connell Toll
Cale Hopkins O'Donneli Trello
Cowell Flutchinson, A, O'Keefe Turner
Crawiord Hutchinson, W. Oliver Valicenti
Cumberland Irvis Pancoast Vann
Navies Ttkin Parker, H. 8. Vroon
Davis, D. M. Johnson, T, Perri Wagner
NDeMedio Katz Perry Waish, T. P.
Deverter Kelly, A, P. Petrarca ‘Wansacz
Dicarlo Kernick Picvsky Wargo
DiDonato Kistler Pitts Weidner
Dietz Klingaman Palite Westerberg
Dombrowski Iinepper Pratt Whelan
Dorr Kolter Prendergast Whittlesey
Doyle Kowalyshyn Pyles ‘Wilson
Dreibelbis Kusse Rappaport Wilt, R. W,
Eckensberger LaMarca Reed Wilt, w. w.
FEnglehart Laudadio Renninger Wojdak
Fawcett Laughlin Nenwick Worrilow
Fea Lederer Rhodes Wright
Fischer Lehr Rieger Yahner
Fisher Letterman Ritter Yohn
Flaherty Levi Romanelll Zearfoss
Foster, A. Lincoln Ross Zeller
Foster, W. Lynch Ruggiero Zord

The SPEAKER. One hundred ninety-four members
having indicated their presence, a master roll is estab-
lished.

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING

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

Mr. MILANOVICH. DMr. Speaker, I have been asked
to announce that the Education Committee meeting will
he held as scheduled at 11:30 in room 328.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

Have the members of the Consumer Protection Com-
mittee returned from their meeting?

Have the members of the Appropriations Committee
returned from their meeting?

Will someone please advise that committee that we
will proceed in 5 minutes, that their meeting is to term-
inate in 5 minutes? Will somecne please get a message
to the Appropriations Committee?

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED

The SPEAKER. Without ohjection, approval of the
Journal for Tuesday, July 8, 1975, will be postponed
until printed.

CALENDAR

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 350, printer’s No. 38%, entitled:

An Act amending “The Military Code of 1949,” ap-
proved May 27, 1949 (P. L. 1903, No. 568), providing
legal assistance to certain members of the Pennsylvania
National Guard.

On the guestion,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill was agreed to.

The SPEAKEE. This bill has been eonsidered on three
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays wiil now be taken.

YEAS—191
Abraham Geisler McGinnis Schweder
Anderson,J. H. George McIntyre Seiriea
Arthurs Giammarco McLane Seltzer
Barber Gillespie Mebus Shane
Bellomini Gillette Menhoern Shelhamer
Bennett Gleason Milanovich Shelton
Beren Gleeson Miller, M. E. Shuman
Berlin Goodman Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Berson CGreen Milliron Sirianni
Bittle Greenfield Miscevich Smith, E,
Blackwell Grieco Moehlmann Smith, L.
Bonetto Halverson Mrkonie Spencer
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Stahl
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Brunner Hazay Mullen Stapleton Brunner Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Stout
Burns Haskell Musto Stout Burns Hasay Musto Sullivan
Butera Hayces, D. S. Myers Sullivan Butera Haskell Myers Taddonio
Caputo Hayes, S. E. Novak Taddonio Caputo Iayes, D. 8. Novak Taylor
Cessar Hepiord Noye Taylor Cessar Hayes, S. E. Noye Tayoun
Cimini Hill QO’'Brien Tayoun Cimini Hepford O’Brien Toll
Cohen Hopking O'Connell Tou Cohen Hill O’Connell Trello
Cole Hutch@nson. A, O'Donnell Trello Cole Hopkins O'Donneil Turner
C:owell Hu?chmson, Ww. O’Keefe Turper . Cowell Hutchinson, A. O'Kecfe Valicenti
Crawford Irvis Oliver Valicenti Crawford Hutchinson, W. Oliver Yann
Cumberland Itkin Pancoast Vann Cumberland Trvis Pancoast Vroon
Davies Johnson, J. Parker, H. 8, Vroon Davies Itkin Parlker, H. S. Wagner
Davis, D. M. Katz Perri Wagner Davis, D.M. Johnson, J. Perri Walsh, T, P.
TeMedio l{cllyl. AP, Perry Walsh, T. P. SeMedio Katz Perry Wansacz
Deverter Kgrmck Petrareca Wansacz Noverter Kelly, A. P, Petrarca Wargo
Dicarlo Kistler Pievsky Wargo iearlo Kernick Pievsky Weidner
DiDonato Klingaman Pitts Weidner "iDonato Kistler Pitts Westerberg
Dietz Knepper Polite Westerberg Dictz Klingaman Polite Whelan
Dombrowskl Koiter Pratt Whejan Nombrowskl Kncpper Prondergast Whittlesey
Darr iEOWEIYShYH Prendergast },"’Vﬁ‘meﬁey Norr Kolter Pratt Wilson
Doyle usse Pyles 1son Doyle Kowalysh: Pyles wilt, . W
Dreibelbls LaMarca Rappaport Wilt, R, W. Dreibelbis Kusse e Rappaport Wwilt, W. W.
Eckensberger  Laudadio Reed Wilt, W. W, Zckensberger LaMarca Reed Wajdal
Englehart Laughlin Henninger Wojdak wnglehart Laudadio Renninger Worrilow
Fawcett Lederer Renwick Worrilow Fawcett Laughlin Renwick Wright
Fee Lehr Rieger Wright, Pee Lederer Rieger Yahner
Fischer Letterman Ritter Yahner Tische: Lehr Ritter Yoh
Fisher Levt Romanell Yohn a T onn
| N £ Hisher Letterman Ross Zearfoss
Flaherty Lineoln Ross Zearfoss Flaherty Levi Ruggicro Zeller
Foster, A, Lynch Ruggiero Zeller Uoster, A. Lincoln Ryan Zord
Toster, W. Manderino Ryan Zord F‘oster, W Lyvnch Saloomn ikl
Fryer Manmiiler Saloom Zwikl Frver [ M}rmderino Salvalore
Gallagher MeCall Salvatore b gl :
Gallen McClatchy Scheaffer Fineman, }:ei;agher l\l\gagmﬁller gcge?ft“ Fineman,
Garzia McCue Schmitt Speaker é;r:l MCC? teh ..Schml o Speaker
Geesey a (o} atchy cnwedcr
NAYS—0 NAYS—0

NOT VOTING—I12 NOT VOTING--14
Brandt Hammock MorTis Sweeney Em?dti Kelly, J. B. Rho§cs . Sweeney
Dininni Keily, J. B. Rhodes Thomas G;n nn i\éccgaw Rlchardbo_n Thomas‘
Gring McGraw Richardsen Ustynoski H:;Srggck iﬂ:ﬁ{éz Romanelli Ustynoski

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

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

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
hill No. 351, printer’s No. 388, entitled:

An Act amending “The Military Code of 1949,” ap-

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

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

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House

bill No. 701, printer’s No. 792, entitled:

An Act amending the “Pennsylvania Election Code,”

proved May 27, 1949 (P. L. 1903, No. 568), providing that
the Commonwealth be responsible for judgments secur-
ed against certain members of the Pennsylvania National

Guard.

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 provision of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—189
Abraham Geesey McCue Scitica
Anderson, J. H. Geisler McGinnis Seltzer
Arthurs George MecIntyre Shane
Barber Giammareo MeLane Shelhamer
Rellomint Gillespie Mehus Shelton
Bannett Gillette Menhorn Shuman
Beren Glecson Milanovich Shupnik
Berlin Goodman Miller, M. E., Je. Sirianni
Berson Green Miller, M, E. Smith, E.
Bittle Greenfield Milliron SEmith, L.
Blackwell Grieco Miscevich Spencer
Bonetto Gring Mochlmann Stahl
Bradley Haiverson Mrkonic Stapieton

approved June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 320), requiring a
receipt upon the filing of expense accounts.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the hill on third consideration?

Mr. GARZIA requested and obtained unanimous con-
gsent to offer the following amendments, which were read:

Amend Title, page 1, line 11, by inserting after “elec-
tions,” ”: prohibiting cross-filing by candidates for any
elective office and

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 14 and 15:

Section 1. Section 910, the first paragraph of secction
976, subsection (a) of section 993, subsections (a) and
(b) of section 998 and section 1004, act of June 3, 193%
(P. L. 1333, No. 320), known as the “Pennsylvania Elec-
tion Code,” amended June 27, 1974 (No. 146) and sec-
tion 1004 amended December 10, 1974 (No. 280), are
amended to read:

Section 910,  Affidavits of Candidates—Each candi-
date for any State, county, city, borough, incorporated
town, township, ward, school distriet, poor district, elec-
tion district, party office, party delegate or alternate, or
for the office of United States Senator or Representative
in Congress, shall file with his nomination petition his
aflidavit stating—-{a) his residence, with street and num-
ber, if any, and his post-office address; (b) his election
district, giving city, borough, town or township; (e)
the name of the office for which he consents to be a
candidate; (d} that he is eligible for such office; (e}
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that he will not knowingly violate any provision of this

act, or of any law regulating and limiting nomination
and election expenses and prohibiting corrupt practices
in connection therewith; (£) [unless he is a candidate
for judge of a court of record, or for the office of school
director in a disirict where that office is elective or
for the office of justice of the peace] that he is not a
candidate for nomination for the same office of any
pariy other than the one designated in such petition;
() if he is a candidate for a delegate, or alternate dele-
gale, member of State committee, National committee
or party officer, that he is a registerced and enrolled
member of the designated party; and (h) if he is a can-
didato for delcgate or alternate delegate the presidential
candidate to whom he is committed or the term “un-
committed.” In cases of petitions for delegate and al-
ternatle delegate to National conventions, the candidate’s
affidavit chall state that his signature to the dele-
gate's slatement, as hereinafter set forth, if such
stalement is signed by said candidate, was affixed 1o
the shee! cor sheels of said petition prior to the circu-
lation of sarne. In the casze of a candidate for nomination
as President of the Uniled States, it shall not be ncces-
sary fer such candidate to file the affidavit required in
ihis section to be filed by candidates. but the post-office
address of such condidate shall be stated in such nomi-
nation petition.

Section 976 Examination of Nomination Petitions,
Certificates and Papers; Return of Rejected Nomination
Petitions, Certificates and Papers—When any nomination
petition, nomination certificate or nomination paper iz
presented in the office of the Secretary of the Commoan-
wenlth or of any ccunty board of elections for [iling
within the period limited by this act, it shall he the
duly of the said officer or hoard to examine the same.
Mo nominatien petition, nomination paper or nanina-
tion cerlificale shall be permitted to be filed if—(a) it
containg msierial errors or defects apparent on the face
therenf, or on the face of the appended or accompany-
ing affidavits; or (b) it conlains material alterations made
after signing without the consent of the signers; or
(¢) it does not contain a suflicient number of signatures
as required by law; Provided, however, That the Sec-
retary of the Commonwealth or the county board of
elections, allhough not hereby required so to do, may
question the gonuinencss of any signature or signatures
appearing thereon, and if he or it shall therenpon {ind
that any such signature or signatures are not genuine,
such signature or signatures shall be disregarded in de-
termining whether the nomination petition, nomination
paner or nominafion certificate contains a sufficient num-
ber of signatures as required by law; or (d) in the case
of nomination pelitions, if nomination petitirns have
been filed for printing the name of the same porson
for the samec office[, except the office of judge of a
courl of record, or the office of school director in dis-
tricts where that office is elective or the office of jus-
tice of the peace] upon the official ballot of more than
one political party; or (e) in the case of nomination
papers, if the candidale named thercin has filed a nomi-
nation petition for any public office for the ensuing
primary, or has heen nominated for any such office by
nomination papers previously filed; or (f) if the nomi-
nation petitions or papers are not accompanied by the
filing fec or certified check required for said office; or
(g) in the ecase of nomination papers, the appellation
set forth therein is identical with or deceptively similar
i0 the words used by any existing party or by any
political kody which has already filed nomination papers
for the same office, or if the appellation set forth therein
containg part of the name, or an abbreviation of the
name or part of the name of an existing political party,
ar of a political bedy which has already filed noma:-
nation papers for the same office. The invalidity of
any sheet of a nomination petition or nomination paper
chall not afiect the walidity of such petition or paper
if a sufficient petition or paper remains after eliminating
such invalid sheet, The action of said officer or board
in refusing {o receive and file any such nomination pe-
Lition, certificate or paper, may he reviewed by the
court ¢f coramon pleas of the proper county upcn an
application for a writ of mandamus to compel its re-
cepticn as of the date when it was presented to the

office of such officer or board: Provided, however, That
said officer or board shall be entitled to a reasonable
time in which to examine any petitions, certificates or
papers, and to summon and inferrogate the candidates
named therein, or the persons presenting said petitions,
certificates or papers, and his or their retention of same
for the purpose of making such examination or inter-
rogation shall not be construed as an acceptance or
filing.

o A

Section 993. Filing of Certain Vacanecies in Public
Oftice by Means of Nemination Certificales end Nomi-
nation Papers.—(a) In all cases where a vacancy shall
oceur for any cause in an elective public office, includ-
ing that of judge of a court of record, at a time when
such vacaney is recuired by the provizions of the Con-
stitution or the laws of this Commonwealth to be filled
at the ensuing elcection but at a time when nominationg
for such office cannot be made under any other pro-
vision of thiz act, neominations to fill such vacancies
shall bhe made by npolitical pariies in accordance with
party rules relating to the filling of vacancies by means
of momination certificates in the form prescribed in
yection nine hundred ninety-four of this act, and by
political bodies by means of nomination papers in ac-
cordunce with the provisions of sections nine hundred
iftv-one, nine hundred fifty-two and nine hundred fifti-
four of this act. No such nomination certificate shall
nominate any person who has already been nominated
by any other political pariy or by any political body
for the same office. [unless such persen is a candidale
for the office of judge of a court of rerord or the office
of school director in districts where that office is elec-
tive or for the office of justice of the peace.] No surch
nominalion papers shall nominate any person who hos
alreasy been nominaled by any political party or by any
cther political body for any office 1o be filled at the
ensving November election. {, unlesz such person is a
candidate for the office of judge of a court of record
or the office of school director in districts where that
office iz elective or for the office of justice of the peace.]

* k%

Section 998. Substituted Nominations to Fill Certain
Vacancies for a November Election——(a) Any wvacanry
happening or existing in any party nomination made in
accordance with the previsions of section nine hundred
ninety-three of this act for 2 November election by rea-
son of the death or withdrawal of any candidate may
be filled by a substituted nomination made by such com-
miiiece as is authorized by the rules of the party lo
make nominations in the event of vacancies on the party
ticket, in the form prescribed by section nine hundred
ninety-four of this aect. But no substituted nomination
rertificate shall nominate any person who has already
been nominated hy any other political party or by any
political body for the same office. [, unless such person
is a candidate for the office of judge of a court of record
aor for the office of school director in distriets where
that o_f’fice is elective or for the office of justice of the
poace. ]

(b)Y In case of the death or withdrawal of any can-
didzte nominated by a political body for an election,
the committee named in the original nomination papers
may nominate a substitute in his place by filing a sub-
stituted nominalion certificate in the form and manner
nrescribed by section nine hundred eighty of this act.
n ithe case of a vacancy csused by the death of any
condidate, said nomination cerlificate shall be accom-
panied by a death certificate properly certified. No
substituted nomination certificate shall nominate any per-
son whe has already been nominated by any pelitieal
wariy or by any other political body {or any office to
be filled at the enguing November election. [, uniess
such person is a candidale for the office of judge of a
court of record or for the office of school director in
disiricls where that office is elective or for the office of
justice of the peace.]

hod sk

Section 1004. Form of Ballots; Printing Ballots; Stubs;
Numbers.—From the lists furnished by the Secretary
of the Commonwealth under the provisions of sections
315 and 884, and from peiitions and papers filed in their
oifice, the county election board shall print the official
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primary and election ballofs in accordance with the pro-
visions of this act: Provided, however, That in no event,
shall the name of any person consenting to be a candidate
for nomination for any one office[, except the office of
judge of a court of record, or the office of school director
in districts where that office is elective or the office of
justice of the peace] be printed as a candidate for such
office upon the official primary ballot of more than one
party. All ballots for use in the same election district
at any primary or election shall be alike, They shall
be at least six inches Iong and four inches wide, and
shall have a margin extending beyond any printing
thereon. They shall be printed with the same kind of
type (which shall not be smaller than the size known
as “brevier” or “eight point body’) upon white paper
of uniform quality, without any impression or mark to
distinguish one from another, and with sufficient thick-
ness to prevent the printed matter from showing through.
Iach ballot shall be attached to a stub, and all the ballois
for the same election district shall be hound together
in books of fifty, in such manner that each ballot may
be detached from ils stub and removed separately. The
ballots for each party to be used at a primary shall he
bound separately. The stubs of the ballots shall be
consecutively numbered, and in the case of primary
ballots, the number shall he preceded by an initial or
abbreviation designating the party name. The number
and initial or abbreviation which appears upon the stub
shall also be printed in the upper right hand corner
of the back of the ballot, separated from the remainder
of the ballot by a diagonal perforated line so prepared
thal the upper right hand corner of the back of the
ballot containing the number may be detached from the
ballot before it 1s deposited in the hallot box and beside
that corner shall also be printed, “Remove numbered
sf;tub’ immediately before depositing your ballot in ballot
0x.”

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 15, by striking out “1.”
and inserting: 2,

Amend Sec. I, page 1, lines 15 and 16, by striking
out “, act of June 3, 1937 (P, L. 1333, No. 320}, known
as the “Pennsylvania Election Code,”” and inserting:
of the act,

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 17, by striking out 2.7
and inserting: 3.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
(rom Delaware, Mr. Garzia.

Mr. GARZIA. Mr. Speaker, my amendment just pro-
hibits cross-filing by any candidates for any elected office
in the State of Pemnsylvania.

I think that when this bi! was put in, the intention was
very good, But what is happening, it is not working the
way it started cut to be—to make any school board mem-
ber, judges or magistrates nonpolitical—because a political
party does spend more money to try to eleet its own
candidate.

It is bad cnough to try te endorse a candidate when he
is an independent, but you also have members from the
opposite party.

So I think this bill, as it was first put in, does serve
this purpose and 1 would like to see that cross-filing
eliminated.

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

Mr. E. H. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, we in the committee
have not had an opportunity to discuss this amendment,
I would therefore like perhaps a little more explanation,
if there is any more, as to what Mr, Garzia has in his
amendment,

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman, Mr, Garzia, care

to expound on his explanation as to what his proposed
amendment does?

Mr. GARZIA. T can speak from my own experience.
Back in the district we have jusdges, magistrales, cross-
filing, and school board members and all we are doing is
spending more money to elect the person from our own
political pariy.

The hill is not making these offices nonpolitical. 1 think
it is making them more political than ever now because
vour party is supporting them. And it has caused more
problems for people coming cut to vote. You see a lot of
names on the ballot and a lot of them just pick at random.
That is all.

Mr. E. H SMITH. DMr. Speaker, I have no particular
objection to this particular amendment; however, as T
said, we did not discuss this in committee.

However, I believe that this amendment should be held
off and included in a bill on election reform. 1 believe
there is a package of bills about 1o be presented in the
near future, and there are a couple of other amendments
to this bill. And ¥ feel that Mr. Garzia perhaps should
withdraw his amendment, and at a time when this elec-
tion reform package is presenied, it would be included in
there ag a single bill on its own,

I oppose this amendment, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. WMr. Speaker. 1 support Mr. Gar-
zia's amendment. I think we have gone too lar in weak-
ening the political structure and creating enormous con-
fusien at the polls.

I hope my Republican colleagues and every member of
the House will support this amendment.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER., The Chair recognirzes the gentleman
from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker. for too long a period of
time our political system hes been decaying into a posi-
tion where we do not know whether people are “Demo-
cans”’ or “Republicrats.” We just do not know because the
system of checks and balanccs is no longer with us. They
will run on both tickets and make all kinds of noises, and
when they get in there, they do what they want anyway.

We found it in the judges. Now we have the so-called
merit system that we are talking about now. Whether
it relates to this or not. I think it does because they are
talking about the so-callcd merit selection. We have
practically destroved the syvstem of the judiciary in this
cross-filing area. And even in the area of retention, no
longer does the public have a chance because the news-
papers will run the country. T say that with all respect
to many good reporters, but they do not run the show.
It is the people who should call the shots; not those sit-
ting in the editorial seats and the publishers who are try-
ing to run this United States of America.

I think for too long we should have told these people
where the bear took a walk. We have got to start letting
them know that the people are going to run this eountry,
and they are going to run it with the checks and bal-
ances or you are going to bhe somelhing or you are not
going to be. 'This business of middie-of-the-roaders all
the time-—we have got to have people who are ahle to
stand up and call the shots, have the guts to call the shots.

We saw this in the, I should say, destruction of the
system of the school beards throughout this state. We do
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not know what these people are. There is absolulely no
way of telling. We have school board directors running on
both tickets and, when they get in there, it is absoluiely
chaos. We saw it in our own district. They tallkk about this
business of holding the line; they talk about helping
the taxpayers; and when they get in there, you would
think they were some of the most ultraliberals who
ever came down the road. Helping the coupon clippers
and the Wall Street brokers is all they ever have donc.

Now I say it is about time we let these people know
we are either going to have it cne way or the other,
so let us go right down the road and vote for this man’s
amendment and do justice to the peeple of Pennsylvania
and the nation.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Cambria, Mr. Gleason.

Mr. GLEASON. Mr, Speaker, I do not believe that
anybody here has any notion that T am anything but 2
party politicion. Now that that is accepted, let uws dis-
cusg this amendment in its relationship to the nariy
system in Pennsylvania.

I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that cross-filing is in-
juring the party system. I believe that cross-filing is
the result of inherent defects in our pariisan wnolitical
system itself and it iz an attempt, insofar as a few
offices are concerned which have no real relation te par-
tisan polities, tn try to bring some nonpartisarshin to
the operation of the office of distriet magistrate and to
the office of gchool hoard.

I would like somebody here to fell me just what is
Democratic or Republican about educating our children.
I would like somebody here to tell me what iz Demo-
cratic or Repuhlican about the handling of cases in the
minor judicinl Jevel., And it seems tc me that the
eross-filing for ihose particular cffices is not damaging
to the political process or to the political party system.
The defects, the vices, of the political party system are
elsewhere. We do not cure them, Mr. Spealker, by
abolishing cross-filing.

I suggest that every member of the House take into
account what I have said, and I hope that thase who
are interested in nonpartisan administration of justice
in the minor judicial level and the nonpartisan cdu-
cation of our children would vote against this amondment
which would abolish cross-filing for these offices.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Delaware, Mr. Garzia.

Mr. GARZIA. If cross-filing becomes nonpartisan, T
would like to know why the political parties spend so
much money to clect the candidate of their choice.

I do not think the bil}, as it was first put in a fow
yvears back, sgerves its purpose now, and I would like
to see an affirmative vote on this amendment,

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. GARZIA
and E. H. SMITH and were as follows:

YEAS—112
Abraham Green Mrkonie Sirianni
Anderson, J. H. Greenfield Mullen, M. P. Smith, L.
Barber Hasay Mullen Spencer
Bonnett Haskell Myers Stohl
Blackwell Hayes, S. E. Novak Stout

Bonetto Hopkins Noye Sullivan
Caputo Hutchinson, W. O'Keefe Taylor
Cessar Irvis Oliver Tayoun
Cole Johnson, J. Pancoast Toll
Crawford Kelly, A. P. Perry Trello
Davis, D. M. Kistler Petrarca Valicenti
DeMedio Xolter Pievsky Vann
Dicarlo T.aMarea Pitts Vronn
DiNonato TLaudadio Polite Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Lecderer Pratt Weidner
Dombrowski Letterman Prendergast Westerberg
Dorr Levi Pryles Whitilesey
Tekensberger Lincoln Rappaport Wilt, R. W.
Fee Lynch Reed Wilt, W. W,
Finherty Manderino Renwick Wojdak
Foster, W, Lianmiller Rieger Worrilow
Fryer MeCall Ritter Yahner
Gallen LieClatchy Romanelli Zeller
Garria McCue Ross Zord
rcorge MeGinnis Saloom Zwikl
Giammarco MecIntyre Scheaffer
Gillespie Mcenhorn Shane Fineman,
Gleeson Milanovich Shelton Speaker
Coodman Miscevich
NAYS—T7

Arthurs Fisher Knepper Salvatore
Bellomint Foster, A. Kowalyshym Schmitt
Berlin Gallagher Kusse Schweder
Berson Geesey Lausghlin Seirica
Rittle Geisler Lehr Shelhamer
Bradley Gillette Meclane Shuman
Brunner Gleason Mebus Shupnik
Burns Grieco Miller, M. E. Smith, E.
Putera Gring Miller, M. E,, Jr. Stapleton
Cimini Halverson Milliron Taddonio
Cohen Hamilton, J. H. 1Moechlmann Turner
Cowell Hayes, D, S. Musto Wagner
Cumberland Hepford O'Brien Wansacz
Navies Hill O'Connell ‘Wargo
DNeverter Hutchinson, A. O'Donnel! Whelan
Doyle Itkin Parker. H. S. Wilson
Dreibelbis Katz Renninget Wright
Frlehart Kernick Ruggiero Yohn
aweett Klingaman Ryan Zearioss
Iischer

NOT VOTING—14
Beoren Kelly, §. B. Rhodes Swoeney
Brandt MeGraw Richardson Thomas
Dininni Morris Seltzer Ustynoski
Hammock Perri

So the guestion was determined in the affirmative and
the amendments were agreed to.

QUESTICN OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority

whip.

on the Garzia amendment to House bill No. 701.

For what purpose does the gentleman rise?
Mr. RYAN.

I rise to a question of personal privilege.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, inadvertently I vofed ‘no”

that I had voted “yes.”
The SPEAKER. The record will show that the gentle-

man inadvertently voted the wrong way.

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

consideration?

I wish

Mr. STAPLETON requested and obtained unanimous
consent to offer the following amendments, which were

read:

Amend Title, page 1, line 11 by inserting after ‘“elec-

[ERTH

tions,

eliminating straight party voting and

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 15 through 17 by striking out
all of said lines and inserting:
Section 1. Subsection (a) of section 1003, act of June

3, 1837 (P. L. 1333, No. 320), known as the “Pennsylvania
Flection Code,” amended December 10, 1974 (No. 280),
is amended to read:
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Section 1003. Form of Official Ballot.— United States Senator.
(a) The official hallots for general, municipal and {Vote for one)
spemfal elections shall be in substantially the folloWing| Richard HOE ...mmsermommsemmsmessmmomsseesminones Democratic
form: John Doe ... . Republican
Richard Stiles ..o Socialist
OFFICIAL BALLOT Governor.
...................... District, Ward, City Ofv.oeresrerrnicn (Vote for one)
County of iiecvneieee e , State of Pennsylvania. | Richard Roe ... .... Democratic
................ Election held on the ... day of ...........,19.......| John Doe ... . Republican
A cross (X) or check () mark in the square opposite | Richard Stiles ... Socialist
the name of any candidate indicates a vote for that Representatives in Congress
candidate. District !
[To vote a straight party ticket, mark a ecross (X} or m(\,"rote for one)
check ( ) in the square, In the party column, opposite | . .
the n>me of the party of your ChOiCE.] To vote for an Richard ROE . Demo};:llzatlc
individual candidate of another party after making a|J0hn Doe . Repu .lcan
mark in the party square, mark a cross (X) or check ( ) Richard STIles .o Soeialist
opposite his name. For an office where more than one Senator in the General Assembly.
candidate is to be voted for, the voter [, after marking rereerereennenn. District.
in the party sqguare,] may divide his vote by marking a {(Vote for one)
cross (X) cor check ( )} to the right of cach candidate for D .
whom he or she desires to vote. For such office votes J(?hn DO e e s Remoglr:atm
shall not be counted for candidates not individually Richard Roe ..., epublican
marked. Kk

To vote for a person whose name is not on the ballot,
write, print or paste his name in the blank space pro-
vided for that purpose. A cross (X) or check ( } mark
in the square opposite the names of the candidates of
any party for President and Vice-President of the United
States indicate a vote for all the candidates of that party
for presidential elector, To vote for individual candi-
dates for presidential elector, write, print or paste their
names in the blank spaces provided for that purpose
inder the title “Presidential Electors.” Mark ballot
only in black lead pencil, indelible pencil or blue, black
or blue-black ink, in fountain pen or hall point pen: use
{:)hensame pencil or pen for all markings you place on the

allot.

Before leaving the voting compartment, fold this hal-
lot, without displaying the markings thereon, in the same
way it was folded when received, then leave the compart-
ment and exhibit the ballot to one of the election officers
who shall ascertain by an inspection of the number ap-
pearing upon the right hand corner of the back of the
ballot whether the ballot so exhibited to him is the
zame ballot which the elector received before entering
the voting compartment. If it is the same, the election
officer shall direet the elector, without unfolding the
hallot, to remove the perforaled corner containing the
number, and the elector shall immediately deposit the
ballot in the ballot box. Any ballot deposited in a
hallot box at any primary or election without having the
said tnélmber torn off shall be void and shall not be
counted.

Presidential Electors

(Vote for the candidates of
one party for President and
Vice-President, or insert
the names of candidates.)

For
John Stiles

and
Richard Doe,
Democratic

Party Column

[To Vote a Straight Party
Ticket Mark a Cross (X)
or () in this ecolumn.]

Democratic

For
John Doe

and
Richard Roe,
Republican

Republican

for
John Smith
and
William Jones,
Socialist

Socialist

Citizens

Section 2. Subsection (b) of section 1107 and subsec-
tiens (d) and (f) of section 1216 are amended to read:

Section 1107. Requirements of Voting Machines.—* * *

{(b) It shall not permit each voter [, at other than
primary elections,] to vote a siraight political party
ticket [in one operation, and, in one operation, to vote
for all the candidates of one political party for presidential
electors, and, in one operation, to vote for all the
candidates of one political party for every office to he
voted for, except those offices as to which he votes for
individual candidates].

* * *®

Section 1216. Instructions of Voters and Manner of
Voting in Districts in Which Voting Machines are Used.—

* * *

(d) At primaries, he shali voie for each candidate indi-
vidually by operating the key, handle, pointer or knob,
upon or adjacent to which the name of such candidate
is placed. At elections, he may vote for each candidate
individually by operating the key, handle, pointer or knob,
upon or adjacent to which the names of candidates of his
choice are placed [, or he may vote a straight political
party ticket in one operation by operating ithe straight
political party lever of the political party or political
Ibody of his choice, if such machine has thereon a separate
lever for all the candidates of the political body]. He
may also [, after having operated the straight party
lever, and] before recording his wvote, cancel the vote
for any candidate of such political party or political body
by replacing the individual key, handle, pointer or knob
of such candidate, and may thereupon wvote for a candi-
date of another party, or political body for the same office
by operating the key, handle, pointer or knob, upon or
adjacent to which the name of such candidate appears.
In the case of a question submitted to the vote of the
electors, the elector shall operate the key, handle, point-
er or knob correspending to the answer which he desires
to give.

* * *

(f) At any general election at which presidential elec-
tors are to be chosen, each elector shall he permitted to
vote [by one operation] for all the presidential electors
of a political party or political body. For each party or
body nominating presidential electors, a ballot label shall
bhe provided containing only the words ‘“Presidential
Electors,” preceded by the names of the party or body
and followed by the names of the candidates thereof for
the office of President and Vice-President, and the cor-
responding counter or registering device shall register
votes cast for said electors when thus voted for collec-
tively. If an elector desires to vote a ticket for president-
ial electors made up of the names of persons nominated
by different parties or hodies, or partially of names
of persons so in nomination and partially of names
of persons not in nomination by any party or body,
or wholly of names of persons not in nomination
by any party or body, he may write or deposit a
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paper ballot prepared by himself in the receptacle
provided in or on the machine for the purpoese.
The machine shall be so constructed that it will not be
possible for any one voter to vote a straight party ticket
for presidential electors and at the same time to deposit
a ballot for presidential electers in a receptacle as here-
inabove provided. When the votes for presidential elec-
tors are counted, the votes appearing upon the counter or
registering device corresponding to the ballot Jabel con-
taining the names of the candidates for President and
Vice-President of any party or body shall be counted
as votes for each of the candidates for presidential elector
of such party or bedy; 2nd thereupon all candidates for
presidential elector shall be credited. in addition, with the
votes cast for them upon the ballots deposited in the
n‘):;:chl*zrte.“= as hereinabove provided.

Section 3. Subsection (b) of section 1223, amended
.Tar\;ary 8, 1960 (1959 P. L. 2142, No. 700), is amended to
read:

Section 1223. What Ballots Shall Be Counted; Manner
of Counting; Defective Ballots.—* * *

(b)Y At November elections. a cross (X) or check ()
mark in the souare opposite the name of [political party
or political body in] the Tparty column shall he counted
as a vote for every cendidate of that party or body so
marked. including s candidates for presidential electors,
excent for thase offices as tn which the voter has indi-
eated 2 choice forl individual candidates of the same or
another party or bedyl in any office block, [in which
case the hallot for such office block] shall be counted
anlv for the candidates thus individually marked [not-
withstanding the fact that the voter has made a mark in
the partv ecolumn, andl even though in the ecase of an
office for which moere than cne ecandidate is 1o be voted
for. he bas not individually marked for surh office the
fuu n;)mrer of candidates for which he is entitfled to vote.

Section 4. Section TR808 of the act. amended June 3.
1043 (P. L. 851. No. 358), is amended to read:

Amend Sec. 2, page 2. line 17 by striking out “2.” and
inserting: 5.

On the guestion,
Will the Fouse agres to the amendments?

The SPRAKEKR. The Chzir recognires the gentleman
from Delaware, Mr. Garzia.

Mr. GARZIA Can snything be done with the sneaker?
™ is pretty hard ‘o wmderctand  For some unknown
resson, it oiust hee of tremhle in it end it iz hard
to understand.

The SPEAKER.
vesterday.

Mr. GARZIA. T know. ho' it is just as bad today as it
was yvesterday.

The SPEAXTR  The Chair hopes that the Chief Clerk
has taken appromriate note of the observations that were
made vesicrday aho! the loudspeaker system, and that
some effort will he mades to enrrect the situation.

2 ]nt

Well, tho rentloman raised the point

The Chair reengnizes the
Mr. Stapleteon.

Tt wonld help considerchly and T think we would all
hea™ if we would all pay attention ‘o the speakers. We
would not hove tn get the londsneaker sysiem fixed.

Mr. STAPLETON. Thanlk vou, Mr., Spenker.

Mr. Speaker, there were ifwo omendments distributed
to House bil No.o 7010 prinier’s No. 792, under my name.
The first one was 2 single-prue smendment. What we are
cdealing with now is the second zmendment, which is
o five-page amendment.

Mr, Spevker, what amendment would do is
eliminale the big party lever at general elections.

The reason for the two amendments is that the first
amendmoent was prepared incorrectly, and the serond

zentleman from Delaware,

this

amendment was prepared so it would apply to beth vot-
ing machines and ic the nuper ballot.

Mr. Speaker, Lhere are less than 20 states in the United
States which have a big party lever. I believe that if
this amendment is adopted, this is the first of many steps
to bring Pennsylvania’s election process into the 20th
century.

By adopting this amendment, Mr. Speaker, the em-
phasis will be put on the individual candidates for office
and not necessarily the label of a political party. It
would end the intimidation at the polls when poll work-
ers and watchers can tell with voting machines whether
a person voted a straight party ticket or split their ticket.

Naturally. each individual voter could still pull down
on a voting machine all Democratic levers or all Repub-
lican levers, but in doing so, the voter would he making
a conscious choice each time he veted for a particular
office.

Mr, Speaker, this is net a1 Common Couse amendment.
This is a Stapleton amendment, This is—

The SPEAKER. T thought you were going fo say it is
a commongense amendment.

Mr. STAPLETON., That is
Thank you.

Thiz amendment is not desigpned to aid ¢ny political
party twhich may be badly oui-registered. This is an
smendment which will aid the individual voters of Penn-
wvivania. I urge support for this amendment,

Thanlk voi. Mr. Speaker.

very good, Mr, Specker.

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

My, E. H. SMITH., Mr. Speaker, perhaps vou would
enlarge on that.

You said a “commonsense” amendment. Doss this in-
dicate that you might bhe favoring the amendment or
were you just heing a bit jovial at this particular time?

The SPHFAKER. I was iust being facetious.

Mr. E 1. SMITH. 7Thank you very much. You are
very kind.
Agsin, Mr. Speaker. this amendment hos nol been

conasidered hefore the entire cemmitize; in fact, before
nene of fhe committee, F o fecl il is entirely too broad. [
think ii is several pages. It is a great lengthy epiztle, and
I think we should have a chanee io really consider this in
ils entirety.

Also. Mr. Stlapletan speaks about eliminaling the
strajght pariy ballol. I om not sure thot this is the proper
thing to do. T think we should be given an opportunity
to goe in there and. if we are Republicans—someone said
a few minules ago, ere we a Republican or Democrat;
we are not sure—well, by pulling the lever for straight
Republican or straight Demcerat, it would insure what
we are. I see nothing wrong with this particular thing.

1 think perhaps he should withdraw his amendment
and inelude it in a package of hills of election reform.
It is such a monstroys thing—a great, lengthy disserta-
tion here of several pages. And I would suggest that
he do just that. I, fherefore, must cppose the amend-
ment.

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The gentleman who is proposing this amendment finish-
ed his argumeni urging us to vote in faver of it by
saying, let us bring Pennsylvania inte the 20th century.
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There is only one problem. He is talking about the early
part of the 20th century, not the last quarter of the 20th
century in which we live. His proposal was the great
governmental reform of about 1906 with a nonpartisan
ballot movement that we have just emphatically rejected
in the last amendment. :

I speak as one who received a greater percentage of
the total vote in the last election than the Governor did
in my district, than my Congressman or my Senator.
So, really, I can live without a straight party lever.

I weould suggest, however, that for many people the
coherent philosophy of one political party or another is
a dominant factor in their voting. It is our job to in-
crease citizen participation, not make it more difficult,

I have personally seen people go into the voting booths
in the rather lengthy primary ballots we have been
having in Philadelphia for the last few yecars and seen
them turn around and walk out in disgust because they
just did not know how to cope with it.

I would suggest that the party lever is extremely im-
portant to many people and we should reject these latest
reforms of 1606 and bring our thinking more in line with
the last quarter of the 20th century. I would ask that
this amendment be defeated, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recegnizes the gentleman
from Delaware. Mr. Stapleton.

Mr., STAPLETON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

To respond to a few points first raised by Mr. Smith,
he said it is a very lengthy amendment.

First of all, it was distributed to the two caucuses on
Monday ag per the request of both sides of the aisle.

Second. although it may be five pages, it is very
simple; it is very straightforward; it is very direct.
There is no new language. The language in the amend-
ment which talks about allowing for a straight party
lever is simply bracketed. Tt would be deleted. So it
is not that complex: it is not that difficult.

Mr. Rappaport raises the point that we are talking
about refnorm that goes back several decades. We are not
talking about a nonpartisan ballot. There would still
be the Demuocratic row. There would still be the Repub-

lican row. There would still be the row for some of the
minor partics. A person could still vote for all Demo-
crats. A person could still vote for all Republicans. But

in so voting, they would have to pull down each indi-
vidual lever. A big lever, Mr. Speaker, is for small
minds. It is very simple to go in and pull one lever.
As I said before, the person, the voler, would be making
an individual, conscious choice each time he voted for
a particular office.

Furthermore. at the present time the voter exercises
this at a primeary election. The lever is only utilized at
the general election. So 50 percent of the time, the voter
goes in and does this anyhow. Mr. Speaker, therefore,
I urge support of the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montgomery, Mr. Beren.

Mr. BEREN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentle-
man’s amendment is easy to understand and I think
the thrust of it is to really ask the basic question which
probably some political scientists are asking, or should
he asking today and tomorrow and in the next several
yvears, and that iz, how do we govern ourselves? How
do we in the last quaricer of the 20th century in the

United States look toward a system of government or a
system of providing order. and does the party system
play any role in this?

Now if you believe that the party systemn has no role
in government and the party system should be weakened
and destroyed, then vote for this amendment. If you
believe, on the other hand, that the party system has
an important role in determining where we in Pennsyl-
vania are geing in any given elective year—be it a year
for the election of the General Assembly, or a year for
the election of a Governor—or where we as a nation
are going in terms of the election of Presidents or Con-
gress, then T think you should reject this amendment, be-
cause the very theory of the system of polities that we
operate under today is the theory of party responsibility.
One party gets up and espouses a political philosophy
with which it tries to gather the attention of the voters
in its districts throughout the state or the nation, If it
wins 1he election, it is then put to the test of whether
or not it ean deliver on ils promises and, if so, whether
or not those promises have any validity at all.

Now so long as you have that system functicning—
and I agree that may be in guestion {rom time to time—
you then allow the executive to propose legislation and
vou allow the representatives of the various bodies to
vote for or against that legislation based on the concept
of the party responsibility and the platform that it ran
on. And people are wedded tfo a political philosophy
or to programs, and the people in office are voted in or
out of office depending upon how they adhere to what
they premised and whether or not those promises made
any sense, as I said before.

Now if you believe thal that system provides some de-
gree of order and if you believe that that system allows
our citizens to make some choices at the polls, then re-
ject this amendment. If, on the other hand, you be-
lieve the policy of a peolitical party should be rejected,
that there should be no concept of individuals running
together on a certain philosophy or certain programs—
be it the graduated income tax or be it any other con-
cep! ihat vou want to deal with—then vote for this
amendment, because the direct result of further weaken-
ing of the party system will ultimately be the inability
to govern. And when we get away {rom the two or
three cr four political parties that we may have in this
country and in this state today and get to the point
where we have 10 political parties or 12 political parties
or 203 political parties, you will get to the peoint where
vou will just be unable to govern. I just do not think
that is 2 very good place to be.

I think we should be locking for ways to strengthen
the party system. I think we should be looking for ways
to carry oul the idea of political party responsibility.
If we do not do the job, vote us out of officc. That is
my belief on this matter. and if you agree with me, I
ask you to vote against this amendment.

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

Mr. RENNINGER. Thank you. Mr. Speaker.

I rise in support of this amendment. I think it will
strengthen the party system because it will put more
responsibilities on the parties in the selection of candi-
dates, and I think they have becen woefully derelict in
this respect. And certainly it puts responsibility on thc
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voter who is always saying, 1 am excluded from govern-
ment.

1 see no reason why a good candidate should go down
with a party name if the party has been irresponsible in
the selection of the rest of the ticket.

For those reasons, 1 believe that this amendment is in
the best interest of a democracy.

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

Mr. E. H. SMITH. I will yield 1o my distinguished
colleague, Mr. Gleason.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Cambria, Mr. Gleason.

Mr. GLEASON. Thank wyou, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Beren, raises some
very trenchant ideas about the nature of the party sys-
tem, what its function is to be and the fact that the
party system has deteriorated in this country, but I
think deterioration of the party system is due te what
men and women in public life either do or fail to da. I
do not believe the party system exists for any purpose
but to select good men and women to run for public
office and io provide a forum for ideas and concepis
which large groups of people want to see put into effect
m their government,

There seems to me to be an inherent inconsistency in
our election laws, Mr. Speaker. The gentleman, Mr.
Green, is going lo introduce legislation shortly to make
registration much easier. The inconsistency, it scems
to me, is that we make it very difficult, in most respects,
for people to register o vote—and that system has been
a corrupt and badly managed system all through Penn-
sy¥lvania—but then when it comes time to vote, we zay,
go on in there and hit the lever, or hit the straight-party
box, and it seems to me that we are not doing oursclves
much service if we want t¢ have an informed elector-
ate, if we want to have people who arc aware of the
candidates, if we want to have political parties who will
bend over backwards in all! cases. in all counties, to
present the very best men and women for public office.

To say that this is going to destroy or lend itself to a
further destruction of the party system fails to take
into account why better than 30 States in the United
States today do not have siraight-party voting, and yel
the party system in many of those states is in much
better shape, perhaps, than it iz even in Pennsylvania.

I think what we really have to do is to ask ourselves
the question: Do we want the eleclorale io be able to
make intelligent choices on election day or are we going
to adopt some kind of continental political philosophy
which says that the individual parties really stand for
something ideolcgical.

I think the genius of ithe American political system is
that each major political party can take unto itsell a
farge divergence of opinion. There are conservatives as
well as progressives in the Republican Party. You have
the same type of situation in the Democratic Party. I
do not see either political party becoming concretized
into ideclogy or philosophy, Mr. Speaker. And I think
that the people are going to be and should be encouraged
to vote for individuals who seek office. I think the
parties have got to nominate the very hbest people for
those offices. I think that on election day the people
should be encouraged to make intelligent cheices, not

some kind of an ephemeral philosophical choice about
the Democratic Parly or the Republican Parly, because |
de not think that those differences are all that great and
they do not seem to cver have been.

We have had conservative Republican administrations
in this state; we have had very progressive Republican
administrations. The same happens with the Demccratic
Party. I think that what we have to do is to make our-
selves vote intelligently to make choices to force the
political parties, as Mr. Renninger said, to present to the
pecple the very best candidates they can. If we just
encoursge bling, straight-party voting and make it =o
difficult for people to register, I think we arce just
kidding ourseives. We are not working loward an ef-
fective, intellizent, informed electorate, and, T think, that
is what it is all about. I suggest that this amendment
ne apnroved by the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes ihe genileman
from Chester, Mr. Smith,

Mr. E. H. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I suppose 1 should say
that I am somewhat sorry that I yiclded to my not-so-
esteemed colleagune, Mr. Gleason. I thought sure he was
on my side, but you eannot even trust a Republican
anymaore.

But I do have a very definile feeling that this is
not in the best interest of American politics. Back in,
I suppuse. 1806 or along there—and Mr. Rappaport
talked about this—we had the paper ballots. This wos
quite an incenvenicnee to us when we had to start count-
ing al § o'clock at night and perhaps go on untit 2 or 3
or 4 ¢’clock in the morning because everybody elected
to split their ticket up and down the linc. Some guys.
really, dc mnol split their ticket for any reason other
than tn just play around with it. This holds up the
procedure.

Now I can undersland that in Philadelphian and Pitts-
burgh and the places where they have the big terrific
votes, especially when they have so many names on the
machine that they probabiy have to use two machines—
I am nut cure how thev do ii—that this must creale a
terrible problem.

I will net continue to speak on this subject because
Mr. Beren and Mr. Rappapori have so excellently ex-
piained the position of the great American voting public,
fiowever. 1T again cppose this amendment oflered by my
citeemed colleague down here ¢n the other side of the
aisle.

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

Mr. ABRAHAM, WMr, Speaker, 1 rise in cpposition io
this amendment. We have heurd a lot here ihis morning
whout ihe political lines and political parties, and so
forth, bul T think the one thing we are forgetiing is this
facli: There are many citizeng in this country, people
who have come over herce from foreign lands, who have
a limited education, but who still have the right to vote,
and I think that these people depend on {he siraight-
party lever to exercise their rights.

I was one of the fortunate ones who received both
nominations in the primary when I ran for office in the
last election. 1 eome from a Democratic stronghold
where our regisiration runs maybe three and a half to
four Democrats tn one Republican. We have Republican
officials =itting on councils, scheol boards and so forth.
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I think the one thing here today is that we are under-
estimating the intelligence of the majority of the voters
and, at the same time, I think we are forgetting that a
small percentage of the people who are senior citizens
depend on that straight lever to vote, and they will not
come out in the primaries to vote because, unfortunately,
possibly, they cannot read the names, the machine con-
fuses them, and so forth. If we go into this line of
elections, I think that we are going to take their right
away.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montgemery, Mr. Pancoast.

Mr. PANCCAST. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this
amendment. The only way to provide for responsible
and responsive democratic government is through poli-
tical parties. Accountabie government is party govern-
ment, and what America needs more than anything elsc
today is responsible party government.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lehigh, Mr. Ritter.

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, I cannoi see how taking
an cpiion awav from people that they presently have is
going to improve the voting process. It seems fo me that
we are talking abeout an ideal situation where everyone
selects, theoretically, the best oualified candidate. Tt
seems to me that that is not the resnonsibility of the
political party; that that is the responsibility of the voter
now. He does that in the primary election. But if he
wants to go in on election day and pull a straight-party
lever because he or she feels that those are the best
candidates, why make him go through the process of
pulling down all the little single levers when he is geing
to end up voting straight party anyway? So they are
taking an option away that he has presently. It seems
to me it is not going to improve the system; in fact. it
may even discourage some people from coming to vole,
and I do not think that is the intent either. I would azk
that we oppose the amendment,

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
frem Butler, Mr. Green.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Stapleton amendment. Pennsylvania needs election re-
form, and I believe this amendment is a step in the right
direction, T urge an affirmative vote.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana, Mr. Shane.

Mr., SHANE. Mr. Speaker, in 19 years of voting as a
citizen, I think that T have only voted a straight ticket
once, and that is based con the assumption that no par-
ticular political party has a monopely on wisdom, talented
individuals, or on clods.

When 1 loock at ihe tickets as I go into the voting
hanth, T have never seen nne party have a total arrav
of superior candidates all up and down the line, excent
once in 19 years, and it just was a random event.

I have to say very candidly that I think the promo-
tion of straight-party voting is a mindless practice that
should be abolished.

True, our partics are accountable zand they should be.
But each elected representative, for whatever office,
should be personally accountable for his conduct in of-
fice, We should not encourage this mindless habit «f

getting the voters to mindlessly go along accepiing-the
bad with the good. I think that we should encourage cur
citizens to pick and choose amongst their candidates,
and I therefore support this amendment to abolish the
abhorrent practice of straighi-party wvoling in Penn-
sylvania,

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montgomery, Mr. Beren.

Mr. BEREN, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think some of the proponents of this amendment
seem to feel that if we retzin the option of straight-party
voting that all of a sudden the voters in Pennsylvania
will turn mindless, forget all their voting habits that they
now have, and start voting en masse a straight-party
ticket. That is just not going to happen.

There is individual responsibility and we see it in
every election. Voters do choose and they make thoge
choices in every election.

The question, it scems to me, that we have to ask
curselves in veling on this amendment is: What will
be the long-term result? Do we belicve in the stability
of government and that one of its cornerstones, if not
its major cornerstone, is the party system. with all the
responsibility and with all the opporfunities for the
voters at every election to throw pecple out of office,
which, indeed, they do. and which, indeed, we see every
two years up here? The question we have to ask our-
selves is: Whither are we going in the directien of this
reform? What will its end result be?

It is my belief that the end result will serve to weaken
the way in which we govern oursclves, and T therefore
ask that you vote against this amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Cumberland, Mr. Kistler.

Mr, KISTLER. Mr. Speaker, T rise in opposition to
this amendment in that T suggest to the members af the
House that a vote for the amendment will be a vote in
favor of the so-called ecult of the perscnality.

When a person gets up and runsg, not responsible to a
party’s philosophy but responsible onlv tn those con-
cepts that he conceives to be his own, Ged only knows
what he stands for. If he runs under the party labzl and
has some responsibility to it. sueh responsibility as would
be implied through a straight-party vote, he has 1hen
some causge to stand in fear of the eriticism that would
descend upon him were he fo violate the principles of
his party.

This amendment. if it would be passed, will militate
particularly against the members of the Iouse, for if
yvou will check the ballot returns in the Presidentizl yoears
and in the governors’ elections, you will find that cach
time the House members’ names appesred Iast on the
hallot. You will find that in the actual Dhallot count, there
are people who go in wanting only to vote for the Presi-
dent of the United Stlates when this is where the im-
pact of their vote will have the least telling force., They
walk in, they vote for one person, President and Vice-
President, and they go out.

If you make it mandatory that they vote each indi-
vidual lever, you will thereby reduce the impact of their
philosophy upon the government of the country and
make it more difficult to sustain the system under which
this ecountry became great.

1 respectfully urge that every member thoughtfully
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vole against this amendment, because it will contribute to
nothing but ansrchy in our system. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montgomery, Mr. McClatchy.

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, will Mr. Shane sub-
mif to interrogation, please?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
Mr. Shane, consent to interrogation?

WMr. SHANE., Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. MeCLATCHY. Mr, Speaker, how many Iemo-
crats do we have on the floor of the House todav, or
how many Democrals do we have elected to the House
of Reprosentatives?

Mr. SHANE. One hundred and fourteen, I believe.

Mr. McCLATCHY. And how many Republicans?

Mr. SHANE. Is it 937

The SPEAKER. Eighty-nine.

Mr. SHANE. Eighty-nine,

My arithmetic iz not too good.

Mr. McCLATCIIY, What do those two boards mean
up there, Mr. Speaker?

Mr, SHANE. They are a convenient way of tallying
a vote for a large body such as ours.

Mr. McCLATCHY. It seems to me we have a separa-
tion, do we not, in the two boards?

Mr. SHANE. That array is not chiseled on marble.

Mr. MeCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, on January 7, did you
not vote for the rules of this House?

Mr., SHANE., Yes.

Mr., McCLATCHY. Would you, if you had had the
chance then, have changed the rules of the Fouse so
that the rules of the House weuld so specify that we
would operate here without any party designation?

Mr. SHANE. I do not sec any reason te eliminate
pariy designation. T am not arguing for that. As far
as I am concerned, each party represents a wide spece-
trum of political philosophies, the sum total of which
results in the Republican Party hbeing slightly right of
center and the sum total of the Democrats’ spectrum of
philosophies resulling in the Democratic Parly being
slight left of cenfer. This is cne of the great geniuses of
a political two-party system with great spectrums of
opinion within cach party. It means that when the gov-
ernment changes hands, there iz not a traumatic swing
of the pendulum from onec party to another. But I o
not go around attempting to say that there is one single
chiseled-in-marble philosophy for each party. That is
ridiculous and unrealistic.

Mr. MeCLATCHY. Mr. Specaker, how many times have
you voled against the party line?

Mr., SHANE. Oh, probably the normal cuofa of any
healthy maverick.

Mr, MeCLATCHY. 1 think that begs the guestion, Mr.
Speaker. I think if you would tally your votes, you
would find you are voling quite nicely along pariy lines,

Mr. SHANE. I did not even hear the last question.
Would vou like to repeat it?

Mr, McCLATCHY. T gay 1 think it begs the guestion.
T think that your term “maverick™ is not really well
earned. I think you will find yourself voting along party
lines quite nicely. That is all T have to ask, Mr. Spezaker.

I would just like to make a couple of comments,

from Indiana,

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman.

Mr., McCLATCHY. I think the point that I am irying
to make, Mr. Speaker, is that in today’s society we hear
a lol of things about voting for the candidale, voling
for the person and not the party. This sounds nice; it
sounds progressive; it scunds like the thing lo do. Un-
foriunately, when we get here to Harrisburg or we gu
to Washington, that philosophy does not carry through.
No matter how intelligent, how hardworking, how pro-
gressive, a member is, the party line, as viewed by those
tallies up on the board on the wall, is what governs what
nappens here in Harrisburg.

I would suggest that this amendment would not change
that one bit. Unfortunately, members would ecome un
in a rather vague manner, telling the wvoters that they
would vote in a rather indepcndent fashion, but, un-
{ortunately, when they get here, the party line would
deseend upon them.

I think, Mr. Speaker, therefore, as long as wo main-
tain the separation here in Harrisburg—the scninrity
system, the make-up of our committee sy<tem—ihe way
we have it, I think to change the way we vote hack home
is rather ridiculous.

Thank vou. Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amen--
ment on two basic grounds. The first ground is that I
do not think this is a wholesome way to discuss an im-
portant gquestion of this kind, 1 do not like to see the
House being made a committee of the whole on a weighty
question of this nature. I think it is extremely advizsahle
to have the best minds put to work on this weighty
question. Consequently, on that ground alone, T would
strongly urge a negative vote on the amendment.

Secondly, I also believe that I will find very little
argument on the part of any member of this Heouse that
politics are this way, that basically party members vote
their party. When you just give them the opportunity
but not the compulsion, just the opporiunity, 1o pull the
big lever and vote their party, you are going to take that
privilege away from them.

Now we are geing to great lengths today to weigh
such weighty issues as card registraiicns to make it
easicr for people to vote, but if we tzke away the hig
lever, we are going to take away some of the ease of
voting and, at the same time, we are not going to de-
stroy the prerogative of the individual voter who thinks
and wants to divide his vote. So I think we have every-
thing going against this amendment and very litile for it.

Thank you.

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

Mr. STAHL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think that the debate thus far has gotten off the
point and I disagree with my learned colleague, the
previous speaker, very much. This debate is long over-
due. The question here is not party responsibility. No-
where in this amendment is it suggested that the candi-
date or candidales running for office forget about their
responsibility te the party. We have not suggested here
that the voler forget about the party. The party is still
going to be identified on that bhallot or on thai voting
machine. What we are talking about is voter responsi-
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bility, What we should be doing is encouraging theI

voter to become more active and more knowledgeable in
the voting process, and this is one of the ways to do it.

How often have you heard that the voter does not
think that the parties are any diffcrent? Tt is the party’s
responsibility to make sure that the candidates they
offer to the public espouse that difference in philosophy,
and they can do it; they can run a iicket if they so desire.
But let us help the people select that kind of candidate
who is most qualified for the office which he seeks.

Mr. Smith talked of incenvenicnce in counting paper
ballots. That is ridiculous and repugnant to me, What
does inconvenience have to do with what is right or what
is wrong? If I have 1o inconvenicnce poll watchers or
ballot collectors for 24 hours or the poll workers for an
extra 100 heours in order to ensure a betler demncracy,
then I shall do that, and that is what we are talking about.

Have any of you bothered to look at any of the other
30-plus states? The parties are sirong; the parties work;
they mean something to the people. Qur parties in this
Cemmonwealth are losing their grasp of grass-roots poli-
tics, They do not mean too much to the voter anymore
because we have failed them; the pariies have failed
them.

You know where my vote has been. It has been Re-
publican, because I believe in the Republican Party. T am
not a party politician, but I helieve in the principles of
the Republican Party. There are Democrats over there
who believe in the principles of the Democratic Party.
Butf that is not what is at stake here, What is at siake
is the future of politics in America.

If we want to help the voiing public regain faith in
the system, then we have an obligation to help him ex-
ercise gond judgment. Sometimes the voter cannot un-
derstand why the people he clects to office do not do
the job he expects of them. Part of the reason is that
he puts people into office inadvertently because of that
big switch,

Let us give him the opportunity and the responsihility
—hecause freedom implics that—1lo select those people
most qualified for office. Let us not talk about whether
the two-party system is going to survive:; it will he
strengthened, if anything,

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes ithe gentleman
from Allegheny, Mr. Menhorn,

Mr. MENHORN. Mr. Speaker, 1 represent a district
where the Democrats are in a minority and I could pos-
sibly benefit from the passage of this amendment. How-
ever, 1 would like to remind the House that we just
prassed an amendment to eliminate cross-filing, and I
think, if we exercise consistent thinking, that we have
to defeat this amendment.

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

Mr. RENNINGER. Mr. Speaker, one enjoyable aspect
of service in this House is that one runs for reelection
every two years, and I ask the rhetorical question: How
many of you, when you are asked., when you are on the
campaign trail, on the stump, and cn the hustings, say
that you voted for or against a measure hecause that was
your party caucus position or because your state or
national party has a platform?

I caution you that you must be for and against issues

on their merit and not because of your political party.
Sometimes, not all the time, your political party agrees
with your district and sometimes they are so haywire
that it is unbelievable that these people are considered
cither in your party or somebody else’s.

I think you must realize that basically what we are
talking about is accountaliility of the parties, and the
parties are not accountable if they are operating enclaves
of power that are somewhat remote from your district.
Your responsibility is to those pecople in your district.
You run for office maiched with someone else who does
not think you are doing a good job, so you had better
be ready to answer that on the basis of what you think
is right and wrong or you are not going to be back here,
and a party label is not going to save you.

Thank you very much.

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I think we have failed to
address ourselves to one of the most important things
in this consideration, and that is, those things which
appear at the top of the ballot—the bond issues for school
districts, many other items that appear, amendmanis to
the Constitution of this Commonwealth which pass this
House, pass the Senate and go on the ballot. Year after
yvear we have the people of Pennsylvania ignoring those
particular issues. It is estimated that as high as 20 to
30 percent of the people do not address themselves to
those issues when they go in and either pull that one
iever or the other, and it does not matter which one it
is. I think that we, in many of the processes in making
that ease, have not drawn the attention of the people to
those issues. We may have failed them in other ways—-
in our system of education or other methods—as far as
the faet that they must take their time to address them-
selves to those particular issues.

But if anything, this particular method would at least
have them more carefully scrutinize that ballot so that
they are at least going to consider what is before them,
whereas in many instances in the past they have not.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, Professor Shane stated
earlier that his arithmetic was not so good. I believe
that in this particular case—and I have a lot of respect
for Mr. Shane—his philosophy is not so good. We are
not talking about what Mr. Henninger talked about in
regard to what our votes are here; we are talking about
choice. This surprises me, really, coming from an edu-
cator, that we would deny this choice, and this is what
it is all about.

Now I am not saying that Professor Shane is involved
with this so-called national movement for a third party.
It started at Harvard and went all the way to Berkeley,
by seiting up these so-called professors who are not
teaching basics but telling youngsters how they should
act,

Now what has happened is that they want to organize
a third party. I am just wondering if these professors
would want that third party listed. 1 am certain they
would, because they will want to have people know what
that third party is. It will be listed, 7 am sure, if they
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have anything to do with it, whatever they call it. But |

this is the third-party movement in this country.

I am not against any movement, but I am saying that
the choice should be there. It really amazes me, in this
particular instance, knowing what the professor tried
to do in regards to entrenchment, to then turn about and
want to allow these professors to have their day in not
teaching hasics but what T call telling youngsters what
they should do. This is fact; this has been documented;
and it scares me. What I am saying is, there ig no longer
a choice; they are telling you.

Therefore, let them have their choice. By that I mean
that whether they want to vote a straight ticket or
whether they sclect a person individually, that cheice
should be theirs, and that is why T feel that lever should
stay there. It was there for a principle many years ago,
and the principle is still basic today. For this reason., we
should shoot down this amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montgomery, Mr. Mebus.

Mr. MEBUS. Mr. Speaker, T come from a district where
i think T would be the beneficiary of having an amend-
ment such as this made part of the Election Code.

I have listened to the arguments from both sides and I
am going to vote against the amendment because those
who wish to vote a straight-party lever can still do so at
the present time, and those who do not wish to can make
their selection as they go down the machine,

There are cogent arguments on both sides of this situa-
tion, this particular matter, that is before us at the mo-
ment, and I think they are good arguments, and I think
the debate has been an excellent debate. But I have lis-
tened and I have finally decided myself that T would vole
against the amendment, based on the fact that the ability
to choose among various candidates from both parties,
vole a splil ticket if you will, exists at the present time,
and that is as it should he.

If we had a requircment that everybody must vote a
straight-party lever, that would be wrong. But the abil-
ity to split is there now; the ability to vote a straight-
party lever is there now. So what we have, T think, is
a democratic choice, little “d,” that is available to the
people of the Commonwealth. Therefore, I would hope that
this amendment would not be accepted.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Dauphin, Mr. Hepford.

Mr. HEPFORD. Mr. Speaker, after listening to 30 min-
utes of this discussion, I wanted to share with you, on
the lighter side, a comment of the old statesman, Senator
M. Harvey Taylor, who celebrated his 99th birthday. He
used to always say at the political rallies throughout the
last 30 years, “Now, folks, listen, you've got very expen-
sive voting machines; they cost thousands of dollars,
Don’t go in there and wear them out by jumping all over
and pulling a lot of buttons, Grab the straight Repub-
lican lever and elect Republicans.”

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

Mr. WILSON. Seriously, Mr. Speaker, I think the point
that really has to be made is—Mr. Rappaport alluded to
the ZMh century—that what is happening is this: The
party machines are crumbling; they are falling apart, not
the parties themselves; not the candidates particularly,
but the party machine and its control. And, really, what

they need is a big crutch, that big lever that they can pull
or can suggest their voters pull when they walk into the
voting booth.

What is wrong with strengthening the parties? I think
this amendment certainly would strengthen the parties.
The parties would have to get stronger. They would
have to come up with good, top-level candidates, can-
didates who can sell themselves, candidates who will ap-
peal to the voters zll the way down the line. They can-
not rely on a tidal effect, a total wash, so that when the
party wins they all win. I think we have all seen many
cases where candidates get washed in on this tide, this
tidal effect, simply because the party lever was the sales
gimmick.

I do not think this is going to eliminale the parties per
se. I do not think it is going to eliminate the electronic
voting board up there. I do not think it is going to elimi-
nate the aisle down the middle of this House which is
divisive at times.

I think we have witnessed here in this House, as Mr.
Shane said, party members—people who ran on a party
label who are here—who do not suppori the party phi-
losophy, whatever it may be—and that is a nebulous thing
today; that is very ecloudy. T am a Republican, but I
could not define my party philosophy. I can define my
philosophy. That is the important thing. T think the
important thing to the voter is: What do I, the can-
didate, or you, the candidate, stand for when we stand
for election, not what our parties stand for.

I do not think we are going to eliminate the parties. I
think we will strengthen them by voting for this amend-
ment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amend-
ment for a lot of good reasons, and I think we have for-
gotten the most important one of all.

First of all, T am a Democrat. I rose through the chair,
80 to speak, as a committeeman, as an elected officlal on
the local level, a Democratic chairman, county policy
member, member of the Democratic Stale Committee, and
now a member of this very honorahle House.

The gentleman talked about involvement and machines
breaking down. If we pass this amendment, it will truly
break down all the machines because the most important
factor about all the elections is your local committee per-
son who gets elected by the Democrats or the Republicans
in his respective district whose main purpose is to select
good, gualified candidates to run on that ticket. If you
separate the machines with no party labels, what do you
dn with the committee people who always get involved?

I think we ought to roll this bill and defeat this amend-
ment and get it over with. Thank you very much.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. STAPLE-
TON and E. H. SMITH and were as follows:

YEAS—50
Anderson, J. H. Foster, A. Laughlin Shane
Arthurs Fryer Lehr Shuman
Burng Gallen Levi Stahl
Cessar Gillespie MeCue Stapleton
Cale Gleason Milanovich Taddonio
Cowell Goodman Milliron Wagner
Davies Green O'Keefe Whelan
Dicarlo Hasay Parker, H. 8. Whittlesey
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Dorr Hayes, D. S. Pratt ‘Wilson
Doyle Hopkins Reed Wright
iireibelbis Katz Renninger Zearfoss
Fischer Kernick Salvatore Zord
Fisher Knepper
NAYS—140
Abraham Gillette Menhorn Schweder
Barber (Gleeson Miller, M. E. Sciriea
Bellomini Greenfield Miller, M. E., Jr. Seltzer
Bennett Grieco Miscevich Shelhamer
Beren Gring Moehlmann Sheiton
Berlin Halverson Mrkonic Shupnik
Berson Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P, Sirianni
Bittle Hammock Mullen Smith, E.
Blackwell Haskell Musto Smith, L.
Bonetto Hayes, 8. E. Mycrs Spencer
Bradley Hepford Novak Stout
Brunner Hill Noye Sultivan
Butera Hutchinson, A. O'Brien Taylor
Caputo Hutchinson, W. O’'Connell Tayoun
Cimint Irvis O'Donnell 'Toll
Cohen Itkin Oliver Trello
Crawford Johnsgon, J. Pancoast ‘Turner
Cumberland Kelly, A.P. Perri Valicenti
Davis, D. M. Kistler Perry Vann
DeMedio Klingaman Petrarca Vroon
Deverter Kolter Pjevsky Walsh, T. P,
DiDonato Kowalyshyn Pitts Wansacz
Dietz Kusse Polite Wargo
Dombrowskl LaMarea Prendergast Weidner
Eckensberger Laudadio Pyles Westerberg
Englehart Lederer Rappaport Wilt, R. W.
Fawcett Lincoln Renwick Wojdak
Fee Lynch Rieger Worrilow
Flaherty Manderino Ritter Yahner
Foster, W. Manmiller Ross Yohn
Gallagher MeCall Ruggiero Zeller
Garzia McClatchy Ryan Zwikl
Geesey MceGinnis Saloom
(eisler MeIntyre Scheaffer Fineman,
George McLane Schmitt Speaker
Giammarco Mebus
NOT VOTING—13
Brandt MeGraw Richardson Thomas
Dininnd Morris Romaneili Ustynoski
Helly, J. B. Rhodes Sweeney Wilt, W. W,
Letterman

Yo the question was determined in the negative and the
smendments were not agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
[rom Crawford, Mr. Haskell,

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, I am in the process of
naving a very complex, detailed amendment prepared for
this bill. It has not been delivered to the floor as yet. I
respectfully ask that we postpone the final passage of this
bill until the beginning of next week. Thank you,

On the question recurring,

Will the House agrec to the bill as amended on third
consideration?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

Ordered, that the bill as amended be prepared for final
passage.

MEMBERS CONGRATULATED

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to congratulate the
members of the House on what I think was a very illumi-
nating debate.

It was intercsting to note the division of opinion on
both sides of the question on both sides of the aisle. Per-
hops the day shall come when this legislature or this
House will not necessarily take seats by party designation
or that the beard will be lined up according to party
designation.

Recently I was in the chamber of the Senate of the

Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and in that chamber
they do not sit by party designation and they do not vote
on their board by party designalion. The members are
scattered all over the chamber. It may be that perhaps
we will move in that direction ourselves someday.

RILE, ON FINAL PASSAGE

Agreeable to order,
The House procecded to the consideration on final pas-
sage of House bill No. 826, printer’s No. 1923, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes approved November
25, 1970 (P. L. 707, No. 230), further providing for the satis-
faction of requirement of intent when voluntary intoxica-
tion or drugged condilion exists and for the grading of of-
fenses relating to bad checks.

AMENDAMENT WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from York, Mr. Darr.

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, I had an amendment. How-
ever, the intent of the amendment was to encourage the
minor judiciary of this Commonwealthr to act as they are
required to act under law in dealing with the bad-check
offense. It was my impression, from talking with various
people across the Commonweaith, that there was some
difficulty on the part of the pcople of the Commonwealth
in getting cooperation from ihe minor judiciary.

Since we discussed the possibility of an amendment,
there has been contact with various representatives of
the mincer judiciary. We have their assurance that they,
as an organization, will make efforts to encourage the
cooperation of the minor judiciary. Therefore, I am with-
drawing the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

The SPLAKER. 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 provision of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—189
Abraham Geesey MeClatehy Schmitt
Anderson, J.H. Geisler MeCue Schweder
Arthurs Georpe MeGinnis Seirica
Barber Giammarco Meclntyre Seltzer
Belliomini Gillespie MecLane Shane
Bennett Glllette Mebus Shelhamer
Beren Gleason Menhorn Shelton
Berlin Gleeson Milanovich Shuman
Berson Goodman Miller, M. E. Shupnik
Bittle Green Miller, M. E., Jr. Sirianni
Blackwell Greenfield Milliren Smith, E,
Banetto Grieco Miscevich Smith, L.
Bradley Gring Moehlmann Spencer
Brunner Halverson Mrkonic Stahl
Burns Hamilton, J. H.  Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Butera Hammock Musto Stout
Caputo I{askell Myers Sullivan
Ceusar Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taddonioc
Cimird Hayes, 8. E. Noye Taylor
Cohen Hepford O'Brien Tayoun
Cole Hill O'Caonnell Toll
Cowell Hopkins O'Donnell Trello
Crawford Hutchinson, A. O'Keele Turner
Cumberland Hutchinson, W. Oliver Valicenti
Davies Irvis Pancoast Vann
Davis, D. M, Itkin Parker, H. S. Vroon
DeMedio Johnson, J. Perri Wagner
Deverter Katz Perry Walsh, T, P.
Dicarlo Kelly. A. P. Petrarca Wansacz
DiDonato Kernick Pievsky Wargo
Dietz Kistler Pitts Westerberg
Dombrowski Klingaman Polite Whelan
Dorr Knepper Pratt ‘Whittlesey
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Doyle Kolter Prendergast xiisog w On the question,
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Pyles ilt, R. W. . "
Fckensberger  Kusse Rappaport wilt, v;,r W Will the House agree to the amendments?
Englehart LaMarca Reed Wojda . . .
Fa‘gvcett L§u§a§m Renninger Worrilow The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
gfeh Loughlin Renwick ;’Vrlight from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo.

ischer Lederer Rieger ahner s . _
Fisher Lobr Titter Yohn Mr. CAPUTO. Mr.. Speaker, it is a very simple arnen(fl
Flaherty Letterman Romanelli Zeller ment. It merely defines the word “vacancy” as used in
Foster, A. Levi Ross Zord the hill
Foster, W. Lincoln Ruggiero Zwikl '
Fryer Lynch Ryan . .
Gallagher Manderino Saloom Fineman, On the question recurring,
Gallen Manmiller Salvatore Speaker [  'Will the House agree to the amendments?
Garzia MeCali Scheaffer Amendments were agreed to.

NAYS—3 .
On the question,
Hasay Weldner Zearfoss Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third
_ . P
NOT VOTING—11 conglderatlon.
Bill as amended was agreed to.

Byandt MNeGraw Rhodes Thomas
Dininn Morris Richardson Ustynoski The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
Keilly, J. B. Mullen Sweeney

The majority required by the Constitution having voted
in the affirmative, the guestion was determined in the
affirmative.

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

MRS. BUTERA WELCOMED

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to take this op-
portunity to introduce the wife of the minority floor
leader, Mrs. Robert Butera.

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 783, printer’s No. 1786, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 27, 1939 (P. 1. 1207,
No. 405), entitled, as amended, “An act regulating the ap-
pointment, promotion, suspension, reduction, removal and
reinstatement of employes ***¥ and repealing inconsistent
legislation,” further providing for use of eligibility lists
and for filling of vacaneies and for transfers or assign-
ments within companies.

On ithe question,

Will the House agree to the hill on third consideration?

Mr. CAPUTO requested and obtained unanimous con-
sent to oifer the following amendments, which were read:

Amend Title, page 1, line 9, by inserting after “for”:
use of eligibility lists and for

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 13, by striking out “Section”
where it appears the second time and inserting:

Suhsection (&) of section 3.1 and section

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 21, by striking out “is” and
inserting: are

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting after line 22:

Section 3.1. {(a) Both original appointments and promo-
tions to any position in the competitive class in any bu-
reau of fire in any city of the second class shall be made
only from the top of the competitive list: Provided, how-
ever, That the appeinting officer may pass over the per-
son on the top of the competitive list for just cause in
writing. Any person so passed over shali, upon written
request, be granted a public hearing before the Civil
Service Commission. No competitive list shall expire in
any year so long as there are vacancies left to fill there-
from nor shall examinations for a new list be given dur-
ing any one year until the prior list is exhausted if there
are vacancies left to fill. For the purposes of this act
vacancies shall exist in the Bureau of Fire whenever the
number of uniformed members is less than the number
of uniformed membhers budgeted for by the city.

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting after line 1:

Section 2. This act shall take effect immediately.

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

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

YEAS--187
Abraham Geisler MceClatchy Schweder
Anderson, J. H. George McCue Scirica
Arthurs Giammarco McGinnis Seltzer
Barber Gillesple Melntyre Shane
Bellomind Gillette MecLane Shelhamer
Bennett Gleason Menhorn Shelton
Beren Gleeson Milanovich Shuman
Berlin Goodman Milliron Shupnik
Berson Green Miller, M. E. Sirianni
Bittle Greenfield Miller, M. E., Jr. Smith, E,
Nlackwell Grieco Miscevieh Smith, L.
Denetto Gring Moehlmann Spencer
Dradley Halverson Mrkaonte Stahl
Brunner Hamilton, J. H, Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
RBurmns Hasay Musto Stout
Butera Haskell Myers Sullivan
Caputo Hayes, D, 8. Novak Taylor
Cessar Hayes, S, K. Noye Tayoun
Ciming Hepford O'Brien Toll
Cohen Hill O'Connell Trello
Cote Hopkins O’'Donnell Tutner
Cowell Hutchinson, A, O'Keefe Valicenti
Crawford Hutehinson, W, Oiiver Vann
Cumberland Irvis Pancoast Vroon
Davies Itkin Perri Wagner
Davis, D. M, Johnson, J. Perry Walsh, T. P.
NeMedio Katz Petrarca Wansacz
Deverter Kelly, A. P, Pievsky Wargo
Tiicarlo Kernick Pitts Weidner
DiDonato Kistler Polite Westerberg
Dietz Klingaman Pratt Whetlan
Uombrowski Knepper Prendergast Whittlescy
Dorr Kolter Pyles Wilson
Daoyle Kowalyshyn Rappaport Wilt, R. W.
Dreibelbis Kusse Reed Wilt, W. W.
Eckensberger LaMarca Renninger Wojdak
Englehart Laudadio Renwick Worrilow
Fawcett Laughlin Rieger Wright
Fee Lederer Ritter Yahner
Fischer Lehr Romanelli Yohn
Fisher Letterman Ross Zearfoss
Flzherty Levi Ruggiero Zeller
Foster, W. Lincoln Ryan Zord
Fryer Lynch Salcem Zwikl
Gallagher Manderino Salvatore
Gallen Manmiller Scheaffer Fineman,
Garzia MeCalil Schmitt Speaker
Geegsey
NAYS—3
Foster, A. Mebus Parker, H, 8.
NOT VOTING—13
Brandt MeGraw Rhodes Taddonio
Dininng Morris Richardson Thomas
Hammock Mullen Sweeney Ustynoski
Kelly, J. B.
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The majority required by the Constitution having voted
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the
affirmative.

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

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 807, printer’s No. 910, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 2, 1899 (P. L. 183, No.
111), entitled “An act legalizing and making it lawful to
build fences constructed in whole or in part of wire zlong
the public highways and as division fences,” providing for
fences with barbs.

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 ihree
different days and agreed {o and is now on final passage.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS 188
Abraham Geisler MeGinnis Schweder
Anderson, J. H. George MelIntyre Scirica
Arthurs Giammareco McLane Seltzer
Barber Gillette Mebus Shane
Bellomini Gieason Milanovich Shelhamer
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M. E. Shelton
Beren Goodman Mitler, M., E.,, Jr. Shuman
Berlin Green Milliron Shupnik
Berson Greentleld Miscevich Siriannt
Bittie Grieco Moehlmann 8mith, E.
Blackwell Gring Mrkonte Smith, L.
Bonetto Halverson Mullen, M, P. Spencer
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Musto Stahl
Brunner Hammock Myers Stapleton
Burns Hasay Novak Stout
Butera 1Taskell Noye Sullivan
Caputo Hayes, D. 8. O'Brien Taddonto
Cessar Hayes, 5. E, 0O'Connell Taylor
Cimini Hepford G'Donnell Tayoun
Cohen Hin O’Keefe Tol
Cole Hopking Oliver Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, A. Pancoast Turner
Crawford Irvis Parker, H. S. Valicenti
Cumberland Itkin Perri Vann
Davies Johnson, J. Perry Vroon
Davis, D. M, Katz Petrarca Wagner
DeMedio Kelly, A. P. Pievsky Walsh, T. P.
Deverter Kernick Pitts wWansacz
Dicarlo Kistler Polite Wargo
DiDonato Klingaman Pratt Westerberg
Dietz Knepper Prendergast ‘Whelan
Dombrowskt Kolter Pyles Whittlesey
Dorr Kowalyshyn Rappaport Wilson
Doyle Kusse Reed wWilt, R. W.
Dreibelbis LaMarea Renninger Wilt, W, W.
Eckensberger Laudadio Renwick Wojdak
Englehart Laughlin Rhodes Worriiow
Fawcett Lederer Rieger Wright
Fee Lehr Ritter Yahner
Fischer Letterman Romanselli Yohn
Fisher Levi Ross Zeartoss
Flaherty Lincoln Ruggiero Zeller
Fouter, A. Lynch Ryan Zord
Foster, W, Manderino Saloom Zwikl
Gallagher Manmiller Salvatore
Gallen MeCall Scheaffer Fineman,
Garzig MeClatchy Schmitt Speaker
Geecsey McCue
NAYS—5
Fryer Hutchinson, W. Mexhorn Weldner
Gillesple
NOT VOTING—I10
Braodt MeGraw Richardson Thomas
Dininnt Motris Sweeney Ustynoski
Kelly, J. B. Mullen

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

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

Agreeable 1o order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1156, printer’s No. 1862, entitled:

An Act making it unlawful to have pay toilet facilities
under certain circumstances and prescribing penalties.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. DORR requesied and obtained unanimous consent
to offer the following amendments, which were read:

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 5 through 12, by striking
out all of said lines and inserting:

Section 1. As used in this act:

“Facilifies” means toilets, commeodes or urinals
found in a public rest room.

“Public rest room” means any room, or rooms, open
to the general public, containing toilets, commodes or
urinals.

“Unit” refers to any single toilet, commode or urinal
as found in a public rest room.

Section 2, Any governmental agency, private or public
firm or corporation maintaining public rest rooms for
the convenience of the general public shall not discrim-
inate between public rest room facilities utilized by men
and public rest room facilities utilized by women.

Section 3. Where sanitation, privacy, safety or business
economics recommends a charge for the use of any such
public rest room facilities, said facilities provided without
charge for women shall be in direet proportion to the
number of facilities provided without charge for men.

Section 4. In public rest rooms where provisions of
section 3 apply, each and every urinal, as found in a
public rest room designated for use by men only, shall
be counted as one without charge unit in establishing
the number of facilities to he made available without
charge in a public rest room desighated for use by
women only.

Amend Sec. 2, page 1, line 13, by striking out “2.” and
inserting: 5.

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 1, by striking out “in 30
days.”” and inserting: January 1, 1976.

as

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from York, Mr. Dorr.

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, I hesitate to get involved in
this, but I think it i3 a serious matter, in spite of the
nature of the subject matter.

It is my understanding that the original generation of
what seems to be a nationwide movement in this con-
nection arose out of, for want of a better term, what we
might call the women’s liberation movement. The
amendment, therefere, would indicate that the Common-
wealth requires people who have public facilities to re-
frain from any kind of discrimination between men and
women in this conneetion,

I would just raise one further point. I had a call from
a department store manager in my district over the past
weekend. He related the following story to me, which
I think might be of interest to the members, and this is
what makes it a serious matter that we ought to really
consider seriously, He indicated that 2 years ago his
department store installed the coin-lock system in the
public toilets that they have in their store. Prior to
that time they had no locks on this facility,
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Prior to the time they installed these coin locks, this
store was spending $100 a month on toilet tissue—four
cases a month at $25.50 a case. After installing the coin-
lock system, the usage of this material went down from
3100 a month, or four cases a month, to one case every
2% months. The clear implication is that people were
walking into the free toilet, taking the toilet tissue off
the rack and walking out with it.

Furthermore, he indicated that on at least one oc-
casion when someone had been arrested in the parking
lot for shoplifting in the area, they found, among a
number of other things in the woman’s purse in the car
when the police searched it, two rolls of toilet tissue.

Mr. Speaker, I realize that this subject matter lends
itself to a little levity, but I think that is a serious
mailer. People who operate and have facilities for the
public in their stores, it seems to me, deserve some pro-
tection and we ought not to be going to a system which
would require them to spend the kind of money that
obviously is going to be the case if they are required to
maintain free facilities. What is going to happen, frank-
ly, is that there will be no free facilities or there
will be no facililies at all, I should say, for the public,
I would urge adoption of the amendments, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mrs, CRAWFORD., Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I had a gentleman come to visit me over the Fourth-of-
July weekend just to discuss the portent of this legisla-
ticn with me, and he urged me to please support the
Dorr amendment. After he discussed his problem with
me, I could understand why he was concerned.

He owns a gas station in Chegter County and evidently
it is in an area with high drug usage. He was having
the problem of a drug-drop near the gas station and
then the persons coming into his toilet facilities and
shooting up immediately. He finds syringes, cotton, the
whole works in the toilet facilities. As a result of this,
he installed coin-operated locks on his facilities and gave
his men a master key and instructed them to let their
regular customers use the facilities free of charge. As
a result of this, he is no longer hothered by the drug
situation.

I think he has a legitimate complaint and a legitimate
reason for installing these coin locks. It is not hurting
the persons who legitimately want to use these facilities,
and they can use them for free, So that is why I am
supporting the Dorr amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Allegheny, Mr, Cowell. For what purpose dees the
gentleman rise?

Mr. COWELL. Just to find out if a copy of the amend-
ment has been circulated. It appears that nobody over
in this section has received one of them, and I am not
guite sure what is being debated.

The SPEAKER. Have copies of this amendment been
distributed? How many members on the Demoeratic
side of the aisle do not have them?

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, I think probably the amend-
ment has not been circulated. It was indicated to me
that the bill was not going to be run, so I told them not
to circulate the amendment, but—

The SPEAKER. 1Is the amendment available to be
circulated?

Mr. DORR. Yes; it will have to be reprinted.

May 1 just explain what it does? I do not know if
that will satisfy them or not. 1 tried to do that—

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? I would
like to have the members have the benefit of the amend-
ment in front of them.

HOUSE BILL No. 1158 PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY

The SPEAKER. This bill will be temporarily passed
over uniil the amendment is distributed.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1198, printer's No. 1381, entitled:

An Act regulating the use of seasonal farm labor; pro-
viding for the registration and licensing of farm labor
contraetors; providing for working conditions and impos-
ing penalties.

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

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Luzerne, Mr. O’Connell,

Mr. O’CONNELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to move that House hill No. 1198 be re-
commmitted to the Committee on Agriculture.

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

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, it was my under-
standing that the bill was being held over because Mr.
Shelhamer has amendments being drafted in the Ref-
erence Bureau, Mr. Whelan has amendments, and I have
amendments. We were asking that the bill be held
over until they were agreed to among the three of us.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Shelhamer,
have amendments to be offered to this bill?

Mr. SHELHAMER. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman,
have amendments to be offered to this bill?
amendments ready?

Mr., WHELAN. No.

The SPEAKER. Not ready.

Mr. O’CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, that really has nothing
to do with the motion to recommit. Because of the
amendments that are being considered and because of
the impact of them, I think it would be important that
it be recommitted to the committee for further discus-
gion, and the amendments could be considered there.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer that the
amendments be available for discussion before a decision
is made on recommittal, and this bill will go over in
order.

Mr. O’CONNELL. Wait a minute, Mr.
made a motion to recommit it, sir.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentieman, out of considera-
tion for the request of Mr. Gallagher, withdraw his mo-
tion?

Mr. O'CONNELL. No; I will not.

The SPEAKER. All right.

There is a motion on the floor to recommit House bill
No. 1198, printer’s No. 1381, to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Mr. Whelan,
Are those

Speaker. 1

On the guestion,
Will the House agree to the motion?
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The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. O’'CON-
NELL and GALLAGHER and were as follows:

YEAS—89
Anderson, J. H. Gring McGinnis Smith, E.
Bittle Halverson Mebus Smith, L.
Butera Hamilton, J. H. Miller, M. E. Spencer
Cessar Hasay Miller, M. E., Jr. Stahl
Ciminl Haskell Moehlmann Taddonio
Cole Hayes, 5. E. Noye Turner
Crawford Hepford O'Connell Vroon
Cumberland Hilt Pancoast ‘Wagner
Davies Hoepkinag Parker, H. 8. Wansacz
Deverter Hutchinson, W. Perri Weidner
Dietz Katz Pitts Westerberg
Dorr Kernick Polite Whelan
Dreibelbis Kistler Pyles Whittlesey
Fawcett Klingaman Renwick Wilsen
Fisher Knepper Ryan Wilt, R. W.
Foster, A. Kusse Salvatore Wilt, W. W.
Foster, W. Lehr Scheaffer Worrilow
Fryer Levi Scirica Wright
Gallen Lynch Selizer Yohn
Geesey Manmiller Shethamer Zearfoss
George McClatehy Shuman Zeller
Gleason MeCue Sirianni Zord
Grieco

NAYS—I101
Abraham Garzia Melntyre Romanelli
Arthurs Geisler McLane Ross
Barber Giammarcg Menhorn Ruggicro
Bellomini Gillespie Milanovich Salcom
Berlin Gillette Milliron Schmitt
Berson Gleeson Miscevich Schweder
Blackwell Goodman Mrkonie Shane
Eonetto Green Mullen, M. P. Shelton
Bradley Greenfield Musto Shupnik
Brunner Hammock Myers Stapleton
Burns Hayes, D. 8. Novak Stout
Caputo Hutechinson, A. O'Brien Sullivan
Cohen Irvis O’Donnell Taylor
Cowell Ttkin O'Keefe Tayoun
Davis, D. M. Johnson, J. Oliver Toll
DeMedio Kelly, A, P, Perry Trello
Diecarlo Kolter Petrarca Valicenti
DiDonato Kowalyshyn Pievsky Vann
Dombrowski LalMarea Pratt Wargo
Doyle Laudadio Prendergast Wojdak
Eckensberger Laughlin Rappaport Yahner
Englehart Lederer Reed Zwikl
Fee Letterman Renninger
Fischer Lincoln Rhodes Fineman,
Flaherty Manderino Rieger Speaker
Gallagher MecCall Ritter

NOT VOTING—13

Bennett Kelly, J. B. Mullen Thomas
Beren MceGraw Richardson Ustynoski
Brandt Morris Sweeney Walsh, T. P.
Dininnol

So the question was determined in the negative and
the motion was not agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be passed over tempo-
rarily.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1322, printer’s No. 1863, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of Property and
Supplies, with the approval of the Department of Agri-
culture and the Governor, to convey to the City of Har-
risburg two tracts of land situate in the City of Harris-
burg, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. SALOOM requested and obtained unanimous con-
sent to offer the following amendments, which were read:

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by removing the period
after “Pennsylvania” and inserting: and authorizing the

Department of Property and Supplies, with the ap-
proval of the Governor, to sell and convey real property
situate in the Borough of Mount Pleasant, Westmoreland
County containing thereon an armory to the Borough of
Mount Pleasant.

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 22 and
23:

Section 2. The Department of Property and Supplies,
with the approval of the Governor, is hereby authorized
on behalf of the Commonweailh of Pennsylvania to seil
and convey to the Borough of Mount Pleasant, Westmore-
land County, its successor and assigns, at a consideration
of one dollar ($1), to be used by the Borough of Mount
Pleasant for public purposes, the following described
tract of land situate in the Borough of Mount Pleasant,
County of Westmoreland, and Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania:

All that certain lot of ground sifuate in the Borough of
Mount Pleasant, County of Westmoreland and State of
Pennsylvania, bounded and described as follows, to wit:

Beginning at a point at the intersection of the east
building line of Eagle Street and the south building line
of Spring Street, produced; thence along said east build-
ing line of Fagle Sireet, south 34 degrees 05 minutes west
42.5 feet; thence by the same south 07 degrees 05 minutes
west 47 feet to the corner of lot owned by Mrs. Rose;
thence along said lot south 57 degrees 03 minutes east 193
feet to a lot formerly owned by M. S. Overholt, now a
part of “Frick Park,” thence along said lot north 34 de-
grees 35 minutes east 80.3 feel; thence through the lot
formerly owned by Dr. James McConaughey, now a
part of “Frick Park,” north 55 degrees 55 minutes west
215 feet to the place of beginning. Containing .396 of
an acre.

Being the same premises conveyed to the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania by the deed of Mount Pleasant
Borough dated the 12th day of June 1906 and recorded
in Westmoreland County in Deed Book Volume 359, page
486 by virtue of an ordinance of the said Borough of
Mount Pleasant duly ordained and enacted into law on
the 11th day of June, 1906,

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 23, by striking out “2.” and
inserting: 3.

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 30, by striking out “3.” and
inserting: 4. (a)

Amend Sec. 3, page 2, line 30, by inserting after “con-
veyance™: to the City of Harrisburg

Amend Sec. 3, page 3, by inserting between lines 6 and

(b} The conveyance to the Borough of Mount Pleasant
shall also be made under and subject to any reservations
set forth in the aforementioned deed to the Common-
wealth. In the event that the above described premises
are not used for recreational purposes, title to the
premises shall revert immediately to the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania,

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 7, by striking out “4.” and
inserting: 5.

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 7, by striking out “deed”
and inserting: deeds

Amend Sec. §, page 3, line 11, by siriking out “5.” and
inserting: 6.

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

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

Mr, SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, thig is the same set of
amendments that I had offered last week to another par-
ticular piece of legislation and I am offering them today
to House bill No. 1322, and I am asking the members for
their support of this amendment.

It adds a national guard armory to the bill, to transfer
it from the state. It will be vacated soon, and it will
transfer it from the state to the bhorough government.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Dauphin, Mr. Reed.
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Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, last week we discussed the
matter of whether or not that type of amendment could
be added to this type of bill, and we had learned at that
time that since this was done before and the precedent
was set, it is therefore proper to offer such an amend-
ment.

In the event that anybody is curious, as prime sponsor
of House bill No. 1322, T have no objection whatsoever to
Mr. Saleom’s amendment and I intend to vote for it,

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I would yield to Mr. Vann
because I—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has indicated he does
not desire to be recognized.

Mr. ZELLER. ©Oh, I see. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, last weeck we voted this amendment
down. I believe there were 57 votes that were in favor
of it, and the reason for it was, as I mentioned, that the
Military Affairs Depariment was cut over $300,000 this
vear and they are in sad shape.

What has happened is that they are hurting to the
point where they are trying very hard to economize, as
many departments should, and this department wants to
take all armories to be sold—they are to be sold rather
than given away for a dollar, and so forth—and use
this money to maintain their armories. I think this is a
rather commendable move by the Military Affairs De-
partment of the State of Pennsylvania.

I understand that this armory in Mount Pleasanl—
when it is; it is not now, but eventually in a couple of
vears, as a matter of fact, 2 or 3 years—will be phased
out and another one at Scottdale, and there will be a
jointure with one in Connellsville. The reason for this
is that there are many armories in the state ihat are
going to be, I should say, liquidated because of the fact
that the need is not there, and they zre centralizing in
other areas.

I would feel that since this is & move by the Military
Affairs Department of the state in such a commendable
way, in wanting to hold the line, and since we have
talked about it many times here, I think we should give
them a chance and not turn this over fo a community
for a dollar when they can obtain funds for them. This
is my feeling about it.

Also, there is another point that I think we shou!d
consider, and that is the reversionary clause they have
in here. The reversionary clause states--not too clearly
—that if the community does not use it for recreation,
there is nothing in here that says they ecould not sell it
to a private individual for recreational purposes. This
is where we have to watch it. It should revert to the
Commonwealth., But with this reversionary clause in
here, it could not revert if they did not want it to. The
community, if they saw fit, could sell it to some private
individual, and they could use it for recreational pur-
poses and make money. -That is' not the reason for this
being set this way. S

‘8o I would like to have the members here again give
the Military Affairs Department of Pennsylvania a real
plug and let them know that we are really in favor of
their economizing and help them show that they mean it
by letting them sell these armories and make money to
be used in meaintaining and constructing armories in the
State of Pennsylvania.

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

Mr. SALOOM. Mr. Speaker, I believe Mr. Zeller has
the wrong set of amendments. If he has the amend-
ment to House bill No. 1322, the property will revert to
the Commonwealth if it is not used for recreational
purposes.

Mr. Speaker, I have received many notes in the zses-
sicns here in Harrisburg from members thanking me for
legislation that I have voted for that was for their dis-
tricts. I am asking those same members today to support
me who have in the past thanked me for legislation I
have supported. This is a very small armory, very inci-
dental to the Commonwealth. It would bring hardly
anything in price for the Department of Military Affairs,
and I ask for your support of the amendment again.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Fayette, Mr. Lincoln.

Mr. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support
this amendment. I helieve that some of the statements
that Mr. Zeller made were very proper if you are looking
at everything in a dollar-and-cents value way of deter-
mining your decisions in this House.

I think that many people from the rural areas are
very much aware of the difficulty that we have obtaining
any type of facilily for recreational types of programs
which will be run in the community for the young peo-
ple and the adults. I think that I have seen many
pieces of legislation pass before me in the 2% vears I
have been here where we ocutright gave something that
the state owned to a local community, and T do not
believe that this is the proper place to start selling from
the state to local municipalities.

I think this is a good amendment. I think the build-
ing will be used extremely properly and will become a
huge benefil to the borough of Mount Pleasant, and I
would urge your support of this amendment.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs., SALOOM
and REED and were as follows:

YEAS—136
Anderson, J. H. George Lynch Rieger
Arthurs Giammareco Manderino Ross
Barber Gillespie Manmiller Ruggiero
Bellomini Gillette MeCall Saloom
Bennett Gleeson MeClatchy Salvatore
Berlin Goodman McCue Schmitt
Berson Green McIntyre Shelhamer
Blackwell Greenfield Menhorn Shupnik
Bonetto Grieco Milanovich Smith, L.
Bradley Gring Miller, M. E. Spencer
Brunner Halverson Miller, M. E., Jr. Stahl
Rutera Hasay Milliron Stout
Cimini Haskell Moehlmann Sullivan
Cohen Hayes, D. 8. Mrkonie Taddonio
Cole Hepford Mullen, M, P. Taylor
Cowell Hill Musto Toll
Davies Hopkins Myers Trello
Davis, D. M. Hutichingon, A. Novak Turner
DeMedio Hutchinson, W. O’Brien Vann
Deverter Irvis O'Donnell Wagner
Dicarlo " Itkin O'Keefe Weldner
Dombrowskl Johnson, J. Qliver Whelan
Doyle Katz Pancoast Whittlesey
Dreibelbls Kelly, A.P. Perri ‘Wilson
Englehart Kernick Petrarca Wilt, R. W,
Faweett Kistler Pievsky Wilt, W. W,
Fee Klingaman Polite Wojdak
Fischer Kolter Pratt ‘Worrilow
Fisher Kowalyshyn Prendergast Yahner
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Fiaherty LaMarea Rappaport Zeller Davies Katz Perry Wagner
Fryer Laudadio Reed Zwiki Davis, D. M. Kelly, A.P. Petrarca Walsh, T. P.
Gallagher Laughlin Renninger Deverter Kernick Pievsky Wansacz,
Garzia Lehr Renwick Fineman, Dicarlo Kistler Pitts Wargo
Geesey Letterman Rhodes Speaker | Dombrowski Klingaman Polite Weidner
Geisler Lincoln Dorr Knepper Pratt Westerberg
Doyle Kolter Prendergast Whelan
NAYS—52 Dreibelbls Kowalyshyn Pyles Whittlesey
Eckensberger LaMarca Rappaport Wilson
Abraham Gallen Noye Shuman Englehart Laudadio Reed Wilt, R. W.
Beren Gleason O'Connell Siriannt Fawcett Laughlin Renninger Wilt, W. W,
Bittle Hamilton, J. H.  Parker, H. S. Smith, E. Fee Lederer Renwick Waojdak
Burns Harmock Pitts Stapleton Fischer Lehr Rhodes Worrilow
Caputo Hayes, S.E. Pyles Vroon Fisher Letterman Rieger Wright
Cessar Knepper Ritter ‘Walsh, T. P. Flaherty Levi Ritter Yahner
Crawford Kusse Romanelli Wansacz Foster, A, Lincoln Romanelll ¥Yohn
Cumberland Lederer Ryan Wargo Foster, W. Lynch Ross Zearfoss
Dietz Levi Scheaffer Westerbetrg Fryer Manderino Ruggiero Zord
Dorr McGinnis Seirica Wright Gallagher Manmiller Ryan Zwikl
Eckensherger MeLane Seltzer Yohn Gallen MeCall Saloom
TFoster, A, Mebus Schweder Zearfoss Garzia MeClatchy Salvatore Fineman,
Foster, W. Miscevich Shane Zord Geesey McCue ScheafTer Speaker
Geisler MeGinnis Schmitt
NOT VOTING—15
NAYS—6
Brandt McGraw Richardson Thomas
DiDonato Morris Shelton Ustynoski DeMedlo Hayes, 8. B, Shuman Zeller
Dininnt Mullen Sweeney Valicenti Dietz Kusse
Kelly, J. B. Perr, Tayoun
Y ¥ i o NOT VOTING—12
So the question was determined in the affirmative and Brandt Gillette Morris Sweeney
the amendments were agreed to. DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Mullen Thomas
Dininni MeGraw Richardson Ustynoskl

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

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

Mr. ZELLER.
lege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I was sleeping at my
switch and I would like to be voted “no” on the Saloom
amendments to House bill No. 1322,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks will be not-
ed for the record.

I rise to a question of personal privi-

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third
consideration?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This hill 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 provision of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—185
Abraham George MeIntyre Schweder
Anderson, J.H. Giammareo McLane Scirica
Arthurs Gillespie Mebus Seltzer
Barber Gleason Menhorn Shane
Rellomind Gleeson Milanovich Shelhamer
Bennett Goodman Miller, M. E. Shelton
Beren Green Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Berlin Greenfield Milliron Siriannl
Berson Grieco Miscevich Smith, E.
Bittle Gring Moehlmann Smith, L.
Blackwell Halverson Mrkonic Spencer
Bonetto Hamilton, J. H. DMullen, M. P. Stahl
Bradley Hammock Musto Stapleton
Brunner Hasay Myers Stout
Burns Haskell Novak Sullivan
Butera Hayes, D. 8. Noye Taddonio
Caputo Hepford O’Brien Taylor
Cessar Hil 0O'Connell Tayoun
Cimint Hopkins O'Donnell Toll
Cohen Hutchinson, A, O'Keefe Trello
Cole Hutchinson, W. Oliver Turner
Cowell Irvis Pancoast Valicenti
Crawford Itkin Parker, H. 8. Vann
Cumberland Johnson, J. Perri Vroon

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

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

AMENDMENT QUESTIONED

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

Mr. VANN., Mr. Speaker, I want to bring to the
Chair’s attention that on the Dorr amendments to House
bill No. 826 that the pages were supposed to distribute,
they are distributing, I think, the wrong amendment.
They are distributing amendment No. 34 which was the
amendment that he withdrew, and the amendment that
he wants to be distributed I do not think they are distrib-
uting.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates that 34 is
the gentleman’'s seat number.

Mr. VANN. Well, I may be in error on that, but I
will explain the amendment. The amendment was on
the bad-check amendment and not on the bad-toilet
amendment.

The SPEAKER. We will not vote on the measure
mmtil the appropriate amendment is distributed.

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1481, printer’s No. 1742, entitled:

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971,” ap-
proved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), establishing a stand-
ard refund procedure and setting forth an appellate pro-

cedure for the taxpayer to the courts of this Common-
wealth and making certain repeals.

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

The SPEAKER. Does anybody know if the gentleman,
Mr. Brandt, has an amendment to offer?

The Chair recognizes the majority leader.
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I have been informed that
Mr. Brandt does have an amendment and I thought he



1975. LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL—HOUSE 1975
was present. That is the reason we marked the hill to NAYS—1
be called up, But if he is absent—this has been on the| Sirianni
calendar just 5 days—you can pass over the bill for
today and we will call it up next week, NOT VOTING—I12
. i i PBrandt Kelly, J. B. Richardson Tayoun

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority | Dininni MeGraw Shelton Thomas

leader., Johnson, J. Morris Sweeney Ustynoski

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, he is just temporarily
absent. We could just pass over it temporarily.
Mr, IRVIS. I am sorry. I thought he was not here.

HOUSE BILL No. 1481 PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY

The SPEAKER. This bill will be tempoerarily passed
over.

Agreeable {o order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
hill No, 104, printer’s No. 475, entitled:

_An Act permitting municipalities to expend funds to
finance projects for the Bicentennial Celebration.

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 provision of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—190
Abraham Geesey McClatehy Salvatore
Anderson, J. H, Geisler MeCue Scheaffer
Arthurs George MeGinnis Schmitt
Barber Giammarco Melntyre Schweder
Bellomint Gillespie MeLane Scirica
Bennett Gillette Mebus Seltzer
Beren GCleason Menhorn Shane
Berlin Glecson Milanovich Shelhamer
Berson Goodman Miller, M. E, Shuman
Bittle Creen Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Blackwell Greenfield Milliron Smith, E.
Bonetto Grieco Miseevich Smith, L,
Bradley Gring Moeh!mann Spencer
Brunner Halverson Mrkonic Stahi
Burns Hamilton, J, H. Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Butera Harmmock Mullen Stout
Caputo Hasay Muste Sullivan
Cessar Haskell Myers Taddonio
Cirnini Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taylor
Cohen Hayes, S.E. Noye Toll
Cole Hepford O’Brien Trello
Cowell Hill O’'Connell Turner
Crawford Hopkins OQ'Donnell Valicenti
Cumberland Hutchinson, A. (O'Keefe Vann
Davies Huichinson, W. Oliver Vroon
Davis, D. M. Irvis Pancoast Wagner
DeMedio Itkin Parker, H. 8. ‘Walsh, 'T. P.
Deverter Katz Perri Wansacz
Dicarlo Kelly, A. P. Perry ‘Wargo
DiDanato Kernick Petrarca Weidner
Dietz Kistler Pievsky Westerberg
Dombrowskd Klingaman Pitts Whelan
Dorr Knepper Polite Whittlesey
Doyle Kolter Pratt Wilson
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Prendergast Wilt, .. W,
Eckensherger Kusse Pyles Wilt, W. W,
Englehart LaMarca Rappaport Wojdak
Fawcett . Laudadio Reed . “Woarrilow
Fee - Laghlin Renninger Wright
Fischer - Lederer Renwick Yahner
Fisher Lehr Rhodes Yohn
Flaherty Letterman Rieger Zearfoss
Foster, A, Levi Ritter Zeiler
Foster, W, Lincoln Romanellj Zord
Fryer Lynch Ross Zwiki
Gallagher Manderino Ryan
Gallen Manmiller Ruggiero Fineman,
Garzia McCall Saloom Speaker

The majority reguired by the constitution having voted
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the
affirmative.

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate
with information that the House has passed the same
without amendment.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 14%, printer’s No. 814, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 9, 18929 (P. L, 177,
No. 175), entitled “The Administrative Code of 1829,”
empowering the Commissioner of Correction to depulize
individuals to effect the return of any individual under
the control or supervision of the commissioner who
escapes or attempts to escape that control.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. SHANE requested and obtained unanimous consent
to offer the fellowing amendments, which were read:

Amend Title, page 1, line 20, by inserting after “de-
termined,”’: further providing for the duties of depart-
ment heads.

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 26 through 28, by striking out
all of said lines and inserting:

Section 1. Section 206, act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177,
No. 175), known as “The Administrative Code of 1929,
is amended by adding a paragraph to read:

Section 206. Department Heads.—Each administrative
department shall have as its head an officer who shall,
either personally, by deputy, or by the duly authorized
agent or employe of the department, and subject at all
times io the provisions of this act, exercise the powers
and perform the duties by law vested in and imposed
upon the department.

* * *

Each department head or commission head shall make
himself available for one hour each month at the call of
the House of Representatives or of the Senate, for a
period of interrogation on the floor of the House of Rep-
resenfatives and for one hour of inferrogation each month
on the floor of the Senate concerning policies and prac-
tices of that department head’s department.

Section 2. Section 914 of the act, added July 29, 1953
(P. L. 1428, No. 408), is amended to read:

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 23, by striking out “2.” and
inserting: 3.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana, Mr. Shane.

Mr. SHANE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I said yesterday that I am very interested in improv-
ing the effectiveness and the power of this body. I said
that, in my judgment, the legislature should do more than
just pass laws, appropriate money and act as a trouble-
shooter for our constituents who have problems. ‘

There is a fourth fiunction I want to see us undertake,
which is the oversight function, the supervision of the
operation of state government, acting in concert, telling
the bureaucracy what we want done.

This amendment that I offer to you is another over-
sight amendment designed to increase accountability of
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the bureaucracy to us, the policymaking body of this

government. The amendment says:

Each department head or commission head
shall make himself available for one hour each
moenth at the call of the House of Representa-
tives or of the Senate, for a period of interroga-
tion on the floor of the House of Representa-
tives and for one hour of interrogation each
month on the floor of the Senate concerning
policies and practices of that department head’s
department.

This is not a unigue proposal. The English Parliament
has been doing this for many, many years. It is known
as question period in the English Parliament, and it is
such a matter of wide public interest that the British
Broadcasting Company, the BBC, broadcasts for all the
citizens of the British Commonwealth the regular gues-
tion period in the English Parliament.

I think this would be a good procedure for this body
and the other body to adopt to increase the account-
ability of the bureaucracy to us, and I urge your “yes”
vote on this oversight amendment to Senate bill No. 147.

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I share with Mr.
Shane his desire to give that fourth area of responsibility
to this legislature, but I think he does a disservice to
that concept when he brings before this House an ab-
surdity such as this particular amendment. I think we
can go too far; I think that we can be ridiculous, and I
think that this amendment is so categorized.

There are methods, there are means, there are com-
mittees, there are commissions that can adequately check,
that can adequately determine, the propriety of the vari-
ous departments in the execution of the legislation which
we perpetrate. But to bring those people before the well
of this House to a question-and-answer period and the
acrimony that would follow, I think lends nothing to the
final determination of the efficiency and the operation
of the executive branch of our government.

Mr. Speaker, I vehemently oppose this amendment,
and, as I said, I do not think that it is constructive to
carry out the oversight responsibility which I think we
should be aiming for. Mr. Speaker, I urge every mem-
ber to wvote against the amendment,

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Cambria, Mr. Gleason.

Mr. GLEASON, Mr, Speaker, I have been working on
a similar project now since Janhuary of this year and I
support the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana,
Mr. Shane.

And I ask a question which I think the members of
the House have to answer: What kind of threat does
this amendment pose to the legislature of Pennsylvania?
Now think about that question. Think about the oppor-
tunity you might have on a regular basis to call into
question directly, as a rank-and-file member of this
House, the practices or policies of a department, agency,
board, or commission of state government,.

Even for a limited period of time, it seems to me that
the Shane amendment is one which brings some of the
better features of the parliamentary system, namely,

accountability of department heads, into play here in
Pennsylvania.

It is admittedly a wvery new idea and one that has
never been really thought about until Mr. Shane has
brought it here before the members of the House. I can-
not for the life of me see again what kind of threat this
is to the legislative system.

It is true, as Mr. Greenfield indicated, that we have
committees, We have the Appropriations Committee
and various standing committees. But how much of an
opportunity do we really have as rank-and-file mem-
bers to question publicly the policies and practices of
the executive branch of government?

This is a new idea, and I suggest we do not accept it
because it is new; I suggest we do not reject it because
it is new. But I suggest that we accept it as an experi-
ment in American legislative conduct, because as the
late Supreme Court Justice Frankfurter once said about
the state legislatures, he said that in the state legisla-
tures you have all of the great new ideas that eventually
find their way into Congress. These are the arenas for
experimentation and for new and vigorous methods by
which we govern ourselves.

I think that the members of the House should not re-
ject willy-nilly this new concept, but should try it. We
may end up finding that it is an extremely heneficial
part of the way we govern ourselves in Pennsylvania,
and I, for one, support the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoghizes the minority
leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr, Speaker, T rise to support the amend-
ment also, and I should Iike to point ocut that the chal-
lenge of this concept is not so much to the executive
department heads but rather fo this body.

Too often when these kinds of things are discussed,
the feeling in this House is that somehow we are at-
tempting to attack the administration. While that is al-
ways a possibility when one exposes himself to public
scrutiny, I think the much deeper meaning of this amend-
ment is whether we are willing to assume responsibili-
ties which to date we have largely ignored, because it is
this body which will come off good or bad should we
conduct a series of this kind of discussion with members
of the executive branch.

The challenge to us as to whether we are able to
handle it, I think merits a try. I do not think—and I
disagree with Mr. Greenfield in this respect—that this
would make any kind of mockery of the legislative pro-
cess, because I doubt that we would call upon depart-
ment or commigsion heads more than a few times a
vear in total. But the fact that we may and the fact that
during periods of extreme controversy in the various
departments or at budget times or whenever, that we
have the ability to gain direct access in public view to
someone in charge of a very importani aspect of gov-
ernment, will make that person conduct his office better.

I have had two experiences this year which go right
to the heart of this amendment. The first was a request
of the Secretary of Commerce, Mr. O’Connor, to come
to our caucus and subject himself to any kind of inter-
rogation.

We spent, I guess, a good hour and a half or 2 hours
with Mr. O’Connor and many of his assistants and had
an extremely worthwhile discussion. I think he was
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better off for it because he had to prepare himself com-
pletely as to the workings of his department and how
he intended to run the department, and we were ob-
vicusly better off because we had a chance to meet a
man firsthand with no predetermined lst of questions
and so on.

The second experience was just the opposite. We at-
tempted to gain some degree of access into the Bureau
of Professional and Occupational Affairs by sending o
team of our research staff to do some oversight work
in that bureau. We have not been able to gain access
for any number of reasons. That is disappointing.

T think the head of that bureau would be much hetter
off if we could gain access, because when we do not gain
access, we get suspicious. And then all the acrimony
which was discussed earlier begins to take the place of
something which would have been a worthwhile ex-
perience for both sides of the coin.

In summation then, T would commend this amendment
to the House. I think it is up to us then to make it work.
I think it can work and I think both the executive and
the legislative branches will be brought closer together
than is our present situation.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Fayette, Mr. Lincoln.

Mr, LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman, Mr.
Shane, submit to brief interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana, Mr.
Shane, consent to interrogation?

Mr. SHANE, Ves.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed,

Mr. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, I do not quarrel with
your amendment, but I have some very serious aues-
tions in my mind as to whether it could really work
or not.

Have you made any provisions for the actual physical
calling of the department head before this House?

Mr, SHANE. If this amendment becomes law, I think
the procedure would work as follows: Any member
could stand on the floor of this House and say, Mr.
Speaker, I move that secretary so-and-so of so-and-so
department be directed by the chief clerk of the House
to appear before us on Monday, July 14, at 4 p.m., for
1 hour of interrogation concerning the policies of his
particular department.

If that motion passed by, I guess, a constitutional
majority of the House, then the chief clerk of the House
of Representatives would call that particular secretary
—I do not think all the formality of written notice and
serving and all that stuff would be necessary—and tell
him that this was the motion that passed on the floor
of the House.

Mr., LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, I fail to see anywhere
in the amendment that type of language which you lave
just related to the body and 1 have very serious doubts
as to whether that is anything more than a supposition
on your part. I think that there will be no actual means
provided for the calling of these department heads in
the - way this amendment is written and I-think that
probably would be the most serious of fatal errors that
could bhe made in this type of legislation. i

Mr. SHANE. My own feeling is that our rules are
flexible enocugh that a simple verbal motion from the
floor of the House by one of our colleagues would he

sufficient to accomplish this question period, should this
question period become law.

Mr. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, do we not at this present
time possess the ability to do just what you are provid-
ing for in this amendment?

Mr. SHANE. I do not think we have sufficient lati-
tude in our rules of the Fouge or in our laws now {o do
this. But if we amend the Administrative Code, which
is the basic statute law for the running of state govern-
ment, I think it would be clear then that we do have this
authority,

Oh, you may find some constitutional lawyer drifting
around these halls who can conjure up a legal opinion
that says we currently have the authority to do it, but T
think it would be best and more tidy to make it clear
by strong vote in this House and the Senate and put it
into the basic statute law for governing the state, which
is the Administrative Code of 1929,

Mr. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, supposing we do accept
the supposition that you offer, that we can hy virtue of
a motion call these department heads to us, the second
question I have in my mind is: What happens if they
refuse?

Mr. SHANE. Then we come fo an interesting test.
Well, T think we might take procedures to bring them
to the well of the House.

Mr. LINCOLN. Well, Mr. Speaker, again I have to
quarrel with the looseness of your argument in suppos-
ing more than actually what is being written in, and 1
would—

Mr. SHANE, T will be more precise. T would think
we would resort to the procedures analogous to the
Carcaci incident, whereby the person would be suhb-
poenaed.

Mr. LINCOLN. All right. That is something that I
would have to say, Mr. Speaker, that we have the au-
thority and the power to do at the present time.

The third question which follows right in line is: We
have the department head befere us, whether willingly
or unwillingly, and we come to the third part, and that is
the actual questioning, What takes place if he refuses
to answer questions put forth to him such as Careaci
did? Are we going to jail him?

Mr. SHANE. No. I may have to defer to the expertise
of those gentlemen who were on that committee, but 1
would hope that the answers of an established devart-
ment head would not be ineriminating. I would hope
that he would be able to talk freely and openly with us.

If there is a problem with his fifth-amendment, self-
incrimination privileges, I would certainly want to re-
spect that constitutional right. But short of the fifth
amendment, I think he has an obligation to speak.

Mr. LINCOLN. Well, does he not possess that obliga-
tion at this present time?

Mr. SHANE., Well, you and I disagree as to possibly
the legality of .this procedure under current law with-
out this amendment. It may be so that we can accom-
plish it now, but I would feel more comfortable if the
House and the Senate spoke affirmatively on this matter
and we added the amendment to our Adminisirative
Code of 1929. Then I would feel more comfortable with
this procedure.

Mr. LINCOLN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. LINCOLN. Mr, Speaker, I have a parliamentary
inquiry at this time,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it,

Mr. LINCOLN. Would the rules of the House which
we vote at the beginning of each session by which tn
operate the House be subject to change by passing legis-
lation outside the purview of the rules of the House?

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman state the gues-
tion again, please?

Mr. LINCOLN. We operate on rules that are enacted
at the beginning of each session, and these rules are all-
encompassing as far as how we operate our daily and
day-to-day basis for passing legislation, calling motions
forth, and such. If legislation such as this is passed
which amends a law which does not have anything to
do with our House rules, which supersedes the other?
Which has preference?

The SPEAKER. The amendment that is before the
House in no way affects the rules of the House. There
is no inconsistency between the amendment and the rules
of the House as the Speaker sees it.

Mr. LINCOLN. If there are no rules covering the pro-
cedures which will be mandated hy this law, what would
be the procedure in the House then?

The SPEAKER. The House would have to adopt its
own rules governing that procedure.

Mr. LINCOLN. And what if they so desired not to
do that?

The SPEAKER. That is the will of the House.

Mr., LINCOLN. Would this law have any effect on the
procedure of the House then?

The SPEAKER. The law has no effect on the pro-
cedure of the House.

Mr, LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, I at this time would like
to ask the Chair to rule as to whether this amendment
is frivolous in nature. And basing it on the answers that
were just given to my questions, T believe it is and I
would agk you to so rule at this time.

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair, while not sharing
the viewpoint of the gentleman, Mr. Shane, on the amend-
ment, certainly would not rule that the amendment is
being offered frivolously. The Chair would have to rule
that the point of order is not well taken.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery,
Mr. Mebus.

Mr. MEBUS. I wonder if the Chair would refresh my
memory, It seems to me that in 1965, there was a not
dissimilar proposal! placed bhefore this House by your-
self. Am I correct in that? Is my memory correct?

The SPEAKER. No. As best the Chair can reecall, in
1961 the rules of the House provided for a guestion-and-
answer period. And the House, in its wisdom—I think
in 1967, the Chair is advised—deleted that rule from the
House and it has never appeared in the rules again.

The Chair recognizes the minority leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, T think on that point we
should clarify that this i3 quite different in that this
would require the attendance of people, whereas I bhe-
lieve our rules at one point provided the mechanism feor
the interrogation periods.

The SPEAKER. Well, this is the rule as it appeared.
It was then known as rule 19-1:

The House, upon motion made only by the
Majority Leader and seconded only by the Mi-
nority Leader, may, by majority vote, resolve
itself into a Committee of the Whole for “Ques-
tions and Answers” relating exclusively to de-
partmental legislation pending on the House
calendar,

Questions must be in writing, signed by the
members requesting information and be sent to
the Majority or the Minority Leader.

The Majority and Minorily Leaders shall pre-
sent questions received from the members to the
Committee on Rules for examination. When ap-
proved by the Committee, a copy of the guestion
shall immediately be forwarded by the House
leaders jointly to the head of the department af-
fected, together with a written request that he
appear before the Committee of the Whole House
at a designated time to answer the questions sub-
mitted to him. The Committee may, at its dis-
cretion, ask for a written reply.

Questions for oral answer which have been
approved by the Committee on Rules shall be
printed, each with a number under an appro-
priate heading on the House calendar at least
two legislative days in advance of the time fixed
by the House for the sitting of the Committee of
the Whole.

Members will be recognized by the Chair to ask
the questions in the order they are listed on the
House calendar, after which the head of the de-
partment to whom the question has been di-
rected will be recognized for reply.

When the head of a department has answered
a guestion, the Speaker, at his discretion, may
permit members to put supplemental guestions
arising out of the reply, but there shall be no
debate.

When the Committee of the Whole is sitting

r “Guestions and Answers,” the Speaker shall
preside.

A motion may be made in the House to print
the “Question and Answer” proceedings in the
Legislative Journal.

That is the rule as it appeared in 1961, which was sub-
sequently deleted from the House rules.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery,
Mr. Mebus. :

Mr. MEBUS. Mr. Speaker, again, maybe I misstated
it, but was there not some move on your part or on Mr.
Eilherg's, who was then the majority leader of the House,
to bring someone of the Scranton Cabinet officers before
the House for inferrogation on some subject? It was
1965, I am almost certain. It was my. very fn‘st year
here, as I recall

The SPEAKER. As best I can recaII we had a pro-
ceeding similar to the proceeding that’ the House: had
last year in connection with the matter of Lieutenant
Carcaci. It involved the State Police on a wiretapping
situation where the House endeavored, as it did last year.
to bring four  members, as ‘I recall, of the State Police
before the well of the House to answer questions on the
matter of wiretapping.
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Mr. MEBUS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
a few remarks?

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

Mr. MEBUS, I would like to see this amendment
adopted. I think it has virtue, particularly in light of the
tremendous amount of effective legislation that comes
out under the name of “rules and regulations.” 1 think
it would be an excellent opportunity for members of
this body to direct their interrogation to some of the
department heads under whose aegis a lot of rules and
regulations are promulgated.

The body of law which governs the people of this
Commonwealth iz far greater as established by rules
and regulations than by statutory law passed by these
two bodies, ourselves and the Senate. There are many
occasions when some of the rules and regulations that
are promulgated, based on legislation we have passed,
are not only greater volumetrically, but they frequently
go in a direction different than the legislative intent at
the time of their passage.

As a result, I think it would be salutary if we would
have an opportunity to interrogate some of these de-
partment heads under whose aegis these things have been
promulgated. Maybe we could clarify and get some
straight answers to some things that otherwise stay in
a never-never land and rarely are ever clarified.

I know that too many times I have been addressed by
constituents saying, why did you people pass a bhill that
does so-and-so? We never passed such a bill. But the
way the department heads have chosen to administer
some of the acts we have passed creates something en-
tirely different than we had in mind.

May [ make

For this reason, if no other, T think there is merit in
this proposal, and I would hope that it be adopted.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr, IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, you read to the House of
Representatives a detailed rule which we had until 1965,
I believe, in the rules of the House, If the members will
note the great detail, you will note the distinet conirast
between the carefully worked-out details of the earlier
rule and the lack of details in the Shane amendment.

Mr. Shane is noble of purpose. I have no doubt about
that. And if all of us were Bill Shane, or even if most
of us were Bill Shane, I would not be at the microphone
opposing this amendment. But I want you to notice
the immense possibility for mischief which could be
engendered by the adoption of this amendment. There
is no limit as to the questions; there is no advance notica
to the person being. interrogated. Any ome of us could
either make a bureaucrat out to be a fool or, in furn,
prove that we as individuals are fools by the types of
questions we ask and the types of answers we’ mlght
solieit.

The oppcirtunity' for harassment by the- Demo'cratic
Party of a Republican Governér and his Caliinet, or by
a Republican Party of a' Democratic ‘Governor and his
Cabinet, are immense and enormous in their portent.

We are not British. We established that from 1775
until 1783 and reaffirmed it in the War of 1812, The
systems which work for the British have not necessarily
worked hsre., The British system of government is not

a system of checks and balances. Those men and women
who come before Parliament are ministers; they are not
bureaucratic heads of departments.

If we as a House of Representatives, having decided
earlier this morning that we still believe in party poli-
tics—hecause remember we did reject an amendment
which would, in effect, have decried party politics—then
have we not ourselves stated that we intend to pursue
party politics as we have in the past?

Is there anyone on this floor who =zeriously doubts
that such an amendment as Mr. Shane’s would not he
misused, or the attempt to misuse it would not oecur?

Can you not picture the wild disorder which would
follow if we had a man as popular as the former Insur-
ance Commissioner on the floor of this House for an
hour of inquisition?

Oh, yes, I have the same insfincts as I decried at this
microphone befnre. There are those bureaucrats whose
blood I would like to see stain the carpet, whether they
be Democrats or Republicans. I have had my problems
with them, and I could name three of them right now in
the present Cabinet that I would he delighted to cross-
examine, and I think my bloodthirstiness would be re-
flected in the breasts of all of us.

Now T ask wou to consider very, very carefully hefore
yvou vote. I repeat, the pgesture is noble indeed. The
weapon is extremely sharp, and those who would wicld
that weapon, in my opinion, are not yet ready to hand
it, and I ask you to vote in the negative, as I shall.

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

Mr. DAVIES. Would the maker answer a question, or
some expert give me an answer to two questions?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana, Mr,
Shane, consent fo interrogation?

Mr. SHANE. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, as it stands now, does the
Governor of the Commonwealth have the right of execu-
tive privilege to refuse to have those members appear or
members of their staff appear, similar to the Federal sys-
tem?

‘Mr. SHANE., Well, despite the imaginative efforts of
the ex-President, executive privilege is still a rather
nebulous doctrine. As I followed the debates about a year
ago, it is never specifically mentioned in the United States
Constitution and—I am not sure.but I guess—not in the
Pennsylvania constitution. I will defer to my colleague,
Mr. Pancoast.

So I think the assertion of executive privilege by some
aggressive executives is far greater than what the prece-
dents would recognize. I doubt if a Governor could cloak
his cabinet heads with executive privilege in such a man-
ner as to prevent them from coming here and hearing a
half hour or an hour’s worth of questions. I do riot think
executive- pr1v11ege Would stop the thrust of this amend-
ment. :

Mr. DAVIES “The second one then: In areas of sensi-
tivity ‘such as the matter of, let us say, labor negotiations
or the matter of state security-—the very security of the
Governor or something like that—would there be then an
area where the person being questioned would have a
right to refuse to answer on those grounds in such a
proceeding?

Mr. SHANE. I would think yes, and, secondly, I think
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the House would have the decency to respect that in-
vocation. And if the House did not have the decency to
respect that kind of confidentiality, I do not think it could
be legally compelled.

Mr. DAVIES. What protection does your amendment
offer to that end, that the person cannot be then cited for
contempt of this body?

Mr. SHANE. The judges.

Mr, DAVIES. The court itself?

Mr. SHANE. Yes.

Mr. DAVIES. In other words, the courts that are to sit
in that judgment?

Mr. SHANE. Right. It eventually got to the courts
with Careaci, and I assume to flush out this proposal some
controversy may develop where we would have to resort
to the courts again.

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montgomery, Mr. Pancoast.

Mr. PANCOAST. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana.

The majority leader has made note of the fact that ours
is a separation of power system as contrasted with the
British fusion of powers where the executive and the
legislative branches are combined. Their question hour,
of course, is designed specifically to hold accountable the
heads of the various departments because there is this
fusion of powers,

However, I think our very separation, as Mr. Mebus has
peinted out, makes it very necessary for us to recognize
that there must be a good system of accountability here
in thig country. This we do not have at the present time,
except through our interrogations through committee in-
vestizations. And reference was made to the former In-
surance Commissioner who appeared before some of our
House investigating committees and was able to skirt an-
swering questions very, very cleverly. Maybe this could
be done on the floor of the House during a question-hour
period as well,

I think there are really three values to a question
period of this kind. Number one, information would be
provided directly to the rnembership of the House or the
Senate. Secondly, there would be a clarification—and I
think this is the point that Mr. Mebus was trying to seek
—of the rules and regulations that are today promulgated
by the executive departments and the commissions. And
third and probably most important, I think, is the fact
that a commission or a department would be carrying out
the intention of this legislative body more effectively than
I think they have been in many instances in the imme-
diate past.

Tt seems to me that the very threat-—and I guess that
is the right word te use—of calling a particular commis-
sion head or department head before the House or the
Senate, that the value would be the threat that he might
be called; not the fact that he is called but the fact that he
might be called. And certainly I think that the adoption
of this amendment would produce greater accountability
automatically on the part of commission heads and de-
partment heads. I urge the support of this amendment.

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

Mr, CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a great
deal of attention to the remarks of the majority leader
and I agree wholeheartedly with his remarks.

I would point out to the members of the House that
shortly before this bill was put up on the board, there
were the discussions about partisanship and, I believe, the
record of the sponsor of this amendment, Mr. Shane. I
am very much afraid that this is one of the times he is
going to be voting as a normal maverick. And I think
that this particular bill and the debate on the bill is per-
haps the best example for the necessity of partisanship.

As the majority leader has pointed out, T do not believe
that this amendment would be supported by everybody
who has spoken from the other side of the aisle—every
member of the Republican party so far in the debate—if
there were a Republican Governor in the front office and
Republican department heads. T think this is one time
where we have to be partisan in the vote.

And I would like to also point out that, as Mr. Pancoast
has indicated, we do have the power of committee inves-
tigations. If we did not have that power, there might be
some need for this amendment, but we do have that power
and we do get personal information through the very
committee system that he spoke of, hecause in every com-
mittee there are members from both sides of the aisle.
We get the investigations.

We have had committee investigations of various de-
partment heads. We had a great deal of them during the
last session, and I assume we will have more at some
time in the future. In fact, I recall that this House voted
for several resolutions that are calling for investigations
of varjous state agencies. We have that power.

The question was raised about what we could do if a
department head refused to come in. Well, I know one
thing we can do here in the House and Senate: If any
department head summarily refuses to answer our ques-
tions when we are seeking information, we as a legisla-
tive body—the Senate and the House——can vote a hill to
eliminate that department. We can do that, They can-
not walk away from us and ignore us if we really want
the information we are trying to get.

CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CAPUTO. And I also have been thinking about it
—and I do not know if the question has been raised—but
it seems to me that this is a serious invasion of the sepa-
ration of powers’ system of our constitution, and at this
point, if I am in order, I would like to raise the constitu-
tionality of the amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Capute, has raised
the question of the matter of constitutionality of the
amendment offered by the gentleman, Mr. Shane.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr.
Eckensberger.

Mr. ECKENSBERGER. Mr. Speaker, on the point of
constitutionality, I would like to refer the members to
Article IV of the state constitution, section 10, and I quote
that as follows: '

The Governor may requiré information in wrif-
ing from the officers of the Executive Depart-
ment, upon any subject relatmg to the dutles of .
their respective offices

Mr. Speaker, [ have been debatmg with myself as to
what the true meaning of that section of the constitution
is and I tried, in the short period of time of this debate,
to find other sections in the constitufion that might give
context to this provision. Certainly, I was going to raise
the question, but now that it has been raised, I think that
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all the members should congider this particular provision
as to how it might bear in this issue.

I cannot represent to the members at this time that this
provision clearly makes Mr. Shane’s amendment uncon-
stitutional. However, I would suggest to the members
that sirice the Governor has the power to require infor-
mation from the cabinet members, given that power by
the people, the question is, can then the legislature of its
own initiative give itself that power?

It seems to me that we can make out the argument that
what Mr. Shane is attempting to do is unconstitutional in
that it does fly in the face of the separation of powers’
doctrine.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, in my
mind there is no question that the intent and the wording
of the Shane amendment is unconstitutional.

When we compare what is done in the British Parlia-
ment—as Mr. Pancoast so ably pointed out—we are not
talking about a government where there are three sepa-
rate, distinet branches of government that are coequal
and separate; Mr. Shane’s amendment, in spirit and in
word, talks to making the executive department accounta~
ble to the legislature. The framers of the Constitution
never intended that the legislature, the executive, or the
judiciary be accountable to anybody but the people,
and this is the whole context of the Shane amendment.

To require the executive to be accountable to us is
vicolative of the constitution, We have the power perhaps
to make the executive department responsive to the voice
of the legislature, but we have no right te call members
of that department in to question them,

On the purely political side—and perhaps this violates
the question of constitutionality—it is interesting that the
minority leader wants us to put this kind of a provision
in the Administrative Code when it was his party in the
House that deleted it from the House rules when a Repub-
lican Governor had been elected and the House was still
controlled by Demoerats.

The SPEAKER., Let the members on the floor please
confine themselves to the question hefore the House, and
the question before the House is the matter of the consti-
tutionality of the amendment.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Delaware, Mr.
Zearfoss.

Does the gentleman, Mr. Zearfoss, want to address him-
self to the matter of constitutionality?

Mr. ZEARFOSS. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I do.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. To say that the Shane amendment is
unconstitutional because it gives the power to the House
of Representatives to interrogate, as a whole, an officer in
the executive braneh would necessarily lead us to the
conclusion then that the committees of this House could
not interrogate members of the executive branch if such
interrogation was resisted by the member of the executive
branch because the power of the committees is derived
from the power of the whole. Therefore, if you are going
to vote that the amendment is unconstitutional—

POINT OF ORDER
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo.
gentleman rise?

Mr. CAPUTO. Irise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state if.

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment
does not create the House as a Committee of the Whole.
The amendment says nothing about that.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. It does say that the House and the
Senate would have the power to interrogate the execu-
tive officer.

But be that as it may, or be that aside, the point still is
that if you are going to say that the House cannot do it
as a whole, whether it is as a Commitftee of the Whole
or whatever, and say that that is unconstitutional, then
from that must follow the conclusion that the committees
cannot do that either, because their power comes from
the whole. And if the whole does not have the power,
certainly the committees would not have the power either,

T think that is a dangerous precedent to set and I think
we should think ahout that when we vote on the consti-
tutionality, plus the fact that the provision of the con-
stitution that Mr. Eckensherger read, at best, would find
this amendment unconstitutional only by implication. It
certainly containg no direct prohibition from taking this
action, and certainly this action is not unconstitutional
by the words of the constitution,

I think that we should allow the legislative body the
opportunity that it has, T think, from the powers given
to the legislature by the pecple of this Commonwealth to
investigate in any area that we want to, which would in-
clude, obviously, the administration of the laws that we
have enacted. That is our legislative authority. I do not
see how it can be said that it is uneconstitutional if we
chogse to pursue that course by interrogating the persons
who are administering the laws that we have enacted.

For what purpose does the

The SPEAKER.
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Zearfoss’ argument does
not bear very close analysis,

The power of any commitftee of this House is derived
from a specific power of this House and one power only,
and that is, the power to issue a subpoena. No committee
of this House can compel by any other method except the
subpoena method the attendance of witnesses and the
testimony thereof.

Ask Mr. Gleason if you do not believe me.
your left.

The House retains that power and can so utilize it this
moment if it wishes. It can subpoena any citizen, in-
cluding the departmental heads. Therefore it is fallacious
to argue that if we vote this amendment unconstitutional
we have rendered unconstitutional the one power granted
to us, the power of subpoena. We have not done so at all,
sir.

Now let me address myself again to the question of
unconstitutionality. We deal here, I think, with a very
serious subject, and I do not wish to involve myself in
the politics of the matter as of this moment.

I am not by nature a democrat, with a small “d”; I am
an Autocrat, with a large capital “A.” I like to have my
own way; I would like to dictate policy. But it is against
this very type of threat that this country was organized.
It was specifically set up to avoid the autocrat, like Lee
Irvis, who would like to he both legislature, judicial
branch and executive all rolled in one—king, in other
words.

The Chair recognizes the majority

He sits to
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The Shane amendment is unconstitutional because it
viclates the wvery spirit of the separation of power. It
might be desirable for us to have that power, but in my
opinion we cannot constitutionally give it to ourselves.

It is my opinion that the Hosue ought to now dispose of
this matter on the question of constitutionality, and I would
ask, on that question, that the members vote that it is not
constitutional, and then let us get along with the business
of the day.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
Jeader,

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, it just defies my imagina-
tion how we can hear arguments phrased on the question
of the unconstitutionality of this amendment and then
utilize the doctrine of the separation of powers as the
basis for that argument.

We, in this amendment, are in no way interfering or
even touching upon that doctrine. We are not attempting
to run the executive branch of government; all we are
attempting to do is to ask people who have voluntarily
assumed high office to make themselves accessible. They
can do whatever they want in their particular branch of
government and, true, we cannot interfere. All we are
wanting to do is ask quesiions; to expose facts to the
people. We represent the people. And to use that kind
of a doelrine to substantiate a position of unconstitution-
ality just does not make sense,

I can understand other reasons to oppose this amend-
ment, valid reasons, regardless of what side of the aisle
you are on, but on a constitutional basis to say that we
who represent the people to whom these people are
responsible cannot ask them questions whenever we want
on behalf of the people, is absurd.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now submit the mat-
ter of the constitutionality of the amendments to the
membership for a vote.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery,
Mr. Pancoast.

Mr. PANCOAST. Mr. Speaker, to quote my friend,
Marty Mullen, “I will be very brief.” But, first, I would
like to try to answer Mr. Manderino with respect to the
creation of the executive department.

I think it should be borne in mind that it is the legisla-
tive body that creates the legislative department in the
first place; that creates the commission; that grants the
authority to these bodies and can take that authority
away from them,

I really do not believe that it violates the spirit of a
separation of powers where 2ll that the legislative body
is doing is trying to see that the administrative branch
of government is carrying out the intentions of this body.

Secondly, with respect to constitutionality, T read in the
Pennsylvania Constitution only five restrictions on legis~
lative power: change of permanent location of the state
capital; appropriations for public assistance, military serv-
ice, and scholarships; charitable and educational appro-
priations; delegation of certain powers prohibited; and
certain local and special laws.

I find nothing in these restrictions that would prevent
us from asking a member of an executive department or a
commission to appear befcre this body either as a General
Assembly, as a House of Representatives, or as a com-
mittee of the whole to answer questions with respect o
the administration of functions that we have conferred
upon that body in the first place.

The SPEAKER. The members desiring to vote to sus-
tain the constitutionality of the amendments will be voi-
ing *“aye;” the members desiring to vote that the amend-
ments are unconstitutional will vote “nay.”

On the guestion,
Will the House sustain the constitutionality of the
Shane amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. CAPUTO
and SHANE and were as follows:

YEAS—103
Anderson, J. H. Gleason Mebus Shethamer
Barber Grieco Miller, M. E. Shuman
Beren Gring Miller, M. E,, Jr. Siriannl
Gerlin Halverson Milliron Smith, E.
Bittle Hamilton, J, H. Miscevich Smith, L.
Blackwell Haszay Moehlmann Spencer
Drandt Haskell Mrkonic Stahl
rurng Hayes, D. 8. Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Butera Hayes, S, E. Noye Taylor
Cesgar Heptord O'Connell Turner
Timind Hill Panecoast Vroon
Cohen Hopkins Parker, H. 8. Wagner
Crawford Hutchinson, W. Perri Walsh, T. P.
Cumberland Johnson, J. Pitts Weidner
Davies Katz Polite Westerberg
Deverter Kistler Pyles Whelan
Dietz Klingaman Reed Whittlesey
Dorr Knepper Renninger Wilson
Faweett Kusse Rhodes Wilt, R. W,
Figscher Lehr Ross Wilt, W, W,
Pisher Levt Ryan Worrilow
Foster, A. Lynch Salvatore Wright
Foster, W, Manmiller Scheaffer Yohn
Fryer MeClatehy Seirica Zearfoss
Gallen MeCue Seltzer Zord
Geesey MeGinnis Shane

NAYS—88
Abraham Garzia McCall Romanelli
Arthurs Geisler McIntyre Ruggiero
Bellomini George MeLane Saloom
Bennett Glammareco Menhorn Schmitt
Berson Gillesple Milanovich Schweder
Bonetto Gillette Mullen Shelton
Bradley Gleeson Musto Shupnik
Brunner Goodman Myers Stout
Caputo Green Novak Sullivan
Cole Greentield O’Brien Toll
Cowall Irvis O'Donnell Trello
Davis, D. M. Itkin O'Keefe Valicenti
DeMedio Kelly, A. P. Oliver Vann
Diearlo Kernick Perry Wansacz
DiDonato Kolter Petrarca ‘Wargo
Dombrowskd Kowalyshyn Plevsky Wojdak
Doyle LaMarca Pratt Yahner
Dreibelbis Laudadio Prendergast Zeller
Eckensherger Laughlin Rappaport Zwrikl
Englehart Lederer Renwick
Fee Letiterman Rieger Fineman,
Flaherty Lincoln Ritter Speaicer
Galiagher Manderino

NOT VOTING—12

Dininnl Kelly, J. B. Richardson Tayoun
Hammock McGraw Sweeney Thomas
Hutchinson, A. Morrls Taddonio Ustynoski

The majority required by the Constitution having voted
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the
affirmative, and the constitutionality of the amendments
was sustained.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Perry, Mr. Noye.

Mr. NOYE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Mr.
Shane’s amendment. I think this is probably the one most
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important piece of legislation that we may face in this
entire session of the General Assembly for this reason:
Over the last several weeks there has been guite a bit of
publicity throughout the Commonwealth by the different
media concerning the question of who is actually running
state government. What we have found developing in
state government is really a fourth branch. The fourth
branch is the bureaucracy that has been created.

It has been noted many times by many people that it
is probably easier io repeal a law in the state than it is
to repeal a rule or regulation. That is basically what we
are faced with.

When we faced the question of passing the budget, I
offered an amendment to the appropriation for the De-
partment of Environmental Resources, which probably
has had more of an effect on the lives of people in this
Commonwealth than any other department or agency in
the last 2 years.

I think it is high time that we, as legislators who are
maoking these laws, come up with some answers and go
back to our people and explain just what is going on.
People throughout my district—and I am sure it is not
any different in any of your distriets—have found that
government has become very impersonal. They have to
deal with a department or agency. They cannot get a
straight answer. They call their legislator, and their
legislator cannot give them an answer because he does not
know the rules and regulations.

I think it is very important that we have the opportu-
nity to bring these people in to explain to us and answer
our questions so that we are able to best answer the
people back home when they want to know why they
have to do soemething the way some bureaucrat tells them
it has to be done or face some stiff penalty.

This is our big chance to keep control of this state gov-
ernment and to make it answer to the people. We are
the people who are elected, not the bureaucrats. We are
the ones who are responsible, basically, for what they are
doing, even though half the time we do not know what
they are doing. If we let this get away from us now, we
have lost what state government is all about. I ask for
an affirmative vote.

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

Mr. MISCEVICH. Mr. Speaker, due to the large num-
ber of calls that I have made personally, trying to get
in touch with department heads, which have been very
unsuccessful, T find that there is a high rate of absentee-
ism among the department heads. I went to my leader-
ship and asked the leadership to correct the situation
some months ago, before I ever heard of Senate hill No.
147, and it has not been corrected to this point,

When a member of this House is absent, he makes the
front pages, and T think the same thing should apply to
the heads of these departments.

MOTION TO TABLE SENATE BILI, No. 147

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Fayette, Mr. Lincoln.

Mr. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, T have some extremely
serious questions in my mind about this amendment
being offered to Senate hill No. 147. I would appreciate
some time to consider just what the weaknesses or
strengths of this amendment are.

For that reason, I am going to make a motion at this

time that Senate bill No. 147, together with this amend-
ment, be iaid upon the table.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr, Lincoln, has made
a motion fo place Senate bill No. 147, plus the amend-
ment, upon the table.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana, Mr.
Shane,

Mr. SHANE. I oppose the motion to table,

I think the time is now to assert our demand for ac-
countahbility. I think the procedures, as we discussed
them in the dialogue on this floor, make the legislative
intent clear as to what we have in mind and what pro-
cedures we will follow to bring these interrogations about.
I therefore urge a “no” vote on the tabling motion.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. LINCOLN
and SHANE and were as follows:

YEAS—84
Abraham Geisler MceCall Ruggiero
Arthurs George McIntyre Saloom
Bellomini Giammarco McLane Schmitt
Bennett Gillespie Menhoern Schweder
Berson Gillette Milanovich Shupnik
Bonetto Gleeson Musto Stapleton
Brunner Green Novak Stout
Caputo Greenfleld O’Brien Sullivan
Cole Hutchinson, A. O’Donnell Tayoun
Cowell Irvis O'Keefe Toll
Cumberland Itkin QOliver Trello
DeMedfo Johnson, J. Perry Valcenti
Dicarlo Kelly, A. P. Petrarca ‘Wansacz
DiDonato Kernick Pievsky Wargo
Dombrowski Kolter Pratt Wojdal
Doyle Kowalyshyn Prendergast Yahner
Eckensberger LaMarca Rappaport Zeller
Fnglehart Laudadio Renwick Zwikl
Fee Laughlin Rieger
Fiaherty Lederer Ritter Fineman,
Gallagher Lincoln Romanellj Speaker
Garzia Manderino
NAYS—106
Anderson,J, H. Geesey Mebus Shelhamer
Barber Gleason Miller, M. E. Shelton
Eeren Goodman Miller, M. E., Jr. Shuman
Berlin Grieco Milliron Sirianni
Bittle Gring Miscevich Smith, E.
Blackwell Halverson Moehlmann Smith, L.
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mrkonic Spencer
Brandt Hasay Mullen, M. P, Stahl
Burns Haskell Noye Taylor
Butera Hayes, D. 8. O’Connell Turner
Cessar Hayes, 5. E. Pancoast Vann
Cimim Hepford Parker, H. 8. Vroon
Cohen Hill Perri ‘Wagner
Crawford Hopkins Pitts Walsh, T, P.
Davies Hutchinson, W. Polite Weaidner
Davis, D. M. Katz Pyles Westerberg
Deverter Kistler Reed Whelan
Dietz Klingaman Renninger Whittlesey
Dorr Knepper Rhodes Wilson
Dreibelbis Kusse Ross Wilt, R. W.
Fawcett Lehr Ryan Wilt, W. W.
Fischer Levi Salvatore Worrilow
Fisher Lynch Scheaffer Wright
Foster, A. Manmiller Seirica Yohn
Foster, W. MeClatchy Seltzer Zearfoss
Fryer MeCue Shane Zord
Gallen MeGinnis
NQT VOTING—12
Dininml MeGraw Myers Taddonic
Hammock Morris Richardson Thomas
Kelly, T. B. Mullen Sweeney Ustynozki
Letterman

So the question was determined in the negative and
the motion was not agreed to.
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On the question recurring,
Will the House agree to the amendments?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be crass,
but I just want to make an observation. I am amazad to
find that all the Republicans are agreed as to the con-
stitutionality of this matter. BEvery Republican vote was
green.

And I congratulate the minority leader on the second
vote of his party, On the motion to table, they were all
wise, too; they all voted “no” except one. That is a
pretty good average, Bob; that is better than I ever do.

Mr, BUTERA. I did not even ask them,

Mr, IRVIS. 1 know.

I am not going to suggest to the Democrats that there
is anything political about this at all; I am simply going
to suggest to the Democrats who do not see what is zoing
on that they have an appointment made with their
ophthalmologist.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair
leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, one of the risks, ohviously,
of any oversight move like this, particularly one as bold
as this, carries the possibility, and even perhaps the
probability, that at one time or another partisan inter-
ests will enter the legitimate business of this House. Of
course, it goes both ways. And I do not think it is fair
to categorize anvone’s vote on any of these issues purely
on that particular ground. I could stand here and do
the same thing.

It is possible, Mr. Speaker, just remotely possible, that
those who voted as I did on the past two votes may,
either through their common sense or perhaps through
some other investigation that they have made inde-
pendently, support the findings in Mason’s Legislative
Manual, Part X, Chapter 75, which deals with investi-
gations by legislative bodies. Section 795, subsection 10,
of the Manual states, and I quote: “An investigation into
the management of the warious institutions of the state
and the departments of the state government is at all
times a legitimate function of the legislature.”

That is really what every advocate on the constitu-
tionality question was attempting to say. It certainly
makes sense for the people’s body to continually scru-
tinize and analyze the people’s government.

What really astounds me is that each one of us here
subjects himself, by the very wvirtue of his running for
office, to the exact thing we are asking for other people
in high office to subject themselves to. No newsman
calls you up and says, I would like to make an appoint-
ment with you to ask you the following questions. What
they usually do is eateh you when they can and ask you
whatever questions they want, and most of the time
most of us answer those questions to the best of our
ability. We do not object to that. We just hold it as
part of our joh.

When you seek high office, when you hold high office,
you are obligated to be accessible and to answer ques-
tions. When constituents call your office to hold you
accountable, you do not send them away; you invite
them in. As a matter of fact, not only at election time
but during your whole term of office you seek groups to

recognizes lhe minority

talk to, to express yourself, Most of the time when you
are finished your commentary, be it at a school or a
Lions club or wherever, you ask for questions because
that is part of your job.

Now why should that not also be a part of the job of
people who have a lot more power than we have as
individuals? Why should we, as representatives of the
people, not be allowed to ask them questions? Not run
their departments, but ask why they are doing this; how
they interpret the law we just gave them Jlast month;
how they are going to administer this; do they need more
help; how are they spending their money.

It is just so very basic that all the partisan considera-
tions that have been mentioned, all the possible chaos,
which I think would reflect adversely on us and there-
fore would not happen, is just so much of a smoke sereen,
The real problem here is that there are some people who
do not want us to have the access we should have.

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

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, Speaker, I rise to make a few re-
marks concerning this amendment, if I may.

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

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, Speaker, T feel, indeed, very small
following a man as distinguished as our majority leader,
but I recognize one important philosophy—that I was
chosen by the people of my distriet to represent them
in the best possible manner that 1 can possibly avail
myself to.

We often allude to senior members and freshman
members and, of course, I am one of the freshman mem-
bers. But I wonder, in fact, when we use the term “fresh-
man,” whether it relates to being fresh in thought or
just fresh in tenure.

The majority leader made mention of the fact that
when he looked up on the board a while ago, almost
every vote on the other side with the exception of one
was after what they call so-called good government. I
wish the members who are listening to me now would
please bestow on me a few minutes of their time so [
can release my conscience. As I looked up on the board
I saw that there were many Democratic members who
had voted with the minority side. I thought, as I stood
here, that I was going to allude to things that happened
before I came down here, such as the committee meet-
ings that were held last year, the so-called witch-hunt
that happened in Pennsylvania last year. At the time
I thought that they were bad, But I think that we in the
Democratic Party can be very grateful for the so-called
witch-hunt because that is why there are so many Demo-
crats down here this year.

I really wonder if, in fact, as the majority leader said
just a few minutes ago, all those who voted in favor of
the subsequent amendment and those who wanted to
abolish something that our forefathers gave us, such as
the two-party system, are actually advocating a strong
two-party system or advocating what T called before
a witch-hunt.

I wonder, as the majority leader said previously, if
the shoe were on the other foot, would we, indeed, he
voting in the opposile manner and the minority side
voting in the affirmative?
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POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from
Chester, Mrs. Crawford. For what purpose does the
lady rise?

Mrs. CRAWFORD, T rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The lady will state it.

Mrs. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not think the
gentleman is speaking on the amendment at all. I think
he is bringing political manifestations into this discus-
sion and I do not think that is necessary.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, what the young lady, my
colleague, calls political ramifications—

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield until there
has been a decision by the Speaker on the point of order?

I do not think that we can but help have politieal im-
plications involved in the discussion, It has been raised
already. The Chair sees no reason to circumscribe fur-
ther conversation on it.

The gentleman is in order and may proceed.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I have a lot of respect
for Mr. Shane. I also say that I believe Mr. Shane is a
good legislator who wants to provide the best type of
government for the people in Pennsylvania, but as I
read his amendment, I wonder if there are not a lot of
given points that he neglected to put in there, such as
maybe there should be more than one person called
before this benevolent body on a so-called witch-hunt,
or if, in fact, when called, the individual, with given
reason, could decline,

Until this amendment is refined, I would ask those
on the Democratic side to remember one important phi-
losophy—that to a man or a woman we indeed want
better government in Pennsylvania and we will have
it by defeating this amendment. Thank you very much.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana, Mr. Shane.

Mr. SHANE. Mr. Speaker, if we get this important
new tool of aceountability as part of our legislative re-
sponsibilities, I believe we will not abuse it. But if some-
body does attempt to abuse it—

POINT OF ORDER

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

Mr. RITTER. I rise to a point of arder,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RITTER. The rules of the House provide that a
member may speak only two times on a subject without
unanimous consent. This is the fourth time the gentle-
man has spoken. One time he was being interrogated,
but he has had two bites at the apple, Mr. Speaker, and
I object.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoghizes the gentleman
from Meontour, Mr. Wagner.,

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I just want to follow up
what Mr, Irvis said.

Know what is going on up on that board. It takes no
guts on this side right now because we were not for-
tunate enough last fall to vote “yes.”” The decision has
to be made over there.

Mr. IRVIS. 1 think the decision was made over here.

-

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. SHANE
and GREENFIELD and were as follows:

YEAS—8bH
Anderson, J. H, Gring MeGinnis Shuman
Beren Halverson Mebus Sirianni
Bittle Hamilton, J. H. Miller, M. E. Smith, E.
Brandt Hasay Miller, M. E., Jr. Smith, L.
Burns Haskell Moehimann Spencer
Butera Hayes, D. S. Mullen, M. P, Stahl
Cessar Hayes, S. E. Noye Taddonio
Cimini Hepford O'Connell Turner
Crawford Hill Pancoast Vroon
Davies Hopking Perri Wagner
Deverter Hutchinson, W. Pitts Weidner
Dietz Katz Polite Westerberg
Dorr Kistler Pyles Whelan
Fawcett Klingaman Renninger Whittlesey
Fischer Kusse Ryan Wilson
Fisher Lehr Salvatore wilt, R. W.
Foster, A. Levi Scheaffer Worrilow
Foster, W. Lynch Seiriea Wright
Gallen Manmiller Seltzer Yohn
Geegey MeClatchy Shane Zearfoss
Gleason MeCue Shelhamer Zord
Grieco

NAYS—106
Abraham Fryer Lincoln Ritter
Arthurs Gallagher Manderino Romanelli
Barber Garzia MeCall Ross
Bellomind Geisler McIntyre Ruggiero
Bennett George McLane Saloom
Berlin Giammarco Menhorn Schinitt
Berson Gillespie Milliron Schweder
Blackwell Gillette Miscevieh Shelton
Bonetto Gleeson Mrkonie Shupnik
Bradley Goodman Musto Stapleton
Brunner Green Myers Stout
Caputo Greenfield Novak Sullivan
Cohen Hammeock O’Brien Taylor
Cole Hutchinson, A. ©O'Donneil Toll
Cowell Irvis O'Keefe Trello
Cumberland Itkin Oliver Valicenti
Davis, D. M, Johnson, J. Parker, H. S, Vann
DeMedio Keily, A. P, Perry Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kernick Petrarca Wansacz
DiDonato Knepper Picvsky Wargo
Dombrowskt Kolter Pratt Wajdak
Doyle Kowalyshyn Prendergast Yahner
Dreibelbis LaMarca Rappaport Zeller
Eckensberger Laudadio Reed Zwikl
Englehart Laughlin Renwiclk
Fee Lederer Rhodes Fineman,
Flaherty Letterman Rieger Speaker

NOT VOTING—12

Dininnt Milanovich Richardson Thomas
Kelly, J. B. Morris Sweeney Ustynoski
MeGraw Mullen Tayoun Wilt, W. w.

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

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

Mr. W. W. WILT requested and obtained unanimous
consent to offer the following amendments, which were
read:

Amend Title, page 1, line 20 by inserting after “de-
termined,” ”: prohibiting homosexuals from performing
duties relating to corrections, mental illness, mental re-
tardation, juveniles or the State Police and

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 25 and 26:

Section 1. The act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175),
known as “The Administrative Code of 1929,” is amended
by adding a section to read:

Section 214.1. Limitations on Duties of Homosexuals.
—Notwithstanding any other provisions in law to the
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contrary, no department, board, commission or other
agency shall permit any employe who is an admitted
homosexual or has been convicted in a court of law of
homosexual activity or has been adjudicated a homo-
sexual at a private hearing before his or her hiring au-
thority to perform duties in connection with any penal,
reformatory or correctional institution, hospital for the
mentally iil or any other institution for the mentally re-
tarded or for juvenile delinquents and dependents or as
a member of the Pennsylvania Siate Pelice.

Any person adjudicated a homosexual by administrative
action shall be entitled to all normal rights of appeal
provided for pursuant to the act of June 4, 1945 (P. L.
i388,,No. 442), known as the “Adminisirative Agency

aw.’'

All applicants for the restricted positions set cut above
shall swear and affirm that to the best of their knowledge,
they have disclosed all instances where they are or have
been in violation of the act of December 6, 1972 (P. L.
1482, No, 234), known as the “Crimes Code.”

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 26 by striking out “L.” and
inserting: 2. o

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 26 and 27 by striking out
“ act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175}, known as “The
Administrative Code of 1929,” " and inserting: of the act,

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 23 by striking out “2.” and
inserting: 3.

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

The SPEAKER. This will be the last amendment be-
fore we recess for lunch. I would like to have the House
dispose of this amendment as quickly as possible so we
can break and have lunch and return te the floor quickly.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Blair, Mr.
Wilt.

Mr, W. W. WILT. Thank you, Mr., Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this amendment is identical to the amend-
ment that was inserted into House bill No. 97 a couple
of weeks ago by a vote of 173 to 3.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman saying that this
amendment is identical to an amendment that was of-
fered and inserted into another bill?

Mr. W. W. WILT. Into a House hill, yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is constrained to advise the
gentleman that the amendment is not in order.

Mr. W. W, WILT. Why?

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, any
question may be twice considered, but on its second con-
sideration it must be under the order of reconsideration.
Now if that were not the rule of the House, it would
mean that any member could offer the identical amend-
ment to bills repeatedly throughout the term of the
session.

Mr. W. W, WILT. Mr. Speaker, I thought that applied
only to House bills. In other words, had my amendment
been inserted into a Senate bill, then I would not be in
order, but the other hill was a House bill and this is a
Senate bill, I have seen this done many times.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield for just a
moment and I will read the gentleman the rule?

This is rule 27 of the House rules: “Amendments
adopted or defeated may not he considered again with-
out first reconsidering the wvote. The sponsor of the
amendment shall explain the amendment prior to con-
sideration by the House.” That means that an identical
amendment cannot be twice voted by the House unless
it comes under the order of reconsideration.

Mr. W. W. WILT. Mr. Speaker, I have seen this happen
frequently.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr. SELTZER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, how can you recongider
the vote by which an amendment was defeated or passed
to another piece of legislation?

The SPEAKER. You cannot, and that is why the
amendment cannot be offered,

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, not too long ago on this
same day was there not a very similar circumstance with
the amendment offered by the gentleman from West-
moreland, Mr. Saloom?

The SPEAKER. If, in fact, that was the identical
amendment, the amendment was improperly offered. It
should not have been offered.

Mr. SELTZER. It is my understanding that the gentle-
man from Westmoreland, Mr. Saloom, made the same
pronouncement that Mr, Wilt just made, that it was an
identical amendment which had been offered before.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is stating again for the
gentleman, if the amendment was an identical amend-
ment, it was improperly offered. The rules of the House
are quite clear on the subject.

Mr. W. W. WILT. Why did the Speaker nof rule on
the Saloom amendment as he is ruling at the present
time?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again, for the
third time, if the amendment offered by the gentleman,
Mr, Saloom, was the identical amendment previously
offered, it was improperly offered and should not have
been accepied by the House. If it was considered by
the House, the Chair will have to accept the fault if the
point of order was not raised.

Mr. BUTERA. It was not raised this time either.
You raised it.

The SPEAKER. Exactly,.

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, I move that the rules of
the House be suspended so we do not have a long debate.
Let us put it to a vote, that the rules be suspended to
permit Mr. Wilt to offer his amendment.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to argue
with the leader, but I would submit to the House that
this is a different amendment. The other amendment
that was voted on was entitled “Amendments to House
bill No, 97"; this is entitled “Amendments to Senate hill
No. 147.” This makes it very clearly a different amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The body of the amendment is the
same, Mr. Zearfoss.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. It is a different amendment to a
different bill. It has to be a different amendment.

The SPEAKER., It is not a different amendment, and
the motion made by the minority leader is an appropriate
motion to cure the situation, if that is the will of the
House.

Mr. W. W. WILT. Mr. Speaker, so that the members
are aware of what the content of the amendment is, may
I explain to them that this is the amendment which pro-
hibits the assignment of homosexuals—

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the
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waiver of the rules of the House, not the amendment in

guestion.

The Chair is now advised that the Saloom amendment
was different and not the identical amendment.

The question hefore the House is, will the House agree
to suspend the rules of the House so that the matter of
the amendment offered by the gentleman may be con-

sidered?

The Chair recognizes the majority leader.
Mr. IRVIS. Mr., Speaker, I ask a negative vote.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. BUTERA
and ZEARFQOSS and were as follows:

Anderson, J. H,
Beren
Bittle
Brandt
Burns
Butera
Cessar
Cimini
Crawiford
Davies
Davis, D, M,
Deverter
Dietz
Dorr
Doyle
Fawcett
Fischer
Fisher
Foster, A,
Foster, W.
Gallen
Geesey

Abraham
Arthurs
Barber
Bellomninl
Bennett
Berlin
Berson
Blackwell
Bonetto
Eradley
Brunner
Caputo
Cohen

Cole

Cowell
Cumberiand
LDeMedio
Dicarlo
DiDonato
Dombrowsky
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fee
Flaherty
Fryer
Gallagher
Garzia

Dininnj
welly, J. B.
Kolter

YEAS—85

Gleason Manmiller
Grieco MeClatchy
Gring McCue
Halverson MeGinnis
Hamilton, J.H. Mebus
Hasay Miller, M. E.
Haskell Miller, M., E., Jr.
Hayes, D. 8. Noye
Hayes, 8. E. O'Connell
Hepford Pancoast
Hill Parker, H. S.
Hopkins Perri
Hutchinson, W. Ditts
Katz Polite
Kistler Pyles
Klingaman Renninger
Knepper Ryan
Kusse Salvatore
Lehr Scheaffer
Levi Seltzer
Lyneh Siriannid

NAYS—108
Geisler Milanovich
George Milliron
Giammarco Miscevich
Giliesple Mrkonic
Gillette Mullen, M. P.
Gleeson Mullen
Goodman Musto
Green Myers
Greenfield Novak
Hammock O’'Brien
Hutchinson, A. O'Donnell
Irvis O'Keetfe
Itkin Cliver
Johnson, J. Perry
Kelly, A. P. Pettarca
Kernick Pievsky
Kowalyshyn Pratt
LaMarca Prendergast
Laudadio Rappaport
Laughlin Reed
Lederer Renwick
Letterman Rhodes
Lincoln Rieger
Manderino Ritter
McCall Romanelli
McIntyre Rosg
MeLane Ruggiero
Menhorn

NOT VOTING~—10

MeGraw
Moehlmann
Morris

Richardson
Sweency

Smith, E,
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Turney
Ustynoski
Vrocn
Wagner
Weidner
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilson
Wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W. W,
Worrilow
Wright
Yohn
Zearfoss
Zeller
Zord

Saloom
Schmitt
Schweder
Scirica
Shane
Shelhamer
Shelton
Shuman
Shupnik
Stapleton
Stout
Sullivan
Taylor
Tayoun
Toll
Trello
Valicenti
Vann
Walsh, T. P.
‘Wansacz
Wargo
Wojdak
Yahner
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Taddonio
Thomas

So the question was determined in the negative and
the motion was not agreed to.

SENATE BILL No. 147 PASSED OVER

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleran
from Blair, Mr. Wilt.

Mr. W. W. WILT. Mr. Speaker, ] move that this bill
be passed over so that I may have a proper amendment
drafted, please.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will pass the bill over.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. In view of the fact that there is a
minimal amount of additional business to be transacted,
we will stay at the task and complete our business
rather than adjourning for lunch.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from
Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. For what purpose does the
iady rise?

Miss STRIANNI. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The lady will state it.

Miss SIRIANNI. Can the Speaker tell me who is per-
mitted to put mail in the mail room and send it free?

The SPEAKER. Who is permitted what?

Miss SIRIANNI. Who is permitted to send mail out of
this mail room free, to have mail put in the boxes with-
out postage?

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not know the answer to the
question. If the lady will communicate with me in my
office, T will endeavor to get an answer.

Miss SIRIANNI. Perhaps I can state my point right
now,

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is not before the House.

Miss SIRIANNI 1 have—

The SPEAKER. Will the lady yield?

The matter is not pertinent to the discussion before the
House. The question before the House is on the calendar
of the House., If the lady will be good enough to defer
her inquiry to a later time, I will be happy to get all
the answers I can get for her.

Miss SIRIANNI. Can I raise it after the calendar has
been completed?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be happy to recognize
the lady at that time,

Miss SIRIANNI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING
CANCELED

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

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, just to announce that
the Education Committee meeting scheduled for 11:30
has been canceled.

CONCURRENCE IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
TO HOUSE BILL No. 212

Mr. IRVIS called up for concurrence in Senate amend-
ments, from page 12 of today’s calendar, House bill No.
212, printer’s No. 1754,

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED FOR
CONCURRENCE

The cierk of the Senate, being introduced, returned
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bhill from the House of Representatives numbered and
entitled as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 212

An Act reenacting and amending the act of September
29, 1951 (P. L. 1615, No. 414), entitled “An act to au-
thorize the Secretary of Public Assistance of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania to apply to the Secretary of
Agriculture of the United States for the return of assets
of the former Pennsylvania Rural Rehabilitation Corpora-
tion to receive, deposit and administer such assets for
rural rehabilitation or other authorized purposes and to
enter into agreements with the Secretary of Agriculture
of the United States with respect to the future adminis-
tration of said assets,” transferring functions and duties
to the Department of Agriculture and creating a Policy
Committee to allocate the funds.

With the information that the Senate has passed the

same with amendments in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives is requested.

The clerk read the following amendments made by the
Senate:

Amend Section 1, page 2, line 27, by siriking out after
“Committee,” all the remainder of said line; line 28, hy
striking out at the beginning of the line “Secretary of
Agriculture; line 29 by striking out after “shall” the
words “be chairman.” and inseriing “elect from among
them a chairman,”

On the question,

Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I request that the House do
concur in the amendments made by the Senate to House
bhill No. 212,

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

Agreeable to the provisions of the constitution, the yeas
and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS—19%4
Abraham Geesey MecClatchy Schmitt
Anderson, J.H, Geisler McCue Schweder
Arthurs George MeGinnis Scirica
Barher Giammareo Melntyre Seltzer
Bellomini Gillespie MeLane Shane
Bennett Gillette Mebus Shelhamer
Beren Gleason Mernhorn Shelton
Berlin Gleeson Milanovich Shuman
Berson Goodman Miller, M. E. Shupnik
Bitile Green Miller, M. E., Jr. Siriannd
Blackwell Greenfield Milliren Smith, E.
Bonelo Grieco Miscevich Smith, L.
Bradley Gring Moehlmann Spencer
Brandt Halverson Mrkonic Stahl
Brunner Hamilton, J. H, Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Burns Haminock Musto Stout
Butera Hasay Myers Suliivan
Caputo Haskell Novak Taddonio
Cessar Hayes, D. S, Noye Taylor
Ciming Hayes, S, E. O'Brien Tayoun
Cohen Hepford O’Connell Tolt
Cole Hill O'Donnell Trello
Cowell Hopkins O’'Keefe Turner
Crawford Hutchinson, A, Oliver YValicenti
Cumberland Hutchinson, W. Pancoast Vann
Davies Irvis Parker, H. S. Vroon
Davis, D. M, Ttkin Perri Wagner
DeMedio Johnson, J. Perry Walsh, T. P.
Deverter Katz Petrarca Wansacz
Dicarlo Kelly, AL P. Pievsky Wargo
DiDonato Kernick Pitts Weidner
Dietz Kistler Polite Westerberg
Dombrowsk] Klingaman Pratt Whelan
Dorr Knepper Prendergast Whittlesey
Doyle Kolter Pyles Wilson
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Rappaport Wilt, R. W.

July 9,
Eckensberger Kusse Reed Wwilt, W. W.
Englehart LalMarca Renninger Wojdak
Fawcett Laudadio Renwick ‘Worrilow
Fee Laughiin Rhodes ‘Wright
Fischer Lederer Rieger Yahner
Fisher Lehr Ritter Yobhn
Flaherty Letterman Romanelli Zearfoss
Foster, A. Levi Ross Zeller
Foster, W. Lincoln Ruggiero Zord
Fryer Lynch Ryan 2wikl
Gallagher Manderine Saloom
Gallen Manmiller Salvatore Fineman,
Garzia MeCall Scheaffer Speaker
NAYS—0
NOT VOTING—Y
Dininni Morris Richardson ‘Thomas
Kelly, J. B. Mullen Sweeney Ustynoski
MceGraw

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.

SELLERSVILLE BOROUGH COUNCIL
MEMBERS WELCOMED

The SPEAKER. I do not know if these guests are still
with ns—I have not been able to get to them hecause of
the lengthy debate—but if they are here, I would like
to recognize the following members of the Sellersville
Borough Council in Bucks County: The president, Mr.
Howard Eckhart, Mr. Robert Frick, Mr. Alan Frick, Mr.
Ted Von Mechow, and Mr. William Steeley, all of whom
are the guests of the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Weid-
ner.

ANNCUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. At the conclusion of this session, will
the members of the State Government Committee please
meet in the room immediately to the left of the Speaker’s
rostrum?

CONCURRENCE IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
TO HOUSE BILL No. 153

Mr. IRVIS called up for concurrence in Senate amend-
ments, from page 12 of today’s calendar, House bill No.
153, printer’s No. 1883.

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED FOR
CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned bill
from the House of Representatives numbered and entitled
as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 153

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333,
No. 320), entitled “Pennsylvania FElection Code,” requir-
ing election districts to be contiguous in regions of cer-
tain school districts, further providing for contributions
by corporations, unincorporated associations or unions and
providing an exception for police officers to be within a
certain distance of a polling place.

With the information that the Senate has passed the
same with amendments in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives is requested.
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The clerk read the following amendments made by the| Bittle Goodman Milliron Smith, E.
Senate: Blackwell Green Miscevich Smith, L.
. Bonetto Greentleld Meehlmann SPEI}CCT
. . . . i i Steh
Amend Title, page 1, line 12, by inserting after “of” g;;g:;? gf_:;‘;’ ﬁ;‘f{);:fM_P‘ chttapleton
the word “certain” and by striking out after “distriets,” | Byunner Halverson Musto Stout
all the remainder of said lines; line 13, by striking out at| Burns Hamilton, J. H. Myers Sullivan
the beginning of the line “at large of all school directors| Butera Hammoek Novak Taddenio
beginning in 19777 and inserting immediately thereafter | Capute Hasay Noye Taylor
the following: further providing for contributions by |Cessar Haskell O'Brien Tayoun
corporations, unincorporated associations or unions Cimind Hayes, D S. O'Connell Foll
Amend Section 1, page 2, line 13, by siriking out after go?en gay:s.ds. E. 8,%‘”;—0“ $re,lzr
“electors.’’ all the remainder of said line; line 14, by Cg‘ﬁe]l Hffl’ or omﬁie Vl:;g
striking out at the beginning of the line “districts divided | Grawtord Hopkins Pancoast Vroon
into three or nine regions” and inserting immediately | Cumberland Hutchingon, A. Parker, H. S. Wagner
thereafter the following: when a school district crosses| Davies Irvig Perri Walsh, T. P,
county lines, the regions of the school district Davis, D.M. Ttkin Perry Wansacz
. Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting affer line 5 the fol- ‘;eM?tﬂo JKm;nson. J. Ef.stralr(ca V‘Xa_rf;’o
owing: ! t?ve er atz tevsky ‘eidner
Section 3. Section 1605 of the act is amended by add- g?carm Kelly, A. P. Pitts Westerberg
: A . ietz Kernick Paolite Whelan
mg subsections to read: Dombrowski Kistler Pratt Wilson
Section 1605. Contributions for election expenses to be| g Klingaman Prendergast Wilt, B, W.
made to candidates or treasurers; contributions by cor-|noyle Knepper Rappaport wilt, W. W.
po:ati*on:i and unincorporated associations prohibited.— | Dreibelbis Kalter Reed Wojdak
Eckensherger Kowalyshyn Renninger Worritlow
(¢) Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (b),| Englehart Kusse Renwick Wright
any corporation, unincorporated association or union may | Taweett LaMarca Rhodes Yahner
make contributions including expenditures in kind, not g?e Laudadlo Rieger Yohn
otherwise prohibited by law, for political purposes in an F;ig};‘:’ Eaggh”n glt‘ter - g‘j;‘fosg
amount not to exceed five thousand (85,000) dollars in|manerty L;vf Rona e T
the aggregate in any calendar year. Foster, A i i i
. T . . oster, A. Lincoln Ruggierc Zwikl
(d) Neither the provisions of this section nor the| roster, W. Lynch Ryan
provisions of Section 1604(a), or any other provisions of | Fryer Manderino Saloom Fineman,
the laws of this Commonwealth shall be deemed to pro-| Gallagher Manmiller Salvatore Bpeaker
lf'libit cogpglraiﬁlions, uélincorporated associations or uniong| Gallen MeCail '
rom establishing, administering and soliciting contribu-
tions tot separate segregated funds to be utilized by such NOT VOTING—I15
corporations, unincorporated associations, or unions for| _. .
Federal, state and local political purposes. A separate g?D.‘mam Letterman Richardson Thomas
. T ! . ininnl MeGraw Seltzer Ustvnoski
segregated fund as provided in this section shall not be | fjyichinson, W. Morris Shelton Valicentl
deemed to be a political committee within the meaning of | keny, 7. B, Mullen Sweeney

this code.

Amend Bill, page 4, line 28, by striking out after
“Section” the number “3” and inserting in Heu thereof
“4”. page 5, line 13, by striking out after “Section” the
number “4” and inserting “5.”; line 20, by inserting after
“districts.” the following: districts, School directors
elected in 1975 and incumbent school directors shall serve
the terms for which they were elected; their successors
shall be elected in accordance with the reapportioned re-
gions. lines 24 through 26, by striking out all of said
lines; line 29, by striking out after “Section” the number
“5” and inserting in lieu thereof “6.”

On the question,

Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I request that the House do
nonconcur in the amendments made by the Senate to
House bill No. 153.

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

Agreeable to the provisions of the constitution, the yeas

and nays were taken and were as follows:
YEAS—4
Lederer Miller, M. E. Pyles Whittlesey
NAYS—184
Abraham Garzla MeClatehy Scheaffer
Anderson, J. H, Geesey McCue Schmitt
Arthurs Geisler McGinnis Schweder
Barber George MeIntyre Seirica
Bellominl Giammarco McLane Shane
Bennett Gillesple Mebus Shelhamer
Beren Gillette Menhorn Shuman
Berlin Gleason Milanovich Shupnik
Berson Gleeson Miller, M, E., Jr. Sirianni

Less than the majority required by the constitution
having voted in the affirmative, the question was deter-
mined in the negative and the amendments were not

concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly.

QUESTIONS OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Schuylkill, Mr. Hutchinson.

the gentleman rise?

Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON.

sonal privilege.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, on the last

vole my switch was inoperative.

For what purpose does

I rise to a question of per-

I would like to be re-

corded in the negative on concurrence in Senate amend-
ments to House bill No. 153,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks will be noted
for the record.

The Chair recognizes the lady from Delaware, Mrs.

Whittlesey.

For what purpose does the lady rise?

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Mr. Speaker, on the last vote
I would like to be recorded
in the negative on concurrence in Senate amendments to
House bill No. 153.

The SPEAKER. The lady’s remarks will be noted for

my switch was inoperative.

the record.

CONCURRENCE IN SENATE AMENDMENTS

TO HOUSE BILL No. 496

Mr. KATZ called up for concurrence in Senate amend-
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ments, from page 12 of today's calendar, House bill No.
496, printer’s No. 1884.

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED FOR
CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned bill
from the House of Representatives numbered and entitled
as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 496

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 171,
No. 175), entitled “The Administrative Code of 1929,
limiting the assignment of school children and limiting
the time during which certain actions relating to trans-
portation programs may be brought.

With the information that the Senate has passed the
same with amendments in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives is requested.

The clerk read the following amendments made by the
Senate:

Amend Title, page 1, line 20, by inserting after ‘“de-
termined,’” the words “limiting the assignment of school
children and”

Amend Section 1, page 1, line 25, by striking out after
“Section 1.” the following: “Section 2002.” and inserting
in lieu thereof “The"”; line 27, by striking out after “a”
gl_ue Xvord “subsection” and inserting in lieu thereof *sec-
ion

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting after line 27 the
following:

Section 529. Assignment of School Pupils.—No de-
partment, board or commission shall have the power to
order the assignment of any pupil in kindergarten, ele-
mentary or secondary school to any school other than the
school nearest the pupil’s home without the consent of
the pupil’s parent or guardian except that nothing in this
section shall repeal any entrance requirement of a school
which has entrance requirements. Any order issued by
a department, board or commission heretofore which has
not yet been implemented, ordering assignment of anv
pupil in kindergarten, elementary, or secondary school to
any school other than the school nearest the pupil’s home
shall be null, void and unenforceable. All departments,
hoards and commissions shall cease, desist and withdraw
any and all actions pending which are contrary to this
section. No department, board or commission shall
enter into or continue any legal proceeding dealing with
the assignment of pupils to any elementary, kindergarten,
or secondary school other than the school nearest the
pupil’s home.

Section 2. Section 2002 of the Act is amended by add-
ing a subsection to read:

Amend Bill, page 2, line 22, by striking out after “un-
der” the words “this section” and inserting “clause (15)
of subsection (a) or subsection (b); line 23, by striking
out after “within” the word “thirty” and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘forty-five”; line 26, by siriking out after *“avail-
able all the remainder of said line; line 27, by striking out
at the beginning of the line *“such period of thirty days
be barred from exercising the same” and inserting “to
contest any such findings or actions.”

Amend Bill, page 2, line 29, by striking out after “See-
tion” the number “2” and inserting “3.” and by striking
out after “effect” all the remainder of said line and in-
serting “immediately.

On the gquestion,

‘Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

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

Mr, KATZ. Mr. Speaker, I will defer to the majority
leader if he has a statement.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader,

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, ] had a conversation with the
gentleman, Mr. Katz, at the beginning of this session and
asked him not to call up House bill No. 496 today. I con-
ceive it my duty to schedule the calendar of the House
and attempt to do so as fairly as possible.

House bill No. 496 is an extremely controversial bill as
it has been amended by the Senate, I would anticipate
that the House will eventually concur in those amend-
ments because the House has already substantially passed
those amendments. I have placed this on the voting list
for the week of the 14th, next week; in fact, Tuesday of
next week.

I respect the problems that Mr. Katz has back home
and I respect Mr. Katz. But I ask him, as the majority
leader, to permit me to schedule the calendar of the House.
He does not feel, apparently, that in this instance he can
defer to that wish.

MOTION TO TABLE HOUSE BILL No. 496

Mr. IRVIS. Therefore, I am making a motion to table
House bill No. 496, printer's No. 1884, with the promise
that it will be lifted from the table on Tuesday of next
week and called for a vote.

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

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, would I be in order to speak
on the motion to table?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order if he
confines his discussion to the question that is before the
House.

Mr. KATZ. 1 would like to ask the majority leader to
withdraw the motion until I have time to explain io the
members of the House what this bill entails, because I
gave him that opportunity.

MOTION TO TABLE HOUSE BILL
No. 496 WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER.
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, 1 will certainly withdraw the
motion and give the gentleman an opportunity to explain
his side of it.

The Chair recognizes the majority

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
leader. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. BUTERA. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry prior
to the discussion.

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, is a motion to table proper
when we are dealing with concurrence in Senate amend-
ments?

The SPEAKER. The Speaker was of the impression
that it was appropriate, but T will double-check with the
Parliamentarian.

The Parliamentarian advises the Chair that the motion
is appropriate.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Mr. Katz.
Mr. KATZ, Mr, Speaker, first, T would just like to say
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to the majority leader that I am not trying to tell him
how to run his calendar, and I did say that to him earlier
in the discussion this morning.

House bill No. 496 is an extremely important piece of
legislation. As you know, the Senate amended House bill
No. 496 to conform with House bill No. 94, which passed
this House approximately 3 or 4 weeks ago.

I would like to tell the House that on June 3, House
bill No. 94 passed this House by a vote of 176 to 18. Tt
then was reconsidered on June 4 and again passed this
House by a vote of 168 to 26. House bill No. 496 is the
exact, same amendment as House bill No. 94. It amends
the Administrative Code and it concerns the bhusing
amendment which passed this House in 1974; which
passed this House 3 weeks ago; and which is now pres-
ently on our ecalendar on concurrence in Senate amend-
ments.

If anyone has been reading the papers from the city of
Philadelphia, you know that the Human Relations Com-
mission was in the Commonwealth Court on Monday,
Jaly 7, with a proposed desegregation plan for the ecity
of Philadelphia,

What I am saying to the majority leader and to the
House today is that we have an opportunity as members
of this legislature, as members who represent people
throughout this Commonwealth to once and for all tell
the Human Relations Commission that it does not belong
in the busing business in local school districts.

I have been receiving a lot of flak; I have received Iong
distance phone calls from back home; the mail has been
running high; and. frankly, T feel like I am a legislator
who really has nothing to say because the bureaucracy is
telling me what to do. I think that it is time that I, who
represent people, tell the bureaucracy what to do, not for
them to tell me what T am 1o do with my child and what
I am to do with my people in my district who send me
here.

T am not trying to run a House calendar; I am tirying
to bring up an important piece of legislation that T think
deserves a vote today, not next week, because, frankly, I
do not want a bill like this to sit on the calendar. T have
never done this in the 4% years since T have been here,
but today I insist on a vote, whether it be in the affirma-
tive or the negative, on concurrence in the Senate amend-
ments to put this bill on the Governor’s desk, once and
for all.

Thank vou, Mr. Majority Leader.

MOTION TO TABLE HOUSE BILL
No. 496 RENEWED

Mr. IRVIS, T renew my motion to table.

The SPEAKER. The majority leader renews his motion
to place House bill No. 498, printer’s No. 1884, upon the
table.

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

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I object to the tabling
of this hill for the simple reason that if we do not pass
this bill today, July 9, 1975, there is a very good chance
that we will not get this legislation.

There is, as Representative Katz said, before the Com-
monwealth Court presently a plan which involves massive
busing and transportation of the children of the city of

Philadelphia around the city for an hour and a half,
contributing nothing to the quality of education, but con-
iributing much to the conflict, tension and turmoil of that
cily and of this Commonwealth.

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. IRVIS. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. IRVIS. I dislike raising a point of order, but I do
inquire as to whether or not the gentleman is sticking
to the motion to table?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks are ob-
viously beyond the constraints of the guestion that is im-
mediately hefore the House.

The Chair would ask the gentleman to confine him-
self strictly to the motion.

Mr. GREENFIELD. My objections, Mr. Speaker, are
that we must not table this bill today if we intend to
pass this bill. If the intention of the members, as ex-
pressed by the previous passage of such legislation is to
be carried out, it is my belief that we must pass and act
upon this bill foday., I urge the members to do so.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr., BONETTO. Mr. Speaker, as the prime sponsor of
this bill, T would like to ask the majority leader if it is
possible to have it passed over instead of having it tabled?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr, TRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I will respond to the inquiry.
The only reason I have for the motion to table is so that
the bill may be called to the attention of the House floor
as it has been scheduled to be called, Tt is not my inten-
tion to deprive the House of an opportunity to vote on it.
I think the House is going to vote on it and will pass it.
If the House will agree to pass over the bill until Tues-
day, of course, I will remove my motion to table.

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

Mr. BONETTO. Mr. Speaker, House bhill No. 496 as it
passed the House with my name on it is not the same
bill that came back from the Senate. I think, as a prime
sponsor of this piece of legislation, that the three of us
who are sponsors of this bill should have the opportunity
to make a careful study of what is in it.

For that reason, I would like to have it passed over
instead of tabled until next week and then bring it up for
a vote. It is only on the third day of the calendar, and
there would be mo reason in the world why we could
not vote this bill next week.

The SPEAKER. It was the infention of the majority
leader in marking the calendar to pass this bill owver.
However, the gentleman, Mr. Katz, has called the bill
up for consideration, which he is entitled to do. MNow if
the gentleman, Mr. Katz, will reconsider his position, the
bill can be passed over, but that is the gentleman's de-
cigion.

PARLTAMENTARY INQUIRY
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
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from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo. For what purpose does the
gentleman rise?

Mr. CAPUTO. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CAPUTO. Number one, is this House going to re-
cess at the end of the week of July 217

The SPEAKER. This House will recess at the end of
the week of July 21.

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, if this bill should pass
and the Governor vetoes it after that week, what would
be the effect of the wveto if the House is not in session
for 7 weeks?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to find the answer
to the gentleman's inquiry.

Mr. CAPUTO. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, I think I may be abhle to
help you.

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

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the question of
the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Caputo, in
Article IV, section 15, of the Pennsylvania Constitution, I
think I will he able to read the portion that the gentleman
wishes to know, if you will allow me.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. KATZ., “If any bill shall not be returned by the
Governor within ten days after it shall have been pre-
sented to him, the same shall be a law in like manner
as if he had signed it, unless the General Assembly, by
their adjournment, prevent its return, in which case it
shall be a law, unless he shall file the same, with his
objections, in the office of the Secretary of the Com-
monwealth, and give notice thereof by public proclama-
tion within thirty days after such adjournment.”

Now the question here and the word here is *ad-
journment.” I think that the constitution refers to ad-
journment as the time when our term expires in office,
not when we are subject to the call of the Speaker of
the House. Therefore, we would have a chance to over-
ride the veto in September if the Governor does veto
it when it goes to his desk.

Mr. CAPUTO. An additional question, Mr. Speaker.

I understand the answer, Mr. Speaker, but T would
like to ask another guestion.

The SPEAKER. The Parliamentarian advises the Chair
that if the Governor were to veto the bill, the veto mes-
sage would have to be read in the House in the presence
of the membhers of the House. This could not he ac-
complished if we were in recess, therefore the veto mes-
sage would be read when we return in September and
at that time the House would have an opportunity to
override the veto.

Mr, CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, then it is a fact that the
House will not return until September? Is that correct?

The SPEAKER. 'That, barring any catastrophe, is the
plan of the House at the moment,

Mr. CAPUTO. In which event the House would not
have any chance to vote on the veto until after the next
term of school had started. Is that correct, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. That is correect.

Mr. CAPUTO. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to assure Mr, Caputo
and those people who are in favor of this bill that T am
not attempting any Machiavellian maneuver. If you want
to make sure that the House is in session, we will be in
session on July 24. I will agree to call the bill up on the
14th so that the Governor has only until the 24th to make
up his mind, and we would then be in session. If he does
veto and if you have the troops, you can override nnw,
in July.

I am not arguing the substantive argument of this at
all. That is not my sincere point. My argument is that T
have the responsibility for scheduling this calendar and
I take it very seriously. So I am perfectly willing to
hack away from the 15th tfo the 14th if you gentlemen
think I have planned it so carefully that you were going
to be cheated of your chance to override. That is not
my intention whatsoever, We will eall the bill up on
Monday, the 14th, if you wish, so that we are in session
20 days later or 10 days later.

The SPEAKER. The matter again, for the informa-
ticn of the membership, is on the motion to place upnon
the table, and the Chair will entertain no other debate
except on that motion.

The Chair recognizes the gentlerman from Allegheny,
Mr. Caputo.

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, with the explanation just
made by the Speaker, I urge a vote to table,

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

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, I would ask you to allow me
the latitude to answer the majority leader and, hope-
fully, T will keep my remarks within the motion to tahle,

The SPEAKER. Well, if the gentleman does not, he
will be gaveled.

Mr. KATZ. 1 was afraid you were going to say that.

In response to the majority leader: Number one, I do
not guestion your integrity as to whether the word that
yvou used-—and I cannot remember it, but whatever it
was, I think everybody else does—I do not question your
integrity that you are going to do something with the
bill to hold it so the Governor does not receive it.

What I am saying to this House today is that even
after the bill is passed—assuming that it is passed—it
can lie on the Speaker’s desk; it has to go back to the
Senate for the President Pro Tempore to sign. And I
say to you that there is a court action pending now, and
a decision has to be made within 3¢ days, and this prob-
lem should be resolved one way or the other.

And again I say that I do not want to table this hill.
Thig hill should he voted upon today. This issue has
been gone over since 1974 and it is the will of the legis-
lature, and I ask vou not to table the bill.

Thank you.

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

Mr. SALVATORE. 1 oppose the motion to table this
bill, Mr, Speaker, and I suggest that we get on with the
business of the House in voting on this issue.

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. I also oppose the motion fo table,
Mr. Speaker, and I respect the integrity of the majority
leader. I hope he respects our integrity and our duty to
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our constituents. We ought to move this bill today and
not have any further delay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not get a chance
to read the Senate amendment, and I might vote for this
thing if T get a chance to read it. So I am asking to hold
it over until Monday to give me a chance to read this.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have an onpor-
tunity to express his desire by his vote.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. IRVIS
and KATZ and were as follows:
YEAS--92
Abraham Fee Manderino Romanelli
Arthurs Fischer MceCall HRoss
Barher Fisher MelIntyre Ruggiero
Bellomind Flaherty McLane Saloom
Bennett Gallagher Menhorn Schmitt
Berlin Gelsler Milanovich Schweder
Berson George Milliron Shane
Blackwell Giammarco Miscevich Shelton
Bonetto Gillesple Mullen, M. P. Shuman
Bradley Gillette Musto Shupnik
Brunner Goodman Myers Stout
Caputo Green Novak Taylor
Cohen Hammock O’Brien Tayoun
Cole Hutchinson, A. Oliver Toll
Cowell Irvis Perry Valicenti
Cumberland Johnson, J. Petrarca vann
Davis, D. M. Kelly, A.P. Prendergast ‘Wansacz
DeMedio Kernick Rappaport ‘Wargo
Dicarlo Kowalyshyn Reed Yahner
DiDonato LaMarca Renwlck Zwikl
Dombrowski Laudadio Rhodes
Doyle Laughlin Rieger Fineman,
Eckensberger Letterman Ritter Speaker
Englehart Lincoln
NAYS-—39
Anderson,J. H. Gring Mebus Spencer
Beren Halverson Miller, M. E. Stahl
Bittle Hamilton, J. H. Miller, M. E.. Jr. Stapleton
Brandt Hasay Moehlmann Sullivan
Burns Haskell Mrkonte Taddonio
Butera Hayes, D. S, Noye Trello
Cessar Hayes, 5, E. O'Connell Turner
Cimini Hepford O'Keefe Vroon
Crawford Hill Pancoast Wagner
Davies Hopkins Parker, H. 8. Walsh, T. P.
Deverter Hutchinson, W. Perrl Weldner
Dietz Itkin Plevsky Westerberg
Dorr Katz Pitts Whelan
Dreibelbis Kistler Polite Whittlesey
Fawcett Klingaman Pyles Wilson
Faster, A. Knepper Renninger Wil{, R. W.
Foster, W. Kusse Ryan Wi, W. W,
Fryer Lederer Salvatore Wojdak
Gallen Lehr Scheaffer Worrilow
Garzia Levi Scirica Wright
Geesey Lynch Seltzer Yohn
Gleason Manmiller Shelhamer Zearfoss
Gleeson McClatchy Sirlannd Zeller
Greenfleld McCue Smith, E. Zord
Gtrieco MeGinnis Smith, L.
NOT VOTING—I12
Dininnt McGraw O’'Donnell Sweeney
Kelly, J. B. Morris Pratt Thomas
Kolter Mullen Richardson Ustynoski

So the question was determined in the negative and
the motion was not agreed to.

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, on the motion o concur in
House bill No. 496, printer’s No. 1884, as amended by the
Senate, I ask that the vote be in the negative.

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

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, we all know what is in this
bill. I really do not have to stand here and discuss it. T
ask an affirmative vote on the Senate amendments, that
they concur with the Senate and send it to the Governor.

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

Mr. SALVATORE., Without going into a long disserta-
tion, I agree with my colleague, Mr. Katz, and I ask for
an affirmative vote on this issue because it has been be-
fore the House on three different oeccasions. I think that
has been long enough. Let us vote the issue. You are
either for busing, or against busing and for education.

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make it
emphatically clear that this is not a racial issue. We had
before the school board of Philadelphia recent hearings,
and members of all races came before that board and 99
percent of them opposed this type of plan for our educa-
tional system.

Mr. Speaker, in the interest of the people who have
spoken, in the interest of peace and harmony in our com-
munity, in the interest of a better educational system, Mr.
Speaker, I urge the support of this amendment.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the rminority
leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I think we had a lengthy debate on this
subject before. 1 would just like to point out that this
subjeet matter is not provincial, as it may seem today, in
applying only to Philadelphia; it applies to the entire state.

Number two, the substantive law, be it statutory or case
law, dealing with the subject of de facto segregation of
our schools is in no way altered by the imposition of this
proposal. The method by which the law is adhered to
on that subject would be changed, and it would be
changed simply from being dominated by the state gov-
ernment to being dominated by the local government.
That is the issue. So regardless of how you feel as to
the substantive law, the amendment should still be sup-
ported so that these decisions are made where they belong
to be made, and that is locally.

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

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, concurring with the state~
ment just made by the minority leader, and calling the
attention of the House to the editorial that appeared in
the Sunday papers in Harrisburg last Sunday, which has
indicated a complete about-face in the value of busing to
education, and so that my last vote will not be misinter-
preted, I urge an affirmative vote.

The SPEAKER.
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to say
anything more on this because I think any words that T
may say are futile. First of all, T want to publicly thank

The Chair recognizes the majority
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the gentleman from Allegheny County, Mr. Caputo, for

his trust in my word. When he urged the motion to table,
he indicated publicly that he trusted the word of the
majority leader, and I want to publicly thank him and
thank Mr. Katz and Mr. Greenfield for their similar ex-
pressions.

But I want to remind Mr. Greenfield that I am 55 years
old. When my IQ was tested, it at least indicated that
it was two or three points above the level of idiocy, and
I am not fooled—and I am going to say this very clearly
and want all of you to hear it, because I do not want
anyone to go out of here with a misconception of what
my words are.

The busing issue in this Nation is a racial issue. I am
not saying that those people who are against busing are
racists. I am not saying that. But let no one in this
chamber walk out of here thinking that I could stay alive
as a black man for 55 years in this country and not
recognize a racial issue when I see if. It is a racial issue.
It will not be resclved by our vote here today. But a
racial issue it is indeed, no matter what other ways you
may wish to characterize it.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman
that this issue is a racial issue. There is no question
about that in my mind. The issue as it has evolved over
the last 20 years has had different kinds of racial over-
tones.

There is one body of thought in this country today—
and it is growing in number—that the entire concept is
racial to the detriment of hlack people. There is a body
of thought on this subject matter which says that many
of its advocates are doing an injustice to the very people,
most of whom are black people in this country, by at-
tempting through this means to break up neighborhoods,
cultures that are peculiar to black people by spreading
them through the community and keeping them a minor-
ity no matter where they go. So it goes both ways on
that particular subject matter, but [ disagree with him
that we will not be making at least an attempt at solving
the problem by this particular vote.

In those communities in this Commonwealth where
racial balancing of the schools has been successful—and
there are few in number; of the 500-and-some school dis-
tricts, there are probably only 15 where this has been
accomplished successfully —it has been done primarily
through local input,

S0 I disagree with him when he says that we will not
be solving the problem by this kind of a vote. I think
that we are at least attempting to solve the problem. And
at the risk of doing something which I always object to
when T hear other people do it, of injecting personal in-
volvement in this particular issue, I will explain, in one
instance, where it has been successful because it was done
locally, and that is in my own school district,

Almost none of you represents school distriets which
have gone through the trauma of racially balancing the
schonls, because there have been so few since 1968 which
have accomplished this feat. In each instance that I
know of, and partieularly in my own, if it had not been
for the Incal eommunity, both the public officials and
the peopls in the community, there would have heen a
digaster along racial lines.

The people threw the Human Relations Commission
out of town and, in doing so, did not stick their heads in

the sand. They seized the issue, broke themselves down
into rather interesting committees ad hoc for a period of
about 9 months, studied the problem with intensity,
evolved a steering committee, came up with a plan which
has worked successfully without one stone having been
thrown.

The vote we are making today is a step in the direction
of permitting other communities to experience this issue
along those lines, that of local involvement, rather than
the approach which is presently taken which seriously
divides communities down racial lines. So I strongly
disagree that this vote does not help solve one of our
very basic soeial preoblems in this state.

I do not know the ins and outs of the Philadelphia sit-
uation or of any of the other communities which are
presently under orders or threats of orders by the Human
Relations Commission, That is because each community
is different. And that is also the reason why each com-
munity must solve its own problem. Prodding? Prod-
ding is necegsary. That will follow this kind of action,
But I strongly urge a ‘‘yes” vote on this bill.

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

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, since we have decided to
decide this matter today, it does behoove us to consider
it briefly, and 1 will be brief.

I fear that if the minority leader's comments on this
matter are really the justification or motivation behind
the apparent vote on concurrence in House bill No. 496,
then the membership of the House is operating under a
misapprehension.

I sincerely respect the wishes of the minority leader
and the other members of the House who want to concur
in this bill today and move it on to the Governor, But 1
sincerely hope it is not for the reasons the minority leader
indicates, bhecause that is not the effect which this bill
will have.

However you feel about busing or desegregation, this
bill will not have the effect of moving the decision inte
local districts. If that is what you think you are doing
with this vote, you will not accomplish that.

What you will do is you will add one more part to the
briefs that will be filed in Federal court demonstrating
that there is an unwillingness in the State of Pennsyl-
vania to solve these problems through our own state
agencies and other vehicles, You will, in effect, be push-
ing Pennsylvania into the Federal courts.

This issue is not operating in a vacuum of law. We
are still part of the Constitution of the United States,
And I say to you. Mr. Speaker, we are inexorably
csaught up in the broad sweep of cur constitution, and we
cannot delay the ultimate effect of our constitution.

The decisions of our Supreme Court are very clear in
this direction. If we take this step today, we are going
to push the Philadelphia area and the Allegheny County
area further toward the Detroit decision, which was made
by one vote. Now I guarantee you that if we pass this
legislation, we are going to be in Federal court all across
this state, and you will not have a state agency slowly
working out plans for Philadelphia or Allegheny County
or any of the other areas that are in question, but vou
will have one Federal judge making rulings and setting
up desegregation plans similar to Boston.

If that is what you want, pass this bill. But it {s not
gning to have the effect that the respectful minority
leader indicates, which is to make this a local issue. You
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are going to make it a Federal issue, and we will have
more trouble than we have now.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE (A. J. DeMedio)
IN THE CHAIR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Greenfield.

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr, Speaker, my IQ may not be
as high as that of the eminent majority leader, for whom
I have the utmost respect, but I come from a community
in wiich there iz presently and has been for 4 or 5 years,
busing of children, black children, into our community.
There has never been one voice in opposition to that bus-
inz. This is a balance, not a racial situation, but a belief
in the neighborhood-school concept—that the parent has
a right tn gend his child to the school nearest their home.

This doss not necessarily give the right to any govern-
mental body. It gives a right to the parent, who has the
right over the destiny of that child, and I think that is
where it ought to stay., Qur chidren are nol pawns for
any social experiment. They are children in our hands
to guarantee their safety, their welfare, and their educa-
tion. That is what this bill does. It puts the right back
into the hands of the parents and not the social bhureau-
cracy. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Tire SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
genileman from Berks, Mr. LaMareca,

Mr. LaMARCA., Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to
engage in this debate, but I do not feel that I can let a
vote of thiz nature go by without having my opinion on
record, at least for my children to see it. What I am
really trying to say is that I do not expect to sway any
votes. But I would like my children to see how I voted
perhaps many years from now, because what I want to
say to them by this vote today is that for many years I
have stood, as the majority of vou people have stood. for
what I believed to be right.

You have stood for extending rights to black people
and to other minority groups. You have said that when
they are adults, they shall eat together. You have insisted
and you have maintained their rights in the military.
You have said that they shall fight together, eat together,
and sleep together. But if you vote for this amendment
today, you are in essence saying to your children—or T
would he—yes, I want you to do all those things, T want
vou to be equal and T want you to learn that all people
are eaunl. But you do not have to do that until you are
18 or 19 or 20. Let us defer your learning; let us defer
vour understanding that God created all people. Let us
defer that until you become a man, and then when you
are a man. well, then you be equal and you treat everyone
as equals, You start then. That is what you are saying.

Thn problem you have here is net just a question of
racial question, but vou have a question of giving equal
education to all ;

I come from a district where there are as many poori
whites as there are poor blacks, and many of those schools!
are so poorly run that it is a crime. It is an absolute
reflection on everybody in our community. But yet noth-
ing is being done about it. If you happen to have enough
money to live in another distriet where just coincidentally
all the nice kids go to school, then your kid gets a proper
cducation and gets a better education. But if your dad

is just a hardworking guy and he lives in a mill district,

then the blacks and the whites are there and the quality
of education is not the same. It is not.

Forget the concept that we believe in this country, as
we have stated so often—at least in the past 20 years—
that God created all of us equal, and try to understand
how we can now, because of some kind of personal pride
that we are going to dictate to our children. No one is
going to dictate to our children. Are you kidding?

How many of you know what the agendas are in those
public schools? How many times have you exercised the
right over what teachers teach your children? How many
times has this body decided that there shall be certain
courses and an educator says, you are crazy; this is not
the way it is going to be done. But today, on this issue,
you assert yourselves as parenis because you want to
please your political bodies back home.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask you to reaffirm your position.
It you are going to be Americans, then iet us look at the
problem as the problem should be faced. Busing one
way or the other is not the real answer, but if we pass
this today. we are going to slap the constitution in the
face and still not solve the problem. We are not address-
ing ourselves to the problem, but we are saying that it
is okay to be just and to be equal and to treat all of us
the same, but wait until you are old enough to do it.
I personally want the record to show that T will not teach
my children that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Mullen.

Mr. M. P. MULLEN. Mr. Speaker, I will be very brief.

1 have given this an awful lot of thought because I am
a ward leader in a black area and 1 am a Representative
in a white area, and all of my people, both black and
white, are against busing. But if we adopt this amend-
ment today, I am very fearful as to what the results are
going to he.

I agree fully with Mr. Rhodes. What is going to happen
here is that we are taking a tool away from the state
which is really local, and we are going into the Federal
Government and we are dealing with Federal judges who
are elected for life, And what I am fearful of is what
mahy people are trying to prevent. By voting for this
amendment today, they are going to cause havoc.

What is going to happen here, as Mr. Rhodes said, is if
this amendment becomes law over the Governor’s veto—
and [ am sure he is going to veto it—there is no other
alternative for those who believe in busing except to go
into the Federal courts. And what I visualize is going
to happen is that the Federal courts will then suggest
and direct what the school district of Philadelphia has
agked to take place—that the suburban areas be merged
with Philadelphia. I am not in favor of that. I think
that is had because I believe fully in the neighborhood
concept. but this is what is going to happen and this is
going to cause chaos in Pennsylvania.

This is why I think it is bad to vote for this amend-
ment, hecause what we in fact are doing is taking the
matter out of the state’s jurisdiction and actually going
inte the Federal jurisdiction, and certainly the Supreme
Court has clearly indicated the position they are going to
follow. They do support the concept of busing, and so
are the Federal judges going to support that concept. So
this is the reason why I am going to vote against concur-
rence,

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

Mr. LAUGHILIN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask a questlon of
the minority leader?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
consent to interrogation?

Will the minority leader

Mr, BUTERA. I shaill
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, you had mentioned the
significance of the local school board making the decision
in the local communities. This bill, as T understand it, is
a duplicate of what we had sent to the Senate originally
which only spoke to the aciion taken by the Human Rela-
tions Commission. Now this bill, under the amended
section sent back by the Senate, states that all boards,
commissions, and so on. Would this then abalish the
opportunity that a local board would have to make in
this decisionmaking process without the consent of the
parents?

Mr, BUTERA. No, Mr, Speaker. This amendment is
to the Administrative Code clearly and would affect a
state board or a state commission but not a local board
or a lecal human relations commission, which has the
same power as does the state Human Relations Commis-
sion by law.

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Okay, Mr. Speaker.
kindly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Katz.

Mr. KATZ. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would just like to clarify for the members of this
House the remarks of Mr. Mullen when he said that—

Thank you very

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Vann. For what pur-
pnse does the gentleman rise?

Mr. VANN. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. VANN. Mr. Speaker, I maintain that Mr. Katz and
Mr. Greenfield, who wants to speak again, are out of order
according to the rules of this House and I would ask the
Chair to abide hy the rules of this House.

The SPTEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Katz,

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, T will abide by the wishes of
the gentleman, Mr. Vann, from Philadelphia, and I will
hava my doy before I leave this House with him.

Mr. VANN. They are not my rules; they are the House
rules, Mr. Katz.

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in the amendments made by the
Senate?

Agreeable to the provisions of the constitution, the yeas
and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS—148
Abraham Foster, W. Lineoln Saltvatore
Anderson, J. H. Fryer Lynch Scheaffer
Arthurs Gallagher Manmiller Schweder
Bellomind Gallen MeClatchy Seirica
Bennett Garria McCue Seltzer
Beren Geesey McGinnis Shelhamer
Berlin Gelsler Melntyre Shuman
Bittle Gillesple MceLane Sirianni

Banetto
Eradley
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Butera
Caputo
Cessar
Cimini
Cohen

Cole

Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davies
Davis, D. M,
Deverter
Dicarlo
Dietz
Dombrowskd
Dorr

Doyle
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Fawcett

Fee

Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, A.

Barber
Berson
Blackwell
DeMedio
Englehart
Fischer
George
Gillette
Goodman
Green
Hammock

DiDonato
Dininni
Giammarco
Kelly, J. B.

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

Gleason

Gleeson Menhorn
Greenfield Milanovich
Grieco Miller, M. E.
Gring Miller, M. E., Jr.
Halverson Miscevich
Hamilton, J. H.  Moehlmann
Hasay Mrkonie
Haskell Musto
Hayes. D. S8, Novak
Haves, 5. E. Naoye
Hepford O’'Connell
Hill O'Donnell
Hopkins O'Keefe
Hutchinson, W. Pancoast
Itkin Parker, H. S.
Katz Perri
Kernick Perry
Kistler Fievsky
Klingaman Pitts
Knepper Polite
Kolter Pratt
Kowalyshyn Pyles
Kusse Renninger
Laughlin Ritter
Lederer Romanell}
Lehr Ruggicro
Tetterman Ryan
Levi Saloom
NAYS—41
Hutchinson, A.  Oliver
Irvis Petrarca
Johnson, J. Prendergast
Kelly, AP, Rappaport
LaMarca Reed
Laudadio Renwick
Manderino Rhodes
MceCall Ross
Milliron Schmitt
Mullen, M. P. Shane
O'Brien Shelton

Mebus

NOT VOTING—14

MeGraw
Morris
Mullen
Myers

Richardson
Rieger
Sweeney

Smith, E.
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Sullivan
Taddonio
Taylor
Trello
Turner
Valicenti
Vraon
‘Walsh, T. P.
Wansacz
Warsgo
Weidner
Westerberg
‘Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilson
Wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W.W.
Wojdak
Worrilow
‘Wright
Zearfoss
Zeller

Zord

Zwikl

Shupnik
Stout
Toll
vann
Wagner
Yahner
Yohn

Fineman,

Speaker

Tayoun
Thomas
Ustynoski

affirmative and the amendments were concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly.

QUESTIONS O PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Lederer.
pose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. LEDFERER.

lege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

it.

Mr. LEDERER. Mr.

The Chair recognizes the
¥or what pur-

I rize to a cuestion of personal privi-
The gentleman will state

Speaker, a correction on concur-

rence in Senate amendments to House bill No. 153:

vote shows that T voted “ves,”

that T voled “no.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

tleman will be nofed in the record.
Mr. LEDERER. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

gentleman from Beaver, Mr. Milanovich.

Mr. MILANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, T was locked out on
the vote on the Shane amendment to Senate bill No. 147.

and T would like it to show

The remarks of the gen-

The Chair recognizes the

1 would like to be recorded in the negative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

tleman will be noted in the record.

The remarks of the gen-

The Chair recognizes the majority leader.
1 will yield to the minority leader.

Mr.

IRVIS.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the

minority leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Speaker in-
dicated that he would recognize Miss Sirianni as soon as
the calendar was disposed of so that everybody can hear
what she has to say.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the lady will please
defer, I will recognize her upon the completion of the
clerk’s reading of the citations.

Miss SIRIANNI. T would like to be recognized when
everybody is here.

RESOLUTION
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Miss Joyce Lee Hudak, dsughter of Mr. and
Mrs. Eugene A. Hudak, and the Honorable Ivan Itkin will
be united in marriage Seturday, July 12, 1975 at Dallas,
Pennsylvania; and

WHEREAS, Miss Hudak is a staff writer in the Gover-
nor’s office and Representative Itkin is a two term house
member as well as a scientist; now therefore be it

RESCLVED, That the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its best wishes
and congratulations to the Honorable Tvan Itkin and Miss
Joyece Lee Hudak on the occasion of their marriage, and
wishes them a long, happy, healthy and prosperous life
in the years ahead, and he it further

RESOLVED, That a copy of this Resolution he delivered
to the Honorable Tvan Itkin and Miss Joyce Lee Hudak.

PHYLLIS T. KERNICK
ALLEGHENY COUNTY DELEGATION

REPORT OF SELECT CCMMITTEE ON
LEGISLATIVE CITATIONS

Mrs. KERNICK, chairperson of Select Committee on
Legislative Citations, presented the following citations,
which were read, considered and adopted:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Reverend Monsignor Judson M. Proeyk of
the Cathedral of St. John the Baptist, was conferred with
papal honors by Pope Paul VI; and

WHEREAS, Reverend Monsignor Judson M. Procyk, in-
stalled April 20, 1975 at St. Pius Church, Carrick, Penn-
sylvania, was bestowed the Office of Prelate of Honor of
the Holy Father.

Now therefore, the Housc of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in its delibera-
tions to congratulate Reverend Monsignor Judson M.
Proeyk, conferred with papal honors and extends best
wishes Tor prosperity in his call in life; and further directs
that a copy of this citation be delivered to Reverend Mon-
signor Judson M. Procyk, Cathedral of St. John the Bap-
tist, Munhall, Pennsylvania 19120,

DONALD A. ABREAHAM

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Richard Adsit of Linesville has been chosen
as a recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Adsit has, in the opinion of the stu-
dents and faculty, demonstrated that he is truly concerned
and involved in the American way of life and its preser-
vation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Richard
Adsit of Linesville on being chosen as a recipient of the
“David Hayes Good Government Award,” and further di-
rects that a copy of this citation be delivered to Richard
Adsit, R.D. 3, Linesville, Pennsylvania 16424, .

DAVID 5. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Wayne Carr of Cranesville has heen chosen
as a recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Carr has, in the opinion of the stu-
dents and faculty, demonstrated that he is truly con-
cerned and involved in the American way of life and its
preservation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Wayne
Carr of Cranesville on being chosen as a recipieat of the
“David Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Wayne Carr, 129 Bowman Avenue, Box 48,
Cranesville, Pennsylvania 16410,

DAVID 3. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Diane Dylewski of McKean has been chosen
a3 a recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Miss Dylewski has, in the opinion of the
students and faculty, demonstrated that she is truly
concerned and involved in the American way of life and
its preservation.

Now thcerefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Diane Dy-
lawski of McKean on being chosen as a recipient of the
“David Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further directs that a copy of this citation he de-
livered to Diane Dylewski, 5000 W. East Avenue, McKean,

Pennsylvania 16426.
DAVID 5. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Jeffrey Bock of Lake City has been chosen
as a recipient of the “David Hayves Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Bock has, in the opinion of the stu-
dents and faculty, demonstrated that he is truly con-
cerned and invelved in the American way of life and its
preservation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Jeffrey
Bock of Lake City on being chosen as a recipient of the
“David Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Jeffrey Bock, R. D. 1, Allegheny Avenue, Lake
City, Pennsylvania 16423.

DAVID 8. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Timothy Lee of Erie has been chosen as a
recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government Award’;

and

WHEREAS, Mr. Lee has, in the opinion of the students
and faculty, demonstrated that he is truly concerned and
involved in the American way of life and its preserva-
tion.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Timothy
Lee of Erie on being chosen as a recipient of the “David
Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further direcls that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Timothy James Lee, 10156 Cranberry Street,
Erie, Pennsylvania 16502.

DAVID 5. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Colleen A. Kennedy of Erie has been chosen
as a recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Miss Kennedy has, in the opinion of the
students and faculty, demonstrated that she is truly con-
cerned and involved in the American way of life and its
preservation.

Now therefore, the House of Represeniatives of the
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Colleen
A. Kennedy on being chosen as a recipient of the “David
Hayes Good Government Award,”

and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Colleen A. Kennedy, 2803 Meadow Drive, Erie,

Pennsylvania 16506.
DAVID S, HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, David Bubenheim of Cambridge Springs
has been chosen as a recipient of the “David Hayes Good
Government Award”; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Bubenheim has, in the opinion of the
students and faculty, demonstrated that he is truly con-
cerned and involved in the American way of life and
its preservation.

Now therefore, the House of Hepresentatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvnia congratulates David
Bubenheim of Cambridge Springs on being chosen as a
recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further directs that a copy of this citation be delivered
to David Bubenheim, McClellan Street Extension, Cam-
bridge Springs, Pennsylvania 16403.

DAVID 5. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Charles W, Foppert cele-
brated their golden wedding anniversary recently., Their
happy union has been blessed by one daughter and three
grandsons. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life. Mrs. Foppert, nee Helen Branch,
and Mr. Foppert were married June 30, 1925.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Charles W. Foppert
on their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its
hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs, Charles W. Foppert, 1803 Erlen
Road, Melrose Park, Pennsylvania 191286.

CHARLES P. MEBUS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The 1975 fifth grade class members of the
Titus Elementary School performed an original one hour
program entitled “The Fifty Nifty United States” on
Thursday, June 12, 1975 in the Capitol Rotunda; and

WHEREAS, The fifty-eight members of the fifth grade
class researched, wrote, and produced the program of
song and dance; and

WHEREAS, The production of the program served as
a learning tool to acquire information about the fifty
states, to write creatively, to develop techniques of self-
expression and social skills.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates the fifth
grade class of the Titus Elementary School on their out-
standing performance, commends its members on their
hard work behind the scenes, and wishes its members
future success in their academic and social endeavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to the 1975 Fifth Grade Class, Titus Elementary
School, 2333 Lower Barness Road, Warrington, Pennsyl-

vania 18976.
BENJAMIN H. WILSON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Myrtle M. Austin of Forty Fort, celebrated
her one hundredth birthday on June 10, 1975; and

WHEREAS, Myrtle M. Austin is an oufstanding citizen
who exemplifies the finest virtues of American life and
has won the respect of her five children, eight grand-
children, twenty-one great-grandchildren, many friends,
neighbors and acquaintances.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania heartily congratulates

Myrtle M. Austin of Forty Fort on her one hundredth
birthday and wishes her the best of health and further
appreciation from all who have come to know and thus
respect and admire her;

and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Myrtle M. Austin, 42 Myers Street, Forty Fort,
Pennsylvania 18704.

FRANK J. O°CONNELL, JE.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Barbara Rush, has been chosen as the 1975
Washington County Dairy Princess; and

WHEREAS, Barbar Rush will assist in the promotion of
dairy products during the coming year.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsyivania congratulates Barbara
Rush on her reign as 1975 Washington County Dairy Prin-
cess and wishes her success in future endeavors:
and further directs thal a copy of this citation be de-
Jiigr?fslréed to Barbara Rush, R. D. 1, Avella, Pennsylvania

ROGER RAYMOND FISCHER

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, John Ziaylak has been honored by the
Bucks County Fire Chiefs Association. Mr. Ziaylak, who
retired in 1974 after twenty years of service as Chief
of the Yardley-Makefield Fire Company, was instru-
mental in obtaining the first mobile radios used in the
fire service of Bucks County and establishing the Bucks
County fire dispatches. He served as the Chairman of
the Bucks County Fire Communications Advisory Board.
Mr. Ziaylak created a River Rescue Diving Unit in 1959,
which is presently known as the Interstate Marine As-
sociation, He is an original member of the Bucks County
Fire School Training Committee, and was instrumental in
the creation of the Fire School at Edison, Bucks County.
Mr. Ziaylak is the father of fire fighting tacties and aerial
ladder applications in Bucks County.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates John Ziay-
lak on being honored by the Bucks County Fire Chiefs
Association, commends him on his outstanding achieve-
ments in the field of firefighting, and wishes him health
and happiness in the future;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to John Ziaylak, Lawrenceville, New Jersey.

JAMES J. WRIGHT, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Joseph Martin Crimmins, Sr., a promi-
nent resident of Upper Merion and Norristown, passed
away on January 17, 1975; and

WHEREAS, This outstanding man, beloved husband
and father is survived by his wife, three children and
eight grandchildren; and

WHEREAS, Mr, Crimmins, who recently served on the
staff of the House of Representatives, was a successful
businessman, a recognized leader of his community, and
a dedicated public servant who gave unselfishly of his
time to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the
Democratic Party for many years; and

WHEREAS, Joseph Martin Crimmins, Sr., was the or-
ganizer, owner and director of numercus successful busi-
ness ventures; worked as a consullant to G. & W. H.
Corson, Inc.; served with distinction as Democratic area
leader and committeeman in Upper Merion; was elected
as alternate delegate and later delegate to the Democratic
National Convention; contributed as a member of the
staff to the Historic State Constitutional Convention of
1968; served under Governor Leader as Director of the
Real Estate and Insurance Division of the Department of
Property and Supplies; and later as Director of the State
Bureau of Safety Inspection; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania mourns the death of
Joseph Martin Crimmins, Sr., and extends its heartfel:
sympathy to his widow and children; and be it further
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RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be delivered
to his widow, Marie Keeney Crimmins, 500 Faleon Road,
Wayne, Pennsylvania 1%087.

RICHARD A. McCLATCHY, JR.
ROBERT J. BUTERA
ANTHONY J. SCIRICA

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WIHEREAS, Patricia Sturtevant of Erie has been chosen
as a recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Miss Sturtevant has, in the opinion of
the students and faculty, demonstrated that she is truly
concerned and involved in the American way of life
and its preservation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Patricia
Sturtevant of Erie on being chosen as a recipient of the
"“David Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Patricia Sturtevant, 8107 Cherry Street, Erie,
Pennsylvania 16509, ’

DAVID S. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Amy Essick of Fairview has been chosen as
a recipient of the “David Hayes Good Government
Award”; and

WHEREAS, Miss Essick has, in the opinion of the stu-]

dents and faculty, demonstrated that she is truly con-
cerned and invoived in the American way of life and
its preservation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Amy Es-
sick of Fairview on being chosen as a recipient of the
“David Hayes Good Government Award,”
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Amy Essick, 70 East Chestnut Street, Fairview,
Pennsylvania 16415,

. DAVID S. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Lenzino Lenzi celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by three sons and four grand-
children. These two people are highly respected hy
friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life. The couple was married June
1, 1925,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives. of - the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Lenzino Lenzi on
their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope
that they may long centinue to enjoy their happy mar-
riage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Lenzino Lenzi, 412 Ninth Stroet,
Monongahela, Pennsylvania 15063,

A. J. DeMEDIO

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Helen G. Charles has retired after forty-
five years of active association with the Donora Public
Library; and

WHEREAS, Helen G. Charles has worked tirelessly to
have the library serve the needs of the community.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Helen G.
Charles on her well deserved retirement after forty-five
yvears of association with the Donora Public Library,
commends her on her outstanding achievements and
wishes her a long and enjoyable retirement;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Helen G. Charles, 217 Seventh Street, Donora,
Pennsylvania 15033. :

A, J. DeMEDIO

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Patrolman John Esper, Jr., graduated from
the State Police Southwestern Training Center in Greens-
burg at the head of his class. Patrolman Esper, who has
been con the Monongahela Police Force for sixteen years,
received the American Legion Award. He was selected by
his classmates and instructors as the outstanding stu-
dent in recognition of his academic, physical, mental and
moral gualifications, as well as his all around attitude.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Patrolman
John Esper, Jr., on graduating at the head of his class
from the State Police Southwestern Training Center,
commends him on his outstanding achievement and wishes
him sueccess in all his future endeavors;
and further direets that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Patrolman John Esper, Jr., 701 Fourth Street,
Monongahela, Pennsylvania 15063.

A, J. DeMEDIO

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, George R. Sandoe, on July 1, 1875, has re-
tired from a thirty-four year career as a firefighter with
the city fire depariment of Lancaster; and

WHEREAS, George R. Sandoe, began his illustrious
career in 1941, was promoted to lieutenant in 1941 and
then to captain three years later. He held the positions
of first training officer and battalion chief before becom-
ing assistant chief in 1965. In 1970, under an organiza-
tional structural change, the assistant chief position be-
come the position of deputy chief from which George R.
Sandoe is retiring; and

WHEREAS, George R. Sandoe has tirelessly met the
challenges of fighting fires.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Deputy
Chief George R. Sandoe on his well earned retirement
after thirty-four years of dedicated service, commonds
him on his outstanding achievements and wishes him a
long and enjoyable retirement;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to George R. Sandoe, 220 N. Franklin Street, Lan-
caster, Penmsylvania 17602.

M. E. MILLER, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Theodore J. Hirsch cele-
brated their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their
happy union has been blessed by three children, twelve
grandchildren, and four great-grandchildren. These two
people are highly respected by friends, neighbors and
acquaintances as representing the finest in American life.
The couple was married June 29, 1925 by the late Right
Reverend Monsignor Anthony F. Kaul at St. Anthony's.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Theodore J. Hirsch
on their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its
hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs, Theodore J. Hirsch, 143 N. Ship-
pen Street, Lancaster, Pennsylvania 17602.

M. E. MILLER, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Felix Skiba celebrated their
golden wedding anniversary recently, Their happy union
has been blessed by two children and five grandchildren.
These two people are highly respected by friends, neigh-
bors and acguaintances as representing the finest in
American life. Mrs. Skiba, nee Laura Adamski, and Mr.
Skiba were married June 10, 1925 by Reverend John
Jaworski in Natrona.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonweaith of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Felix Skiba on their
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fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope that
they may long continue to enjoy their happy marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation bhe de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Felix Skiba, 1323 Pennsylvania
Avenue, Natrona Heights, Pennsylvanja 15065,

HELEN D. GILLETTE

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Michael Barna celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by two children and ten grand-
children. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life. Mrs. Barna, nee Hutnick, and
Mr. Barna were married June 7, 1925 in St. John's by
the late Reverend John Kutsky.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Michael Barna on
their fiffieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope
that they may long continue to enjoy their happy mar-
riage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Michael Barna, 5223 Second Street,
Whitehall, Pennsylvania 18052.

WILLIAM H. ECKENSBERGER. JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Ray Musselman celebrated
their fifty-fifth wedding anniversary recently. These
two people are highly respected by friends, neighbors
and acquaintances as representing the finest in American
life. Mrs. Musselman, nee Edith Larosh, and Mr. Mussel-
man were married June 26, 1920 in the home of Reverend
George Stem in Northampton.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congralulations to Mr. and Mrs. Ray Musselman on
their fifty-fifth wedding anniversary and expresses Iits
hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation bhe de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Ray Musselman, 830 Fifth Street,
Fullerton, Pennsylvania 18052,

WILLIAM H. ECKENSBERGER, JR,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. Anthony J. Kubik, prominent citizen
of Aliquippa, passed away recently. Mr. Kubik, who was
past president of the Prothonotary and Clerks of Courts
Association of Pennsylvania, and chairman of its legisla-
tive committee, faithfully served as grand knight of the
Knights of Columbus, was a member of Croation Frater-
nal Union, Lodge 423, and Elks Lodge 1221. Past{ Presi-
dent of Catholic Charities of Beaver County, Mr. Kubik
tirelessly devoted his service to the Cancer Crusade,
Musecular Dystrophy Association, as well as countless
other civiec and fraternal groups; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in its delibera-
tions to respectfully pay tribute and mourn the untimely
death of Mr. Anthony Kubik, and extends its heartfeit
condolences to the family of this outstanding civic leader;
and be it further

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be de-
livered to The Anthony J. Kubik Family, 119 Sunset
Lane, Aliquippa, Pennsylvania 15001.

FRED R. MILANOVICH
CHARLES LAUGHLIN
JOSEPH R. KOLTER
JOHN L. BRUNNER

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, West Pottsgrove Township is eelebrating
its seventy-fifth anniversary. A community celebration

will be held the week of August 24, 1975, and August 25,
1975 is Charter Day.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates West Potts-
grove Township on the celebration of its seventy-fifth
anniversary, and wishes the township and its citizens
success in all their future endeavors;
and further directs that a copy of thig citation be de-
livered to the West Pottsgrove Township Board of Com-
missioners, 101 Lemon Street, Stowe, Pennsylvana 10464

WILLIAM H. YOHN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

_WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. James J. Noel celebrated their

silver wedding anniversary recently. Their happy union
has been blessed by one son. These two people are highly
respected by friends, neighbors and acquaintances as
representing the finest in American life. The couple was
married at St. John’s Lutheran Church of Charleroi by
the Reverend Siephen G. Hurnyak.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. James J. Noel on
their twenty-fifth wedding anniversary and expresses
its hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs, James J. Noel, 724 Center Ave-
nue, North Charleroi, Pennsylvania 15022.

A, J. DeMEDIO

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Miss Mary Lucina Engel of Williamsport,
was crowned Miss Pennsylvania Teen-Ager at the State
finals recently held in New Castle; and

WHEREAS, Miss Engel, in addition tc¢ winning the
first-place award, was named “Miss Citizenship” and
“Miss Hospitality,” and shared first prize for the best
speech for her “What's Right About America’; and

WHEREAS, Miss Engel, as part of her reward, re-
ceived a $1,000 scholarship, and left the first of July for
a trip to Hawali.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in its deliberations
and extends its heartiest congratulations to Miss Mary
Lucina Engel on being chosen Miss Pennsylvania Teen-
Ager, wishes this fine young woman the hest of Iuck
when she competes in the National Teen-Ager pageant
in Atlanta, and continued success in all her future en-
deavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Miss Mary Lucina Engel at Reach Road, Wil-
liamsport, Pennsylvania 17701.

ANTHONY J. CIMINI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Lawrence Heinly saved the life of Mr.
Zenon €. R. Hansen. On Wednesday, May 28, 1975, Mr.
Heinly was driving past the rural residence of Mr. Zenon
C. R. Hansen in Lower Macungie Township, Lehigh
County; he noticed smoke from a lawn tractor which was
overturned on a body and was on fire. He stopped, rushed
to the scene and rescued Mr. Hansen and promptly sum-
moned help. Mr., Heinly’s quick action played an im-
portant role in saving Mr. Hansen’s life.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates and com-
mends Lawrence Heinly on his heroic action, at great
risk of his own life, which saved the life of Mr. Zenon
C. R. Hansen, and wishes him happiness and success in
the future;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Lawrence Heinly, 9 Riverbend Court, R. D. 2,
Allentown, Pennsylvania 18103.

JOSEPH R. ZELLER
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. John C. Valko celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by one son and three grandchil.
dren. These two people are highly respected by friends,
neighbors and acquaintances as representing the finest in
American life, Mrs. Valko, nee Mildred Oaks, and Mr.
Valko were married May 25, 1925 in Kent, Ohio.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, exfends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. John C. Valko on
their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope
that they may long continue to enjoy their happy mar-
riage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. John C. Valko, 518 Grant Street,
South Fork, Pennsylvania 15956.

JAMES C. WHELAN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Russell L. Thomas celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recenily. Their happy
union has heen blessed by two children and five grand-
children. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life, Mrs. Thomas, nee Bertha Redde-
cliff, and Mr. Thomas were married May 19, 1925 hy
Reverend Sanford Carpenter at Trinity Lutheran Church.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Russell L. Thomas
on their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its
hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Russell L. Thomas, 776 Carnegie
Avenue, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15905.

JAMES O. WHELAN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Dr. and Mrs, Norris Quest celebrated their
golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy union
has been blessed by two scns and five grandchildren,
These two people are highly respected by friends, neigh-
bors and acquaintances as representing the finest in
American life, Mrs. Quest, nee Edna Nichols, and Dr.
Quest were married June 10, 1325 by Reverend J. C.
Brown at Franklin Street United Methodist Church.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Dr. and Mrs. Norris Quest on their
fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope that
they may long continue to enjoy their happy marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Dr. and Mrs. Norris Quest, 122 Colgate Avenue,
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15905,

JAMES O. WHELAN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr, and Mrs. James J. McElvaney will
celebrate their silver wedding anniversary July 1873,
Their happy union has been blessed by three sons. These
two people are highly respected by friends, neighbors and
acquaintances as representing the finest in American life.
Mrs. McElvaney, nee Elizabeth L. Thompson, and Mr.
McElvaney were married July 15, 1950 by Father Golden
at St. Hugh Roman Catholic Church, Philadelphia.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. James J. McElvaney
on their twenty-{fifth wedding anniversary and expresses
its hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. James J. McElvaney, 3333 Cott-
man Avenue, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19149.

FRANCIS E. GLEESON, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Linda M. Humes, has been cited as the
outstanding student in the June 1975 class of the Basic
Scheoo! of Insurance held at Dickinson College by the Tri
State Mutual Agents Association; and

WHEREAS, Linda M. Humes, displayed excellence in
her classroom work performance in property and liability
msurance.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania commends Linda M.
Humes for her outstanding performance, congratulates
her and wishes her continued success in her chosen career
in the field of insurance;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Linda M. Humes, 500 South Arch Street, Me-
chanicesburg, Pennsylvania 17055.

JOHN E. SCHEAFFER

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Walter Kubeja celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by six children, seventeen grand-
children, and five great-grandchildren. These two people
are highly respected by friends, neighbors and acguaint-
ances as representing the finest in American life. Mrs.
Kubeja, nee Lottie Popielasz, and Mr, Kubeja were mar-
ried June 1, 1925 in Erie.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonweaith of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Walter Kubeja on
their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope
that they may long continue to enjoy their happy mar-
riage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Walter Kubeja, 2808 Gloth Ave-
nue, Erie, Pennsylvania 16504.

BERNARD J. DOMBROWSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mrs. Helen Meikrantz, who is retiring after
eight years of service as Social Services Director of the
Trinity Lutheran Church of Pottsville, will be honored
on July 11, 1975, She visited many people in hospitals
and shut-ins in their homes, and was a source of joy
to them because many times she was the only person they
saw. Mrs. Meikrantz, along with the Paster, formed the
Over Fifty Group at Trinity Lutheran Church, which is
now the most active group of the church.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennnylvania congratulates Mrs. Helen
Meikrantz on being honored on the occasion of her re-
tirement after eight years of service as Social Services
Director of Trinity Lutheran Church of Pottsville, com-
mends her on her outstanding service to the Church, and
wishes her a long and enjoyable retirement;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mrs. Helen Meikrantz, 1601 West Market Street,
Pottsville, Pennsylvania 17501.

WILLIAM D. HUTCHINSON

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

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

Mr. BRANDT. I rise to a question of personal privi-
lege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BRANDT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be re-
corded on the master roll and as voting as follows on
the following bills:

House bill No. 826—“yea”;

House bill No. 350—‘yea";

House bill No. 351-“yea™;
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House bill -No. 783—"yea™;
House bill No. 807—*“yea”;
House bill No. 1322-—“yea”;
Senate bill No. 104-—*yea”;
Garzia amendment to House bill No. T01—“yea”; and
Stapleton amendment to House bill No. 701—nay.”

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be
noted for the record.

REMARKS DEFERRED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recog-
nizes the lady from Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni.

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, I prefer to wait until
Monday when everybody is in his seat to bring this to
the attention of the members.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
lady.

The Chair thanks the

COMMITTEE REPORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the
Chair will return to reports of committees,
The Chair hears no objection.

BILLS REREPORTED AS AMENDED
HOUSE BILL No. 115 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act authorizing the indebtedness, with the approval
of the electors, of ten million dollars for loans to volunteer
fire companies, volunteer ambulance services and volun-
teer rescue squads for the purpose of establishing or
modernizing facilities to house fire fighting apparatus
equipment, ambulances, and rescue vehicles, and for
purchasing new fire fighting apparatus equipment, am-
bulances, and rescue vehicles, protective and communi-
cations equipment, and any other accessory equipment
necessary for the proper performance of such organiza-
tions’ duties. '

Rereported from Committee on Appropriations.

HOUSE BILL No. 614 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act amending the “State Harness Racing Law,” ap-
proved December 22, 1959 (P. L. 1978, No. 728), extending
the terms of the commissioners and authorizing a salary
for the chairman and a per diem for the other members.

Rereported from Committee on Appropriations.

BILL REPORTED AS COMMITTED AND
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME AND TABLED

SENATE BILL No. 774 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act making an appropriation from the State Em-
ployees’ Retirement Fund to provide for expenses of the
State Employees’ Retirement Board for the fiscal period
July 1, 1975 to June 30, 1976, and for the payment of
bills incurred and remaining unpaid at the close of the
fiscal period ending June 30, 1975.

Reported from Committee on Appropriations.

BILLS REREPORTED AS COMMITTED
HOUSE BILL No. 170 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act relating to consumer transactions including
credit sales, consumer leases, related direct consumer
loans and advances made to credit card users, regulating
contraet provisions, the termination of consumer defenses,
the disclaimer of warranties and the eniry of judgments

by confession, providing additional exemptions from ex-
ecution in actions on consumer transactions, prohibiting
waivers of exemptions, imposing duties on the Attorney
General and on prothonotaries and repealing inconsist-
ent provisions of the Goods and Services Installment Sales
Act, the Home Improvement Finance Act, the Motor Ve-
hicle Sales Finance Act and other inconsistent laws.

Rereported from Appropriations Committee,

HOUSE BILL No. 485 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act reenacting and amending the *“Unfair Trade
Practlices and Consumer Protection Law,” approved De-
cember 17, 1968 (P. L. 1224, No. 387), prohibiting addi-
tional unfair methods of competition and unfair or de-
ceptive acts or practices and giving additional powers
and rights to consumers.

Rereported from Appropriations Committee.

HOUSE BILL No. 488 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act providing for the rights and duties of mobile-
home nwners or operators and mobilehome residents.

Rereported from Appropriations Committee.

HOUSE BILL No. 696 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act amending the “Community College Act of 1963,”
approved August 24, 1963 (P. L. 1132, No. 484), further
providing for tuition for students resident in an area
which is not a local sponsor of & community college.

Rereported from Appropriations Committee.

HOUSE BILL Ne. 1299 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act relating to pensions for employees of the City
of Pittsburgh,

Rereported from Appropriations Commitiee.

HOUSE BILL No. 1367 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act relating to medical and health related mal-
practice insurance, prescribing the powers and duties of
the Insurance Department; the Regional Arbitration Panel
for Health Care compuisory screening of claims; collateral
sources requirements; limitation on Statute of Limita-
tions; limitation on contingent fee compensation; and
prescribing penalties.

Rereported from Appropriations Committee.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Luzerne, Mr. Hasay. For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr, HASAY. I rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. HASAY. Mr. Speaker, when I was voting on House
bill No. 826, printer’s No. 1923, I had the wrong printer’s
number of the House bill in front of me and I voted in
error. I would like to be recorded as voting in the
affirmative on House bill No. 828, printer’s No. 1923,
Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gen-
tleman will be noted for the record.

STATE GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE
MEETING CANCELED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to an;
nounce the cancelation of the State Government Com-
mittee meeting. -
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QUESTICN OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Weidner. For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. WEIDNER. I rise to a question of personal privi-
lege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
state it.

Mr. WEIDNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

My switch was not inoperative, but during my inter-
view with my guests, T hastily voted in the negative on
House hill No. 826, printer’s No, 1923, and I wish to be
voted in the affirmative.

Also, on House bill No. 807, printer’'s No. 910, T also
voted in the negative and wish to be voted in the af-
firmative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gen-
tleman will he noted in the record.

The gentleman will

HOUSE 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 read as {ollows:

HOUSE BILL No. 154

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1208,
No. 331), entitled “The First Class Township Code,” au-
thorizing an increase in the amount of fax for fire fight-
ing under certain ecircumstances,

HOUSE BILL No. 387

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No.
f9), entitled “The Second Class Township Code,” increas-
ing amount of levy permitted for fire protection.

HOUSE BILL No. 908

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965,
P. L. 1656, No. 581), entitled “The Borough Code,” increas-
ing amount of levy permitted for fire protection.

Whereupon,
The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed the
same,

SENATE BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entifled as follows having been
prepared for presentation to the Governor and the same
being correct, the titles were publicly read as follows:

SENATE BILL No. 213

An Act amending the act of May 23, 1947 (P. L. 274,
No, 112), entitled *“An act to validate the title to real
estate for which a deed or transfer wags properly executed
and recorded without containing a certificate setting forth
the residence of the grantee,” further providing for the
applicability of the act.

SENATE BILL No. 571

An Act amending the act of Qctober 20, 1966 (Sp. Sess.
No. 3, P. L. 96, No. 6), entitled “Mental Health and Mental
Retardation Act of 1066,” immposing a duty of support on
spouses in certain cases.

SENATE BILL No. 601

An Act amending the act of May 2, 1945 (P. L. 382, No.
164), entitled “Municipality Authorities Act of 1945,” pro-
viding further powers of investment.

SENATE BILL No. 602

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1956 (1955, P. L.
1609, No. 537), entitled “Pennsylvania Industrial Develop-
ment Authority Act,” providing for deposit of funds under
savings contracts in savings associations and giving se-
curity for such deposits.

SENATE BILL No. 604

An Act amending the act of August 23, 1967 (P. L. 251,
No. 102), eniitled, as amended, “Industrial and Commer-
cial Development Authority Law,” further providing for
deposit of funds under savings contracts, in savings as-
sociations and providing security for such deposits.

Whereupon,

The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed the
same.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MILANOVICH moved that this House do now
adjourn until Monday, July 14, 1975, at 1 p-m., e.d.t.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the motion?

Motion was agreed 1o, and (at 2:05 p.m. e.d.t.) the
House adjourned.
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