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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

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

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE {(A. J. DeMedio) IN
THE CHAIR

PRAYER

EEVEREND DOCTOR DAVID R. HOOVER, chaplain of
the House of Representatives and pastor of St. Paul's
Lutheran Church, McConnellsburg, Pennsylvania, offered
the following prayer:

O God, our Heavenly Father, grant to us the abundance
of Thy grace that we may bask in the sunshine of Thy
love; bestow upon us the forgiveness which is Thine to
give that we may walk in newness of life; share with us
Thy care and concern that we may know of Thy tender
compassicen and understanding mercy; fill us with the
power of Thy presence that we may be motivated by Thy
indwelling spirit; send us forth with Thy guidance and
direction that we may exemplify Thy truth in word as
well as in deed; and crown our achievements with the
blessedness of Thy peace that we may experience the
fullness of life which is Thine to give. In Thy blest name,
we humbly pray. Amen.

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, ap-
proval of the Journal for Tuesday, October 14, 1975, will
be postponed until printed.

LEAVES OYX ABSENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
majority whip.

Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, I have no requests
for leaves of absence,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lebanon, Mr. Seltzer.

Mr, SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, I request leaves of ab-
sence for Messrs, BUTERA and DAVIES for today’s ses-
sion,

Mr. Davies requests leave due to the
mother,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
are granted,

The Chair recognizes the

death of his

Without objection, leaves

MASTER ROLIL CALL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We will now proceed with
the master roll call. Only members in their seats will be
permitted to vote,

The roll was taken and was as follows:

Vol.
YEAS-—193
Abraham George McGinnts Schweder
Anderson,J. H, Giammarco MeIntyre Scirica
Arthurs Gillesple MceLane Seltzer
Barber Gillette Mebus Shanpe
Bellomini Gleason Menhorn Shelhamer
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M. E. Shelton
Beren Goodman Miller, M. E., Jr. Shuman
Berlin Green Milljiron Shupnik
Berson Greenfield Miscevich Siriannd
Bittle Grieco Moehlmann Smith, E.
Blackwell Gring Morris Smith, L.
Bonetto Halverson Mrikonic Spencer
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mullen Stahl
Erandt Hammock Mullen, M, P, Stapleton
Brunner Hasay Musto Stout
Burns Haskell Myers Sullivan
Caputo Hayes, D. §, Novak Taddonio
Cessar Bayes, 8. E. Noye Taylor
Cimint Hepford O'Brien Tayoun
Cohen Hill O'Connell Thomas
Cole Hopkins Q'Donnell ToH
Cowell Hutchinson, A. O'Kcefe Trello
Crawford Hutechinson, W. Oliver Turner
Cumberland frvis Pancoast Ustynoski
Dravig, D. M. Itkin Parker, H. 8. Valicenti
DeMedio Johnson, J. Perri Vann
Deverter Katz Perry Vroon
Dicario Kelly, A. P, Petrarca Wagner
DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Pievsky Walsh, T P.
Dietz Kernick Pitts ‘Wansacz
Dininni Kistler Polite Wargo
Dombrowskl Klingaman Pratt Weidner
Dorr Knepper Prendergast ‘Westerberg
Doyle Kolter Pyles Whelan
Dreibelbia Kowalyshyn Rappaport Whittlesey
Eckensberger Kusse Reed Wilson
Englehart ELaMareca Renninger WIilt, R. W.
Fawcett Laudadic Renwick Wilt, W. W,
Fee Laughlin Rhodes Wojdak
Fischer Lederer Richardson Worrilow
Fisher Lehr Rieger Wright
Flaherty Letterman Ritter Yahner
Foster, A. Levi Romanelli Yohn
Foster, W. Lineoln Ross Zearfoss
Fryer Lynch Ruggiero Zeller
Gallagher Manderino Ryan Zord
Gallen Manmiller Saloom Zwikl
Garzia McCall Salvatore
Geesey McClatchy Scheaffer Fineman,
Gelsler McCue Schmitt Speaker
NOT VOTING—4
Butera Davies McGraw Milanovich

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
members having indicated their presence, a master roll
is established.

One hundred ninety-eight

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS HOUSE

Mr. ECKENSBERGER requested and obtained unan-

imous consent to address the House.

Mr, ECKENSBERGER. Mr, Speaker, I rise today to
make public the results of a recent survey made by my
office that will show that first degree murders have con-
tinued to be a serious problem in Pennsylvania since Act
46 of 1974, the so-called Death Penalty Act, became the
law of the Commonwealth.

The approval of Act 48 by an overwhelming majority
of both chambers of the legislature, and over the veto of
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the Governor, was a response to a 1972 United States
Supreme Court decision commonly referred to as Furman
v. Georgia. That decision by a 5-4 majority of the Court
was extremely complex, but the overall impact seems to
be that the imposition of a sentence of death is unconsti-
tutional only if applied in a discriminatory fashion.

There seems to be complete agreement, however, that
the court did not say in 1972 that the death penalty itself
is unconstitutional in all cases.

Since the Furman decision, at least 31 state legislatures
have acted to write constitutional capital punishment laws
that would include some form of mandatory—and I use
that word advisedly—sentences of death. Pennsylvania
was among those states that enacted a new law, and I
referred to it earlier as Act 46 of 1974

In its present form, the law includes these provisions:
There are three degrees of murder defined. First degree
murder is an intentional killing. Second degree murder
is the technical legal area of “felony murder.” All other
murder is third degree murder. If a jury finds a de-
fendant guilty of first degree murder, the same jury must
also subsequently decide if the sentence is to be death or
life imprisonment.

The jury must consider aggravating and mitigating cir-
cumstances before senfencing. Aggravating circumstances
are elements considered so objectionable or so detrimental
to society that, coupled with the intentional murder of
another human being, these circumstances elevate the
crime to that which is punishable by a sentence of death.
Mitigating circumstances would, of course, absolve the
defendant of that elevation. If any of nine aggravating
circumstances are present with no mitigating circum-
stances, a death penaliy is required. If one of three miti-
gating circumstances is presenf, or if there are no ag-
gravating circumstances, the jury or court is required to
impose life imprisonment. The law also purports to
establish a sentencing procedure,

Many of us present today in this chamber will recall
that the provisions of this aet were arrived at after liter-
ally hours of debate and scul-searching on the floor of
the House. We recognized that the United States Su-
preme Court could nullify our actions by declaring capital
punishment unconstitutional in all instances. But again
in 1975, this year, the United States Supreme Court has
so far refused to do so, asking instead for a reargument
in the capital case of Jesse T. Fowler v, State of North
Carolina. Ag such, we felt the effort of making this sur-
vey was reasonable and justifiable.

Against that background, let me briefly explain the
purposes of the survey which our office made. We sought
to do two things—{first, to acquire an actual count of the
number of death sentences imposed in the 18 months since
the passage of Act 46 and an estimate of the number of
pending cases in which the district attorney may request
imposition of a sentence of death.

Second, we sought to receive recommendations from
the wvarious district attorneys throughout the Common-
wealth, based on their experience, as to methods of im-
proving the act.

The results of the survey have been most revealing.
We are pleased to report that we have received written
responses from 55 counties and verbal responses from 12.
So every county in the state has responded. Furthermore,
the study has turned up several deficiencies in Act 46
which, in my opinion, merit the prompt attention of the
legislature,

Let me go into some detail, A sentence of death has
been imposed in seven cases in the Commonwealth since
Act 46 became effective. In each case, the defendant was
convicted of first degree murder for an intentional slay-
ing. Furthermore, in each case there was, in the opinion
of the jury or the court, an aggravating circumstance that
elevated these murders to a level of such gravity as to
warrant the imposition of a death sentence.

Specifically, the murders involved the following cir-
cumstances; Three of the murders were committed by de-
fendants who were also actively perpefrating felonies,
namely, one rape, one robbery, and one burglary. One of
the convicted defendants murdered a pelice officer. Three
of the convicted defendants committed murders while
the defendants were serving life sentences.

In each case, as provided by law, the jury or court did
not find any mitigating circumstances present.

Furthermore, district attorneys in at least 19 counties
are presently in the process of, or are giving consideration
to, seeking first degree murder convictions and death sen-
tences in no less than 29 cases.

The majority of these defendants, 17 to be exact, could
receive death sentences because the murders were alleg-
edly committed by the defendant during the perpetration
of a felony. Five are cases in which a law enforcement
officer allegedly was murdered, five were allegedly com-
mitted by means of torture, five were allegedly murders
involving direct threats to the life of another person; and
two alleged murders were committed by a defendant who
was at the time serving a sentence of life imprisonment
for a prior offense. Thus a total of 34 aggravating cir-
cumstances allegedly attended the 29 cases involved.

As I stated earlier, seven death sentences have been
imposed in the 18 months since Act 46 took effect or an
average of about five per year, For comparison sake, I
would note that from 1960-1972, according to figures pro-
vided by a former Philadelphia assistant district attorney,
a total of 35 death sentences were imposed in the Com-
monwealth, That covers a period of 12 vears; and that is
an average of about three per year, despite the fact that
Pennsylvania's last execution took place in 1962,

In light of these remarks, it might appear on the sur-
face that Act 46 continues to provide a workable method
of weeding out those killers who for various reasons can-
not be tolerated by society. However, the situation is
not that simple. In written comments received from the
district aftorneys, a number of sensitive and difficult is-
sues are raised. Without geing into all of them, I would
like to spotlight one or two of them or particularly those
which I believe are critical and which require corrective
legislation.

One objection raised independently by at least six
county prosecutors pertains to the fact thaf the Supreme
Court has failed to promulgate rules of procedure for im~
position of a death sentence by the trial court judge or
judges in the event of a plea of guilty by the defendant.
However, a jury may impose a death sentence if it finds
such is warranted by the facts of the case.

Simply stated, at least six county prosecutors fear that
the law can be interpreted to mean that if a defendant
chooses a trial by jury he can receive a sentence of death;
but if the defendant chooses to plead guilty or accept trial
by court without jury, the court is powerless to impose
such sentence. This could prompt a defendant to waive a
jury trial, and presumably could resuit in Act 46 being
declared unconstitutional. In two counties the court has
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already failed to impose a death sentence bearing in mind
these considerations.

This is a key issue and could lead to the entire act
being voided. The legislature delegated authority to the
Supreme Court in Act 45 f{o promulgate such rules as
woltld be necessary to enable both juries and judges to
impose the death sentence. In fact, it seems to me that
it was our thinking at the time we passed Act 46 that
such rules had already existed.

In any event, the district attorneys assure us, and the
Supreme Court confirms, that there are no rules to cover
this situation.

At the conclusion of my remarks I will introduce a bill
that would remedy this situation hy proposing a proce-
dure whereby a jury could impose szentencing in the
eveni that a defendant pleads guilty to a first degree mur-
der charge. This procedure will remove from the trial
court the burden of sentencing and will remove from the
Supreme Court the authority fo establish procedural rules.

However, I would be remiss if I did not register at
least one further comment on this point. It seems to me
that the objections noted by the several district attorneys
are an indication of the growing conflict between the
legislature and the judiciary.

The Supreme Court is authorized under the Constitu-
tion to deal with procedural matters but not substantive
matters as these relate to legislation. Clearly, the proce-
dure that we contemplated the Supreme Court would set
forth is within the purview of the court. But if the court
refuses or fails to act, it is disregarding the substantive
will of the legislature, This problem has become in-
creasingly frustrating to a number of the individuals
whom we have discussed this subject with. I will press
for prompt attention to this issue on a numbker of fronts,
including passage of the bill that we will introduce.

Let me go forward with one or two other key points
raised by the district attorneys. A second point is that
we have inadvertently omitied multiple murders as be-
ing an aggravating circumstance meriting a sentence of
death. We included an aggravating circumstance, the
language of which is: “In the commission of the offense
the defendant knowingly created a grave risk of death to
another person in addition to the victim of the offenze.”
Unflortunately, because the language of Act 46 does not
specifically include multiple murders, several district at-
torneys have apparently been reluctant to press for a
death sentence in such cases. The proposed bhill would
remedy that defect.

A third defect is that we may have been unclear as to
our intent to specify the jury’s responsibilify in deter-
mining aggravating and mitigating circumstances. Are
jurors simply fact finders in the second phase of the trial
or must they make decisions based on facts? This item
is also clarified in the bill.

The hill further attempts to clear up a number of small
questions that have arisen as a result of the survey.

Having explained some of the provisions of the pro-
posed criminal code amendment, Iet me add that T will
alsa introduce a proposal to amend the state constitution
on this issue.

Several distriet attorneys noted in their commentary
that any sentence of death in Pennsylvania may be placed
in jeopardy because the state Supreme Court could nul-
lify all of Act 46 on constitutional grounds. There is some
concern amongst district attorneys that even if the United

uneconstitutional per se, the Pennsylvania court may none-
theless do so.

It is my firm belief that an overwhelming majority of
Pennsylvanians, as reflected by an overwhelming major-
ity of both chambers of this legislature, strongly favor
continued use of a sentence of death in cases involving
first degree murders,

To preclude any attempt on the part of the state Su-
preme Court to find otherwise, I will introduce also a
constitutional amendment that states quite simply: a sen-
tence of death may be imposed.

We are not presently prevented from establishing a
constitutional amendment permitting capital punishment,
and T am assured by the Legislative Reference Bureau
that such a provision is feasible.

To summarize, juries ithroughout the state have con-
tinued to conviet defendants and impose death sentences
in particularly severe murder cases since the passage of
Act 48, As such, members of the legislature have further
proof that public sentiment supports our legislative action.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

1 have concluded my remarks. I want to thank the
Bpeaker and the members for being indulgent. Thank
you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman.

The Chair thanks the

HOUSE VOTING SCHEDULE

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
majority leader.

Mr. IRVIS, Mr. Speaker, we have passed out and put
on your desks the voting schedules for today and tomor-
row. If you will lIook at them, I want to make certain
changes in the voting schedule because we are going to
try to follow it.

Under Section 4, House bill No. 1085, cancel that bill
and mark it “hold.” That is at the request of the chief
sponsor. House bill No. 1085 is to be held; it is not to be
voted on today.

Senate bill No. 572 and Senate bill No. 573 immediately
following are passed over temporarily. I have just been
informed that the Republican caucus has not yet caucused
on the amendments to be offered to those bills. We shal?
be caucusing immediately after lunch, so perhaps we will
be ready to take those up in the afternoon.

Following Senate bill No. 622, mark on your sheets that
from about 12 noon until 1:30 we shall have a recess, with
caucus to take place at 1 o'clock, from 1 o'clock to 1:30.
Both caucuses may be brief because we have finished
pretty nearly all the work.

The imporiant announcement, however, is this: I have
not listed Senate bill No. 25, the child abuse bill, because
I do not yet know if the fiscal note has been attached:
but if, in fact, it is attached and if, in fact, it is rere-
parted to the floor of the House, we shall take that bill up
probably as the first order of business or very close to

The Chair recognizes the

i that this afternoon,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman,

The Chair thanks the

CALENDAR
LIOUCR BILI, ON FINAL PASSAGE

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to the consideration on final pas-

States Supreme Court has not found the death penalty !sage of Senate hill No. 546, prinier’s No. 570, entitled:
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An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No.
21}, entitled “Liquor Code,” further providing for licenses
for performing arts facilities in cities of the first or sec-
ond class,

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

The question is, Shall the bill pass finally?

RECONSIDERATION OF VOTE
ON SENATE BILL No, 546

Mr, McGINNIS moved that the vote by which SENATE
BILI, No. 546, printer's No. 570, was agreed to on third
consideration on July 22, 1975, be reconsidered.

Mr. ZELLER seconded the moticn.

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

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec, 408.3), page 1, line 25, by inserting
brackets before and after “issue” and inserting immedi-
ately thereafter: transfer

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 408.3), page 1, line 25, by inserting
after “license”: from a blighted area in a first or second
class city

On the question,
Will the House agree 1o the amendments?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. McGinnis,

Mr. McGINNIS. I would like to explain to my col-
leagues, Mr., Speaker, the reason for this particular
amendment. This House bill would allow the Liquor
Control Board to issue a new type license for serving of
alcoholic beverages for the Academy of Music in Phila-
delphia and I believe for another existing type in Pitts-
burgh. At the present time both of these establishments
have the perfect right to go out on the free market and
buy a liguor license just like anyone else entering the
tavern business. That is their right as of now. In pass-
ing this law, we would just create a new license for them
so they would nof have to buy any.

In my last liquor investigation, when we had Mr. John-
son and Mr. Volpe in Philadelphia, we found that there
is somewhere around 4,000 or 5,000 licenses over in the
city of Philadelphia.

This amendment says that the Academy of Music will
have to buy a license from a blighted area in that city.
To the best of my knowledge, Mr. Speaker, I understand
those licenses are available for about $4,000 or $5,000.
This way we will get a license out of the blighted area
and satisfy the academy without giving them a license
for nothing.

Thank you very much,

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Will the gentleman from Mont-
gomery, Mr. McGinnis, consent to an interrogation, Mr.
Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
sent to interrogation?

Mr. McGINNIS. Yes, I will, Mr. Speaker.

Will Mr. McGinnis con-

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed,

Mr, RAPPAPORT. Mr, Speaker, is the purport of the
gentleman’s amendment only to require these charitable
institutions or public institutions to go out into the open
market and purchase a license?

Mr., McGINNIS. That is correct.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Is the gentleman aware of the fact
that under the Liquor Code a place of amusement, such
as the Academy of Music or a stadium, is forbidden from
having a liquor license whether they buy it or not?

Mr, McGINNIS. They will not be forbidden with this
House bill and as amended. With this House hill they
would be allowed to have the license; as amended, they
would have to buy it.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, am I to
understand that the gentleman intends not to affect the
substance of the bill, which would permit a place of
amusement in these limited cases to have a liguor li-
cense?

Mr. McGINNIS. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 1 would
like them to have the license, but I would also like them
to have to buy it from a blighted area.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
man. I would like to be recognized for a moment, please.

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr, Speaker, I went through that
interrogation to make sure that the legislative history
would be clear.

Under existing law, the Academy of Musie, without this
bill, could not have a liquor license even if it purchased it
under an 1890 decision., I understand what the gentleman
from Montgomery County is attempting to do is to force
these institutions to buy a liquor license.

Without taking a position on the amendment—I am
very much in favor of the bill—I would just state that,
of course, the Commonwealth would not get this money,
but the money they would have to spend on a liquor
license would go fo another private party, and right now
there is no surplus of licenses in Philadelphia. The gen-
tleman’s information is about a year-and-a-half old.
They are selling for well in excess of $10,000 now.

Therefore, I see no benefit to the Commonwealth one
way or the other, but I do not suggest any position the
members might want to take on the amendment of the
gentleman.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The gentleman may pro-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
genileman from Philadelphia, Mr. Salvatore.

Mr. SALVATORE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The former speaker said there are licenses for sale in
Philadelphia or they are bringing $10,000 for a license.
I would appreciate it if the gentleman would contact me
after the session. We could make a lot of money, because
licenses are bringing $4,000 and $5,000 in Philadelphia.

We have right now 50 club-catering licenses, 95 R li-
censes, 1 hotel license, and 14 club licenses in escrow.
That is how many licenses we have in escrow, We are
permitted to have ocne license for 2,000 people and we
are over the quota.

What you are saying this bill will do, Mr, Speaker, is
that for any old, dilapidated theater that holds 950 peo-
ple, somebody could dummy-up a corporation and say
that it is a nonprofit organization and he is going to show
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girlie shows and he is going to have the privilege of hav-
ing a license to create more problems for a community
that does not want these naughty shows to begin with.
This is what you are going to have, Mr. Speaker, if this
bill goeg through and this amendment is not passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. MeGinnis.

Mr., McGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I am finished, I would
just urge my colleagues to vote for this amendment. That
is all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentieman from Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I hate to impinge
upon the good nature of the House, but on Mr. Salvatore’s
argument, there is only one theatre in Philadelphia which
seafs more than 950 people and that is the Walnut Street
Theatre and the Academy of Musie—two of them—both
of which are within the specific statute of the bill, civic
provisions of the bill

The reason there are licenses in safekeeping in Phila-
delphia is not because there is no demand for them, but
you cannot obtain locations for them. Fortunately in re-
cent years neighborhoods have got up on their hind legs
and have said, we do not want bust-out joints in our
neighborhoods. They have hired lawyers and they have
gone to court. Therefore, a license is relatively easy to
obtain, the bare license. You cannot get a location to put
a license in. That is the problem in Philadelphia County,
and it is a good thing, because it is a result of community
action and neighborhood militancy. That is true in every
neighborhood of the city.

I am somewhat familiar with the restaurant problems
in the city. My firm has been practicing in that area for
over 40 years. That is the reason why there are licenses
in safekeeping.

Mr. Speaker, T took no position on Mr. McQinnis
amendment and I still do not, but this is a good hill and
we should pass it.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. RITTER. Mr, Speaker, it seems to me that it is a
gquestion of do you want to uphold the quota system or
do you want to simply do away with it by a bill such as
Senate hill No. 5467

I think that Mr. McGinnis’ amendment makes sense.
It still upholds the quata system by requiring you to buy
a license from an exisling facility and it goes even further
than that by saying that it has to be a license from a so-
called blighted area in a city of the first or second class.

I think that the amendment makes sense. If the armend-
ment goes in the bill, T can vote for the bill; but if the
amendment fails, then I cannot vote for the bill, T would
urge support for the McGinnis Amendment,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Salvatore.

Mr. SALVATORE. Mr. Speaker, again I would like to
reiterate that we have many old movie houses in the
city of Philadelphia that are closed right now that have
the seating capacity, and who is to say that someone else
will not build a theatre with over a 950-seating capacity?
This only opens a door. It is like opening up Pandora's
box, and we do not knnw how many worms are going to
get into it,

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. McGINNIS
and RAPPAPQRT and were as follows:

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Bellomind
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Bonetto
Bradley
BErandt
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Cimind
Cohen

Cole

Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davis, D. M,
Deverter
DiDonato
Dietz
Dininnd
Dorr

Doyle
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fee

Fischer
Fiaherty
Foster, W.
Fryer
Gallagher
Gallen
Garzia
Geesey
Geisler

Barber
Berson
Bittle
Blackwell
Brunner
DeMedio
Dicario
Dombrowskl
Fawcett
Fisher

Arthurs
Butera
Davies
Gleason

YEAS—149
Glammarcgo McLane
Gillespie Mebus
Gillette Menhorn
Gleesnn Miller, M. E.
CGoodman Miller. M. E., Jr.
Halverson Milliron
Hamilton, J.H. Miscevich
Haskell Moehlmann
Hayes, D. S. Morris
Hayes, S. E. Mrkonie
Hepford MMusto
Hill Novak
Hopkinsg Noye
Hutchinson, A. O'Brien
Hutchinson, W, O’Connell
Irvis O'Donnell
Itkin O'Keefe
Johnson, J, Pancoast
Katz Parker, H. 8.
Kelly, T. B, Perrl
Kernick Petrarca
Klingaman Pievsky
Knepper Polite
Koller Pratt
Kowalyshyn Prendergast
Kusse Pyles
Lederer Reed
Lehr Renninger
Lincoin Rhodes
Lynch Rieger
Manderino Ritter
Manmiller Romanelll
MeCall Ruggiero
McClatchy Ryan
MeCue Saloom
McGinnig Salvatore
McIntyre Scheaffer

NAYS—40
Faster, A, Laughlin
George Letterman
Green Levi
Greenfield Mullen, M. P.
Hammock Mullen
Hasay Myers
Kelly, A.P. Oliver
Kistler Pitts
LaMarca Rappaport
Laudadio Renwick

NOT VOTING-—13

Grieco
Gring
MeGraw
Milanovich

Perry
Shelton
Sullivan

Schweder
Scirica
Shane
Shelhamer
Shupnik
Sirianni
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonio
Taylor
Tayoun
Thomas
Trello
Turner
Ustynoski
Valicentt
Wagner
Walsh, T. P.
Wansacz
Wargo
Weidner
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilson
Wilt, R. W,
Wilt, W. W.
Worrilow
Wright
Yohn
Zearfoss
2eller
Zord
Zwilkl

Richardson
Ross
Schimlitt
Seltzer
Shuman
Smith, E.
Toll

Vann
Vroon
Yahner

Wojdak

Fineman,
Speaker

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

QUESTION OF PERSCNAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman from Butler, Mr. Arthurs.

does the gentleman rise?

Mr. ARTHURS.

lege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

it.

Mr. ARTHURS.

The Chair recognizes the
For what purpose

I rise to a question of personal privi-
The gentleman will state

I was out of my seat when the Mc-

Ginnis amendment to Senate bill No. 546 was consid-

ered,

I would Iike the record to show that if I had

been in my seat, I would have voted in the negative
on the MeGinnis amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

marks will be recorded.

The gentleman’s re-
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr.
Zeller, for purposes of an amendment, which the clerk
will read.

Mr, ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, unfortunately we had
the amendments yesterday and there was some wording
that we had to change. Therefore, the amendment is
not ready. You may hold it until this afterncon or
whatever you want to do, but the amendment is not
ready at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr, Mebus, for purposes
of zmendments.

Mr. MEBUS. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment
here, but it is not in the same form as Mr. McGinnis’
amendment which has been agreed to, and I like his
idea better then mine. So, if you arc going to hold the
thing for Mr. Zeller, I would ask that you also hold it
for me so that I can have my amendment redrafted so
that it will conform with what Mr. McGinnis just ac-
complished.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman.

The Chair thanks the

The Chair recognizes the majority leader, Mr. Irvis.

Mr, IRVIS. I dislike being hard-nosed about anything,
Mr. Speaker, but this bill has been on the calendar
for 9 days and I have scheduled the bill for a vote for
amendment, and we have agreed that we would take
it up. T am getting sick and tired of scheduling the
bills and then having people run to me at the last
minute saying, I am not ready. Can we not hold it
over? Now I object to holding it over. 1 ask that
members who have amendments submit those amend-
ments, and if they do not have the amendments, then
let them submit them to another bill or prepare a bill.
Let us move the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to ecreate
any ulcers today. I think it would be a good idea that
I withhold my amendment and let us move the bill
Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Mebus. For what
purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. MEBUS. Mr. Speaker, I still have my amend-
ment. I had it distributed and I will offer it as it is.
I was going fo have it redrafted so that it would be,
T think, in better form than it is, but I offer it as it is.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please
send the amendment to the Chair.

The Chair reconsiders its prior statement that the
bill has been agreed to, and the clerk will read the
amendment.

The Chair recognizes the

On the question,

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

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

Amend Title, page 1, line 18 by removing the period
after “class” and inserting: and extending the provisions
relating to licenses for city-owned art museums to in-
clude certain other museums, .

Amend Bill, page 2, by inserting between lines 7 and &:

Section 2. The heading of section 408.5 of the act,
added October 26, 1972 (P, L. 1039, No. 259), is amended
and a subsection is added to read:

Section 408.5. Licenses for Certain City- owned [Art]
or Related Museums, Cities First Class.— *

(k) The board is authorized to issue a Izcenbe in any
city of the first class for the retail sale of liquor and
malt or brewed heverages by the glass, open bottles or
other container, and in any measure for consumption
in any museum orgamzed for the purpose of the perpetu-
ation of the memory of Benjamin Franklin and located on
city-owned property. All of the provisions of this sec-
tion applicable to a city-owned art museum or to the
lessee or other holder of an art museum license shall he
applicable to a musuem entitled to the benefits of this sub-
section or to a lessee or other holder of a license issued
under this subsection.

On the question,

Will the House zgree fo the emendments?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgzomery, Mr. Mebus. For what
purpose dozs the gentleman rise?

My, MEBUS. Mr. 3peaker, this amendment would per-
mit the Franklin Institute to have a license. The way
I would have the amendmen! changed, had I had the
opportunity, would have been so that they would be
required to purchase a license and not merely be able
to get one as it is for {ree. And maybe through legis-
Iative intent by this expression, which can go info the
Journal, I can say that I have in mind that this amend-
ment would blend with what Mr. MeGinnis has pre-
viously done and it can conceivably he accomplished in
that fashion.

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

The yeaz and navs were required by Messrs. MEBUS
2nd IRVIS end were as follows:

YEAS—T76
Tarber Tleeson Mehuts Ross
Bennett Goodman Menthorn Ruggiero
Beren Cireenfield Miller, M. E. Ryan
Berlin Halvarson Mitler, M. B., Yr, Scirica
Berson HM Milliron Shane
Blackwell Monking Mullen, M. P, Ehelthamer
fonetto Trvis Mullen Shelton
Brandt Ttkin Musto Shupnik
Caputo Kelly, T. B. Myoers Spencer
Cegsar Wernick Noye Stapleton
MiDonato Klingaman Oliver Taddonio
Dininnd Knepper Parker, H. S. Trello
Doyle Kowalyshyn Petrarca Vann
Frvar Lederer Pievsky Wargo
rallagher Taynech Pyles Whelan
Geigler McClatchy Rappaport Wojdak
Fiammarco McCue Renninger Warr{low
Gillesple McGinnis Rhodes Yohn
Fillette MeIntyre Rieger Zearfoss

NAYS—113
Abraham Foster, A. Manderino Shuman
Anderson, J. H. Poster, W, Manmiller Sirianni
Arthurs Gallen MeCall Smith, E.
Bellomind Garzia MeLane Smith, L.
Bittle Geesey Miseevich Stahl
Bradiey George Moehimann Stout
Arunner Cireen Maoreis Taylor
Burns Grieco Mrkonic Tayoun
Cimind Hamilton, J. H, Novak Thomas
Cohen Hamrmock O'Brien Toll
Cole Hasay O'Connell Turner
Cowell Haskell O’'Keefe Tratynoski
Crawford Hawes, D. 8, Pancoast Vallcentd
~urmberland Hayes, S, E. Perri Vroon
Navig, D. M. Henford Pitts Wagner
NeMedig Hutchinson, W, Polite Walsh, T, P.
Deverter Johnson, I, Pratt ‘Wansacz
Diearle Katz Reed Weidner
Dietz Kelly, A. P. Renwick Westerberg
Nombrowak! Kistler Richardson Whittlesey
Dorr Kusse Ritter Wilson
Dreibelbis L.aMarca Romanelli Wilt, R. W.
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Eckensberger Laudadio Saloom Wilt, W. W.
Englehart Laughlin Salvatore Wright
Fawcett Lehr Scheaffer Y¥ahner
Fee Letterman Schmitt Zeller
Fischer Levi Schweader Zord
Fisher Lincoln Seltzer Zwikl
Tlaherty

NOT VOTING—13
Butera Hutchinson, A. ’'Donnell Sullivan
Daviesg Kolter Perry
(Gleason McGraw Prendergast Fineman,
GGring Milanovich Speaker

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman [rom Montgomery, Mr. McClatchy.

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have
somecne submit to inferrogation regarding this bill.

I notice the prime sponsor is Senator Cianfrani.
anyone from Philadelphia available?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does any of the gentle-
men from Philadelphia wish to be interrogated on the
bill?

Is

Tre Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. Rappaport.
Does the gentleman agree to be inierrogated?
Mr. RAPPAPORT. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman,
MecClatehy, may proceed.

Mr., McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, could you tell me
what the words “performing arts” include or exclude,
or exactly what they mean?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. WMr, Speaker, perhaps I can help
the gentleman.

This bill, like all of our bills, must be in general
langusze bhut it is addressed specifically to the Walnut
Street Theatre in Philadelphia.

The Walnut Stireet Theatre is the oldest legitimate
theatre putting on live performances in the United
States. It is also the oldest theatre in the English-
speaking world.

Several years ago it was falling into disrepair and dis-
use and several foundations came forward and con-
tributed the money for a total refurbishment of the
theatre which cost several million dollars. This was
done with private money.

At the present time, the theatre is busy most weeks
of the wyear, including the summertime, with programs
of several repertoire companies and other cultural events,
It is not only nn a nonproefit basis and hits a deficit every
yvear, and that deficit is made up, again, by foundation
contributions.

To come back to Mr. McClatchy’s specific guestion,
1 think the words “performing arts” in there were put
in to prevent the type of problem that our friend, Mr.
Salvatore, was referring to, and the number of seats
required specifically limited, hopefully, to the Walnut
Street Theatre. And that is the intent of this par-
ticular bill.

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, further, why are we
inserting second class cities when we are trying to deal
with the Walnut Street Theatre in Philadelphia.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. 1 understand that—and T may be
completely wrong on this: perhaps some gentleman from
Pittehurgh can help me—there is a similar theatre in

Mr.

Pittsburgh. .

I do not have exact information for the
gentleman. 1t is in Pittsburgh, and I really do not know
the answer to that question.

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, my final question is:
My concern with this hbill is the graniing of selling
liquor in an area by a theatre where already private
business is in trouble. In your estimation, do you think
it will hurt the already established private business
aperations, such as, hotels and so forth in Philadelphia?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I am very familiar
with the immediate vicinity of the Walnut Street Theaire.
T live 5 blocks away. The existing establishments in the
immediate vicinity are all restaurants where people will
go to have dinner and, of course, want a drink with
dinner; and I think the House is well aware of the fact
that I too have a drink with dinner on occasions.

1 apclogize to the House for my obvious lack of good
conduct. I do not think that a license of this {ype,
limited as it is, will cut into other business in the city.
T think that kind of a philosophy is counterproductive.
If we make our center-city area s place where people
want to come, everybody is going to benefit from that.
If you have just one Youor license in a city, you might
make a Iot of money, but it is not going to help the city
very much.

We have recently developed an area around Second
and Chestnut Streets for restaurants, where our colleague,
the gentleman, Mr. Tayoun, has his establishment. And
the fact that there are a number of restaurants there,
all the liquor licenses helped each one of them. They
ali live from each other’s overflow, and it has developed
into a lovely entertainment district. Thig is only about 7
blocks away from that, and I think it is going to help the
whole neighborhood rather than hurt specific licensees.

I hope that that answered the gentleman’s question.

Mr. McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, ves, it answers my
questions. I certainly appreciate the explanation and T
am sure Mr. Tayoun appreciates the plug for his business.

Thank you, Mr. Sneaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
sentleman from Luzerne, Mr. O'Connell.

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

I wonder if the gentleman would submit fo further
interrogation? : . :

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Yes, I will, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure that
this is fair, but if Mr. McGinnis’ amendment was accepted
by this body, it is my view that that smendment is not
necessary; that they can at this present time purchase
an existing license. Would you agree to that?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. I understand the gentleman’s ques-
tion. If you will let me talk for a moment, perhaps I
ecan explain it.

The problem of these establishments is not that they
cannot buy a liquor license; they could buy a liguor li-
cense; but under the existing law they were forbidden
to own a liquor license, as if they were a minor or an
alien. Under a peculiar quirk of our present Liquor
Code, a place of establishment for amusement purposes,
like the Academy of Music, without special legislation,
is forbidden from having a liguor license; they may not
have it. Therefore, this legislation is enabling legislation
co that they can have a liguor license.

T =m sure that if they had been able to buy one, they
would have spent thousands of dollars—whether $5.000
or $15,000 is irrelevant to them—to buy the license.
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But under existing law they just cannot buy one; they'the existing license would have to be from a hlighted

ure forbidden from owning one. That was the problem.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Okay, thank you. I was not really
aware of that, Because of similar sifuations through-
out the Commonwealth, organizations such as this have
been able to circumvent, I guess, by creating other cor-
porations and therefore operating or, for instance, using
a caterer in that particular theatre and allowing him to
operate on a lease basis. There are a number of options
that are available.

Mr., RAPPAPORT. May I znswer the gentleman’s
question further, if the gentleman will consent.

We just had a case in our office where a bowling alley
wanted to buy a beer license for ifs restaurant that was
zdjacent to the bowling alley. The Liquor Board, under
this section that we are talking about, would not grant
the transfer to the bowling alley——it is a national cor-
poration of upstanding people, with no criminal problems
or anything—because there was a doorway leading from
what would have been this place selling beer directly
into the bowling alley which was a place of public amuse-
ment. The Liguor Board required that that door be
permanently blocked off so that if a guy bowling wanted
to get a beer, he had to walk outside and around the
building and go into the place where he could buy a
beer. That is the problem within the theatre context that
this bill speaks to.

Mr. OCONNELL. That is correct.

I thank the gentleman, but in any event 1 think this
is a proliferation of the licensing, I think it is, in fact,
“a bustine.” I would ask for a negative vole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Salvatore.

Mr. SALVATORE. Mr. Speaker, T am asking for
members on both sides of the aisle to join with me
and vote “no” on this particular piece of legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recoghizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. O’Donnell.

Mr. O'DONNELL. Would Mr. Rappaport or Mr. Me-
Ginnis tell me if the idea of blighted area. as included
in the McGinnis amendment and is now a part of the
bill. is defined by law or would that he defined by regn-
Intinn of the board?

My second question is, since T am not sure from the
debate, will there be new licenses created under this
bilt or not?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport, may proceed to answer the
auestion.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, perhaps the amend-
ment spoke to blighted areas. 1 do not see that language
in the bill itself.

Mr. O'DONNELL. Well, then, maybe Mr. McGinnis
could explain it.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. I cannot answer that gquestion.

I will answer the gentleman’s second question by say-
ing, with the McGinnis amendment in the bill, this would
not be outside the quotas. They would be forced to buy
a license, which makes it within the quota in Philadelphia
County.

Mr. O'DONNELL. So there would be no additional li-
censes?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. That is correct.

Mr. O'DONNELL. And, in addition, the purchase of:

area?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. I do not know how the gentleman
defines “blighted area.” There are licenses in safekeeping
which are not identified with any specific location. They
are just bare licenses.

Mr. O'DONNELL. T just want to know what a blighted
area is, That is all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr.
MeGinnis, consent to interrogation?

Mr. McGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, being from Philadelphia,
we consider the whole area of Philadelphia blighted.

I take that back.

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

Mr. O'DONNELL. Although that was offered facetious-
ly, that is exactly what I am afraid of. Philadelphia has
a_

Mr. McGINNIS. Except that small section up in the
northeast that is still Republican.

Mr. O’'DONNELL. And for some purposes like anti-
poverty money under Federal programs and all that busi-
ness, all of Philadelphia was a blighted area.

The problem is this: if you are buying licenses out of
blighted areas, then it is a really good bill because it
eliminates some of the tension and some of the bad tap-
rooms like in my distriet. If you talking about Philadel-
phia as a blighted area, then you are talking about a few
guys making a fast buck.

So it makes a big difference to me what a blighted
area is. If it is Philadelphia, there is no particular merit
to that language. If it concerns areas within my district
where we are going to get rid of some bad taprooms,
then it is a good amendment.

Mr. McGINNIS. I am sure the tavern brokers in Phila-
delphia would be able to define where the blighted li-
censes are. I am sure Mr. Johnson could.

On the question recurring,

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

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been con-
sidered 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—68
Beren Gillette Mebus Ritter
Berlin Gleeson Miller, M. E, Ruggiero
Berson Greentfield Mullen, M. P. Scirica
Bonetto Hammock Musto Shane
Brunner Irvis Myers Shelton
Cessar Itkin O'Brien Shupnik
Cohen Kernick O'Donnell Sirianni
Cowell Knepper Oliver Stout
DeMedio Kowalyshyn Parker, H. 5. Sulllvan
DiDonato LaMarca Pievsky Vann
Dombrowsld Laudadio Pyles ‘Walsh, T. P.
Englehart Lederer Rappaport Wargo
Fawcett Letterman Reed Woifdak
Gallagher Manderino Renninger Yahner
Garzia McGinnis Renwick Yohn
Giammarco MeIntyre Rhodes Zord
Gillespie McLane Rieger Zwikl
NAYS—126
i Abraham Geesey MeCall Seltzer
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The SPEAKER pro tempore.
majority leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, Senate bill No. 704 is designed
to prevent the executive department from exchanging em-
ployes in order to avoid appropriation limits. The lan-
guage, however, if it were adopted, would forever vrevent
any exchange of employes for any purpose for any rea-
son.

The amendment that I propose states that the governor
may approve the temporary assignment of employes from
one department to another in order to effectuate gov-
ernmental programs.

The operative word is “temporary” and, if this amend-
ment is adopted, ther the prohibition against the circum-
vention of appropriation limits would still remain. The
governor would not be permitted, even on a temporary
basis, to transfer employes if his reason is to circumvent
appropriation limits. But if his reason is to effectuate
governmental programs or coordinate governmental pro-
grams, then he would be permitted, if the amendment
is accepted, to temporarily assign departmental employes
from one department to another. I ask for support of the
amendment, Mr. Speaker,.

The Chair recognizes the

1975. LEGISLATIVE
Anderson, J. H. Geisler MecClatchy Shelhamer
Arthurs George M¢eCue Shuman
Barber Gleason Menhorn Smith, E.
Bellominl Goodman Miller, M. E., Jr. Smith. L.
Bennett Green Milliron Spencer
Biitle Griecn Miscevich Stahl
Blackwel? Halverson Moehlmann Stapleton
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Morris Taddonio
Brandt Hasay Mrkonlic Taylor
Burns Haskell Mullen Tayoun
Caputo Hayes, D. 8, Novak Thomas
Cimini Hayes, S.E. Noye Toll
Cole Heptord Q'Connell Trello
Crawford Hill O'Keefe Turner
Cumberland Hopkins Pancoast Ustynoski
Davis, D. M. Hutchinson, A. Perri Valicent]
Deverter Hutchinson, W. Petrarca Vroon
Dicarlo Johnson, J. Pitts Wagner
Dietz Katz Polite Wansacz
Dininnt Kelly, A. P. Fratt Weidner
Dorr Kelly, J. B. Prendergast Westerbery
Doyle Kistler Richardson Whelan
Dreibelbis Klingaman Romaneili Whittlesey
Fckensberger  Kolter Ross Wilson
Fee Kusse Ryan Wilt, R. W.
Fischer Laughlin Saloom Wilt, W. W.
Flaherty Lehr Salvatore Worrilow
Foster, A, Levi Scheaffer Wright
Foster, W. Lincoln Schmitt Zearfoss
¥ryer Lynch Schweder Zeller
Gallen Manmiller

NOT VOTING-—8
Butera Gring Milanovich Fineman,
Davies McGraw Perry Speaker
Fisher

Less than the majority required by the constitution
having voted in the affirmative, the question was de-
termined in the negative and the bill falls.

STATE GOVERNMENT BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Sen-
ate bill No. 704, prinier’s No. 749, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177,
No. 175), entitled “The Administrative Code of 1929,
prohibiting the assignment of personnel to circumvent
appropriation limits,

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third considera-
tion?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
are amendments to this bill,

Mr. IRVIS. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speak-
er, I have amendments; the gentleman, Mr. Shane, may
have amendments; the gentleman, Mr. Gleason, indi-
cated that he has amendments.

I understand that there

On the guestion recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third considera-
tion?

Mr. IRVIS requested and obtained unanimous consent
to offer the following amendment, which was read:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 501), page 2, line 16, by removing
the period after “limits” and inserting: , except that the
Governor may approve the temporary assignment of em-
ployes from one department, board or commission to an-
other department, board or commission in order to in-
sure the proper coordination and effectuation of govern-
mental programs.

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

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendment?

The yveas and nays were required by Messrs. TRVIS and
MANDERINQ and were as follows:

YEAS 167
Abraham leesey McClatchy ScheafTer
Arthurs Geisler MeCue Schmitt
Rarber (riammareo MeGinnls Schweder
Aellomint Cillespie MeTntyre Sciriea
Bennett Gillette Mcl.ane Seltzer
Beren Gleesont Mebus Shane
Berlin Goodman Moenhorn Shelton
Rersen ireen Miller, M. E. Shuman
ittle Greenfield Miller, M. E.. Jr. Shupnik
“Hackwell Grieco Milliron Smith, E.
Sonetto Gring Miseevich Spencer
Bradley Hammock Mochlmann Stahl
Brandt Hogay Morris Stapleton
Arunner Haskell Mrlkonie Stout
Burns Hayes, D. 8. Mullen, M, P. Sutlivan
aputo Hepford Mullen Taddonio
Cessar Hin Musto Taylor
Cimini Hopkins Myers Tayoun
Cohen Hutchinson, A, Novak Thomas
Cole ITutehinson, W, O'Brien Toll
Cowell Irvis O’'Connell Trello
Crawfard Ttkin (' Donnell Ustynoski
Navis, D, M. FJohnson, J, OrKeefe Valicentl
NeMedlo Katz Oliver Vann
Nicarlo Kelly, A, P. Pancoast Wagner
NiDonatoe Kelly, J. B. Parker, H. 8, Walsh, T. P.
Dininnd Kernick Pectrarca Wansacz
Nombrowsk! Klingaman Pievsky Wargo
Noyle Knopper Polite Westerberg
Oreibelbls Kolter Pratt Whelsn
“ckensberger Kowalyshyn Prendergast Whittlesey
Englehart Kirsse Pyles Wilson
Fawecett LaMarca Rappaport wilt, B. W.
Fee Laudadio Reed Wojdak
Fischer Laughlin Rhodes Worrtlow
Pigher Lederer Richardson wright
Flaherty Letterman Rieger Yahner
Toster, W, Levi Titter Yohn
Fryer Lincoln Romanelll Zeller
“aliagher T.ynch Ross Zord
r;allen “anderino Ruggiero Zwikl
Garzla McCall Ryan

NAYS—28
Cumberland Halverson Perri Sirianni
Deverter Hasmilton, J. H, Pilts Smith, 1.
Dietz Hayes, S, E, Renninger Turner
Dorr Kistler Renwick Vroon
Foster, A, Lehr Saloom Weidner
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George Manmiller © Salvatore TWilt, W, W. Dombrowaki Klingaman Polite Walsh, T. P.
Gleason Noye Shelhamer Zearfoss Dorr Knepper Pratt Wansacz
Doyle Kolter Prendergast Wargo
NOT VOTING—T Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Pyles Weidner
Eckensberger Kusse Rappaport Westerberg
Anderson, J. H, Davies Milanovich Fineman, Fnglehart L.aMarea Reed Whelan
Butera McGraw Perry Speaker | Fawcett Laudadio Renninger Whittlegey
. . . Fea Laughlin Renwick Wilsen
So the question was determined in the affirmative and | Fischer Lederer Rhodes wilt, R. W.
Fisher Lehr Richardson Wit, W. W,
the amendment was agreed to. Flaherty Lotterman Rieger Worrilow
Foster, A. Levi Ritter Wright
AMENDMENTS DEFERRED Toster. W. Lincoln Romanelll Yahner
. . Gallagher Lynch Ross Yohn
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes|Gailen Manderino Ruggiero Zearfosy
the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Shane. Garzia Manmiller Ryan Zeller
) Geesey MeCall Saloom Zord
Mr. SHANE. Mr. Speaker, I have the same set of | Geisler McClatehy Salvatore Zarikl
amendments for House bill No. 1569 and Senate bill No. NAYS_S5
704. My understanding was that we were going to take a
up House bill No. 1569 when we come back November ] Berson Fryer Kistler Siwlhamer
17. T will, therefore, defer my amendments until that |Cohen
time. T have no amendments for Senate hill No. 704. NOT VOTING—8§
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman Butera McGraw Perry Fineman,
i ) Davies Milanovich Wojdak Speaker
Gring O'Donnell

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

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

Mr. GLEASON. Mr. Speaker, I am going to withdraw
the amendments to Senate bill No. 704. I have a similar
amendment, I believe, as to Senate bill No. 901, which I
believe to be more germane to that piece of legislation.
For the moment I am going to withdraw both of those
amendments and we can proceed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
gentleman.

The Chair thanks the

On the question,

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

Bill as amended was agreed to.

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

The guestion is, shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS—188
Abraham George MeCue Scheaffer
Anderson, J. H. Giammarco MeGinnis Schmitt
Arthirs Grillesple MeIntyre Sehweder
Rarber Gillatte Mcl.ane Seirica
Rallomint (Flaagon Mebus Seltzer
Rennett (Fleeson Manhorn Shane
Beren Gaodman Miller, M. E. Shelton
Rerlin Green Milter, M. E., Jr. Shuman
Rittle Greenfield Milliron Shupnik
Rlackwell Grieco Aliscevich Sirianni
Ronetto Halverson Moehlmann Smith, E,
Bradley Hoamilton, J. H. Morris Smith, L.
Brandt Hammock Mrkonie Spencer
Brunner Hasay Mullen Stahl
Bumns Magkell Mullen, M. P, Stapleton
Caputo Hayes. D, 8, Musto Stout
Ceggar Hayer, S, E, Myers Suitvan
Ciminf Henford Novak Taddonto
Cole Hinl Nove Taylor
Cowell Hoplrns O'RBrien Trynoun
Crawford Thitchinson, A.  O'Connell Thomas
Cumberland Hutchinson, W, O'Keefe Tol
Davis, D. M. Trvisg Yver Trello
DaMedio Itkin Psancoast Turner
Tieverter Johnaon, J. Tarker, H. 8. Tstynosk!
Diicarlo Katz Perri Valicent!
DiDonato Kelly, A. P, Petrarca Vann
etz Kelly, J. B, Pievsky Vroon
Dintnni Kernick Pitts Wagner

The majority required 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 with
amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate is
requested.

LAW AND JUSTICE BILLS
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 911, printer’s No. 2199, entitled:

An Act prescribing certain powers and duties on the
Commissioner of the Pennsylvania State Police concerning
victims of rape.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr, IRVIS moved that House bill No, 911 be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations.
Motion was agreed to.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1218, printer’s No. 2201, entitled:

An Act amending the “Uniform Criminal Extradition
Act,” approved July 8, 1941 (P. L. 288, No. 133), further
providing for the payment and collection of costs or extra-
dition.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved that House bill No. 1218 be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Appropriations.
Motion was agreed to.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1509, printer's No, 2202, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting the carry-
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ing of deadly weapons onfo certain properties and provid-
ing a penalty.

On the guestion,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Dauphin, Mr. Reed. For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. REED, To offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker, that
has already been circulated to the members this morning,

On the guestion recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6163), page 2, line 16 by inserting a
period after “PROPERTY”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 6163), page 2, lines 16 and 17 by
siriking out “OR ONTO ANY PROPERTY ADJACENT
TO A SCHOOL FACILITY.”

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Dauphin, Mr. Reed.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this may be an agreed-to
amendment; at least there appears to be no oppoasition
to it.

Ag prime sponsor of the bill, I am in agreement with a
letter which I received from the Pennsylvania (Game
Commission last week, suggesting this particular amend-
ment to offer the words, “or onto any property adjacent
to a school facility.”

The reason for that is because it would affect, if it re-
mained in the hill and were passed into law, thousands of
acres of existing game land and, therefore, deprive hunt-
ers and sportsmen of the use of that land simply because
of this particular wording in the bill, and that, of course,
is not the intent of the legislation. Therefore, I have
offered this amendment and ask the concurrence of the

Dicarlo
DiDonato
Dininn{
Dombrowski
Dorr
Doyle
Drelbelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee
Fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, A.
Foxter, W.
Fryer
Zallagher
Gallen
Garzia
Geesey
Gelsler
George

Butera
Davies

Kelly, J. B. Pitts
Kernick Polite
Kistler Pratt
Klingaman Prendergast
Knepper Pyles
Kolter Rappaport
Kowalyshyn Reed
Kusse Renninger
LaMarca Renwick
Laudadic Rhodes
Laughlin Richardson
Lederer Rieger
Lehr Ritter
Letterman Romanelli
Levi Ross
Lincoln Ruggiero
Lynch Ryan
Manderino Saloom
Manmiller Salvatore
McCall Scheaffer
McClatchy Schmitt
MeCue Schweder
MceGinnis
NAYS—0

NOT VOTING-—6
Dietz Milangvich
MeGraw

Waleh, T. P.
Wansacz
‘Wargo
Weidner
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilsen
Wilt, R. W.
Wi, W, W.
Wojdak
‘Worrilow
‘Wright
Yahner
Yohn
Zearfoss
Zeller

Zord

Zwilkcl

Fineman,
Speaker

Perry

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

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

consideration?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

This bill has been con-

sidered 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.

House in it to delete that wording.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendments?

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

YEAS—196
Abraham Giammarco MclIntyre Seirica
Anderson, J. H. Gillesple Mcl.ane Seltzer
Arthurs Gillette Mebus Shane
Barber Gleason Menhorn Shelhamer
Bellomini (Gleeson Miller, M. E. Shelton
Bennett Goodman Miller, M. E,, Jr. Shuman
Beren Green Milliron Shupnik
Berlin Greenfield Miscevich Sirfanni
Berszon Grieco Moehlmann Smith, E.
Bittle Gring Morris Smith, L.
Blackwell Halverson Mrkonie Spencer
Banetto Hamilton. J. H. Mullen Stahl
Bradley Hammock Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Brandt Hasay Musto Stout
Brunner Haskell Myers Sullivan
Burns Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taddonio
Caputo Hayes, 8. E. Noye Taylor
Cessar Hepford O’Brien Tayoun
Cimint Hill O’Connell Thomas
Caohen Hopkins O'Donnell Toll
Cole Hutchinson, A, O'Keefe Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, W. Oliver Turner
Crawford Irvis Pancoast D=tynoski
Cumberland Ttkin Parker, H. §. Valicent]
Davis, D, M. Johnaon, J. Perri Vann
DeMedic Katz Petrarca Vroon
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Pievsky Wagner

YEAS—197
Abraham George McGinnis Scirica
Anderson, J. H. Giammarco MceIntyre Seltzer
Arthurs Gillesple MeceLane Shane
Barber Gillette Mebus Shelhamer
Bellomind Gleason Menhorn Shelton
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M. E, Shuman
Beren Goodman Miller, M. E,, Jr. Shupnik
Berlin Green Milliron Sirianni
Berzon Greenfield Miscevich Smith, E.
Bittle Grieco Moehlmann Smith, L.
Blackwell Gring Morris Spencer
Bonetto Halverson Mrkonic Stahl
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mullen Stapleton
Brandt Hammock Mullen, M. P. Stout
Brunner Hasay Musto Sullivan
Burns Haskel) Myers Taddonio
Caputo Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taylor
Cessar Hayes, S. B Noye Tayoun
Cimini Hepford O'Brien Thomas
Cohen Hill O'Connell Toll
Cole Hopkins O’Donnell Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, A. O'Keefe Turner
Crawford Hutchinson, W. Oliver Ustynoslki
Cumberland Trvis Pancoast Valicentd
Davis, D. M. Itkin Parker, H. 8. Vann
DeMedio Johnson, J. Perrt Vroon
Deverter Katz Petrarea Wagner
Diearlo Kelly, A. P. Plevsky Walsh, T. P.
DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Pitis ‘Wanaacz
Dietz Kernick Polite Wargo
Dininni Kistler Pratt ‘Weldner
Dombrowsk] Klingaman Prendergast Westerberg
Dorr Knepper Pyles ‘Whelan
Doyle Kolter Rappaport Whittlesey
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Reed ‘Wilson
Eckensberger Kusse Renninger Wilt, R. W.
Englehart LaMarca Renwick WIt, W.W.
Fawcett Laudadio Rhodes Wojdak
Fee Laughlin Richardson Worrilow
Fischer Lederer Rieger Wright
Fisher Lehr Ritter Yahner
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Flaherty Letterman Romanelli Yohn Foster, A. Levi Ryan Zeller
Foster, A. Lgvi Ross Zearfoss Foster, W. Lincoln Saloom Zord
Foster, W. Lincoln Ruggiero Zeller Fryer Lynch Salvatore Zwik?
Fryer Lynch Ryan Zord GGallaghep Manderino Scheaffer
Gallagher Manderino Saloom Zwikl Gallen Manmiller Schmitt Fineman.
Galien Manmilter Salvatore Garzla MeCall Schweder Speaker
Garzia MeCall Scheafler Fineman, Geesey McClatchy
Geesey McClatchy Schmitt Speaker
Geisler MeCue Schweder NAYS—2
NAYS—( Hagay McCue

NOT VOTING—-5 NOT VOTING—8
Butera McGraw Milanovich Perry Butera MceGraw Miscevich Perry
Davies Davies Milanovich O'Tonneil Shelton

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,

Agreecable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1517, printer’s No. 2203, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, prohibiting fighting
of animals.

On the guestion,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill was agreed to.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS--192
Abraham Grisler McGinnis Sciriea
Andergon, J, H, George MelIntyre Seltzer
Arthurs Giammarco McLane Shane
Barber Gillespie Mecbus Shelhamer
Bellomind Ctillette Menhorn Shuman
Bennett (xleason Miller, M. E. Shupnik
Beren Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Sirianni
Berlin Goodman Milliron Smith. E,
Berson Green Moehlmann Smith, L.
Rittle Greenfleld Morris Spencer
Blackwell Gricco Mrkonie Stahl
Bonetto Gring Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Bradley Halverson Mullen Stout
Brandt Hamilton, J. H. Musto Sullivan
Brunner Hammock Myers Taddonlo
Burng Haskell Novak Taylor
Caputo Hayes, D, 8, Noye Tayoun
Cossar Hayes, S. E. O'Brien Thomas
Cimin{ Hepford O’Connell Toll
Cohen HiNll O'Keefe Treilo
Cole Hopkinas Oliver Turner
Cowell Hutchinson, A. Pancoast Ustynoski
Crawford Hutchinsen, W. Poarker, H. §. Valicenti
Cumberland 1rvis Perri Vann
Davis, D, M. Nkin Petrarca Vroon
DeMedio Johnson, J. Pievsky Wagner
Deverter Katz Pitts Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kelly, A, P. Polite Wansascz
DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Pratt Wargo
Dietz Kernick Prendergast Weldner
Dininnd Kistler Pyles ‘Westerberg
Dombrowski Klingaman Rappaport ‘Whelan
Dorr Knepper Reed Whittlesey
Doyle Kolter Renninger Wilson
Direibelbls Kowalyshyn Renwick win, R. 'W.
Eckensberger Kusse Rhodes Wilt, W. W,
Englehart LaMarca Richardson Wojdak
Fawceett Laudadio Rieger Worrilow
Fee Laughlin Ritter Wright
Fischer Lederer Romanelll Yahner
Fisher Lehr Ross Yohn
Flaherty Letierman Ruggiero Zearfoss

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 econcurrence.

THE SPEAKER (Herhert Fineman)
IN THE CHAIR

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr.
DeMedio, for temporarily presiding in the absence of the
Speaker.

SENATE MESSAGE
HOUSE BILLS CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

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

HOUSE BILL No. 924

An Act amending the act of May 28, 1937 (P, L. 955, No.
265), entitled, as amended, “Housing Authorities Law,”
increasing the minimum amount for which the autherities
may coniract or purchase without bids.

HOUSE BILL No. 932

An Act amending the act of June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1225, No.
316), entitled “The Game Law,” adding the term ‘resi-
dent” and specifying the meaning of the term for the pur-
pose of the act and repealing language concerning un-
naluralized persons of foreign birth.

HOUSE BILL No. 1364

An Act authorizing the Department of Property and
Supplies, with the approval of the Governor and the
Chairman of the Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Com-
mission, to sell and convey to the Bell Telephone Com-
pany of Pennsylvania a tract of land located in the Bor-
ough of New Hope, Bucks County, Pennsylvania.

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

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED SENATE BILLS
CONCURRED IN BY SENATE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed
that the Senate has concurred in the amendments made
by the House of Representatives to Senate bills numbered
and entitled as follows:

SENATE BILL NQ. 610

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323,
No. 130), entitled “The County Code,” making certain
audits mandatory.
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SENATE EBILL No. §34

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1933 (P. L. 723, No.
230), entitled, as amended, “Second Class County Code,”
requiring mandatory audits of the minor judiciary.

HOUSE BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entilled as follows having been
prepared for presentation to the Governor and the same
being correct, the titles were read as follows:

HOUSE BILL Ng. 924

An Act amending the “Housing Authorities Law,” ap-
proved May 28, 1937 (P. L. 955, No. 265), increasing the
minimum amount for which the authorities may contract
or purchase without bids.

HOUSE BILL No. 932

An Act amending “The Game Law,” approved June 3,
1937 (P, L. 1225, No. 316), adding the term “resident” and
specifying the meaning of the term for the purpose of the
act.

HOUSE BILL No. 1364

An Act authorizing the Department of Property and
Supplies, with the approval of the Governoz_‘ and the
Chairman of the Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Com-
mission, to sell and convey to the Bell Telephone Com-
pany of Pennsylvania a tract of land located in the Bor-
ough of New Hope, Bucks County, Pennsylvania.

Whereupon,
The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed
the same,

SENATE BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been
prepared for presentation to the Governor and the same
being correct, the titles were publicly read as follows:

SENATE BILL Ne. 533

An Act making an appropriation to the Department of
Property and Supplies to purchase on behalf of the Penn-
sylvania Historical and Museum Commission materials re-
lating to the life and work of the late Louis I. Kahn.

SENATE BILL No. 659

An Act amending the act of June 2, 1915 (P. L. 762, No.
340}, entitled “State Workmen’s Insurance Fund Law,”
broadening the State Workmen’s Insurance Fund’s per-
missible coverages; permitting said Fund to join in an
insurance pool; and making editorial corrections.

SENATE BILL No. 660

An Act amending the act of July 1, 1937 (P. L. 2532, No.
470), entitled “Workmen’s Compensation Security Fund
Act”” combining the stock workmen’s compensation secur-
ity fund and tne mutual carrier and reciprocal exchange
workmen’s compensation security fund into a single work-
men’s compensation security fund.

SENATE BILL Ne. 778

An Act making an appropriation to the State Court Ad-
ministrator for the National Conference of Chief Justices
and State Court Administrators.

Whereupon,
The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed
the same.

LABOR RELATIQONS BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 901, printer’s No. 1012, entitled:

An Act amending the act of August 5, 1941 (P. L. 752,
No. 286), entitled “Civil Service Act,” placing certain posi-
tions in the Penngylvania Labor Relations Board in clas-
sified service category.

On the question,

Will the House agree tu the bill on third consideration?
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr. GLEASON. As to Senate bill No. 901, I have an
amendment which has been circulated to the members,
but before I press for its passage I would like to pose a
parliamentary inquiry to the Chair,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state ii,

Mr, GLEASON. Rules of the House require that there
be a {iscal note attached to any amendment or bill which
has any financial implications or that would cost money
or will decrease state revenues. Now in connection with
a previously considered bill, Senate bill No. 704, I believe,
I had had the Appropriations Committee prepare a fiscal
note regarding that particular amendment. The amend-
ment seeks to impose eivil service status on most of the
employes of PennDOT, Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation,

I did receive and did circulate among the members of
the House a fiscal note which raises a modest fiscal im-
plication for such an amendment.

The amendment which I may be proposing to Senate
bill No, 901 is identical in language, has the same impaet,
the same effect, as the previcusly not considered amend-
ment for which there was a fiscal note. The question
specifically addressed to the Chair is: Will it be neces-
sary for me to get a new fiscal note relative to this bill
even though the amendment is identical in language and
in impact?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that the
amendment is identical in all respects?

Mr. GLEASON. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. And it has the same impact in terms
of its effect on the fiscal situation?

Mr. GLEASON. I would assume it does because it goes
to the very same problem addressed in the previous
amendment to the previous bill, and it is identical in lan-
guage in all respects.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman check with the
Appropriation Committee’s chairman to make certain that
the fiscal impact is the same? If he gels an affirmative
response and if there be no objection from the floor, the
Chair will be willing to accept the fiseal note.

SENATE BILL No, 801 PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY

Mr. GLEASON. Will the Chair, then, pass over the bill
temporarily?

The SPEAKER. Senate bill No. 901 will go over tem-
porarily.

GAME AND FISHERIES BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATICN

Agreeable to order,
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The House proceeded to third consideration of House
hill No. 1642, printer’s No. 2040, entitled:

An Act amending “The Game Law,” approved June §,
1937 (P. L. 1225, No. 316}, removing the maximum amount
which may be expended annually by the commission for
the payment of bear damage protection or bear damage
claims.

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

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved that House bill No. 1642 be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Game and Fisheries.
Motion was agreed to.

CONCURRENCE IN SENATE AMENDMENTS
TO HOUSE BILL No. 1367

Mr. IRVIS called up for concurrence in Senate amend-
ments, from page 18 of today’s calendar, House bill No.
1367, printer’s No. 2273.

SENATE MESSAGE

AMENDED HOUSE BILL RETURNED
FOR CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, returned bill
from the House of Representatives numbered and en-
titled as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 1367

An Act relating to medical and health related malprac-
tice insurance, prescribing the powers and duties of the
Insurance Department; providing for a joint underwriting
plan; the Arbitration Panels for Health Care compulsory
screening of claims; collateral sources requirement; limi-
tation on contingent fee compensation; establishing a
catastrophe loss fund; and prescribing penalties.

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 4, by striking out at the be-
ginning of the line “Regional”; line 6, by striking out at
the beginning of the line “limitation of Statute of Limita-
tions;”; line 7, by striking out after *‘establishing’ all
the remainder of said line; line 8, by striking out at the
beginning of the line “Compensation Fund;” and by in-
serting immediately thereafter “a Catastrophe Loss
Fund;”

Amend Bill, page 2, line 6, by striking out at the be-
ginning of the line “Regional”; line 7, by striking out after
“means” the word “Regional”; line 19, by inserting after
“licensed” the words “or approved”; line 23, by striking
out after “organization;” all the remainder of said line;
line 24, by siriking out all of said line; line 25, by striking
out at ihe beginning of the line “generally available;” and
by striking cut after “agent” the word “thereof” and in-
serting “of any of them?”; line 29, by striking out after
“patient” the words “freely given”; line 30, by striking
out after “a” the words “health eare provider” and insert-
ing “physician or podiatrist:”

Amend Bill, page 3, line 1, by striking out after “the”
the words “informed consent’s” and inserting *“consent”;
line 2, by striking out after “the” the words “health care

rovider” and inserting “physician or podiatrist”; line 3,

v inserting after “of” the following: “the nature of the
proposed procedure or treatment and of” line 4, by strik-
ing out after “risks” the following *, possible conse-
quences,”; line b, by inserting after “treatment” the words

“or diagnosis”; line 6, by striking out after “to” where it
appears the first time “his” and inserting “the”; line 7,
by inserting after “treatment” the words “or diagnosis”
and by striking out after “No” the word “doctor” and in-
serting “physician or podiatrist”; line 9, by striking out
after “prevents” the word “his”; line 10, by striking out
after “No” the word “doctor” and inserting “physician or
pediatrist”; line 14, by inserting after “on” the words “the
patient or on”; line 18, by inserting after “Examiners” the
following: “The State Board of Podiatry Examiners,”

Amend Bill, page 4, line 5, by striking out after *for”
where it appears the first time “Regional” line 7, by
striking out at the beginning of the line “Insurance” and
inserting “Justice” and by striking out after “for” the
word “Regional”; line 17, by striking out all of said line;
line 20, by inserting after “Commonwealth” the following:
“and payable to the administrator.”; Yine 21, by inserting
after “Physicians” the words “and podiatrists”

Amend Bill, page 5, line 5, by striking out after “The”
all the remainder of said line; line 6, by striking out all
of said line; line 7, by inserting at the beginning of the
line “administrator’; line 13, by inserting affer “evi-
dence,” the following: such rules and regulations, after
consultation with the Secretary of Health, may include
provisions for the use of forms which provide for the
disclosure of the nature of the proposed treatment or
diagnosis, risks of the proposed treatment or diagnosis,
and alternate methods of treatment or diagnosis.

Amend Bill, page 5, line 19, by striking out after “308"”
the word “Regional”; line 20, by striking out after
“Care—" all the remainder of said line; lines 21 through
30, by striking out all of said lines.

Amend Bill, page 6, lines 1 through 20, by striking out
all of said lines and inserting immediately thereafter
the following:

(A) The administrator shall establish a separate arbi-
tration panel for each claim; and after each panel renders
its decision on the claim it shall be disbanded.

(B} Each arbitration panel shall be composed of seven
members including two health care providers, two attor-
neys, one of whom shall be desighated as chairman by
the administrator, who shall determine questions of law
and three lay persons who are not health care providers
nor licensed to practice law. Wherever possible, the ad-
ministrator shall select a hospital administrator, podia-
trist, or osteopath as one of the health care provider panel
members where the elaim involves a member of one of
those classes of health care providers.

(C) Arbitration panel candidates shall be selected from
a pool of candidates generated by the administrator. The
rules and regulations promulgated by the administrator
pertaining to the selection of arbitrators shall provide that
the administrator shall send simultaneously to each party
an identical list of five arbitraticn panel candidates in
each of the three categories together with a brief bio-
graphical statement on each candidate. A party may
strike from the list any two names which are unacceptable
in each category. Any mutually agreeable candidate may
be invited by the administrator to serve. Where insuf-
ficient mutually agreeable candidates are selected for any
category a second list of that category shall be gent by
the administrator. If a complete arbitration panel is not
selected by mutual agreement of the parties the adminis-
trator shall appoint the remainder of the arbitration panel.
Any appointment by the administrator shall be subject to
challenge by any party for cause. A reqguest to strike an
arbitrator for cause shall be determined by the adminis-
trator, The parties shall not be restricted to the arbitra-
tion panel candidates submitted for consideration; but, if
all parties mutually agree upon an arbitration panelist
within a designated category, the panelist shall be invited
to serve.

Amend Bill, page 7, line 28, by striking out at the be-
ginning of the line “(c)” and inserting “(d)” and by
striking out after “and” the word “physician” and insert-
ing in lieu thereof “health care provider”; line 29, by in-
serting after “be” the words “or have been”

Amend Bill, page 8, line 1, by striking out at the be-
ginning of the line "(f)” and inserting “{e)"; lines 6
through 11, by striking out all of said lines; line 12, by
striking out at the beginning of the line “(i)” and insert-
ing “(f)"; line 13, by striking out after “interest.” all the
remainder of said line; lines 14 through 17, by striking
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out all of said lines; line 26, by striking out after “the”

where it appears the second time “Atiorney General”;
line 27, by inserting at the beginning of the line “adminis-
trator”; line 28, by inserting after “panel.” the following:
the filing of the complaint with the administrator shall
toll the statute of limitations.

Amend Rill, page 9, line 3, by striking out after “the”
the words “Attorney General” and inserting in lieu thereof
“administrator”; line 5, by striking out after “the” the
word “Regional”’; line 7, by striking out after ‘“the” the
following: “Professional Standards Review Organization
region” and inserting ‘“‘county”; line 10, by striking out
afler 502 all the remainder of said line; lines 11 through
13, by striking out all of said lines; line 14, by striking
out at the beginning of the line “determination of the
claim.” and inserting immediately thereafter the follow-
ing: at any time up to the selection of the panel mem-
bers, a party may join any additional party who may be
necessary and proper to a just defermination of the claim.

Amend Bill, page 8, line 27, by inserting after “matters”
the following: “except questions of law™

Amend Bill, page 11, line 4, by striking out after “panel”
the words “may be taken to” and inserting in lieu thereof
“shall be a triai de novo in”; line 5, by striking out after
“pleas” the words “OR UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT” and by striking out after *“in” the word “the™;
line 6, by striking out at the beginning of the line “same
manner as appeals in civil actions,” and inserting imme-
diately thereafter the following: accerdance with the
rules regarding appeals in compulsory eivil arbitration
snd the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure

Amend Bill, page 11, line 13, by striking out after “was”
all the remainder of said line; line 14, by inserting at the
beginning of the line “capricious, frivolous and unreason-
able, then”; line 18, by inzerting after “decision” the word
“and”; line 19, by siriking out after “findings” the words
“and award,” and inserting “of fact,”; line 20, by inserting
after “court;” the following: provided, however, that any
award of damages shall not be admissible as evidence.

Amend Bill, page 11, line 24, by striking out after
“shall” the word “be”; line 25, by inserting at the begin-
ning of the line “have been”; by striking ocut after “fhe”
the words “arbitration panel” and inserting “administra-
tor”; line 30, by striking out after “made” the following:
“and upon receipt and filing of the arbhitration award
from the administrator,”

Amend Bill, page 13, line 11, by inserting after “award”
the word “such”; line 12, by inserting after “defendant”
the words “as may be awarded at law.”

Amend Bill, page 13, line 23, by striking out after “605.”
ail the remainder of said line; lines 24 through 30, by
siriking out all of said lines.

Amend Bill, page 14, line 1, by striking out all of said
line; line 2, by striking out at the beginning of the line
“regardless of minority or other legal disability.” and in-
serting immediately thereafter the following: all claims
for recovery pursuant fo this act must be commenced
within the existing applicable statutes of Hmitation.

In the event that any claim is filed against a health care
provider subject to the provisions of Article VII more
than four years after the breach of contract or tort oc-
curred, such claim shal! be paid by the medical profes-
sional liability catastrophe Iloss fund established pursuant
to Section 701, If such claim is made after four years be-
cause of the wilfull concealment of the health care pro-
vider, the fund shall have the right of indemnity from
such health care provider.

Amend Bill, page 14, line 13, by striking out after “a”
the words “physician or surgeon” and inserting in lieu
thereof “health care provider”; line 20, by striking out
after “act” all the remainder of said line; linc 21, by strik-
ing out at the beginning of the line “HEALTH MAINTE-
NANCE ORGANIZATIGONS”; line 23, hy inserting after
“occurrence” the following: “and $300,000 per annual ag-
gregate.”

Amend Bill, page 14, line 24, by inserting after “insur-
ance.'” the following: general and special hospitals may
maintain professional liability insuranece in the amount of
$1,000,000. Upon certification by the administrator, of the
aforementioned amount of insurance maintained by all
general and special hospitals, all such hospitals shall be
exempt from the provisions of this article.

Amend Bill, page 13, line 4, by inserting after “occur-

rence’” the following: “and $300,000 per annual aggre-
gate”; line 9, by striking out after “which” the word “is”
and inserting “are”; line 11, by inserting after “‘fund’”
the following: the limit of liability of the fund shall be
$1,060,000 for each occurrence and $3,000,000 per annual
aggregate,

Amend Bill, page 15, line 16, by striking out after “the”
the word “commissioner” and inserting “director appoint-
od pursuant o Section 7027; line 17, by inserting after
“and” the following: “subject ‘o the prior approval of
the commissioner. The surcharge”; line 20, by inserting
after “insurunce” the following: “or %100, whichever is
greater.” and by siriking out irnmediately thereafter “all”
and inserting “The fund and all”; line 23, by striking out
atter “the” the word “commissioner” and inserting “direc-
ior”; line 28, by siriking out afier “the” where it appears
the first time the word “commissioner” and inserting “di-
rector”; line 30, by inserting after “$15,000,000.” the fol-
lowing: all claims shall be compuied on December 31 of
the year in which the claim becomes final, All such claims
thall be paid within iwo weeks thereafter. If the fund
would be exhausted by the payment in full of all claims
allowed during any calendar year, then the amount paid
to each claimant shall be prorated. Any amounts due and
unpaid shall be paid in the following calendar year. The
annual surcharge on health care providers and any in-
come realized by investment or reinvestment shall con-
stitute the sole and exclusive soureces of funding for the
fund., No claims or expenses against the fund shall be
deemed to constitute a debt of the Commonwealth or a
charge against the General Fund of the Commonwealth.

Amend Bill, page 16, line 12, by striking out at the be-
ginning of the line “commissiones” and inserting “direc-
tor”; line 17, by striking out after ‘“the” the word “com-
missioner” and inserting “director™

Amend Bill, page 17, by inserting after line 21 the fol-
lowing:

(H) Nothing in this act shall preclude the director from
adjusting or paying for the adjustment of claims.

Amend Bill, page 17, lines 24 through 30, by striking out
all of said lines.

Amend Bill, page 18, lines 1 through 21, by striking
out all of said lines and inserting immediately thereafter
the following:

Section 703. If after collection of the second annual
surcharge, and following the collection of any subsequent
annual surcharge, the fund is reduced below $7,500,000,
the director shall certify such facts to the Governor and
the General Assembly, If upon the expiration of 25 legis-
lative days, following such certification, no remedial ac-
tion is taken by the General Assembly, and enacted into
law, ike liability of the fund for claims arising from oe-
currences afier such pericd shall cease and the joint un-
derwriting association created under Article VIII shall
terminate and the provisions of Article VII, Section
T01(A) and VIII shall no longer apply.

In such case, the fund will continue to function until
all of its liability for claims has been satisfied. The direc~
tor is authorized to continue to ecollect a surcharge an-
nually without limit, Lo the extent necessary to satisfy the
obligations of the fund. Such surcharge must be filed
with and approved by the commissioner prior to use,

Any moneys remaining in the fund following the satis-
faction of all its liabilities shaill be returned to the health
care providers under such terms and conditions as defer-
mined by a plan prepared by the director and approved
by the commissioner.

Section 704, Determination of the adequacy of the sur-
charge is to be based on the rensonably anticipated pay-
ment of claims and other expenses of the fund during the
period for which the surcharge is made. The surcharge
shall be assessed against each health care provider guali-
fying as such at the time the surcharge is made.

Amend Bill, page 19, line 25, by striking out after “to”
the words ‘“each health care provider” and inserting
“those providers”

Amend Bill, page 20, by striking out alter “association”
the words “or any other method”; line 6, by striking out
after “802” all the remainder of said line; lines 7 through
10, by striking out &ll of said lines; line 11, by striking out
at the beginning of the line “plan.” and jnserting imme-
diately thereafter the following: the plan shall consist
of all insurers authorized to write insurance pursuant to
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Section 202{(e) (4) and (11) of the act of May 17, 1921
{(P. L. 682, No. 284), known as “The Insurance Cormpany
Law of 1521

Amend Bili, page 20, line 18, by inserting after “803.”
the letter “(a)”; page 20, by inserting after line 27, the
following:

(b) In the event that the joint underwriting associa-
ticn suffers a deficit in any calendar year, the board of
directors of the joint underwriting association shall so
certify to the director of the catastrophe loss fund and the
insurance commissioner., Such certification shall be sub-
ject to the review and approval of the Insurance Com-
missioner. Within 60 days fcllowing such certification
and approval the director of the fund shall make suf-
ficient payment io the joint underwriting association to
compensate for said deficit. A deficit shall exist when-
ever the sum of the earned premiums collected by the
joint underwriting asscciation and the investment income
therefrom is exhausied by virtue of payment of or alloca-
tion for the joint underwriting association’s necessary
administrative expenses, taxes, losses, lost adjustment ex-
penses and reserves, including reserves for: (1) losses in-
curred, (2) losses incurred but not reported, (3) loss ad-
justment expenses, (4) unearned premiums.

Amend Bill, page 21, line 24, by striking out after “com-
missioner” the word “shall” and inserting “may”

Amend Bill, page 22, line 6, by striking out after “in-
jury” the word “being”; line 7, by striking out at the
beginning of the line “‘discovered but not reported.” and
inserting “for which the health care provider may be held
liable.”

Amend Bill, page 22, line 9, by striking out after “if”
the figure “25%” and inserting immediately thereafter
the following: the private insurance market unfairly dis-
criminates against higher risk physicians by denying pro-
fessional liability insurance coverage to 50%; line 12, by
striking out after “in” all the remainder of said line; line
13, by striking out at the beginning of the line “5 are
denied professional liability insurance coverage” and in-
serting “insurance rating classes 3, 4 or 5, or their equi-
valents”; lines 16 and 17, by striking out all of said lines;
line 18, by striking out at the beginning of the line “Com-
monwealth.” and inserting imimediately thereafter the
tollowing:; may declare that the plan established under
this article shall be the sole and exclusive source of pro-
fessional liability insurance for health care providers
within this Commonwealth. The commissioner may dis-
solve the plan if he determines that it is no longer neces-
sary and that an adequate market will be maintained for
professional liability insurance for health care providers
by the private insurance market. The commissioner may
reestablish the plan if he shall find that the private indus-
try has failed to provide an adeguate market for profes-
sional liability insurance by denying professional liability
insurance coverage to 50% or more of all rating classes
3, 4 or 5, or their equivalents, and may declare it the
sole and exclusive source of such insurance under the
procedure set forth in this section,

Section 809. The plan shall reporti to the commissioner
annually on a date and, on a form prescribed by the com-
inissioner the total amount of premium dollars collected,
the tolal amount of claims paid and expenses incurred
therewith, the total amount of reserve set aside for future
claims, the nature and substance of each claim, the date
and place in which each claim arose, the amounts paid, if
any, and the disposition of each claim (judgment of arhi-
tration panel, judgment of court, settlement or otherwise),
and such additional information as the commissioner shall
require.

Secticn 810. The plan shall conduct studies and review
member records for the purpose of determining the causes
of patient compensation claims and make recommenda-
tions for legislative, regulatory and other changes neces-
sary to reduce the frequency and severity of such claims.

Amend Bill, page 23, line 20, by striking out after “Li-
censure,” the word “and”; line 21, by inserting after
“Examiners” the following: “and the State Board of
Podiatry Examiners’; line 28, by striking out after “Licen-
sure,” the word “and”; line 29, by inserting after “Exam-
iners” the following: “and the State Board of Podiatry
Examiners”

Amend Bill, page 25, line 16, by striking out after *Li-

censure,” the word “or”; line 4, by inserting after “Exam-
iners” the following: “or the State Board of Podiatry
Examiners”; line 19, by striking out after “Licensure,” the
word “or” and by inserting after “Examiners” the fol-
lowing: *“or the State Board of Podiatry Examiners”;
line 22, by striking out after “Licensure,” the word “or”;
line 23, by inserting after “Examiners” the following: “or
the State Board of Podiatry Examiners”; line 27, by
striking out after “Licensure,” the word “or’; line 28, by
inserting after “Examiners” the following: “or the State
Board of Podiatry Examiners”

Amend Bill, page 26, line 3, by striking out after “Li-
censure,” the word “or”; line 4, by inserting alter “Exam-
mers” the following: “or the State Board of Podiatry
Examiners”; line 15, by striking out after “of’ the word
“that” and inserting “tﬁis”; line 27, by striking out at the
beginning of the line “that” and inserfing “this”

Amend Bill, page 26, by inserting after line 27 the fol-
lowing:

(&) All fees, charges and fines collected under the pro-
visions of the act of March 2, 1956 (P, L. 1206, No. 375),
entitled, as amended, “an act relating to and defining the
practice of podiatry; conferring powers and imposing du-
ties on the State Board of Podiatry Examiners and the
Department of State; requiring licensure; providing for
the granting, cancellation, suspension and revocation of
licenses; preserving the rights of existing licenses; pro-
viding for the promulgation of rules and regulations;
transier of jurisdiction and records to the board; regula-
tion of schools of chiropody and podiatry; reciprocity; and
providing penalties, and remedies,” are hereby specifically
appropriated for the exclusive use by the state board of
potdxatry examiners in carrying out the provisions of this
act.

Amend Bill, page 27, line 15, by inserting after “libel”
the words “or slander”; line 17, by inserting after “Ex-
aminers,” the following: “the State Board of Podiatry
Examiners”; line 18, by striking out after “the” the word
“Regional” and by inserting after “Panels,” the words
“the administrator”

. Amend Bill, page 28, line 22, by striking out after “prac-
tice” the words “without the necessary receipts,” and in-
serting “while in violation”

Amend Bill, page 29, line 4, by striking out after “Ag-
sembly” the remainder of said line; line 5, by striking
out at the beginning of the line “before July 1, 1976”7 and
1n§ert1ng “within one year of the effective date of this
act.

Amend Bill, page 28, lines 19 through 27, by striking out
all of said lines.

On the question,

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr, IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I request that the House do
concur in the amendments inserted by the Senate to
House bill No. 1367, printer’s No. 2273.

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

Mr. RENNINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think it has been known in this House that I have
been one of the people who have had the greatest reser-
vations about the concurrence in this piece of legislation.
I am going to rise and ask that we support the majority
leader’s motion and I would like to make a few short
comments about this piece of legislation, if I may, Mr.
Speaker.

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

Mr. RENNINGER. Thank you.

I think the bill does do some positive things that are
part of the problem of malpractice. One, it addresses
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itself to the availability of malpractice insurance. Two,
it has a limited cost impact on the high risk insured. That
may be temporary but it will aileviate the immediate
problem.

The third point that I think is very positive in the bill
is the disposilion of malpractice cases. 1 think that, not-
withstanding the changes in the House version, the
sirengihening of the immediate or court of {irst resort in
malpractice cases will lead to a more rapid disposition of
cases, which I think will have a cost impact and a positive
cost impact in this whole area that is so complicated.

There is no question that the bill will place a tre-
mendous burden on our doctars to get their own house
in order in the delivery of medical services and the meet-
ing of the problems that are not necesssrily answered by
this bill hut hopefully are-—but I doubt it-—and they are
the expcnential expansion in costs in dealing with mal-
practice and providing adequate coverage so that people
can be encouraged to deliver these services which are so
needed by our people.

As for the reservations I have, they go to the sufficiency
of the catastrophe fund. Now you all remember there
wag $100,000 required which will he written in the private
insurance market. Through a surcharge system, there
will be a catastrophe fund.

The fund as it came oul of the House could not be
assured to the medical profession or ithe public generally,
who is really involved here, to be able to withstand any
atiacls upon it to any great extent. However, the Senate
sought to burden that fund more. And with greater re-
servation, I say that we must put on record in this House
today that we are hopeful but not optimistie.

The Joint Underwriting Association losses at the end
of each year, which are going to be underwritten by the
insurance industry, will be picked up by the catastrophe
fund. They are solely the expenses of the practicing
physicians and related health-care providers, with the
exciusion of the hospitals, which was a Senale change.
And in certain instances where claims exist that are over
a certain age, they will go to the catastrophe fund, and I
have pause in my mind that this fund can survive.

If the fund at any time does go broke and it comes to
an end, all doctors in this Commonwealth must under-
stand that this bill, which many of them are supporting,
will come home to roost on an unlimiled surcharge sys-
tem.

I say again, if the fund becomes defunci, outstanding
claims will be covered by an unlimited surcharge on doc-
tors, They should be aware of this and I think they must
be, because many of them through responsible communi-
cations to me and other members of this Assembly have
said they are aware of this,

The one approach that was debated in the House very
heftily that was changed in the Senate was the absolute
cutoff at 7 years on the statute of limitations. I can
stand here and argue both sides of that case and tell you
that only from an insurance standpoint, the limitation of
a statate of limitations makes things actuarially possible,

This was changed in the Senate and it was changed on
the appeal of the hard cases that would he excluded if
the T-year statute applied. But it is like anything else,
you have fo figure out how you can underwrite some- |
thing. And I speak not from the merits of the argument‘l

inol a good one,

but only from the insurance aspect, that this was an un-
fortunate change in the Senate.

Another thing that I think we do not want {o see in
our process of dealing with malpractice is an inhibition
of the advances of medicine. I think all of you must
realize that medicine is an art, and in many cases it is a
science, but not in all of them. And we need progress
from time to time.

I think that this bill may have the effect or it does not
deal with the siratification or strangulation of medical
progress. This we must oppose; this we must address
ourselves to.

1 do not think that the hill addresses itself sufficiently
to the allocation of cosls as an underwriting matter
among the medical profession including the doctors, and
1 heve already alluded to the hospitals somehow re-
moving themselves from this hbill.

With those reservations, Mr. Speaker, I again say that
we are moving a Iittle bit here. 1 do not think that
we can louk forward for a long f{ime of not having this
nroblem back in our laps and possibly at a more serious
situation. So that I think when you voie today, I want
vou all 1o be aware of the responsibilities you are assum-
ing here and what we can and cannot accomplish in this
legislature today,

Thank you very much, Mr, Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
fromy Montgomery, Mr. MeClatchy.

Mr, McCLATCHY. Mr. Speaker, we {ind oursclves to-
day, T guess, in the same dilemma as we find ourselves
in on many bills, Frankly, I think we have before us
the worst of all worlds. I know my experience with the
House-passed measure, when I went back home, was
None of my doctors were happy with
that. They were not pleased at all with what we did,
and they had heped {hat the Senate would at least be a
little bit fairer and correct some of the things that were
wrong with it. Unfortunately, the Benale did not, and
we have with us even a weaker bill than the House
passed.

I share Mr. Renninger’s opinion that it is probably the
host we can do at the moment. However, let me assure
the members that when they go back home and start
talking to doctors and start getting phone calls from
individual doctors, they are not going to be happy, and
vou are going to have to do a lot of explaining to sup-
port your vote.

Frankly, I would have liked to have seen this bill
fought out to the bitter end and some more compromises
made. For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I myself personally
am geing {o vote “no,” although I would understand why
a lot of members will have to vote “yes.”

Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

The SPEAKER.
whip.

Mr, BYAN. Mr, Speaker, T intend 1o vote {o concur
on this bill, but I just want to go on record, as Mr.
Renninger went on record, that I believe that there are
a great many deficiencics in this bill and I hope they do
not eome back to haunt us.

The Chair recognizes the minority

On the question recurring,
Will the House concur in the amendments made by
the Senate?
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Apgreeahle to the provisions of the constitution, the yeas
and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS—188
Abraham George McLane Seiriea
Anderson, J. H. Giammarco Mebus Seltzer
Arthurs Gillesple Menhorn Shane
Barber Gilette Miller, M. E, Shelhamer
Bellomind Gleason Miller, M. E., Jr, Shelton
Bennett Gleeson Milliron Shuman
Beren Goodman Miscevich Shupnik
Berlin Green Moehlmann Sirianni
Berson Greenfield Morris Smith, E.
Bittle Grieco Mrkonte Smith, L.
Blackwell Gring Mullen, M, P. Spencer
Bonetto Halverson Mullen Stahl
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Musto Staplieton
Brandg Hammock Myers Stout
Brunner Hasay Novuk Sullivan
Burns Hayes, D. S, Noye Taddonto
Caputo Hayes, 8. E. QO'Brien Tayler
Cessar Hepiord O’Connell Tayoun
Cimin} Hopking O'Donne!l Thomas
Cohen Hutchinson, A. O'Keefe Toll
Cole Hutchinson, W, Oliver Trello
Cowell Irvis Parker, H, S. Turner
Crawford Itkin Perri Ustynoski
Cumberland Johngon, J. Petrarca Valicenti
Davis, D, M. Katz Plevsky Vann
DeMedio Kelly, A. P. Pitts Vroon
Deverter Kelly, 1. B. Polite Wagner
Diicarlo Kernick Pratt Walsh, T, P,
DiDonato Kistler Prendergast Wansacz
Dietz Klingaman Pyles Wargo
Dininnd linepper Rappaport Weldner
Dombrowski Kolter Reed Westerberg
Dorr Kowalyshyn Renninger Whelan
Doyle Kusse Renwielk Whittlesey
Dreibelbls LaMareca Rhodes Wilson
Eekensherger Laudacio Richardson Wilt, R. W.
Englehart Laughlin Rieger Wilt, W. W,
Fee Lederer Ritter Worrilow
Fischer Lechr Romanelli Wright
Fisher Letterman Ross Yahner
Flaherty Levi Rugglero Yohn
Foster, A, Lincoln Ryan Zearfoss
Foster, W, Lynch Saloom Zeller
Fryer Manderino Salvatore Zwikl
Gallagher Manmiller Scheaffer
Gallen McCall Schmitt Fineman,
Garzia McCue Schweder Speaker
Gelsler Meclntyre
NAYS—9
Fawcett Hill McGinnis ‘Wojdak
Geesey MeClatchy Pancoast Zord
Haskell
NOT VOTING—5
Butera McGraw Milanovich Perry
Davies

The majority required by the constitution having voted
in the affirmative, the gquestion was determined in the
affirmative and the amendments were concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

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

Mr. PERRY. I rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, will you please have the
record show that had I been - in my seat, I would have
voted in favor of concurrence in Senaie amendments to
House bill No. 1367.

The SPEAKER.
noted for the record.

The gentleman's remarks will be

URBAN AFFAIRS BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 662, printer’s No. 106, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P, L. 932,
No. 317), entitled “The Third Class City Code,” further
providing for membership on the Shade Tree Commis-
sion.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. RITTER requested and obtained unanimous con-
sent to offer the following amendment, which was read:

Amend Sec. 1 {Sec. 3802), page 2, by inserting after
line 5:

Should the governing body determine to increase the
membership of an already existing commission, the ad-
ditional membhers shall be appointied as provided in this
section. If, at any time, after increasing the member-
ship of the commission the governing body should deter-
mine to reduce the number of members on the commis-
sion, such reduction shall be effectuated by allowing the
terms to expire and by making no new appointments to
fill the vaecancy. Any increase or reduction in members
shall be by ordinance.

On the guestion,

Will the House agree to the amendment?

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

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, as briefly as 1 can, the
reason I am offering this amendment is that we had a
similar bill dealing with the Municipality Authorities
Act and we had said that the governing body can have
any number of people on the board. We passed the hill
and the Governor vetoed it on the grounds that it was
unclear as to what happens if they decide to reduce the
number or that they could arbitrarily increase the num-
ber to get a certain position across. My amendment
speaks to overcome that by saying that if there is a
body in existence now, a Shade Tree Commission and if
additional members are appointed, they shall be ap-
pointed according to the article, and if at any time after
increasing the membership of the commission, the gov-
erning body should decide to reduce the number of mem-
bers, such reduction shall then bhe effected by allowing
the terms to expire and by making no new appoint-
ments {o fill the vacancies. I further provide that any
increase or reduction in members shall be by ordinance.
I would ask for agreement on the amendment, Mr,
Speaker,

On the question recurring,
Wili the House agree to the amendment?
Amendment was agreed to.

On the question,

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

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage,
The question is, Shall the bill pass finally?

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Montgomery,
Mr. Polite.
Mr. POLITE. Mr. Speaker, are we voting on House

bill No, 662 or Senate bill No. 6627
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The SPEAKER. It is Senate bill No. 662, printer’s
Ne, 705. There is a wrong number on the board.
The Chair thanks the gentleman,

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

Agrecable to the provision of the constitution, the yeas
and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS—194
Abraham George McGinnis Scirica
Anderson, J. H. Giammarco Mcintyre Seltzer
Arthurs Gillesple McLane Shane
Barber Gillette Mebus Shethamer
Bennett Gleason Menhorn Shelton
Beren Gleeson Miller, M. K. Shuman
Berlin Goodman Miller, M, E., Jr. Shupnik
Rerson Green Milliron Sirianni
Bittle Greenfield Meeblmann Smith, E.
Blackwell Grieco Morris Smith, L.
Bonetto Gring Mrkonie Spencer
Bradley Halverson Mullen, M. P. Stahl
Brandt Hamilton, J. H. Maullen Stapleton
Brunner Hammuocek Musto Stout
Burns Tasay Myers Sullivan
Caputo Haskell Novak Taddonio
Cessar Hayes, D. 8, Noye Taylor
Cimini Hayes, S. E. O'Brien Tayoun
Cohen Haepford O'Connell Thomas
Cole Hin O'Donneli Toll
Cowell Hopkins O’Keete Trello
Crawford Hutchinson, A, Oliver Turner
Cumberland Hutchinson, w. Pancoast Ustynoski
Davia, D. M. Irvie Parker, H. 8. Valicent]
DeMedio Ttkin Perri Vann
Deverter Johnson, J. Petrarca Vroon
Dicarlo Katz Pievsky Wagner
NDonato Kelly, A. P, Pitts Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Helly, J. B. Polite Wansacz
Dininnt Kernick Pratt Wargoe
Dombrowskd Kistler Prendergast Weldner
Dorr Klingaman Pyles Westerberg
Davle Knepper Rappaport Whelan
Nreibelbin Kolter Reed Whittlesey
Eckensberger Kowalyshyn Renninger Wilkon
Englehart Kusse Renwick Wilt, R. W.
Faweett LzMarca Rhodes Wilt, W. W,
Fee Laudadio Richardson Wojdak
Fischer Laughlin Rieger Worrilow
Fisher Lederer Ritter Wright
Flaherty Lehr HRomanelli Yahnher
Foster, A. Letterman Ross Yohn
Toster, W. Levi Ruggiero Zearfoss
Fryer Lincoln Ryan Zeller
Gallagher Lynch Saloom Zord
Gallen Manmiller Salvatore Zwilkl
Garzia MeCall Scheaffer
Geesey MceClatchy Schmitt Fineman,
Geinter McCue Schweder Speaker
NAYS—0
NOT VOTING—38
Bellomind Daviea MeGraw Miscevich
Butera Manderino Milanovich Perry

The majority required 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
with amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate
is requested.

BUSINESS AND COMMERCE BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill Ne. 17, priafer’s No. 2193, entitled:

An Act providing authority for urban homesteading

and the mechanics for establishing homesteading districts;
expanding local government’s authority in dealing with
urban blight and decay; and providing exclusions from
present statutory laws,

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

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved that House bill No, 17 be recommit-
ted to the Committee on Appropriations.
Motion was agreed fto.

CONSERVATION BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 367, printer's No. 2194, entitled:

An Act amending the “Municipality Authorities Act of

1945, approved May 2, 1945 (P. L. 382, No. 164), making
rates of certain solid waste authorities optional.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr, PRATT requested and obtained unanimous consent
to offer the following amendment, which was read:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 4), page 3, line 5, by removing the
comma after “MORE” and Inserting: per square mile,

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
{from Lawrence, Mr, Pratt.

Mr. PPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I believe thig is merely a
technical amendment. The Legislative Reference Bureau
erronecusly omitted three words in the bill, and I hope
it is an agreed-to amendment.

On the guestion recurring,
Wil the House agree to the amendment?
Amendment was agreed fo.

On the question,

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

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage.
The question is, Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Mr. O'CONNELIL. Mr, Speaker, I wonder if the
gentleman, Mr. Pratt, would submit to a brief inter-
rogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Pratt, consent
to interrogation.

The gentleman indicates he shall.

Mr. O'CONNELL. There was considerable discussion,
Mr. Speaker, in our caucus in regards to this particular
bill and the concerns were around funding or financing,
If in effect this were to go in and there is an existing
coniract, what would the impact be upon that particular
contract?

Mr. PRATT. An existing contract between whom?

Mr. O'CONNELL. The authority, apparently, has con-
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tracts with an independent concern for the purposes of
removal of solid waste. Is that true?

Mr. PRATT. That is correct.

Mr. O°CONNELL, It is my understanding that is a
g-year coniract.

Mr. PRATT., 1 helieve it is, yes.
it but I believe it is.

Mr. O'CONNELL. The question is, what would be
the impact upon thatl particular contract?

Mr. PRATT. Taking an educated guess, and I do not
know for certain, but would say that particular contract
would remain valid between the authority and the col-
lector.

Mr., O'CONNELL. And assuming that is accurate and
I would judge that it is—I am not an attorney but I
would say that it is an accurate statement—and these
people had a chance to opt cut of it or did not participate
in the services, it would create a revenue deficiency? Is
that correct?

Mr. PRATT. 1 do not know that for certain because I
do not know the fisecal operations of the authority nor
the collector.

Mr., O'CONNELL.
revenue deficiency?

Mr. PRATT, Again I am not certain, but using com-
mon sense and taking an educated guess, I would say
that if you have less members who are paying into
the authority or taking advantage of the services, I

I am not certain on

Is it likely that it would create a

would suspect there would be some sort of a deficiency.!

Mr. O'CONNELL, Well, I think we have come down
really to the final question, and the salient point here is,
are you familiar with the contraet, or is it a part of the
contract in the event that there is a revenue deficiency
that the full faith and taxing abilities of all of those
municipalities that are part of this contract would be
present? In other words, most of the authorities in the
event there is a revenue deficiency or in the event of a
default, the full faith and taxing ability of those com-
munities that are part of that particular agreement come
into effect and they must then assess each of the com-
munities on some formula and they have to make it up.
Is that right?

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Speaker, I have perused the con-
tract briefly and there is mo such provision within the
contract. I believe that the fiscal responsibility would
be left to the authority in and of itself. I do not believe
there is any provision that would obligate the various
municipalities to any financial responsibility or assess-
ment.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Well, I would not disagree with
the gentleman. If that is part of i, then it is an
exception, I think, rather than the rule because either
in bonding or financing any of the financing institutions
demand that as a requisite to approval of any loans or
extensions of monies.

1 thank the gentleman and I would like to make a
brief statement if 1 may.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized.

Mr. O°CONNELL. I think that this would establish a
precedent that would concern me. In my particular
legislative district, I was hit with this on many, many
occasions as it pertains to sewer and water and was
forced to take a stand in defense of authorities even
though I am not an advocate of authorities and do not
particularly like them. But I think this would establish
a precedenl that would be embarrassing {0 a tremendous

lot of people. We now force them on sewer lines and
we forced them on water. I would suggest that if this
were to be adopted, that same concept then ought to be
followed through with those other authorities,

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lawrence, Mr. Pratf.

Mr. PRATT. Just one point, Mr. Speaker, and that is
that I disagree with the gentleman in that, yes, it would
establish a precedent but not in the way that Mr.
O'Connell states. I believe that this is a good bill; I
believe it treats the local municipalities fairly and also
the authorities and especially the people. 1 do not be-
lieve that this bill will have any detrimental effect upon
any local governmental unit. Thank you.

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

Mr, O'CONNELL. I would like to respond to that
briefly. 1 can understand the plight and I am sympa-
thetic to it as far as the problem has been explained to
me. But I think there is a way out of here that might
be fair to everyone and not really jeopardize either this
authority or any of the others that I have spoke of, Mr.
Speaker.

I think the rates can be established on a monthly basis
or some other formula can be established that would
protect them in all instances. This is true in many other
authorities, and 1 think that concept ought to follow
through. In effect, you are paying for the services that
you receive, However, if you are not receiving the ger-
vices, you are not obligated. For instance, in the sewer
authorities you pay on either a meter or residential or
commercial or seating capacity. That is not an unusual
concept,

I think something similar to that can be adopted
here that would be fair and that would not jeopardize all
of the other existing authorities in the Commonwealth.

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

Mr., W. W. WILT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask a question
of Mr. Pratt please?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Pratt, con-
sent to interrogation?

Mr. PRATT. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. W. W. WILT. I believe you responded to a ques-
tion from Mr. O'Connell that if this bill should be
enacted, it would not be retroactive; it would only
affect contracts that were entered into after the bill
became law. Is that correct?

Mr. PRATT. 'The bill specifically dces not refer to
contracts; it merely refers to services rendered but not
paid for. There is no reference in the hill to contracts.

Mr. W, W, WILT, This bill in no way could resolve the
problem that you are trying to get at, the problem in
Forest County?

Mr. PRATT. Yes, it would resolve the problem. You
are dealing with 2 different aspects here, One is a con-
tract between the authority and the collector, and the
other would be a contract between the residents and the
authority for solid waste collection.

Mr. W. W. WILT. Well, do not the two go together?
Before entering into a contract is not the authority re-
quired to have an idea about what their revenues will
be?
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Mr. PRATT. This particular authority did not issue YEAS—120
bonds. It merely proceeded io conduct business based| spranam Geesey Melntyre Rugglero
upon an assumption that every one of its residents would | Arthurs Geisler McLane Saloom
s ; .- Barber Gilammareo Menhorn Schmitt
be foreed to subn_ut to the services and he as_sessed an_d Bennett Gillesple Miller, M., E. Schweder
pay for the services, As far as what the bill does, it Herlin Glliette Milliron Shane
would solve the problem to which it is directed. The gfg;?g“ gﬁi’:ﬂ ﬁ;’g}ﬁjc gﬁﬁﬁoa‘;
contract between the authority and the collector would; Blackwell Greenfield Mullen Shupnik
. Bonetto Hammock Mullen, M. P, Stapleton
be a problem for the authority. Bradley Haskell Musto Stout
Mr. W. W. WILT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Brunner Hopking Myers Suilivan
. Caputo Hutchingson, A. Novak Taddenio
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman geisar Irvig ggﬂen " Tayoun
from Butler, Mr, Arthurs. Cole | Johnson, 7. O'Keefe Ton
Mr. ARTHURS. Mr. Speaker, on House bill No. 367, | Cowell Kelly, A. P. Oliver Trello
back in May of this year, and that was after House bill g:ﬂgeﬁhff Eﬁ?g{c{é B. g:?:;r' =S g?l-ir'lzeelr.xti
No. 2367 was introduced and sent to the Conservation | DeMedio Knepper Petrarca Vann
3 Dicarlo Holter Plevsky Walsh, T. P,
Committee, t1hﬁre were a group of.us sent to For.est DiDonato Kowalyshyn Pratt Wansaoz
County to hoid hearings with the Solid Waste Authority,| Dorr Kusse Prendergast Wargo
with enncerned citizens, with the camping group and g?gill‘;elbu tal\’lda"d‘iz ggzgaport wi};&fkw-
with part-ltime residents and other interested persons!| Eckensberger I..:ﬂg;lm Rhodes Yahner
because they were having problems in the way that their| Englehart Lederer Richardson Zeller
. . . . Fee Levi Rieger Zwikl
authority had put their programs into operation. Fischer Lincoln Ritter
We tried to work out some of these problems so that| Flaherty Manderino Romanelli Fineman,
this bill would not have to be introduced and brought g:il;gher g{(zgr&guer Ross Speaker
before the flovr of the House. During these hearings, NAYS—78
the authority made some statements and commitments to
us, whereby they would meet with these interested| Anderson, J.H. Gring Miller, M. E., Jr. Smith, E,
- i ; Beren Halverson Miscevich Smith, L.
groups and try to work out their preblems. They would| Brandt Hamilton, J. H.  Moehlmann Spencer
put it out for bid where they would be disposing of their | Burns Hasay Noye Stahl
. . . . R . Cimind Hayes, D. S. O'Connell Taylor
solid waste, which they had not done prior to this time, | Grawfora Hayes, 8. E. Pancoast Ustynoski
and they were paying approximately $7.50. After we | Deverter Hepford Perri Vroon
asked them to make hang d put it out for bids, th Dietz il Piets Wagner
: em 1o | * a ehange and pul 1t out for bids, ey | pigjnng Hutchinson, W. Polite Weidner
are now dumping for $2. But they did not carry through | Fawcett Katz Pyles Westerberg
with the rest of the commiiments that they had made io g.g‘;;g: A %fy;;mm gz:‘\;ﬁ%{er ghhft];zsey
us, and that is, calling in the particular groups and try-| Foster, W, Lehr Ryan Wilson
ing 1o work out their problems. E(;r?{le:n %;gtghm ggg’:atf‘f’;l‘f g:}:;_m‘ww‘
That is why I was very interested and, for one, would | George MeCall Scirlca Wright
e s thi ; ass ; _ Gleason McClatchy Seltzer Yohn
like to see this bhill pwsset?. If for nothing more—I c_lo not Ao MG oty Shemamer Zeartoss
know what other people’s reasons are— I am saying to| Grieco Mebus Sirlanni Zord
Mr. O’Connell that we tried to work these problems out NOT VOTING—6
with them and they would not. They have not, and o
the had adecuate time to do this. Bellomin{ Davies McGraw Milanovich
ey have a time 1o Butera Dombrowski

As to why it specifies just the eighth class counties, T
am neot defending that or saying that is right or wrong,
but I think we are now working with a piece of legisla-
ticn here and with some of the authorities in our sparsely
populated areas, and we must try and have these people
work with their local people back home to try and work
these preoblems out and we must have some t{ype of
leverage over them to work this out. As far as I am
concerned, that is what this piece of legislation is.

What we run info back there in Forest County, thers
was only one community that was forced to go into this
program. But also they have a solicitor who represents
practically every other municipality in the area and he
was able to solicit and sell to his individual supervisors
that it was a pretty good program and tock them all in
under the blanket, really, without the people knowing
what was going on.

With this piece of legislation, as far as I am concerned,
we are trying to force them to sit down and work out a
local problem, I would ask for the adoption of this bill.

On the question recurring,
Zhall the bill pass finally?

Apgreeable to the provision of the constitution, the yeas
and nays were taken and were as follows:

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

atfirmative.

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

QUESTION OF PERSCNAL PRIVILEGE

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

Mr. MISCEVICH,

privilege.

I rise to a question of personal

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state if.

Mr. MISCEVICH.

I would like to change my vote on

Hcuse bill No, 367, printer’s No. 2194, to “aye.”

The SPEAKER.

noted for the record.

HOUSE BILL No. 605 PASSED OVER
TEMPORARILY

The SPEAKER.

leader.

Mr. IR VIS.

Mr, Speaker, I am sorry.

The gentleman’s remarks will be

The Chair recognizes the majority
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Your calendar does not show it and mine did not
either, but I was informed this morning that Mr. O’Con-
nell said there might be amendments to House bill No.
§05. Are those the Dorr amendments?

Mr. Speaker, would you pass this over temporarily
until this afterncon?

The SPEAKER. It is temporarily passed over.

TAX BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
hill No. 819, printer's No. 922, entitled:

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971,” ap-
proved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), providing for a
permanent tax exemption number for school districts.

NOT VOTING—8

Hammock
McGraw

Bellomird
Butera

Milanovich
Richardson

Davles
Dietz
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. 959, printer’s No. 1788, entitled:

An Act amending “The Local Tax Enabling Act,” ap-
proved December 31, 1965 (P. L. 1257, No. 511), pro-
hibiting taxes on admissions to motion picture theatres
in cities of the second class and prohibiting taxes on ad-
missions to events sponsored by charitable educational

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—194
Abraham Glammarco MceIntyre Seirica
Anderson, J. B. Gillespie McLahe Seltzer
Arthurs Gillette Mebus Shane
Barber Gleason Menhorn Shelhamer
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M. E, Jr. Shelton
Beren Goodman Miller, M. E. Shuman
Berlin Green Milliron Shupnik
Berson Greenfield Miscevich Sirianni
Rittle Grieco Moehlmann Smith, E.
Blackwell Gring Morris Smith, L.
Bonetto Halverson Mrkonic Spencer
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Stahl
Brandt Hasay Mullen Stapleton
Brunner Haskell Musto Stout
Burns Hayes, D, 8. Myers Sullivan
Caputo Hayes, S. B, Novak Taddonio
Cessar Hepford Noye Taylor
Cimind Hill O'Brien Tayoun
Cohen Hopking O'Connell Thomas
Cole Hutehinson, A, O'Donnell Toll
Cowell Hutchinson, wW. O'Keefe Trello
Crawford Irvis Oliver Turner
Cumberland Itkin Pancoast Ustynoski
Davis, D, M. Johnson, J. Parker,H.S. Valicenti
DeMedlo Katz Perri Vann
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Perry Vroon
Dicarlo Kelly, J. B. Petrarca Wagner
DiDonato Kernick Plevsky Walsh, T. P.
Dininni Kistler Pitts ‘Wansacz
Dombrowski Klingaman Polite Wargo
Dorr Knepper Pratt Weldner
Doyle olter Prendergast ‘Westerberg
Dreibelbia Kowalyshyn Pyles ‘Whelan
Eckensberger Kusse Rappaport Whittlesey
Englehart LaMarca Reed Wilson'
Faweett Laudadio Renninger Wilt, R, W.
Fee Laughlin Renwick Wilt, W, W,
Fischer Lederer Rhodes Wojdak
Fisher Lehr Rieger Worrilow
Flaherty Letterman Ritter Wright
Foster, A. Lavi Romanelll Yahner
Foster, W. Lincoln Ross i Yohn
Fryer Lynch Ruggiero Zearfoss
Gallagher Manderine Ryan. Zeller
Gallen Manmiller Saloom Zord
Garzia MeCall Salvatore Zwikl
Geesey McClatchy Scheaffer
Gelsler McCue Sehmitt Fineman,
George McGinnis Schweder Speaker

NAYS—0

or other nonprofit corganizations.

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

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. ROMANELLT moved that House bill No. 959 be re-

committed to the Committee on Rules.

Motion was agreed to.

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

hill No. 1399, printer’s No. 1637, entitled:

An Act amending the “Second Class County Code,”
approved July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), revising the
general fund and placing a limit on a certain tax levy
in counties of the second class.

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

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

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

YEAS—155
Abraham Gleeson Miller, M. E, Shane
Arthurs Goodman Milliron Shelhamer
Barber Green Miseevich Shelton
Bellomini Greentield Morris Shupnik
Bennett Grieco Mrkonie Smith, E.
Berlin Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Smith, L.
Berson Hasay Mullen Spencer
Blackwell Hayes, D, S, Musto Stapleton
Bonetto Hepford Myers Stout
Bradley Hopkins Novak Sullivan
Brunner Huichinson, A.. O'Brien Taylor
Burns Hutchinson, W. 'Connell Tayoun
Caputo Irvis ’ O'Donneil Thomas
Cohen Ttkin O'Keefe Toll
Cole Johnson, J. Oliver Trello
Coweil Katz Pancoast Turner
Crawford . Kelly, A, P. . Perrl Ustynoski
Davig, D.M, Kelly, J. B, Perry Valicentl
DeMedio Kernick Petrarca Vann
Dicarlo . Kistler - =~ - Pievsky. Vroon
DiDonato Klingaman Polite Wagner
Dininni ~ = Kolter Pratt Walsh, T. P.
Dombrowsk! - - Kowalyehyn - Prendergast Wansacz .
Doyle LaMarca Pyles Wargo
Dreibelbig Laudadio - Rappaport . - . Weidner
Tekensberger Laughlin 'Reed " Whelan
Englehart Lederer - Renwiek Whittlesey
Fee Letterman Rhodes wilt, R. W,
‘Flaherty Levi ' Rieger wilt, W. W.
Foster, W. Lincoln Ritter Wojdak
Fryer Lynch Romanelli Wright
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Gallagher Manmiller Ross Yahner
Gallen MeCall Ruggiero Yohn
Garzla MceClatehy Ryan Zearfoss
Geesey MceGinnis Saloom Zeller
Gelsler MeIntyre Salvatore Zwrikl
(George Mel.ane Schmitt
Giammarco Mebus Schweder Fineman,
Gillespie Menhorn Scirica Speaker
Giltette
NAYS~-38

Anderson, J. H, Fischer Kusse Scheaffer
Beren Fisher Lehr Seltzer
Dittle Foster, A, MeCue Shuman
Brandt Gieason Miller, M, E., Jr. Sirianni
Cesgsar Gring Moehlmann Stahl
Cimini Halverson Noye Taddonio
Cumberland Haskell Parker, H. S. Westerberg
Deverter Hayes, 8. B Pitts Worrilow
Dorr Hill Renninger Zord
Faweett Knepper

NOT VOTING-9
Butera Hammock MeGraw Richardson
Davies Manderino Milanovich Wilson
Dietz

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 eoncurrence.

HOUSE BILL No. 1482 PASSED OVER
TEMPORARILY

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

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, what bill are you calling
up?

The SPEAKER. We are now on House bill No. 1482,
on page 6.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, that bill was originally
scheduled for this afternoon. I wonder if you could pass
that over temporarily. There may be amendmenis to be
offered.

The SPEAKER. It will be passed over temporarily.

Is that same request applicable to House bill No. 14837

This bill will be temporarily passed over.

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill Neo. 1659, printer’s No. 2070, entitled:

An Act amending the “Real Estate Tax Sale Law,” ap-
proved July 7, 1947 (P. L. 1368, No. 542), exempting

counties of the second class from the provisions of the
act.

On the gquestion,

Will ithe 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—181
Abraham Giammarco MeGinnis . Shane
Arthurs Gillesple, McIniyre ‘Shelhamer
Barber Gillette McLane Shelton
Bellomint Gleason Mebus Shuman
Bennett Gleeson Menhorn Shupnik
Berlinn - . Goodman Miller, M. E. . SBirianni

Berson
Bittle
Blackwell
Bonetto
Bradley
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Ciminl
Cohen

Cole

Cowell
Crawtord
Cumberland
Davis, D. M,
PeMedio
Deverter
Dicarlo
Dietz
Dininnd
Dombrowskl
Doyle
Dreibelbin
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee

Fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, W,
Fryer
Gallagher
Gallen
Garzia
Geesey
Geisler
George

Anderson, J. H.
Beren

Dorr

Foster, A.

Hutera
Davies

The

Green
Greentleld Milliron
Grieco Morris
Gring Mrkonic
Hamilton, J, H. Mullen
Hammock Musto
Hagkell Myers
Hayes, D, 8. Novak
Hayes, S. E, Noye
Hepford O'Brien
Hill O'Connell
Hopking O'Keefe
Hutehinson, A, Oliver
Hutchinson, W. Pancoast
Irvis Parker, H. 8,
Ttkin Perri
Johnsop, J. Perry
Katz Petrareca
Kelly, A. P. Plevsky
Kelly, J. B. Pitts
Kernick Polite
Kistler Pratt
Klingaman Prendergast
Knepper Fyles
Kolter Rappaport
Rowalyshyn Reed
Kusse Renninger
LaMarca Henwick
Laudadio Richardson
LaughHln Rieger
TL.ederer Ritter
Letterman Romanelli
Levi Ross
Lincoln Ruggiero
Lynch Ryan
Manderino Saloom
Manmiller Satvatore
MeCall Scheaffer
MeClatehy Schmitt
MeCue Schweder
NAYS—13
Halverson Miscevich
Hagay Moehlmann
Lehr Seirica
NOT VOTING—8
DiDonato Milanovich
McGraw Muilen, M. P.

majority required by

Miller, M. E,, Jr. Smith, E.

Smith, L.
Spencer
Stapleton
Stout
Sullivan
Taddonic
Taylor
Tayoun
Thormas
Toll

Trello
Turner
Ustynoaki
Valicent!
Vann
Vroon
Wagner
Walsh, T. P,
Wansacz
Wargo
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilson
wWilt, R. W.
wWilt, W. W.
Woldak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Yohn
Zearfoss
Zeller
Zord
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Seltzer
Stahl
Weldner

O'Donnell
Rhodes

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.

HOUSE BILL No. 1734 PASSED OVER
TEMPORARILY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority

leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, there are two amendments,

only one of which we knew about this morning.
Anderson has amendments and Mr.

Mr.

Bonetto has an

amendment, which he says he has now circulated.
The SPEAKER. This bill will be temporarily passed

over.

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

bili MNo. 930, printer’s No. 1107, entitled:.

An Act amending the act of July 7, 1847 (P. L. 1368,
No. 542), entitled "Real Estate Tax Sale Law,” further
providing for the definition of taxing distriet.

On the guestion,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
Biil was agreed to.
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The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas
and nays will now he iaken,

Bill was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
dirferent days and agrecd to and is now on final passage.
The guestion is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agrecable to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas
ond nays will now be taken.

YEAS—196
Abraham George MeGinnis Scirica
Anderson, J, H. Giammarco McIntyre Seltzer
Arthurs Gillespie McLane Shane
Barber Gillette Mebus Shelhamer
Rellomind Gleason Menhomn Shelton
Bennett Glecson Miller. M. E. Shuman
Beren Goorilman Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Berlin Green Mizcevich Sirianni
HBerson Greenfield Moehimann Smith, K.
Bittle Girieco Morris Smith, L.
Blackwell Gring Mrkonle Spencer
Bonetto Halverson Mullen, M. P, Staht
Bradley Hamilton, J. H, Mullen Stapleton
Bran-t Hammaock Musto Stout
Arunner ITasay Myers Sullivan
Burns Taskell Novak Taddonio
Caputo Hayes, D, S. Noye Taylor
Crssar Hayes, S. E. O’'Brien Tayoun
Cimind Hepford O'Connell Thomas
Cohen m 'Donnell Toll
Cole Hopkins O'Keefe Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, A, Otiver Turner
Crawford Hutchinson, W. Pancoast Ustynoski
Cumterland Trvis Parker, H. 8, Vallcent]
Davia. D. M, Itkin Perri Vann
DeMedio Johnson, J, Perry Vroon
Deverter Katz Petrarca Wagner
Dicarlo Kelly, A, P, Pievsky Walsh, T. P.
DiDanato Kelly, J. B, Pitts Wansacz
Dietz Kernick Pylite Wargo
Nininnd Kistler Pratt Weidner
Nombrovwski Kiingaman Prendergast Westerberg
Dorr Knepper Pyles Whelan
Doyle Kolter Rappaport Whittlesey
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Reed Wilson
Eckensberger Kusse Renninger Wilt, R. W,
Englehart LaMarca Renwick wilt, W. W.
Fawcett Laudadio Richardson Wojdak
Fee Laughlin Rieger Worrilow
Fischer Lederer Ritter Wright
Fisher Lehr Romanelli Yahner
Flaherty Letterman Ross Yohn
Foster, A. Levt Ruggierc Zearfoss
Foster, W. Lincoln Ryan Zeller
Fryer Lynch Szloom Zord
Gallagher Manderino Salvalore Zwikl
Galien Manmiller Scheaffer
Garzia MeCall Scehmitt Fineman,
Geesay McClatehy Schwuder Spealker
Geigler MeCue
NAYS—0
NOT VOTING—6
Butera MeGraw Milliron Rhodes
Davies Milanovich
The majority required by the Constitution having

voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in
the affirmative,

Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senale
with information that the House has passed the same
withoul amendment.

CONSUMER PROTECTION BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

£

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 634, printer’'s Ne. 673, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682,
No. 284), entitled “The Insurance Company Law of 1921”
further providing for the amount of salary, compensation
or emolument which may be paid only with the prior
vote of the board of directors.

YEAS—185
Abraham George MeCue Seirica
Anderson, J. H, Glammareo MeGinnis Seltzer
Arthurs Gillespie Mcelntyre Shane
Barber Gillette McLane Shelhamer
Bellomini Gleason Mebus Shelton
Bennett Gleeson Menhern Shuman
Beren Goodman Miller, M. E. Shupnik
Berlin Green Miller, M. E., Jr. Sirianni
Berson CGreenfield Milliron Smith, E.
Bittle Grieco Miscevich Smith, L.
Blackwell Gring Moehlmann Spencer
Bonetto Halverson Morris Stahl
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Brandt Hammock Mullen Stout
Brunner Hasay Musto Sullivan
Burns Haskell Myers Taddonio
Butera Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taylor
Caputo Hayes, S. B, Noye ‘Tayoun
Cessar Hepford 0O'Brien Thomas
Cimind Hill Connell Toll
Cohen Hopking O'Keefe Trello
Cole Hutchinson, A. Oliver Turner
Cowell Hutchinson, W. Pancoast Ustynoski
Crawford Irvis Parker, H. 8. Valicenti
Cumberland Itkin Perri Vann
Davis, D. M. Johnson, J. Perry Vroon
DeMedio Katz Petrarca Wagner
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Plevsky Walsh, T. P.
Dicarle Kelly, J. B. Pitts Wansacz
Dietz Kernick Polite Wargo
Dininni Kistler Pratt Weidner
Dombrowskl Klingaman Prendergast Westerberg
Dorr Knepper Pyles Whelan
Doyle Kolter Rappaport Whittlesey
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Reed Wilson
Fckensberger Kusse Renninger Wilt, R. W.
Englehart LaMarca Renwick Wilt, W. W.
Fawcett Laudadio {chardson Wojdak
Fee Laughlin Rjeger Worrilow
Fischer Lederer Ritter Wright
Fisher Lehr Romanelli Yahner
Flaherty Letterman Ross Yohn
Foster, A, Levi Ruggiero Zearfoss
Foater, W. Lineoin Ryan Zeller
Fryer Lynch Saloom Zord
Galtagher Manderino Salvatore Zwrikl
Gallen Manmiller Scheaffer
Garzia MeCell Schmitt Fineman,
Geesey McClatehy Schweder Speaker
Geisler
NAYS—1
Mrkonic
NOT VOTING—6
Davies McGraw O'Donnell Rhodes
DiDonnato Milanovich

The majority required 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.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILLS
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 837, printer’'s No. 940, entitled:

An Act amending the “Second Class County Code,” ap-
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proved July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230}, providing for
the appointment of a solicitor by the coroner.
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 guestion is, Shall the bill pass finally?

The SPEAKER.
leader,

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the
members who were following a marked calendar, this
bill was originally marked to be held on the calendar.
The hold has been listed by Mr. Beren. It is Mr. Beren’s

The Chair recognizes the majority

The majority required by the Constitution having
veted 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. 1296, printer’s No. 2252, entitled:

An Act amending “The Borough Code,” approved Feh-
ruary 1, 1966 (1965, P. L. 1656, No. 581), further provid-
ing for the sale of property owned by boroughs for hous-
ing for elderly and payment of the cost of planting or
removing shade trees.

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

hill.

on House bill No. 837.

On the guestion recurring,

Shall the bill pass finally?

We have caucused on it, and T now call for a vote

Agreeable to the provision of the constitution, the yeas

and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS-—-178
Abrsham Geesey McClatchy Schweder
Anderson, J. H.  Geisler MeGinnia Scirica
Arthurs (feorge Melntyre Seltzer
Barber Giammareco MeLane Shane
Beilomini Gillette Mobus Shelhamer
Bennett Gleavon Menhorn Shelton
Beren Gleeson Miiler, M, B. Shuman
Berlin Goodman Milliron Shupnik
Berson Greenfield Moehlrmann Strianni
Bittle Griecu Morris Smith, E.
Blackwell Gring Mrkonie Snencar
Bonetio Halverson Mullen. M. P. Stuhl
Bradley Hamilten, J. H.  Mullen Stout
Brandt Hammock Musto Sullivan
Brunner Haskell Myera Tad:lonio
Burns Hayes, D, 8. Novak Tayior
Caputo Hayes, S, E. Noye Tayoun
Cessar Hepford O'Brien Thomas
Cimini Hill 'Connel} TFell
Cohen Hopkins O‘Donnell Trelle
Cole Hutchinson, W,  Oliver Turner
Cowell Jrvis Pancoast Ustynoski
Crawford Ttkin Parker, H. &, Valicenti
Cumberlansd Johnson, J. Perri Vann
Davis, I M. Katz Perry Vroon
DeMedio Kelly, A, P. Patrarca Wagner
Deverter Kelly, J. B. Pievsky Walsh, T, P.
Dicarlo Kernick Polite ‘Wansacs
Dilonato Kistler Pratt Wargo
Dietz Kiingaman Prendergast Whelan
Dininni Knopper Pyles Whittlesey
Dombrowsk} Kolter Rappaport ‘Wilson
Dorr Kownlyshyn Reed wilt, R. W,
Dreibelbis LaMarca Renninger Wilt, W. W.
Eckensberger Laudadio Renwick Wajdak
Englehart Laughlin Richardson Worrilow
Fawcett Lederer Rioger ‘Wright
Fee Lehr Ritter Yehner
tischer Letterman Romaneill Yohn
Fisher Levi Ross Zearfoss
Flaheriy Lingoln Rugyiero Zeller
Foster, A, Lynch Ryan Zwik}
Foster, W. Manderino Saloom
Fryer Manmiller Salvatore Fineman
Gallagher MeCall Schmitt Spenker
Gallen

NAYS—17
Doyle Hutchinson, A. O Keefe Stepleton
Garzla Kusse Pitts Weidner
Gillegple McCue Scheaffor ‘Westerberg
Gresn Miller, M. E., Jr. Swith, L. Zord
Hasay

NOT VOTING—8

Butera MeGraw Miscevich Rhodes
Davies Milanovich

Bill was agreed to.

4

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 {aken.

YEAS—196
Abraham George MeclIntyre Selrica
Andersen, J, H,  Giammarco McTane Seltzer
Arthurs Gillespie Mebus Shane
Barber Gillette Menhorn Shelthamer
Bellominl Gleason Miller, M. E. Shelton
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Shuman
Beren Goodman Milliron Shupnik
Berlin Green Miscevich Sirianni
Berson Greenfleld Moehlmann Sibith, E.
Bittie Grieco Morria Smith, T..
Blackwell CGring Mrkonic Spencer
Bonetto Halverson Multen, M. P. Stahl
Bradley Hamilton, J. H.  Mullen Stapleton
Brandt Hammock Musto Stout
Brunner Hasay Myers Sullivan
Burns Haskell Novak Taddonie
Capute Hayes, D, S, Noye Taylor
Cexsar Hayes, S, R, O’Brien Tayoun
Cimini Henpford 0O'Connell Thomas
Cohen Hill O‘Donnell Toll
Cole Honkins O'Keefe Trello
Cowaell Hutchinson, A, Ollver Turner
Crawtord Hutchinson, W. Pancoast Ustynoski
Cumberiznd Trvis Parker, H. S. Valicent!
Davis, D. M, Ttkin Perri Vann
DeMedie Johnson, J. Perry Vroon
Deverter Katz Petrarca ‘Wagner
Diearlo Kelly, A. P. Pievsky ‘Walsh, T, P.
DiDonato Keliy, J. B. Piita Wanaacz
Dietz Kernick Polite Wargo
IHninni Kistler Prati Weldner
Dombrowakl Klingaman Prendergast ‘Westerbery
Dorr Knepper Pyles ‘Whelan
Doyle Kolter Rappaport ‘Whittlesey
Direibelbin Kovwalyshyn Reed Wilson
Eckensberger Kusse Renninger Wilt, R. W,
Enghhart LaMarea Renwick Wilt, W, W.
Fawcett Laudadio Richardson Wojdak
Fee Laughlin Rieger Worrilow
Fischer Lederer Ritter Wrizht
Fisher Lehe Romanelli Yahner
Flaherty Levi Ross Yohn
Fonter, A, Lincoln Ruggiero Zearfoss
Foster, W, Lynch Ryan Zeller
Yryer Manderino Saloom Zord
Gallagher Maamiller Salvatore Zwikl
Gallen MeCall Scheafler
Garaia McClatchy Sehmitt Fineman
(eesey MeCue Schweder Spenker
Geisler McGinnis
NAYS—1

Letterman

NOT VOTING—5
Butera McGraw Milanovich Rhodes
Daviea

The majority

required by the Constitution having
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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. 1673, printer’s No. 2104, entitied:

An Act amending the “Second Class County Code,” ap-
proved July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), further pro-
viding for physical examination of applicants for civil
service positions.

On the question,
Wiil 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.

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Barber
Bellomini
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Blackwell
Bonetto
Bradley
Brandt
Brunnexr
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Cimin}
Cohen

Cole

Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davis, D. M,
DeMedio
Deverter
Dicarlo
DiDonato
Dietz
Dininnd
Dombrowskl
Dorr

Doyle
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee

Fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, A,
Foster, W.
Fryer
Gallagher
Gallen
Garzia
Geesey

Hasay

Butera
Davies

The

YEAS—195
Gelsler McCue
George MeGinnis
Giammarco Meclntyre
Gillesple McLane
Gillette Mebus
Gieason Menhorn
Gleeson Miller, M. E,
Goodman Miiler, M, E., Jr.
Green Milliron
Greentield Miscevieh
Grieco Moehlmann
Gring Mortrig
Halverson Mrkoenic
Hamilton, J. H, Mullen, M, P,
Hammock Mullen
Haskell Musto
Hayes, D. 8. Myers
Hayes, 5. B. Novak
Hepford Noye
Hil O'Brien
Hopking O"Connell
Hutchingon, A. ©’Donnell
Hutchinson, W. O'Keefe
Irvis Oliver
Ttkin Pancoast
Johnaon, J. Parker, H. 8.
Katz Perri
Kelly, A. P, Perry
Kelly, J. B. Petrarca
Kernick Plevsky
Kistler Pitts
Klingaman Polite
Knepper Pratt
Kolter Prendergast
Kowalyshyn Pyies
Kusge Rappaport
LaMarca Reed
Laudadio Renninger
Laughlin Renwick
Lederer Richardson
Lehr Rieger
Letterman Ritter
Levi Romanelll
Lincoln Ross
Lynch Ruggiero
Manderino Ryan
Manmiller Saloom
McCall Salvatore
McClatchy Scheaffer
NAYS—I
NOT VOTING—6
MeGraw Rhodes
Milanovich

Schmitt
Schweder
Scirica
Seltzer
Shane
Shelhamer
Shelton
Shuman
Shupnik
Sirfanni
Smith, E.
Smith, L,
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Sullivan
Taddondio
Taylor
Tayoun
Thotmas
Toll
Trello
Turner
Ustynoski
Valicenti
Vann
Vroon
Wagner
Waish. T. P.
Wansacz
Wargo
Weldner
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilson
Wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W. W
Woidak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Yohn
Zearfoss
Zeller
Zord
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

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 Senate
bill No. 423, printer’s No. 1239, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103,
No. 69), entitled “The Second Class Township Code,”’
further providing for the number of meetings for which
supervisors may be compensated.

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 veas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—190
Abraham George MeCue Schweder
Anderson, J. . Giammarco McGinnias Scirtea
Arthurs Gillespie Mcintyre Seltzer
Barber Gillette MeLane Shane
Bennett Gleason Mebus Shelhamer
Beren Gleegon Menhorn Shelton
Berlin Goodman Miller, M. E. Shuman
Berson Green Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Bittle Greenfield Milliron Sirianni
Blackwell Grieco Moehlmann $mith, E.
Bonetto Gring Morris Smith, L.
Bradley Halverson Mullen, M. P, Spencer
Brandt Hamiffon, J. H. Mullen Stahl
Brunner Hammock Musto Btapleton
Burns Hasay Myers Stout
Caputo Haskell Novak Sullivan
Cimini Hayes, D, 8. Noye Taddonlo
Cohen Hayes, S. BE. Q'Brien Taylor
Cola Hepford O'Connell Tayoun
Cowell il O'Daonnell Thomas
Crawford Hopkins O'Keefe Toll
Cumberland Hutchinson, A. Oliver Trello
Davis, D. M. IHutchinson, W, Pancoast Turner
DeMedio Irvis Parker, H. S. Ustynoski
Deverter Itkin Perri Valicenti
Diearlo Johnson, J. Perry Vann
DiDonato Katz Petrarca Vroon
Dietz Kelly, A. P, Pievsky Wagner
Dininnd Kelly, J. B. Pitts Walsh, F. P.
Dombrowskt Kernick Polite Wansacz
Dorr Kistler Pratt Wargo
Doyle Klingaman Prendergast Weidner
Dreibelbis Knepper Pyles Westerberg
Eckensberger Kolter Rappaport Whittlesey
Englehart Kowalyshyn Reed Wilson
Fawcett Kusse Renninger Wilt, R. W,
Fee LaMarca Renwick Wilt, Ww. w.
Fischer Laudadio Richardson Wojdak
Fisher Laughlin Rieger Worrilow
Maherty Lederer Ritter Wright
Foster, A. Lehr Romanelli Yahner
Foster, W. Levi Ross Yohn
Fryer Lincoln Ruggiero Zearfoss
Gallagher Lynch Ryan Zeller
Gallen Manderino Saloom Zwikl
Garzia Manmiller Salvatore
Geesey McCall Scheaffer Fineman,
Geisley MeClatchy Sehmitt Speaker
NAYS—6
Cessar Miscevich Whelan Zord
Letterman Mrkonie
NOT VOTING—8
Bellominl Davies ‘Milanovich Rhodes
Butera MceGraw

The majority required by the Constitution having
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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
with amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate
is reguested.

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 510, printer’s No. 529, entitled:

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No.
9}, entitled “The Second Ciass Township Code,” pro-
viding for the filling of certain vacancies with registered
voter.

On the gquestion,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill 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.

The majority required 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.

QUESTION OF INFORMATION

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
whip.

Mr. RYAN. I rise to a question of information.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, on that last bill there were
amendments circulated by Mr. Garzia to change that bill.
Was that amendment withdrawn?

The SPEAKER. The amendment was withdrawn.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 612, printer’s No. 1240, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1206,
No. 331), entitled “The First Class Township Code,” fur-
ther providing for provisions relating to fixing the salary,
compensation and emoluments of elected officers of the
township.

YEAS-—192
Abraham Giammarco Mebus Seltzer
Anderson, J. H. Glllespte Menhorn Shane
Arthurs Glllette Miller, M. E. Shelhamer
Barher Gleason Miller, M. E., JT. Shelton
Bennett Gleeson Milliron Shuman
Beren Goodman Miscevich Shupnik
Berlin Green Moehlmann Sirianni
Berson Greenfield Morris Smith, E.
Bittle Grieco Mrkonic Smith, L.
Blackwell Gring Mulien, M. P. Spencer
Bonetto Halverson Mullen Stah!
Bradley Hamilton, J.H. Musto Stapleton
Brandt Hammock Myers Stout
Brunner Hasay Novak Sullivan
Burns Haskell MNoye Taddonlo
Caputo Hayes, D. S. O'Brien Taylor
Cessar Hayes, S. E. O'Connell Tayoun
Cimini Hepford O'Donnell Thomas
Cohen Hill O’Keefe Toll
Cole Hopking Oliver Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, W, Pancoast Turner
Crawford Irvis Parker, H. S. Ustynoski
Cumberland Ttkin Perri Valicenti
Davis, D M. Johnson, J. Perry Vann
DeMedio Katz Petrarca Vroon
Deverter Kelly, A.P. Pievsky ‘Wagner
Dicarlo Kelly, J. B. Pitts Walsh, T. P,
DiDonato Kernick Polite Wansacz
Dietz Kistler Pratt Wargo
Dininni Klingaman Prendergast Weidner
Dorr Knepper Pyles Westerberg
Doyle Kolter Rappaport ‘Whelan
Dreibelbls Kowalyshyn Reed Whittlesey
Fckensberger Kusse Renninger Wilson
Englehart LaMarca Renwick Wilt, R. W.
Fawcett Laudadio Richardson Wilt, W. W,
Fee Laughlin Rieger ‘Woldak
Fischer Lederer Ritter Worrilow
Fisher Lehr Romanelil Wright
Flaherty Levi Ross Yahner
Foster, A. Lincoln Ruggiero Yohn
Foster, W. Lynch Ryan Zearfoss
Fryer Manmiller Saloom Zeller
Gallagher MeCall Salvatore Zord
Gallen McClatchy Scheaffer Zwikl
Garzia MeCue Schmitt
Geesey MecGinnls Schweder Fineman,
Geisler MecIntyre Scirica Speaker
George Mclane
NAYS5—3
Dombrowsk] Hutchinson, A. Letterman
NOT VOTING—7
Bellomini Davies MceGraw Rhodes
Butera Manderino Milanovich

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?

Agreeahle to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas

and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—186
Abraham Glammareo MelIntyre Schmitt
Anderson, J, H. Gillesple McLane Schweder
Arthurs Gillette Mebus Scirica
Barber Gleason Menhorn Seltzer
Bennett Gleeson Milliron Shane
Beren Goodman Miller, M. E. Shelhamer
Berlin Green Miller, M. E., Jr, Shelton
Bersoh Greentield Miscevich Shuman
Bittle Grieco Moehlmann Shupnik
Blackwell Gring Morris Sirianni
Bonetto Halverson Mrkonic Smith, E.
Bradley Hamilton, J. H, Mullen Smith, L.
Brandt Hammock Mullen, M. P. Spencer
Brunner Hasay Musto Stahl
Burns Haskell Myers Stapieton
Caputo Hawyes, D, 8. Novak Sullivan
Cessar Hayes, 8. K. Noye Taddonio
Cimind Hepford O'Brien Tayoun
Cohen Hill O'Connell Thomas
Cole Hopking O’'Donnell Toll
Cowell Hutchingon, A. O'Keefe Trello
Crawford Irvis Oliver Turner
Cumberland Itkin Pancoast Ustynoaki
Davis, D, M. Johnsom, J. Parker, I, 8. Valicent!
DeMedio Katz Perri Vann
Deverter Kelly, A, P, Perry Vroon
Nicarle Kelly, J. B. Petrarca Wagner
Dictz Kernick Plevsky Walsh, T. P.
Dininnd Kistler Pitts Wansacz
Dorr Klingaman Polite ‘Wargo
Doyle Knepper Pratt-- - Weidner
Dreibelbis Kolter . Prendergast Westerberg
Eckenshergar Kowalyshyn Pyley Whelan
Englehart Kusse Rappaport Whittlesey
Fawcett ‘LaMarca ‘Reed Wilson
Fee Laudadio ‘Renninger Wilt, W, W,
Fisher ‘Laughlin Renwick Wojdak
Filaherty Lederer Richardson Worrilow
Foster, A. Lehr Rieger Wright
Foster, W, Levi Ritter Yahner
Fryer Lincoln Romanellf Yohn
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Gallagher Lynch Ross Zearfosa
Gallen Manderino Ruggicro Zeller
Garzia Manmiller Ryan Zwikl
Geesey MeCall Saloom
Geisler McClatchy Salvatore Fineman,
George McGinnis Scheaffer Speaker
NAYS—8
Dombrowsk! Hutchinson, W. MeCue Wilt, B, W.
Fischer Letterman Taylor Zoard
NOT VOTING—S8

Bellomint Davien MeGraw Rhodes
Butera DiDonato Milanovich Stout

The majority required 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
with amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate
is requested.

LIQUOR BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1105, prinfer’s No. 1266, entitled:

An Aect amending the “Liquor Code,” approved April
12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21}, providing for additional ap-
pellants from certain actions nf the board and making an
editorial correction.

On the question,

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

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three
different days and agreed to and is now on final passage.
The guestion is, shall the bill pass finally?

Apgreeable to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas
znd nays will now be taken.

YEAS—169
Abraham Glammareo Milliron Shkelhamer
Arthurs Gillespia Moehlmann Shelton
Barber Gillette Morris Shutnan
Belloming Gleeson Mrkonie Shupnik
Bennett Goodman Mulien, M, P. Sirianni
Beren Green Mullen Smith, BE.
Berlin Greenfleld Musto Spencer
Berson Grieco Myers Stahl
Bittle Gring Novak Stapleton
Blackwell Halverson O'Brien Stout
Bonetto Hamilton, J, H, O'Connell Sullivan
Bradley Hammoek O’Donnell Taddonio
Brunner Hasay O'Keefe Taylor
Burns Hayes, D, 8. Pancoast Tayoun
Caputo Hayes, 8. E. Parker, H. 8. Thomas
Cessar Hutchinson, A. Perrl Toll
Cohen Irvis Perry Trello
Cole Itkin Petrarea Turner
Cowell Johnson, J, Pievaky Ustynoski
Crawford Katz Pitts Valicenti
Cumberland Kelly, A. P. Polite Vann
Davis, D. M, HKelly, T. B, Pratt Vroon
DeMedio Kernlck Prendergast Wagner
Deverter Knepper Pyles Walsh, T. P.
Diecarlo Kolter Rappaport Wansacz
DiDonato Kowalyshyn Reed Wargo
Dininnd Kusse Renninger Weldner
Dombrowskl LaMarca Renwick Westerberg
Doyle Laudadio Rhodes Whittlesey
Dreibelbin Laughlin Richardson Wilson
Eckensberger Lederer Rieger Wilt, R. W.
Englehart Letferman Ritter Wilt, W. w,
Fawoett Levi Romanelli Woidak
Tee Lineoln Ross Worrilow
Fisher Lynch Ruggiero Wright
Flaherty Manderino Ryan Yahner

Foster, A,
Foster, W.
Fryer
Gallagher
Garzia
Geisler
George

Anderson, J. H,
Brandt

Cimini

Dietz

Dorr

Fischer

Gallen

Butera
Davies

McCall Saloom
MecClatchy Salvatore
McGinnis Scheatfer
MeIntyre Sehweder
McLane Scirica
Mebus Seltzer
Menhorn Shane
NAYS—27
Geesey Kistler
Gleason Klingaman
Haskell Lehr
Hepford Manmiller
Hill McCue
Hopkins Miller, M. E.

Hutchinson, W,

Miller, M. E., Jr.

NOT VOTING—6

MeGraw
Milanovich

Miscevich

Yohn
Zeller
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Noye
Schmitt
Smith, L.
Whelan
Zearfoss
Zord

Oliver

The majocrity required by the Constilution having
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in
the affirmative,

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

Apgreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1116, printer's No. 1284, entitled:

An Act amending the “Liguor Code,” approved April
12, 1851 {(P. L. 90, No. 21}, limiting period citation remains
part of licensee’s record and providing for expunging
certain action from the record.

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 guestion is, shall the bill pass finally?

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

Abraham
Arthurs
Barber
Bellomind
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Blackwall
Bonetto
Bradley
Brandt
Srunner
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Cimini
Cohen

Cole
Cowell
Crawford
ZTumbe~'and
Davis, D, M.
DeMedio
Deverter
Dicarle
DiDonato
Dombrowski
Doyle
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fee

Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, W.

YEAS—160
(Gelster MeTatyre
George MeLane
Gilammarco Mebus
Gillespie Menhorn
Gillette Miller, M. E.
Sleason Miller, M. E,, Jr.
Gleeson Miliiron
Goodman Miscevich
Creen Moehlmann
Greenfield Morris
Grieco Mrkonic
Halverson Mullen, M. P.
Hamilten, J. H. Mullen
Hammock Musto
Hagay Myers
Hayes, D. 8. Novak
Hopkins Nove
Hutchinaon, A, O'Brien
Hutchinson, W. O'Connell
Irvia 0O'Donnell
Ttkein O'Keefe
Johnson, J. Oliver
Katz Parker, 1. 8.
Kelly, A. P. Perri
Kernick Perry
Klingaman Petrarca
Kolter Pievsky
Kowalyashyn Polite
LaMarca Pratt
Laudadio Prendergast
Laughlin Rappaport
Lederer Reed
Letterman Renninger
Lincoln Renwick
Lynch Rhodes
Manderino Richardson
Manmiller Rieger

Rupgiero
Ryan
Saloom
Salvatore
Scheaffer
Schweder
Scirica
Shane
Shelton
Shupnik
Spencer
Stapleton
Btout
Sullivan
Taddonio
Taylor
Tayoun
Toll
Trelio
Ustynoskt
VaHcentf
Vann
Wagner
Walsh, T. P.
Wansacz
Wargo
Westerberg
Whelan
Wilkon
Wojdak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Yohn
Zearfoss
Zeller
Zwikl
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Fryer MeCall Ritter Fineman, Dietz Hutchinson, A. Parker, H. S. Vroon
Gallagher MeClatchy Romanelli Speaker | Dininnd Hutchinson, W. Perri Wagner
Gallen MeCue Ross Dorr Katz Petrarca Weidner
Garzia MceGinnis Dreibelbis Kelly, A. P. Pitts Westerberg
Eckensberger Kernick Polite Whelan
NAYS—38 Fischer Kistler Renninger Whittlesey
Fisher Klingaman Richardson Wilt, R. W.
Anderson, J. H, Hayes, S. E. Pilts Stahl Flaherty Knepper Ryan Wilt, W. W,
Dietz Hepford Pyles Thomas Foster, A. Kolter Saloom ‘Worrilow
Dininni Hill Schmitt Turmer Foster, W. Kusse Salvatore Yohn
Dorr Kelly, J. B. Seltzer Vroon Fryer Lehr Scheaffer Zearioss
Fawcaeit Kistler Shelhamer Weidner Gallen Letterman Schmitt Zeller
Fischer Knepper Shuman Whittlesey Geesey Levi Schweder Zord
Foster, A, Husse Sirianni wilt, k. W. Gillette Lynch Seltzer
Geesey Lehr Emith, E. Wit, W. W,
Gring Levi Smith, L. Zord NOT VOTING—6
tinakell Pancoast
Butera DiDonato Milanovich Miller, M. E.
NOT VOTING—4 Davies McGraw
Butera Davies MeCraw Milanovich Less than the majority reguired by the constitution

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
bhill No. 1498, printer’'s No. 1767, entifled:

An Act amending the “Liguor Code,” approved April
12, 1851 (P. L. %0, No, 21), providing certain changes for
stadium or arena permits.

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—89
Barber George Mullen, M. P. Seirica
BEcllominl Giammarco Mullen Shane
Boeren Gillesple Musto Shelton
Berlin Gleesen Myers Shupnik
Berson Greenfield Novak Stout
Blackwell Hayes, D, 8, O'Brien Sullivan
Bradley Hopkins O'Donnell Taylor
Brunnher Irvis O'Keefe Tayoun
RBurng Itkin Oliver Toll
Cessar Johnson, J. Ferry Valicenti
Cghen Kelly, F. B. Pievsky Vann
Cuale Kowalyshyn Prait Walsh, T. P
Davis, D. M. LalMarca Prendergast Wansacz
DeMedio Laudadio Pyles Wargo
Dicarlo Laughlin Rappaport Wilson
Dombrowski Lederer Reed Wojdak
Doyle Lincoln Renwick Wright
Englehart Manderino Rhodes Yahrner
Fawcett McCall Rieger Zwikl
Fee MeGinnis Ritter
Gallagher Melntyre Romanelli Fireman,
Garzia McLane Ross Speaker
Geisler Miscevich Rugpgiero

NAYS-—107
Abraham Gleason Manmiller Shelhamer
Anderson, J. H.  Goodman McClatehy Shuman
Arthurs Green MeCue Sirianni
Bennett Grieco Mebus Smith, E,
Bittle Gring Menheorn Smith, L.
Bonetto Halverson Miller, M, E., Jr. Spencer
Brand¢ Hamilton, J, H. Milliren Atah!
Caputo Hammock Moehlmann Stapleton
Cimind Hasay Morris Taddoenio
Cowell Hasckell Mrkonic Thomas
Crawford Hayes, 8. E. Noye Treilo
Cumberiand Hepford O’Connell Turner
Deverter Hiil Pancoast Ustynoski

having voted in the affirmative, the cuestion was deter-
mined in the negative and the bill falls.

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
biil No. 159, printer’s No. 1039, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90,
No. 21), entitled “Liquor Code,” authorizing licenses un-
der certain terms and conditions for art museums owned
by nonprofit corporations in cities of the second c¢lass and
further providing for the sale of liquor and/or malt and
brewed beverages at city-owned art museums.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved thal Senate bill No, 159 be recom-
mitied to the Committee on Liquor Control.
Motion was agreed to,

SENATE BILL No. 572 PASSED OVER

TEMPORARILY
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
whip.
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Seltzer just called to

my attention that we did not have copies of Mr. Caputo’s
amendment as of yesterday, and I wonder if this, 1oo,
could be held over until the afternoon session so that we
have an opportunity to go over it in caucus.

They were distributed today, but we are asking that
they simply be held over until after the nocn recess.

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

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, might I ask if a brief ex-
planation of Mr. Caputo’s amendments would be in order
that they could be handled now. They are fairly simple
amendments.

The SPEAKER. Will the genileman check with the
gentleman, Mr. Ryan, to see if he is agreeable?

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, this was just raiscd by a
couple of our members. We have no objection to run-
ning the amendments this afternoon. We have no oh-
jection to laking Mr. Doyle’s amendment this afternoon,
but the members who came down to see me regarding
the Caputo amendments wanted it discussed in caucus
because the amendments, we understand, go beyond the
District Attorneys Association and into the other associa-
tions of the state and we are not sure of what position
these people are taking. We want ihe opportunity to
check it out.
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Mr. Speaker, Mr. Doyle points out the problem of the
Senate going cut of session today, and I assured Mr.
Doyle that we have no objection whatsoever to making
this even the first order of business after the noon recess
and we have had an cpportunity to review the Caputo

smendments.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman

ANNOUNCEMENT

from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo,

Mr. CAPUTO. On a point of personal privilege, 1
would like to announce that there will be a2 meeting of
the Allegheny County delegation.
publican Caucus from Allegheny County are invited to
the majority caucus room immediately upon the declara-

tion of the recess.

JUDICIARY BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate

bill No. 363, printer’s No. 364, entiiled:

" An Act amending the act of June 16, 1836 (P. L. T15.
“Reference and Arbitration Law,”
changing the amount which may be arbitrated in counties

No. 188),

entitied

of the third class.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill was agreed {to,

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

Members of the Re-

The question is, shall the bill pass finaily?

Agreeable to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas

and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—191
Abraham Giammarco McIntyre Scirica
Anderson, J. H. Gillesple MeLane Seltzer
Arthurs Gillette Mebus Shane
Barber Gleason Menhorn Shelhamer
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M, E, Shelton
Beren Goodman Miller, M, E,, Jr. Shuman
Berlin Green Milliron Shupnak
Bittle Greenfield Miscevich Sirianni
Blackwell Gring Moehlmann Smith, E.
Bonetto Halverson Morris Smith, L.
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Mrkonic Spencer
Brandt Hasay Mullen, M. P. Stahl
Brunaer Haskell Mullen Stapleton
Burmns Hayes, D. 8, Musto Stout
Caputo Hayes, 8, K. Myers Suliivan
Cessar Heptord Novak Taddonio
Cimind Hill Noye Taylor
Cohen Hopkins O'Brien Tayoun
Caole Hutchinson, A. O'Connell Thomas
Cowell Hutchinson, W. O'Keefe Toll
Crawford Irvis Oliver Trello
Cumberland Itkin Pancoast Turner
Davis, D. M. Johnson, J, Parker, H. 8. Ustynoski
NeMedlo Katz Perri Valicenti
Deverter Kelly, A. P, Perry Vann
Dicarlo Kelly, J. B, Petrarca Vroon
DiDonsato Kernick Pievsky Wagner
Dietz Kistier Pitts Walsh, T. P.
Dininni Klingaman Dolite Wansacz
Dombrowsk] Knepper Prait Wargo
Dary Kolter Prendergast Weidner
Doyle Kowalyshyn Pyles Westerberg
Dreibelbis Kusse Rappaport Whelan
Eckensherger Lablarca Reed Whittlesey
Englehart Laudadio Lenninger Wilsen
Fawcett Laughlin Renwick wilt, R. W,
Fee Lederer Rhodes Wilt, W, W,
Fischer Lehr Rieger Worrllow
Fisher Letterman Ritter Wright

Gctober 15,
Flaherty Levi Romanelll Yahner
Foster, A. Lincoln Ross Yohn
foster, W. Lynch Ruggiero Zearfoss
Fryer Manderino Ryan Zeller
sallagher Manmiiler Saloom Zord
Gallen McCallt Salvatore Zwikl
Garzia McoClatchy Bcheajfer
jeesey MceCue Schmitt Fineman,
Geisier MeGinnis Schiweder Speakcr
George

NAYS—0
NOT VOTING—I11

Bellomini Davies MeGraw Richardson
Berson Grieeo Milanaovieh Wojdalk
Butera Hammoek O'Donnell

The majority required 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

ith information that the House has passed the same
without amendment.

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 545, printer’s No. 1063, entitled:

An Act amending the act of August 22, 1953 (P, L.
1344, No. 383), entitled “The Marriage Law,” providing

that members of the Commonwealth Court and full-time
fFederal magistrates may solemnize marriages.

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 nhow be taken.

YEAS—170
Abraham Callagher Lynch Saloom
Anderson, J. H. Gallen Manderino Salvatore
Barber Garzia Manmiller Scheaffer
Bennett Geesey MecCiatehy Schmitt
Beren Gaisler McGinnis Schweder
Berlin George McIntyre Seiricea
Berson Giammarco McLane Beltzer
Bittle Gillette Mebus Shane
Blackwell Gleason Menhorn Shelhamer
Bonetto Gleeson Miller, M. E, SBhelton
Bradley CGreen Miller, M, E., Jr. Sirianni
Brandt Greentield Millivon Smith, L.
Brunner Grieco Miscevich Spencer
Burna Gring Moehlmann Stahl
Caputo Halverson Morris Stapleton
Cesaar Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M, P, Stout
Ciminj Hasay Mullen Sullivan
Cohen Haskell Musto Taylor
Cole Hayes, D, 8. Myers Tayoun
Cowell Hayes, 8. K. Novak Thomas
Crawford Heptord Noye Toll
Cumberland Hopkins O'Connell Treilo
Davis, D. M, Hutchinson, W. Oliver Turner
JeMedio Irvis Pancoast Ustynosk!
Deverter Itkin Parker, H. 8. Valicenti
Dicarlo Johnaon, J. Peryl Vann
DiDonato Katz Perry Wagner
Dietz Kelly, A. P. Petrarca Walsh, T. .
Dininnt Kelly, Y. B. Pievgky Wanasacz
Dombrowskd Kemick Polite Weidner
Dorr Kistler Prendergast Whittlegey
Doyle Klingaman Pyles Wilson
Dretbelbls Knepper Rappaport wilt, W. W.
Eckensberger Holter Reed Woidak
Englehars Kowalyshyn Renninger Worrilow
Fawecett Kusse Renwick Wright
Fee LaMarca Rhodes Yahner
Fischer Laudadio Rieger Yohn
Fisher Laughlin Ritter Zearfoss
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Flaherty Lederer Romanelll Zwlikl Bradley Gring Mrkonic Spencer
Foster, A. Letterman Ross Brandt Halverson Mullen Stahl
Foster, W. Levi Ruggiero Fineman, Brunner Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Stapleton
Fryer Lincoln Ryan Speaker | Burns Hasay Musto Stout
Caputo Haskell Myers Sullivan
NAYS—21 Cessar Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taddonio
Cimini Hayes, S. E. Noye Taylor
Cohen Hepford O’Brien Tayoun
Arthure MoCue Pratt Wargo N ,
Gillegpie Mrkonic Shuman Whelan gole " }}?llkj_ng gjﬁon?ell ;‘;ﬁm”
Fitil] O'Brien Shupnik Wilt, R. W. owe opat eele
Hutchinson, A. O'Keefe Taddonie Zeller Crawford Huichinson, A.  Oliver Trello
i . . Cumberland Huichinson, W. Pancoast Turner
Lehr Pitts vroon Zord
McCail gaﬁshli) M g}\gs garkier. H.S. gsiynost}_d
eiedlo n err] alicent:
Deverter Johnson, J. Perry Vann
NOT VOTING—I1 Dicarlo Katz Petrarca :’mon
Dilyonat . P P k. Vagner
Fellomin Goodman Milanovich Smith, E. Diete " Tty e Waish, T. P.
Butera Hammock O’Donnell W esterberg Dininni Kernick Polite Wansacz
Davies MeGraw Richardson gombrowald Kistler Pratt g:"go
o oe . . : . orr Klingaman Prendergast ner
The majority required by the Constitution having| Doyle Kn;‘f,per Pyles & Westerberg
voted in the affirmative, the question was determined in| Dreibelbis Kolter Rappaport Whetlan
the affirmative Eckensbherger Kowalyshyn Reed ghlmlesey
2 a . Englehart Kusse Renninger ilson
Ordered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate g“awcett LaMarea Renwick &ﬂ:%“‘;
: 3 : 5 ee Laudadio Rhodes , WO W,
W'J.th information that the House has passed the same Fischer Lederer Rieger Wojdak
without amendment. Fisher Lehr Ritter Worrilow
Flaherty Letterman Romanelli Wright .
) Foster, A. Levi Ross Yahner
QUESTION GF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE Poster, W. Il:incghln lguggiero §0h§
ryer Mgt yan earfoss
] Sy iR, j c i t1 Gallagher Manderino Sakoom Zeller
) The SPEAKER ’I‘h.e Chair recognizes the gentleman Gellon Mamaeine Salvotere ot
irom Chester, Mr. Smith. Garzia McCall Scheaffer Zwiki
Mr. E. H. SMITH. I rise to a question of personal
privilege K P NAYS—2
Th= SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Laughlin McCue
s B H. . . 0
' M1L E H SMITH. Mr Speak-er, I neglected to vote on NOT VOTING—8§
Senate bill No. 545. I would like my name recorded in
the negative. Butera McGraw O'Donnell Fineman,
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks will be not- ﬁ:ﬁfﬁm Milanovich Richardson Speaker

ed for the record.

TRANSPORTATION BILLS
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill Ne. 1527, printer’s No, 1814, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 25, 1917 (P. L. 1180,
No. 403), entilled “An act providing for the joint acqui-
sition and maintenance by the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania and the State of New York of certain toll-
bridges over the Delaware River and making an appro-
priation therefor,” further providing for maintenance, re-
pair and rebuilding.

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
und nays will now be taken.

YEAS—192
Abraham Geesey McClatchy Schmitt
Anderson, J. H, Geisler MeGinnis Schweder
Arthurs George McIntyre Seciriea
Barber Giammarco McLane Seltzer
Bellomini Gillespie Mebus Shane
Bennett Gillette Menhorn Shelhamer
Beren Gleason Miller, M. E, Shelton
Berlin Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Shuman
Berson Goodman Milliron Shupnik
Bittle Green Miscevich Sirfanni
Blackwell Greenfield Moehlmann Smith, E.
Bonetto Grieco Morris Smith, L.

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 crder,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1528, printer’s No. 1815, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 15, 1935 (P. L. 998,
No. 317), entitled “An act authorizing the Department of
Highways to enter into an agreement or agreements with
the Department of Public Works of the State of New
York for the construction, reconstruction or maintenance
under certain terms and conditions of free bridges across
the Delaware River ***" further providing for costs and
expenses.

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--193
Abraham George MeGinnis Selizer
Anderson, J. H. Giammarco Mcintyre Shane
Arthurs Gillespie MelLane Shelhamer
Barber Gillette Mebus Shelton
Bellomini Gleason Menhorn Shuman
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M, E. Shupnik
Beren Goodman Miller, M, E., Jr. Sirianni
Berlin Green Milliron Smith, E.
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Berson Greenfieid Miscevich Smith, L.
Bittle Grieco Moehlmann Spencer
Blackwell (xring Morrig Stahl
Bonetto Halverson Mrkonic Stapleton
Bradley Hamilten, J. H. Mulien Stout
Brandt Hasay Mullen, M. P, Sullivan
Brunner ITaskell Musto Taddonio
Caputo Hayes, D. 8. Myers Taylor
Cessar Hayes, 8. E. Novak Tayoun
Cimini [Teptord Noye Thomas
Cohen Hill O’ Brien Toll
Cole Hopkins O’Connell Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, A, O 'Keefe ‘Turner
Crawford Hutchinson, W. Oliver Ustynoski
Curnberland Irvis Pancoast Valicenti
Davig, D. M. Itkin Parker, H, 8. Vann
NeMedio Johnson, J, Perri Vroon
Deverter Katz Perry Wagner
Dicarlo Kelly, A, P. Petrarca Walsh, T. P.
DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Bievsky Wansacz
Dietz Kernick Pitts Wargo
Dininnt Kistler Polite Weldner
Dombrowskl Klingaman Prendergast Westerberg
Dorr Knepper Pyles Whelan
Daoyle Kolter Rappaport Whitticsry
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Reed Wilson
Eckensberger Kusse Renninger Wilt, R. W,
nglehart LaMarca Renwick Wilt, W. W.
Fawecett Laudadio Rhodes Waojdak
Fee Laughlin Rieger Worrilow
Fischer Lederer Ritter Wright
Fisher Lehr Romanelli Yahnor
Flaherty Letterman Ross Yohn
Foster, A. Levi Ruggiern Zearfoss
Foster, W. Lincoin Ryan Zeller
Fryer Lynch Saloom Zord
Gallagher Manderino Salvatore Zwik!
Gallen Manmiller Scheaffer
Garzia McCall Schinitt Fineman,
Geesey McClatehy Schweder Speaker
(eisler MeCue acica
NAYS—1
Burms
NOT VOTING—8
Butcra Hammock Milanovich Pratt
I>aviesd Molraw i’ Donnell Richardsaon
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.

NCONPREFERRED APPROPRIATIONS BILLS
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 729, printer’'s Ne. 1603, entitled:

An Act making appropriations to the Trustees of the
Hahnemann Medical Coliege and Hospital of Philade!phia,
Pennsylvania.

On the questicon,

Wwill the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved that Senate hill No. 729 be recom-
mitted to the Commiltee on Appropriations.
Motion was agreed to.

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 74%, vrinteyr’'s No. 854, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the New Year's

Shooters and Mummers Museun:, Inc, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, for maintenance and general operation.

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?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Lir, IRVIS., My, Speaker, Senate bill No. 792 was listed
for a vote on Thursday, but several of the memhers who
have an interest in the bill informed me that they would
like to have it called today. There is a time problem
apparently involved in it, and, therefore, I have apreed
to call it up. The bill has been called up and I call

for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
whip.

Mr. RYAN. 1 wonder if someone from the city of

Philedelphia, I suppose, would explain this bill to us.
We have not caucused on it fully.

1The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Philadelphia, Mr. Myers.

Mr. MYERS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Thig bill wouid appropriate $200,000 to the Mummers
Museum. Now for thcese of you who do not know what
Mummers are, we have an annual Munimers’ Day Parade
in Philadelphia which is held on New Year’s Day and we
have 20,000 members participating.

And for the gentleman from Delawsre County who
asked the question, the first prize winners last year were
the South Philadelphia String Band, which is captained
by Jim Donaghy who lives in Delaware County.

We have many of cur countlies surrounding Philadel-
phia, in parilicular, where these Mummers all live;, and
we also have the Greater Bucks String Band.

Now this is to operate a museum which will be a
one-shot deal, and I would certainly appreciate your
suppert on this.

We have approximately 20,000 Mummers who parade
in this annual Mummers Day Parade. This is a museum
that they will have down in South Philadelphia and it
will be a free museum. This is a one-shot deal that
we are looking for here.

Many of the counties surrounding Philadelphia will be
participating in this with their clubs and members who
live in the surrounding counties, I want to make it
clear thal this is just not a South Philadelphia thing,
that we have Mummers throughout the surrounding areas
and as far up as Lehigh Couniy I know of some, So
the only thing I can say is that we would apprectate
your support.

Thank wou.

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

Nr. FISHER. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose this par-
ticular piece of legislation at this time, As I think every-
body here is aware, throughout Pennsylvania right now a
great number of our very fine, historical sites have been
closed by that particular department because they say
they do not have the funds to operate.

1f this $200,000 then is available and it is an item that
can be funded in the budget, I think it would much hetter
used to keep those existing historical sites open before
they are destroyed or before damage is done to them by
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the elements or by vandals.
on the basis that we have existing historical sites that
need these funds right now.

Thank you.

The SPEAKFR. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Philadelphia, Mr. Lederer.

Mr. LEDERER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to talk on this
bill for three main reasons: First of all, the Mummers
Parade and the Mummers themselves are a very big
cultural thing in the neighborhoods of Philadelphia and
the surrounding counties.

Number iwo, it raises much money for Philadelphia in-
dustries.

Number three, the Mummers are well known for their
charitable deeds all over the State of Pennsylvania.

I ask support for this. It will be self-paying.

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

Mr. TAYOUN. Mr, Speaker, to know mummery is to
know that this is a lulllime oecupation, avocation, and
the life’s dream of many, many thousands of people not
only in the city of Philadelphia but in the suburbs. This
Biil is not a grab bag for today and tomorrow and next
year. This is a one-shol appropriation.

The maintenance of this museum is being incurred by
the people who believe in mummery and parade every
New Year's Day. They are not coming back to us next
year sayving, we need the appropriation.

On their hehalf, on the fact that this is a one-shot
deal-mever agzin will you be asked to approve any
appropriation whatscever for this museum—we are ask-
ing you to support us in this worthwhile venture,

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

Mr. DOYLE., WMr. Speaker, as the members know, I
come [rom Delaware County and I accede to everything
that the gentleman from Philadelphia has said about the
Mummers. I do believe it is a cultural experience and
one of which Pennsylvania can be proud. However, it
is a question of cost. And when we are faced now, at
this time, at this junecture, with the entire funding of
many programs in Pennsylvania, I just do not see the
need right now for this legislation to pass.

For one thing, I know the needs in our counties as well
as the rest for other, perhaps, more important projects,
I know in Delaware County we have them. We are in
dire need of a fire school, For that reason, I would ask
a “no” vete at this time.

Thank you.

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

Mr. SALVATORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
this appropriation to Senate bill No. 792

Many people throughout the Commonwealth do not
realize that the Mummers throughout the year donate
their time and energy to help needy families throughout
the cily of Philadelphia and adjacent areas. Just re-
cently, Mr. Speaker, we had a catastrophe in Philadel-
phia. We had eight firemen who were killed, and every
string band comic or fancy division band went out, on
their own, to solicit funds for the families of the de-
parted firemen,

These people spend well over $20,000 or $30,000 a year

So I would then oppose this

on costumes. They never ask anybody for a dime. They
parileipate cach year in a Mummers Day Parade which
brings thousands and thousands of dollars to the Com-
monweallh of Pennsylvania, because people come fo
Philadelphia for the Mummers Day Parade from all over
the werld. 1t 15 estimated that well over a million
people watch the parade on New Year’s Day, plus the
millions of perople who watch it on television.

They have givenr so much of their time that they are
asking for this appropriation for the Bicentennial which
is coming up. I have secen this House give away hun-
dreds and thousands of dollars for a lot of things that
do not mean anything.

I do not come from south Philadelphia. But this is
something that was started 75 years ago and has been
handed down from father to son. It keeps children out
of trouble. It gives them positive things to do. This is
an emotional thing as much as a cause that is well worth
the £200,000 because it points children in the right
direction.

Go to south Philadelphia in January and February and
March end walch kids and teenagers marching and pre-
paring themselves for the next New Year’s Day parade.
They do nct plan for a month; they plan all year round
for this. And I would appreciate a “yes" vote from my
side of the aisle at least.

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inter-
rogate someone who is in favor of this bill.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Myers, con-
sent to interrogation?

Mr. MYERS., Yes, I will, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, can you tell me the
approximate amount of money we are talking about here?
Is it $200,0007

Mr. MYERS. Yes, $200,000.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Another $200,000 on the bill indi-
cates maintenance and general operation. What is the
maintenance that is being used here?

Mr. MYERS. Well, the maintenance is the upkeep of
the building itself. This building is costing approximately
$1 million lo build and half of that money was privately
raised already through fund drives and parades that we
put on, taking collections up. For the rest, we were
fortunate enough to get some moneys from the city of
Philadelphia.

But for the upkeep of this place and to have it staffed
properiy in the upcoming year, until it becomes stable
enough to support itself, we need some help right now.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr., Speaker, could you tell me
where this is going to be erected?

Mr. MYERS. It is heing erected at Second and Wash-
ington Avenue.

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the heart of south Philadelphia?

Mr. MYERS., Just abouf in the heart of south Philadel-
phia,

Mr., RICHARDSON. The reason I am raising these
questions, Mr, Speaker, is because I have some legitimate
concerng, One is that we are talking about erecting a
building that is going to cost approximately $1 million.
How much is the city putting into this Mummers mu-
seum?
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Mr, MYERS. The city has put in about one half of that
cost. The rest has been privately raised.

Mr., RICHARDSON. The reason I am raising these
guestions, Mr. Speaker, is because I feel that we as legis-
lators are appropriating a lot of moneys for the Bicen-
tennial. In appropriations this year we appropriated
some millions for the Bicentennial in the city of Philadel-
phia, for the city of Philadelphia from the state.

I am raising the question because I feel that it brings
much concern to me as a Representative, noting many
years ago the composure of the Mummers and how the
Mummers were originated and all the years they were
marching up and down Broad Street.

I am wondering, personally, not to make this a racial
issue, but to raise the guestion as to whether or not any
blacks are part of the Mummers, to your knowledge?

Mr. MYERS. Well, there are some, yes, that I know of,
but now to what degree I cannot answer that. I do not
know the numbers.

Mr., RICHARDSON, You are speaking of the string
bands themselves?

Mr. MYERS. There are some members of certain string
bands that are black, yes.

Mr, RICHARDSON, Thank you very much. That is
all.

I would like {o make a few remarks, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr., RICHARDSON. The reason I raised the question,
Mr. Speaker, is today we are faced with a lot of crises
here in the State of Pennsylvania, and I feel very per-
sonally opposed to this bill.

We give away $200,000 to a museum in the city of
Philadelphia, one that is being already erected, saying
that it is for maintenance and its general operation, when
we have not taken into consideration, 1 feel at this peint,
the question of day care and day-care services, nor have
we taken into consideration the other problems that are
emanating out of the whole concept of what the Bicen-
tennial means.

I have risen on this floor before and spoken to the fact
that we appropriate a lot of money to a lot of things that
really do not give human services to human beings and
to the life and struggle of individuals who are really try-
ing to live a decent life,

We talk about and we have talked about problems in
the city of Philadelphia. I cannot understand for the life
of us why today we would appropriate $200,000 for a
museum when there is already money there availahle in
the city of Philadelphia, made available by the mayor of
the town, to make sure that these kinds of things are
going off real well.

I think that we should consider exactly what we are
doing here. Then when we talk about a Mummers mu-
seum, we will not be talking about the parade itself. But
now we are talking about one little organization, and
that little organization marches on New Year’s Day. To
say we should make if an ongoing situation all year round,
I feel that we have to look at it in its entirety.

We are legislators. Qur responsibility is to be com-
mitted to the people of the Commonwealth, to make sure
we are instilling some kind of direction in them. I do
not feel that direction is going to come out of a contri-
bution of $200,000 in this type of situation.

If we ecould say that we were going to put money into
a program that is going to relate to all the different bands
and organizations in the city for a museum and that is

going to be for total involvement, then I could see if.
But we are not talking about this,

I would hope that the members of this House could
understand that T am raising the question solely because
I feel that the Bicentennial is 2 ripoff, a ripoff to the poor
people; it is a ripoff to other individuals who are going
te come into the city of Philadelphia and get an idea of
what one little section of Philadelphia locks like, feeling
that this is what Philadelphia looks like, but do not view
the rest of the area in very bad condijtions.

The Bicentennial, personally, does not mean anything
to me, and I have received several letters from consti-
tuents in my area who asked us not to vote for moneys
that are going to be appropriated for the Bicentennial
when we cannof seem to get the currency for the human
services and human needs that we as legislators are sup-
posed to designate.

T would hope that we would look at this bill very con-
seiously and not vote emotionally on something that we
feel is going to give credence to an organization of Mum-
mers.

We have had a concept in the city of Philadelphia, and
there is historical background on it. Cecil B. Moore
fought several years against the whole concept of what
the Mummers stood for when they used to make up their
faces in black and walk down Broad Street. That con-
cept was destroyed because there were several individuals
in the city of Philadelphia who fought against that.

I am saying that it has been a thing that has heen on
the minds of many in Philadelphia, and T stand today to
oppose it and ask the members of this House to do like-

wise. It is something that we are strongly and ad-
amantly against. I hope that we can get your support.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would bring to the atten-
tion of the membership of the House that this is a non-
preferred appropriation, which will require 136 votes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Tioga, Mr.
Spencer. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. SPENCER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

In the 1960°s a group of us legislators were able, after a
very difficult time, to create a Lumbermans Museum in
Potter County, Pennsylvania, which preserves the heri-
tage of our area. This is a very important facility for
our area. Today school children from many miles around
go to visit this museum to see how their ancestors worked
in order to establish the area.

I have just learned that this museum now has been cut
back in their finances because of the problems within
the state fiseally, and the severity of the cutback might
be such that this museum may have to close down.

Now I appreciate the problems involved with the Mum-
mers, but I do say this: Until we can finance our ongo-
ing programs, I am going to find it necessary fo vote
against this appropriation.

This appropriation could run this museum for many,
many years. Until we can take care of our ongoing situa-
tions, I will have to vote “no.” If we take care of them,
I will vote “yes”; but today, “no.”

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

Mr. POLITE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this bill. I
seldom agree with Mr. Fisher, but this time I do concur
with his feelings. As a matter of fact, Graham Park
located in my 53rd legislative distriet was closed. We
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have one employe who has served 9 years and 2 months
and he is losing his pension. So, therefore, I ask all of
my fellow members to vote “no” on this bill.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I really do not relish
speaking against my good friend and sportsman, Mr.
Myers, but my problem is in ancother area which I would
like to call to your sttention.

T know we all love that tremendous show and we know
the need of it, as stated here, keeping youngsters off the
street, and all that is good. There is no problem in that
area. My problem is the possibility of the government
getting involved in any kind of a program. When they
do, it usually winds up going to hell, because one thing
we need is local effort. We need local effort, meaning
there is a challenge, there is a crealiveness, there is that
desire of competition and to be better than the other
group. And with the government getting involved in any
of these programs, I can see it going downhill.

The other end of it is, let the government finance every-
thing, which seems to be the feeling today. I can go
hack to a time when I talked to older members here,
when, blesg his soul, may he rest in peace, Governor
Lawrence came in with a program back during his time
where the University of Pittsburgh had problems. All
they necded was a one-shot financial aid, just one-shot,
and that was all they needed. Now it is $46 million, I
think in that area somewhere. 1 can see this program
coming in next year for possibly a million dollars. In
other words, up and up and up and there is no end to it.
They say one-shot, That sounds good.

Mr, Fisher brought out the Bicentennial problems to-
day. The Governor was coming before this body at one
time talking about a $47-million appropriation needed to
finance the Bicentennial program of which %23 million is
neaded in the city of Philadelphia. Now if $23 million is
needed down there, then $200,000 is like a shot in the
ocean.

I reiterate, programs which have community effort and
keep government out of it are successful, but let the gov-
ernment get invelved and you are going to have a sad
gituaticn in the Mummers parade.

We also, in the city of Allenfown—I do not have to
speak for Allentown; we have two members here from
Allentown who can speak very well for it—have one of
the most outstanding Halloween parades you want to {ind.
I am not trying to say Halloween parades and level off
with a Mummers parade, but I will say this, you can
take this type of parade and you may match it up with
the tremendous veterans parade during their annual con-
vention, you can take the various Veteran Day parades
in all eommunities, you can lake the Halloween parades,
the firemen parades, they all need money, and every one
of them is beautiful. They all need help, but I say be-
cause they are loecal effort, because they are a challenge,
hecause they are competition is what makes them great,
but let the government get involved and you will have
failures.

Thank you.

The SPEAXER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
{rom Philadelphia, Mr. Hammock.

Mr. HAMMOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inter-
rogate the gentieman, Mr. Myers, on two short poriions.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Myers, con-
sent to further interrogation?

Mr. MYERS, Yes, I will, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. HAMMOCEK. Mr. Speaker, do you know whether
or not there was a request hefore the Pennsylvania Bicen-
tennial Commission for these funds, for any moneys at
all?

Mr, MYERS. No, I really do not. I cannot answer that.

Mr. HAMMOCK. Do you know whether or not there
was a request 1o the Federal Government by the Bicen-
tennial Commission for any of this money at all?

Perhaps that is an unfair question to ask of you since
the bill originated in the Senate, but do you know
whether or not—

Mr. MYERS.
Speaker.

Mr. HAMMOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a
short statement,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. HAMMQCK. WMr. Speaker, I asked Mr. Myers two
questions: Number one, was this request ever made by
the Pennsylvania Bicentennial Commission? And my
second question, Was there any attempt to go to the Fed-
eral Government for this money? My reason was because
that was the whole purpose and nature of establishing a
state bicentennial commission, to go to the appropriate
vehicle to request this fund.

Now Mr. Myers does not know but 1 do not think—and
although I was not a member, I had some association in
dealing with that commission and I do not remember—
this project ever being brought before the state commis-
sion, But I do say this in response to something that Mr.
Richardson has raised, if T could just have your attention
for 2 or 3 minutes.

I would just like to recall for you that some years ago,
back in the mid-50’s or early 60’s there was some civil
action taken in the common pleas courts in Philadelphia
and apparently at a later point it went to some of the
appellate courts in this Commonwealth regarding the
question of Mummers and how the Mummers parade af-
fected certain minority groups in the Commonwealth
because of the comical portrayals on New Year's Day
of certain minority groups. Finally it was decided by
the courts that Mummers would no Ionger use black chalk
on their faces, as the Mummers had put coal over their
faces and their arms and their hands to express that they
were members of some minority group or other.

But, nonetheless, the courts provided or held that could
not be the case any longer, and that is what Mr. Richard-
son was referring to.

[ think that we have a broader issue here. 1 think the
real issue involved is something that I kind of gleaned
out of the confercnce last week. It is something that I
think bespeaks of this Commonwealth and where it is
going.

The Declaration of Independence and the foundation of
this country was laid in Philadelphia, and it was laid over
the course of years through some tradition. And I think
the Mummers parade on New Year’s Day—and I have
becn across 1his country on New Year’s Day. I have hap-
pened to pop up in different places over my years. And
everyhody is keyed into his television or is reading about
what the Mummers are going to do and what is happen-
ing with the string band.

And indeed all throughout the city of Philadelphia, the

No, I really do not know that, Mr.
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Mummers have become a tradition, so much so that they
have vitality and viability and visibility not only on New
Year's day, but indeed at many commemorative and cere-
monial occasions in the city of Philadelphia.

I rise to support the bill. T hope, indeed, it is only a
one-time shot, We tend to appropriate moneys in this
House on one-time occasions and end up financing the
programs for 10 years. But I think that in the spirit of
the Bicentennial, $200,000, while it could go for day care in
the city of Philadelphia—and we are still going to fight
for that—but $200,000 to establish this group in the 200th
anniversary of this country, I think, is appropriate for this
legislature to do. If you have heen watching some of
the public net television, you see that other legislatures
across this country are appropriating moneys for the
commemoration of their Bicentennial achievements. I
think that the Mummers stand in this stead.

There are other programs, and I sympathize with the
gentleman on the other side of the aisle who talks about
local funding of his program, but I think that Philadel-
phia is more in keeping at this particular mement in his-
tory with the tenor of the times. With the importance of
this State and the eyes of the country being focused on
the city of Philadelphia, I think that we ought to com-
memorate the Mummers tradition in our cily appro-
priately and vote this additional appropriation.

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

Mr. CLEESON. Mr. Speaker, I also rise to support
this bill. Next year will be the 200th anniversary of our
Nation and it is a birthday celebration. We will probably
do quite a few things that are frivolous in the celebration
of our great tradition. In a way they are frivolous and in
a way they are not. Our country has been the leader of
the world in the last 200 years, and we have a lot to
celebrate, and we may celebrate it in some frivolous ways
—that some may call frivolous—but a celebration of such
a great tradition is not frivelous. For this reason, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to earnestly ask your support for

Blackwell Gleason Miller, M. E. Spencer
Bonetto Goodman Miller, M. E., Jr. Stahl
Bradley Gring Milliron Stapleton
Brandt Halverson Miscevich Stout
Brunner Hasay Moehlmann Taddonio
Cessar Haskell Morris Taylor
Cimnini Hayes, D. 8. Mrkonie Thomas
Cole Hayes, S. E. Mullen Tou
Cowell Heptord Novak Trello
Crawford Hill Noye Turner
Cumberland Hutchinson, W. O'Keefe Valicentf
Davis, D, M, Irvis Pancoast Vroon
DeMedlo Itkin Parker, H. 8. Wagner
Deverter Kelly, J. B. Pitts Wansacz
Dietz Kernick Polite Weldner
Dorr Kiingaman Renwick Westerberg
Doyle Knepper Richardson ‘Whelan
Dreibelbis Kolter Ritter Whittlesey
Eckensberger Kowalyshyn Romanelll Wilt, R. W.
Englehart Kusse Ruggiero Wilt, W. W,
Fischer LaMarca Ryan Yahner
Fisher Laughlin Scheaffer Yehn
Flaherty Lehr Schmitt Zearfoss
Foster, A. Levi Schweder Zeller
Foster, W, Lincoln Shane Zord
Fryer Manmiller Shelharner Zwikl
Garzia MeCall Shuman

NOT VOTING—T7
Butera Manderino Milanovich Seltzer
Davies McGraw Rhodes

Less than the majority required by the constitution
having voted in the affirmative, the question was deter-
mined in the negative and the bill {alls.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
For what purpose does the

from Fayette, Mr. Lincoln.

gentleman rise?
Mr, LINCOLN., I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, I noted on the calendar

this bill,

On the question recurring,

Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS—T6

Arthurs Gillette Mebus Ross
Barber Gleeson Multen, M. P. Saloom
Beilomini Green Musto Salvatore
Bennett Greenfield Myers Scirica
Beren Grieco O'Brien Shelton
Berlin Hamilton, J. H. O'Connell Shupnik
Berson Hammock Q' Donnell Sullivan
Burns Hopkins Oliver Tayoun
Caputo Hutchinson, A,  Perri Ustynoskl
Cohen Johnson, J. Perry Vann
Dicarlo Katz Petrarca Walsh, T. P.
DiDonato Kelly, A. P. Pievsky Wargo
Dininnd Kistler Pratt Wilson
Dombrowskl Laudadio Prendergast Wajdak
Fawcett Lederer Pyles Woarrilow
Fee Letterman Rappaport Wright
Gallagher Lynch Reed
Gallen McClatchy Renninger Fineman,
Geisler MeGinnis Rieger Speaker
Gilammarco Meclntyre

NAYS5—119
Abraham Geesey MceCue Sirianni
Anderson, J. H. George McLane Smith, E.
Bittle Gillespie Menhorn Smith, L.

today that the Senate bill that just failed, which would
have made the $200,000 appropriation, was a nonpreferred
appropriation which would have required a fwo-thirds
vote, And just for my own personal knowledge, I would
like to know why the $450,000 appropriated to the Louis
Kahn purchasing of his papers was no! a nonpreferred
and required only 102 votes.

The SPEAKER. As the Chair recalls, that was an ap-
propriation to one of the departments of State Govern-
ment.

Mr. LINCOLN. Thank you, sir.

STATE GOVERNMENT BILL
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded fo second consideration of House
bill No. 1568, printer’s No. 1899, entitled:

An Act amending the act of December 12, 1972 (P. L.
1280, No. 284), entitled “An act relaling to securities, pro-
hibiting fraudulent practices in relation thereto, requiring
the registration of broker-dealers, agents, investment ad-
visers and securities and making uniform the law with
reference thereto,” creating an independent administra-
tive commission.

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,
Ordered, to be transcribed for third consideration.

HOUSE BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bill numbered and entitled as follows having been pre-
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pared for presentation to the Governor and the same be-
ing correct, the title was read as follows:

HOUSE BILL No. 1367

An Act relating to medical and health related malprac-
tice insurance, prescribing the powers and duties of the
Insurance Department; providing for a joint underwriting
plan; the Arbitration Panels for Health Care compulsory
screening of claims; collateral scurces requirement; limi-
tation on contingent fee compensation; establishing a
catastrophe loss fund; and prescribing penalties.

Whereupon,
The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed
the same.

APPROPRIATIONS MEETING

The SPEAKFER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Philadelphia, Mr. Wojdak.

Mr. WOJDAK., Mr, Speaker, there is an Appropriations
Committee mecting in the Appropriations Committee
conference room immediately,

QUESTION OF PERSCNAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER. The
from Westmoreland, Mr.
the gentleman rise?

Mr. SALOOW. 1 rise
lege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, SALOOM. DMr. Speaker, due to the concept of
some of the utility companies and especially the power
companies in establishing an energy park in the West-
moreland-Fayette County area, the Mount Pleasant Bor-
ough Ceuncil has gone on record and has passed a resolu-
tion objecting to the energy park concept in the West-
moreland-Fayette County area. And I would like to pre-
sent their resolution to be read into the record of the
House of Representatives,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send the resolu-
tion to the desk.

Chair recognizes the gentleman
Saloom. For what purpose does

to a question of personal privi-

RESOLUTION SUBMITTED FOR RECORD

Mr. SALOOM presented the following resolution for
the Legislative Journal:

RESOLUTION 3-75
BOROUGH OF MOUNT PLEASANT

WHEREAS, Cerlain Pennsylvania Power Companies
and Government Agencies and Officials have recently
advocated the construction of a sixty square mile energy
park in the Donegal, Pcnnsylvania area; and

WHEREAS. There has been a series of meetings to ex-
plain the energy park and it’s effects on this area; and

WHEREAS, The Mount Pleasant Borough Council has
had representation at many of these meetings; and

WHEREAS, Much has been writlen, pro and con, in
paglphlets, folders, in the press, ete, about this proposal;
an

WHEREAS, The advocates of this project cannot say
that the environment, life styles, tax structures., etc. of
the area rezidents would not bhe adversely effected; and

WHEREAS, The advocates of this project cannot say
that the air quality in the area would not he devastated,
that the increased rainfall and our streams would not
contain large amocunts of acid; and

WHEREAS, The advacates of this project cannot say
that the fauna and flora of the zrea would not be
altered. if not destroved, itherefore killing our forest and
wildlife as we now know it; and

WHEREAS, The influx of temporary residents, in the
persons of the construction labor force and their families,
would have a serious effect on our school systems, exist-
ing housing, law enfercement and other local government
agencies, creating a iotally unacceptable additional tax
burden on a locai population, hot slated to henefit from
the generated pnwer; and . .

WHEREAS, Power generating facilities, with their
cooling towers and belching smoke stacks are an.esthetlc
nightmare that would dominate our rolling hills and
mountains and destroy the beautiful vistas for which the
area Js noted: and

WHEREAS, Power generating facilities already in op-
eration at Homer City, New Florence and Point Marion,
Pennsylvania have already clouded the air on many days
of the vear along the entire Chestnut Ridge; and

WHEREAS. Censtruction of any additicnal power gen-
erating facilities along the Chestnut Ridge would destroy
a chosen way of life for most of the area’s residents,
would terminate the livelihoods of many and deprive
Southwestern Pennsylvania of it's nearest and most
heavily used recreational area; and

WHEREAS. Other areas subiected to the construction
of power generating facilities note very little opportunity
for the local labor forece and little economic improve-
ment for area residents.

THEREFORE, BE TT RESOLVED that the Mount
Pleasant Borough Cruncil, after considering all available
information an<d gathering the opinions of the area resi-
dents, by unanimous vnte aopnnse the construction of any
additional power generating facilities along the Chestnut
Ridge or snywhere in the Laurel Highl=nds area. We
ouestion the right of any companv. nublic or private,
or any governmental agency or offirial {0 inflict sueh a
radical change in the environment, finances and persnnal
wav of life on the residents of an area for the bhenefit of
residents in other areas, hundreds of miles away. We
waould suggest that the people in the area that are to
henefit from this generated enerey alsa bear the bur-
dens for the ronstruction of it’s sourece and problems such
a facility creates.

ENACTED this 8th day of September, 1975.

JAM®S C. KTINKLE
President of Couneil

FRANKLIN F. ECKELS
Secretary

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

Mr. DREITRELBIS. Mr. Speaker, would you be so kind
as to consider my motion on reconsideration before we
hreak so that T might be able to have the opportunity to
prepare an amendment?

RECCMNSIDWRATION NF VOTE ON
HOUSE BILL No. 1509

Mr. DREIBELBIS moved that the wote by which
HOUSE BILL No. 1509, printer’s No. 2202, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of
the Pennsvivania Consslidated Statutes, prohihiting the
carrving of deadlv weapons onto certain properties and
providing a penalty.
was agreed to on third congideration and final passage
on Wednesday, October 15, 1975, be reconsidered.

Mr. LETTERMAN seconded the motion.

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

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?



2966

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-—HOUSE

October 15,

HCOUSE BILL No. 1509 PLACED ON FINAL PASSAGE
POSTPONED CALENDAR

Mr. DREIBELEIS moved that HOUSE BILL No. 1509,

printer’s Mo. 2202, be placed on the final passage post-
poned calendar.

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

LEGISLATION TO BE INTRODUCED

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

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the present law under which
the Public Utility Commission operates stipulates that a
rate increase will go into effect unless three of the com-
missioners vote against it.

I have prepared an amendment to the PUC law which
T am ready to introduce now—it has quite a number of
cosponsors, but I am asking for more—that would change
that to say that no rate increase shall go into effect unless
at least a majority of the commissioners in office would
approve of same.

Now that handles two problems: One is that the rate
increase does not automatically go into effect unless
otherwise voted down. And, secondly, that we recognize
there are occasions such as today that the PUC does not
consist of five members, therefore not needing three to
approve or disapprove, but rather that presently a major-
ity of the three or four or five would be necessary in
order to approve of any increases.

Anybody interested in signing that, I have it here.

REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE 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, Tiberias, Israel was officially designated
the Sister City of Allentown, Pennsylvania on February
11, 1975, Tiberias, whose Mayor is Moshe Tzahar, is one
of the four holiest Jewish cities. The city, which was
built by Herod Antipas in honor of the Roman Emperor,
is Israel’'s leading winter resort. In order to promotfe
goodwill and friendship between the citizens of Tiberias
and Allentown, a special nine day trip to Tiberias has
been scheduled for October 18-26, 1975.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Tiberias,
Israel on being designated as the Sister City of Allentown,
Pennsylvania, and wishes the citizens of Allentown and
Tiberias many wears of friendship and goodwill;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mayor Toshe Tzahar, Tiberias, Israel.

KURT D. ZWIKL

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Robert H. Jones served as Personnel Secre-
tary during the administrations of both Governors Leader
and Lawrence; and

WHEREAS, Robert H. Jones hag served The General
State Authority and The State Highway and Bridge
Authority as Assistant to the Executive Director, from
June 22, 1965 to February 3, 1971, and as the Executive
Director for The General State Authority, The State
Highway and Bridge Authority and The Pennsylvania

Transportation Assistance Authority from February 3,
1971 to October 20, 1975; and

WHEREAS, The Executive Direcior, Robert H. Jones,
has terminated his employment to go into retirement on
QOctober 20, 1975.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in ifs delibera-
tions to honor Robert H. Jones, fondly known as “Pop”
Jones, on the oecasion of his forthcoming retirement, and
to congratulate him for his many years of dedicated, con-
scientious service, and wishes this distinguished Pennsyl-
vanian many years of health, happiness and continued
good fortune; and further dircets that a copy of this cita-
tion be delivered to Robert H. Jones, 1017 Richmond
Street, Scranton, Pennsylvania 18509.

HERBERT FINEMAN
XK. LEROY IRVIS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Reuben Cohen passed away recently, Mr.
Cohen had been a Democratic Committeeman for twenty-
one years and a vice chairman of the fiftieth Ward
Democratic Executive Committee. He is survived by his
wife Edith, a son, two daughters, three brothers, a sister,
and four grandchildren; now therefore be it

RESQOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in its delibera-
tions to mourn the passing of Reuben Cohen and extends
heartfelt condolences to his wife and family; and he
it further

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be delivered
to Mrs. Reuben Cohen, 8022 Rodney Street, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 191540.

ROSE TOLL

MARK B. COHEN

HOUSE OI' REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The Pennsylvania Bicentennial Commis-
sion with Three Rivers Improvement and Development
Corporation (TRIAD) under the abhle leadership and or-
ganizational expertise of Arthur V. Harris, Allegheny
County Bicentennial Commission, Gulf Oil Corporation
and the United States Steel Corporation jointly sponsored
the Pennsylvania Bicentennial River Concert Tour from
Pittsburgh to St. Louis from June 27 to August 20, 1975;
and

WHEREAS, The Bicentennial River Concert Tour pro-
moied a new awareness of the Bicentennial in many towns
and cities and created a new interest in visiting Pennsyl-
vania during 1976. During a ceremony in the Justice
Brandeis Courtroom of the historic Courthouse Museum,
members of the Legislatures of Missouri and Pennsylvania
rededicated the people in the two great states to the prin-
riples and philosophies of our Nation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates the Penn-
sylvania Bicentennial Commission and all the others in-
volved, on the success of the first major promeotion; and
commends Arthur V. Harris for his contributions of skill,
time and effort; and further directs that a copy of this
citation be delivered to the Pennsylvania Bicentennial

Commission.
K. LERQY IRVIS
PHYLLIS T. KERNICK
HELEN D. GILLETTE
A. JOSEPH VALICENTI
CHARLES N. CAPUTO
MICHAEL M, MULLEN
THOMAS E. FLAHERTY
H. SHELDON PARKER, JR.
JOSEPH V. ZORD, JR.
D. MICHAEIL FISHER
RICHARD J. CESSAR
LEE C. TADDONIO
JAMES W. KNEPPER
JOSEPH F. BONETTO
JAMES A, ROMANELTY
JAMES B. KELLY, III
BERNARD R. NOVAK
JOSEPH RHODES, JR.
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HARRY G. MENHORN, JR.
IVAN ITKIN

DONALD A. ABRATTAM
GEORGE MISCEVICH
FRED A. TRELLO
RONALD R. COWELL
EMIL MEKONIC

ROBERT A. GEISLER
ANDREW J. McGRAW

HOUSE OF BEPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mrs. Sarah Klingerman, daughter of the
late Mr. end Mrs. Joseph Foose, has earned the respect
and admiration of her community for her exemplary life
of Christian devotion to her family and special service o
her church, St. John Lutheran, Ringtown.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and heartiest congratulations to Mrs. Sarah Klingerman
on the occagion of her one hundredth birthday, and ex-
presses its hope that she might continue to enjoy the
divine blessings and good health that enabled her to ob-
serve the centennial of her birth;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be delivered
to Mrs. S8arah Klingerman, Breisch Road, Ringtown, Penn-
sylvania 17967.

WILLIAM K, KLINGAMAN, SR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, ¥Fred Jones, editor of the Press Conserva-
tion, is retiring after forty-four years in the newspaper
world; and

WHEREAS, Fred Jones has led crusades against stream
pollution and strip-mine devastation, He has won four
Meeman Conservation Awards which annually honor
newsmen for outstanding reporting in the field of con-
servation, Mr. Jones has been credited with favorably
influencing the conservation laws in Pennsylvania.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Fred Jones
on his retirement after a forty-four year newspaper
career; commends him for his ountstanding work in the
area of conservation and wishes him a long and enjoyable
relirement; and further directs that a copy of this citation
be delivered to Mr. Fred Jones, Mt. Lebanon, Pennsyl-
vania 15228.

JOHN F. LAUDADIO, SR.
HERBERT FINEMAN

K. LEROY IRVIS
JOSEPH A. PETRARCA
JOSEPH F. BONETTO

A. J. DeMEDIO

HELEN D. GILLETTE
DONALD A, ABRAHAM
RONALD R. COWELL
PHYLLIS T, KERNICK
CHARLES N, CAPUTO
FRED A. TRELLO
MICHAEL M. MULLEN
GEORGE MISCEVICH
THOMAS E, FLAHERTY
ROBERT A. GEISLER
HARRY G. MENHORN, JR.
BERNARD R. NOVAK

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, C. Harrison Lund is being honored for his
nearly sixily years of service to the legal profession and
his community; and

WHEREAS, C. Harrison Lund, with his legal talents
and compassion, helped defend soldiers in the Army
during World War 1, served as assistant district at-
torney for several vears, and counseled neighborhood
clients during the great depression. Mr. Lund beecame
one of the earliest tax practitioners in the Erie area. At
the time of his retirement five years ago, Mr. Lund was
the cldest practicing member of the Erie County Bar
Association and he is presently involved with the cele-
bration of the one hundredih anniversary of the Erie
County Bar Association.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates C. Harrison
Lund on his illusirious legal career, commends him for
his dedication and humanitarian outlook, wishes him
continued happiness during his retirement;
and directs that a copy of this citation be delivered to
C. Harrison Lund, Attorney at Law, 906 Poplar Stireet,
Erie, Pennsylvania 16502.

DAVID S. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES -

™

WHEREAS, Cedar Church, Allentown, celebrated the
one hundred tweniieth anniversary of its founding and
cornerstone laying on May 28, 1975; and

WHEREAS, Cedar Church humbly began under Rev-
erend Jeremiah Schindel, Lutheran paster and Reverend
Joseph 8. Dubbs, Reformed pastor, and has grown into a
seven hundred fifty membership presently served by the
Reverend Charles M. Kern of the Lutheran congregation,
and Reverend George D. MacNeal of the United Church
of Christ congregation; and

WHEREAS, The Cedar Church opens its facilities to
groups such as the Girls Scouts, Boy Scouts and the Wel-
come Wagon Club.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates the con-
gregations of Cedar Church on the religious fortitude
which has brought them to this one hundred twenty-
first year of unity in the name of the Lord and wishes
that their togetherness will long continue to be a stal-
wart symbol in the community;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Cedar Church, 3419 Linden Street, Allentown,
Pennsylvania 18104.

JOSEPH R. 7ELLER
KURT ZWIKL

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Lloyd 3. Hilbert celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently, Their haony
union has heen blessed by one son and two grandchil-
dren. These two people are highly respected bv friends,
neighbors and acquaintances as representing the finest
in American life. Mrs. Hilhert, nee Violet Miller, and
Mr. Hilbert were married in Reading by Reverend J. F.
Moyer on May 23, 1925,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Lloyd S. Hilbert 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. Lloyd S. Hilhert, 126 North Front
Street, Emmaus, Pennsylvania 18049,

JOSEPH R. ZELLER

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Thomas P. Grater of Ephrata, has served as
the Recreation Director for the Borough of Enhrata for
twenty years. He has received awards from the Pennsyl-
vania State Parks and Recreation Society., American
Red Cross, Jaycees, American Legion and Veterans of
Foreign Wars. Having served eight years on the Middle
Atlantic Advisory Committee for the National Parks and
Recreation Society. Mr. Grater is safety services chairman
of the Lancaster Chapter of the American Red Cross.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, commends Thomas P.
Grater for twenty vyears of leadership and devotion to
community recreational development:
and further directs that a copv of this citation be de-
livered to Thoras P. Grater, 105 Maple Street, Ephrata,

Pennsylvania 17522,
HARRY H. GRING

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WHEREAS, Robert 3. Speicher is retiring as a member
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and president of the MeCandless Town Council.
his eight year tenure, Mr. Speicher was instrumental in
initiating many new programs, including the organization
of a joint summer recreation program with surrounding
communities, erection of a salt storage building, employ-
ment of professional planning consultants, expansion of
police and road services, and the implementation of the
new home rule charter form of government; and
WHEREAS, Robert 8. Speicher has been active in num-
erous professionat and community service organizations.
Now therefore, the House of Representalives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Robert S.
Speicher on the occasion of his retirement as president of
the McCandless Town Council, commends him on his
exemplary service to the community, and wishes him
every happiness and success in the years ahead;
and further directs that a copy of this citalion be de-
livered to Robert 8. Speicher, 9325 Highmeadow Drive,
Allison Park, Pennsylvania 15101.

JAMES B. KELLY, III
RICHARD J. CESSAR

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, R. Emmet Doherty is being honored at a
Community Appreciation Awards Dinner on November
12, 1975 co-sponsored by the Northampton Area Chamber
of Commerce and the Borough of Northampton: and

WHEREAS, R. Emmet Doherty is about to retire, hav-
ing given faithful, loyal and meritorious service since 1937
as the Director of the Lehigh Valley Air Polluticn Con-
trol District, the agency enforcing air pollution contrel
ordinances in twelve Lehigh Valley municipalities, start-
ing with the Borough of Northampton in 1957; and

WHEREAS, Cement dust pollution in the cement-pro-
ducing communities of the Lehigh Valley is now history
in great measure due to his know-how of cement manu-
facturing and his firm but fair program of enforcement;

an

WHEREAS, R, Emmet Doherty has alse been an active
participant in the social, educational, economic and re-
ligious life of the community,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to R. Emmet Doherty on a job well done and sends
its best wishes for many years of health and happiness;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to R. Emmet Doherty.

RUSSELL KOWALYSHYN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mario P. Nascati, was honored by the Phila-
delphia Players Musical Guild for his dedicated contri-
butions of leadership and service to the Pennsylvania Na-
tional Guard—28th Division; and

WHEREAS, Mario P. Nascati, graduated from Villanova
College in 1949, served in the United States Navy, in the
South Pacific as medic, receiving citations for services
above and beyond the call of duty. Residing in Phila-
delphia with his wife Marie, and children Nicholas, Mario
and Maria Linda, Mario P. Nascati is President of the
Philadelphia Players Musical Guild and financial secretary
of the Order of Sons of Italy in America, Columbus Forum
Lodge 1492; and

WHEREAS, Mario P. Nascati, is a member of the
Amerjcan Legion, National Institute of Public Accountants,
American Association of School Administrators, the Ex-
ecutive Board of Directors of the Pennsylvania Association
Intermediate Unit Director, Knights of Columbus; and
served as past distriet director of the United Fund Drive.
Since 1972, Mr. Nascati has held a Director III position
where he is responsible for Department of Subsidies and
Legislative Liaison in Harrisburg for the Philadelphia
School District.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratunlates Mario P.
Nascati on heing hoonred by the Philadelphia Playvers
Musical Guild and commends him foer dedicated service
to his community, his Commonwealth and his fellowman;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-

During

livered to Mario P. Nascati, 2123 South 13th Street, Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania 19148,

STEPHEN R. WOIJDAK
HERBERT FINEMAN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Earl A. Hershberger will cele-
brate their gelden wedding anniversary January 1, 1976,
Their happy union has heen blessed by three daughters,
nine grandchildren, and one great-grandchild. These two
people are highly respected by friends, neighbors and
acquaintances as representing the finest in American life.
Mrs. Hershberger, nee Rachel Slagle, and Mr. Hershbergar
were married January I, 1926, by Reverend R. S. Shirey,
pastor of Jennerstown Evangelical Church.

Now therefore, The House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsvlvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Earl A. Hershberger
on their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its
hope that they may long conlinue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citalion be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Earl A. Hershberger, 2146 Frank-
lin Sireet, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15905.

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Stephen M. Maurer celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by six children, twenty-one grand-
children, and four greai-grandchildren. These two peo-~
ple are highly respected by friends, neighbors and ac-
quaintances as representing the finest in American life.
Mrs. Maurer, nece Mary Kostick, and Mr. Maurer were
married August 18, 1825, at St, Stephen’s Catholic Church
by Reverend John Martvon.

Now therefore, The House of Represenfatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Stephen M. Maurer
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., Stephen M. Maurer, 632 Virginia
Avenue, Johnsiown, Pennsylvania 159086.

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr, and Mrs, Thomas Wensel will celebrate
their golden wedding anniversary November 16, 19735,
Their happy union has been hlessed by four children,
fifteen grandchildren, and five great-grandchildren.
These two people are highly respected by friends, neigh-
bors and acquaintances as representing the finest in
American life. Mrs. Wensel, nee Helen Grebos, and Mr.
Wensel were married November 16, 1925, at Holy Name
Catholie Church, Ebensburg,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr, and Mrs. Thomas Wensel nn
their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope
that they may continue to enjoy their happy marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Thomas Wensel, Carriage Hill
Apartments, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15805,

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Joseph P. Hrbal celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently, Their happy
union has been blessed by five children and ten grand-
children. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbors and acguaintances as representing the
finest in American life. Mrs. Hrbal, nee Mary Beno, and
Mr. Hrbal were married August 30, 1925, at Muran,
Czechoslovakia.
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Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Joseph P. Hrbal on
their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope
that they may long continue to enjoy their happy marri-
age;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Joseph P. Hrbal, 253 Plum Street,
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15901.

PATRICK A. GLEASCN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Alvin S. Gindlesperger cele-
brated their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their
happy union has been blessed by one son, three grand-
children, and one great-grandchild. These two people
are highly respected by friends, neighbors and acquaint-
ances as representing the finest in American life. Mrs.
Gindlesperger, nee Violet Melown, and Mr. Gindlesperger
were married August 27, 1925 at Moxham Lutheran
Church by Reverend H. C. Michael

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Alvin 8. Gindlesperger
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. Alvin 5. Gindlesperger, 664 High-
land Avenuze, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15902,

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Theodore Horner celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their hapny
union has been blessed by five children and twelve grand-
children. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life. Mrs. Horner, nee Margaret Page,
and Mr, Horner, were married August 27, 1925 by the
late Reverend Servey.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Theodore Horner 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 ha de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Theodore Horner, R, D. 1, Mineral
Point, Pennsylvania 15942,

JAMES O. WHELAN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Gina Marie Danko, the four year old
daughter of Mr. and Mrs, Ted Danko, was crowned Tiny
Tot Miss Keystone Majorette of Pennsylvania. Gina
Marie Danko, a feature fwirler for the Silvertone Kadets
Majorette and Drum Corps, placed first in solo, first
runner-up in fancy strut, and in modeling.

Now therefore, the Iouse of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Gina Marie
Danko on capturing the crown of Tiny Tot Miss Key-
stone Maiorette of Pennsylvania, commends her on her
skill and her poise, wishes her success in future competi-
tion;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Miss Gina Marie Danko, 602 Main Street, La-
trobe, Pennsylvania 15650.

JAMES O. WHELAN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Jamie Renee Ritenour, the ten year old
daughter of Mr, and Mrs. James Ritenour, recently became
the Pennsylvania State Juvenile Champion in baton twirl-
ing. She has competed nationally and has gained recog-
nition as one of the top ten twirlers in the nation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Jamie
Renee Ritenour on her winning the Pennsylvania State
Juvenile Championship in baton twirling, commends her
on her skill, and her poise, and wishes her success in fu-
ture competition;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Miss Jamie Renee Ritenour, 37 Forbes Drive,
Ridgeview Heights, Latrobe, Pennsylvania 15650.

JAMES O. WHELAN, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Leonard David Levin, son of Mr. and Mrs.
Murray Levin, is being Bar Mitzvahed on October 11, 1975,
at the Valley Forge Hilton Inn by Rabbi Matthew Rosen.
He was born on October 26, 1962, and has one sister,
Steffi, who is nine years old.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Leonard
David Levin on being Bar Mitzvahed and wishes him
success and happiness in all his future endeavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
Livered to Leonard David Levin, 719 Strahle Street, Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania 19111.

ALVIN KATZ

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Charles Orris celebrated their
golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy unicn
has been blessed by two children and three grandchildren.
These two people are highly respected by friends, neigh-
bors and aecquaintances as representing the finest in
American life. Mrs. Orris, nee Gertrude Thomas, and
Mr. Orris were married August 26, 1925, at Cumberland,
Maryland.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Charles Orris on their
fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its hope that
they may long continue to enjoy ilheir happy marriage;
and further directs that a copy of this citaticn be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Charles Orris, 812 Napoleon Street,
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15901.

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Frank L. Schnable celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by six children and thirteen grand-
children. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life. Mrs. Schnable, nee Lovola J.
Souders, and Mr. Schnable were married by the late Rev-
erend Francis Walters on August 15, 1825 at St. Paul’s
Roeman Catholie Church in Reading.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations te Mr. and Mrs. Frank L. Schnable on
their golden 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 eitation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Frank L. Schnable, Ramich Road,
Temple, R. D. 1, Pennsylvania 19560.

HAROLD J. STAHL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mrs. Mary T. Ancker, Administrator of
Lower Bucks Hospital, is retiring after ninteen years at
that post; and

WHEREAS, Mrs. Ancker was one of the organizers of
the hospital auxiliarv three years before its opening, and
served as chairperson of the final finance campaign for
the hospital; and

WHEREAS, As a result of Mrs. Ancker’s leadership
and dedication, several programs dealing with lower room
rates and lowering patient stay have been initiated.
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Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Mrs. Mary
T. Ancker on her retirement after ninteen years as ad-
ministrator of Lower Bucks Hospital, commends her on
her tireless efforts in helping to found the hospital;
and further directs that a copy of this citation bhe de-
liverad to Mrs. Mary T. Ancker, ¢/o Lower Bucks Hospital,
Bath Road and Orchard Avenue, Bristol, Pennsylvania

18007,
THEODORE BERLIN

BOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHRIREAS, Karren Stead recently became the first girl
to win the All-American Soap Box Derby championship.
Having won three prior races, she won the National title
in a photo finish against two boys with the time of 27.52
seconds,

Now therefore, the Houge of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Karren
Stead on her winning the All-American Soap Box Derhy
championship, commends her on her fortitude, skill, and
sportsmanship, and wishes her success in her future en-
deavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Miss Karren Stead, 112 Mark Drive, Morrisville,
Pennsylvania 19067.

THEODORE BERLIN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Barbara Jordan, a resident of Gulph Mills,
nes excelled in hoth the aczdemic and competitive tennis
fields; and

WHEREAS, Barbara Jordan, was recently graduated
from Upper Merion High School where she was a member
of the l}latmnal Honor Society, awarded the Schoclmen’s
Prize. Stanley A. Kuazy Memorial Award, and National
Merit Scholurship Letter of Commendation; and

WHEREAS, Barbara Jordan, has been active as a United
States Lawn Tennis Association tournament competitor
since age eleven; USLTA Clay Court 18 and under cham-
pion, 1974 and nationally ranked in various age brackets
cvery year since 1869; MSLTA champion many times in
various age brackets; PIAA champion 1974 ‘and 1975;
USLTA nomince for Wimbledon Junior Championships,
1975; winner of South of England Ladics Championshin,
1973; finzlist in USLTA girls 18 and under national
chempinnship; semi-finolist in Pennsylvania Lawn Tennis
Chamnionships and winner in the doubles.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratulations to
Barbara Jordan of Gulph Mills for her outstanding ac-
ademic and athletic achievement:
and further directs that a copy of this citation be delivered
tolBarbara Jordan, 201 Hughes Road, Gulph Mills, Penn-
sylvania.

kS

RICHARD A. McCLATCHY, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WIIERFASB, John Domenick of Johnstown celebrated
his elghticth birthday on September 12, 1975, Mr. Dom-
enirk, married fifly-two years to the Inle Amelia Dome-
nick. vudiates in the love of his six children, eight grand-
rhildren and two great-grandchildren; and ’

WHEREAS, John Domenick is an outstanding citizen
who exemplifies the finest virtues of American life and has
won the respect of his many friends, neighbors and ac-
quaintances,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania heartily econgratulates John
Domenick on his eightieth birthday and wishes him the
best of health and further appreciation from all who have
come tn know and thus respect and admire him;
and further direets that a copy of this citation be delivered
to _John Domenick, 276 Strayer Street, Johnstown, Penn-

sylvania 159086.
PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mrs. Emily Jane Elizabeth Gaines of Johns-
town celebrated her ninety-fourth birthday recently. Mrs.

Gaines basks in the love of her daughter (the only sur-
viving child of thirteen)} and her twenty-seven grand-
children and great-grandchildren; and

WHEREAS, Mrs. Emily Jane Elizabeth Gaines is an out-
standing citizen who exemplifies the finest virtues of
American life and has won the respect of her many
friends, neighbors and acquaintances.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania heartily congratulates
Mrs. Emily Jane Elizabeth Gaines on her ninety-fourth
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 delivered
to Mrs. Emily Jane Elizabeth Gaines, Vine Street Towers,
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15901.

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mrs. Barbara Beck of Johnstown celebrated
her ninety-first birthday on September 11, 1975. Mrs.
Beck, married fifty-seven years to the late Chauncey
Beck, is a loving mother, grandmother, great-grandmother
and great-great-grandmother to her four living children,
seven grandchildren, twenty great-grandchildren, and
one great-great-grandchild; and ) .

WHEREAS, Mrs. Barbara Beck is an outstanding citizen
who exemplifies the finest virtues of American life and
has won the respect of her many friends, neighbors and
acquaintances.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania heartily congratulates
Mrs. Barbara Beck on her ninety-first 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 citalion be delivered
to Mrs. Barbara Beck, 348 Corinne Street, Johnstown,

Pennsylvania 15906,
ennsyTvama PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs, Louis A, O'Leslie celebrated
their golden wedding anniversary recently. 'Their happy
union has been blessed by one child and two grand-
children. These two people are highly respected by
friends, neighbora and acquaintances as representing the
finest in American life. Mrs. O'Leslie, nee Marian J.
Tredennick, and BMr. O'Leslie were married October 14,
1925 at St. Mark’s Episcopal Church, Johnstown.

Now iherefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwecalth of Pennsylvania, cxtends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Louis A, O’Leslie
on their fiftieth wedding anniverzary and expresses its
hope that they may long continue io enjoy their happy
marrisge;
and {urther directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs Louis A, O'Leslie, 306 Joseph
Johns Towers, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15901.

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HCOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Everett H. Churchey, Sr,,
celebrated their golden wedding anniversary recently,
Their happy union has Leen blessed by five children,
eleven grandchildren, and nine great-grandchildren.
These two peoople are highly respected by friends, neigh-
bors and acquaintances as representing the finest in
American life. Mrs. Churchey, nee Mary BRadle, and
Mr, Churchey were married Seplember 4, 1925 at Fred-
erick, Maryland.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commeonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Everett H, Churchey,
Sr., on their {fifticth woedding 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. Everett H. Churchey, Sr., 217 Ohio
Street, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15904.

PATRICK A. GLEASON
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mrs. Edith (Makin) Howard of Johnstown
celebrated her eightieth birthday on Scptember 8§, 1975,
Mrs. Howard radiates in the love of her six chilidren, five
step children, tweniy-three grandchildren and twenty
greoat-grandchildren; and

WHEREAS, Mrs. Edith (Makin) Howard 1s an out-
stancing citizen who exemplifies the finest virtues of
American life and has won the respect of her many
{riends, neighbors and acguaintances.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania heartily congratulcies
Mrs. Edith (Makin} Iioward on her eightieth birthday
and wishes her the bhest of health and further apprecia-
tion 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 Mre Edith (Makin) Howard, 458 Decker Ave-
nue, Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15806.

PATRICK A. GLEASON

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. Joseph J. Budney celebrated
their gnlden wedding anniverszry recently. Their happy
union has been blessed by threc children, and three
grandchildren. These two people are highly respected
bv friends, neighbors and acquaintances as representing
the finesl In American life. Mrs. Budney, nee Anna
Botter, and Mr. Budney were married August 25, 1925 at
St. Patrick’s Catholic Church by Reverend Francis P.
McCreesh.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and congratulations to Mr. and Mrs. Joseph J. Budney
on their fiftieth wedding anniversary and expresses its
hope that they may long continue to enjoy their happy
marriage;
and further directs that 2 copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. and Mrs. Joseph J. Budney, 635 Coleman
Avenue, Johnsfown, Pennsylvania 15902,

PATRICK A, GLEASON

MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS. Mr. Charles Kurdziel will be awarded the
Gold Card Award for his outstanding membership in the
Young Men’s Polish Association of Hazleton: and

 WHEREAS, Charles Kurdziel will be honored at the
eighth Annual Geld Card Banaquet on October 25, 1975.

Now thercfore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Charles
Kurdziel on heing awarded the Gold Card Award for
nustanding membership in the Young Men's Polish As-
sociation of Hazleton and commends this outstanding
citizen for his coniributions te his community
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to WMr. Charles RKurdziel, 854 Seybert Street,
Hazleton, Pennsylvania 18201,

JAMES J. USTYNOSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mr. Zenon Levandoski will be awarded the
Gold Card Award for his outstanding membership in
the Young Men’s Pelish Association of Hazleton; and

WHEREAS, Zenon Levandoski will be henored at the
eighth Annual Gold Card Banquet on October 25, 1975,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Zenon Le-
vandoski on being awarded the Gold Card Award for
outstanding membership in the Young Men’s Polish As-
sociation of Hazleton and commends this outstanding
citizen for his contributions %o his community
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered tn Mr. Zenon Levandoski, 858 Sevbert Street,
Hazleton. Pennsylvania 18201,

JAMES J. USTYNOSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Father John Zalewski will be awarded the
Gold Card Award for the outstanding Pennsylvania citi-
zen in the Young Men’s Polish Associalion nf Harzleton;
and

WHEREAS, Father John Zalewski will be honored at
the eighth Annual Gold Card Banguet on Qctober 25,
1975.

New therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Father
John Zalewski on being awarded the Gold Card Award
for the outstanding vitizen in the Young Men's Polish
Association of Hazleton, and commends this outstanding
citizen for his contributions to his community
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Father John Zalewski, St. Mary’s Roman Cath-
olic Church, Dorrance Corners, Pennsylvania 18660.

JAMES J. USTYNOSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Joseph Stamper has completed iwenty
years of lncal governmental service as Commissioner for
Reserve Township. He has served as Chairman and, a1
one lime or another, on all of the committees in the town-
ship. Since 1987, Jogeph Stamper has served a3 {reasurer
of the Executive Committee of the Allegheny Counly and
Western Pennsylvania Association of Township Commis-
S10MEers,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Joseph
Stammner on his completion of twenty years of local gov-
ernmental service and ccmmends him for his dedicated
service and able leadership and wishes him good health
and success in his fufure endeavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. Joseph Stamper.

MICHAEL M. MULLEN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS. Joseph Shemanski was the rocipient of ihe
Gold Card Award for outstanding membership in the
Young Men’s Polish Association of Hazleton. Mr. She-
manski was honored at the Seventh Annual Gold Card
Banguet in 1974.

Now therefore, the House of Representotives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Joseph
Shemanski on being awarded the Gold Card for out-
standing membership in the Young Men’s Polish As-
sociation of Hazleton, and wishes him continued success
in his future endeavors;
and further directs that a copv of this citation be de-
livered to Joseph Shemanski, #94 Seybert Street, Hazle-
ton. Pennsyvlvania 18201.

JAMES J. USTYNOSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS. Bernard Byorck was the recipient of the
Gold Card Award for outstanding membership in the
Young Men's Polish Association of Hazleton. Mr, Byorek
was h(innred at the Seventh Annual Gold Card Banauet
in 1974.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commenwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Bernard
Bynrek on being awarded the Gold Card for outstanding
membership in the Young Men’s Polish Association of
Hazleton, and wishes him continued success in his future
endeavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation he de-
livered to Bernard Byorek, 705 Narth Breoad Street,
Hazleton, Pennsylvania 18201,

JAMES J. USTYNOSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Joan Witherspoon Simpsen has become a
dactor of medicine with a specialty in obstetries snd gy-
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necology after a ten year teaching career and while rais-
ing a family which has been understanding, helpful and
supporiive, )

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commenwealth  of Pennsylvania, congratulates Joan
Witherspoon Simpson on her achieving her childhood
dream of becoming a medical doctor, commends her for
her determination, perseverance, and desire to contribute
to her community, and wishes her a long and successful
career;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Dr. Joan Witherspoon, 140 West Phil-Ellena
Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19119.

ROSE TOLL

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Mother M. Beata Wertz was awarded the
Marywood Presidential Medal at the formal anniversary
dinner at Marvwood College on October 4, 1975, The
Presidential Medal was initiated to recognize, in a sig-
nificant way, the unigue accomplishments of those in-
dividuals contributing to Marywood College. Mother
M. Beata Wertz has completed two six-year terms as
Superior General of the one thousand one hundred mem-
her L H M. Congregation. She has served as an elementary
teacher, principal, loeal superior, and assistant to the
superior general.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Mother M.
Beata Wertz on her receipt of the Presidential Medal from
Marywood College; and wishes her good health and good
fortune;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered tn Mother M, Beata Wertz, 8t. Thomas Convent,
Bedford, Pennsylvania 15522,

CLARENCE E. DIETZ

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Robert K. Sweet is being honored at an
Apvreciation Night Banguet on October 14, 1975; and

WHEREAS, Mr, Sweet, Chairman of the Bedford County
Board of County Commissioners for the past eight years
and former Bedford County Treasurer, managed to con-
tinue his education in preparation for the ministry. He
will he ordained a fulltime minister in the United Church
of Christ in December; and

WHEREAS. Mr. Sweet married the former Kathryn
Haller in 1948 and they are the parents of two daughters.
He is a veteran of World War II and a member of the
giedgord Rotary, Masons and Bedford County Republican

ubs.

Now therefnre, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania commends and congrat-
ulates Robert K. Swcet on his outistanding achievements
and scrvice to his community and to the Commonwealth
and {o his fellowman; and wishes him continued suc-
cess and good fortune as he begins a new career in serv-
ing God;
and further directs that a copv of this document be de-
liverad to Robert K. Sweet, R. D, 1, Bedford, Pennsylvania

15522.
CLARENCE E. DIETZ

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Jules C. Melograne, Distriet Justice of the
Peace, zeventeenth Magisterial District is being honored
at a Testimonial Dinner. October 19, 1975 and

WHEREAS. Jules C. Melograne, horn in Pittsburgh,
married the former Olga Farina. They are the parents
of a son, Philip; and

WHEREAS, Active in sports during his early school
vears. he served in the United States Air Force during
World War II. Upon completion of his tour of duty, he
attended the University of Pitisburgh receiving a BBA
degree. Tn 1959 he applied to the Pennsylvania State
Board of Law Examiners for permission to read law and
in 1968 was admitfed to the practice of law; and

WHEREAS, Jules C. Melngrane is active in many civic
and professional organizations such as the Italian Sons
and Daughters of America, Holy Family Institute, Moose

Lodge 46, Association of Trial Lawyers of America, Penn-
sylvania Bar Association and Allegheny County Bar As-
sociation, to name a few. He is a member of the law
firm of DeCello, Bua and Manifesto.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania commends and congratu-
lates Jules C. Melongrane for his leadership in the eivie
affairs of his community, for his contributions to the legal
profession and for his work as a public servant as district
justice of the peace;
and f{urther directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to District Justice of the Peace, Jules C. Melo-
grane, Six Thurner Drive, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15236.

DAVID 5. HAYES
JOSEPH V. ZORD, JR,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Joseph Toslosky was the recipient of the
Gold Card Award for outstanding membership in the
Young Men’s Polish Association of Hazleton. Mr. Toslo~
sky was honored at the Seventh Annual Gold Card Ban-
quet in 1974.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Joseph
Toslosky on being awarded the Gold Card for outstand-
ing membership in the ¥Young Men’s Polish Association
of Hazleton, and wishes him continzed success in his
future endeavors:
and further directs that a copy of this citation he de-
livered to Joseph Toslosky, 32 Lincoln Drive, North

Richey, Florida 33568.
JAMES J. USTYNOSKI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Armand Martin, sergeant on the Clairton
Police Foree, has been commended by the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation for the second time in two months.
Set. Armand Martin has prevented itwo city bank rob-
beries and in the most recent attempt, Set. Martin appre-
hended three bank robhers, two of whom were armed
with fully loaded weapons.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Coemmonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Sat. Ar-
mand Martin on his work to prevent twoe hank robberies,
commends kim for his ability to react quickly, effectively,
and without regard for his own personal safety in high-
1y dangerous situations and wishes him good health and
good fortune with his efforts to protect the Clairton
community;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Sgt. Armand Martin, 123 Constitution Avenue,
Clairton, Pennsylvania 15025,

GEORGE MISCEVICH

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, George Gitas, a lieutenant on the Clairton
polic foree, has been lauded by the Pittsburgh office of
the FRBI for his efforts in taking three men into custody
shortly after they held up a branch bank office; and

WHEREAS, Lt. George Gitas, on September 12, 1975,
assisted fellow officer, Sgt. Armand Martin with his ef-
forts in capturing armed bank robbers. Lt Gitas, bv his
quick action assured his fellow officer that the robbers
could not escape and that they could take no retaliatory
action against him.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Lt. George
(Gitas on his work tn prevent two bank robberies com-
mends him on his quick reactions and display of loyalty
to fellow police officers and wishes him good health and
good fortune with his efforts to protect the Clairton com-
munity;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Lit. George Gitas, 467 Carnegie Avenue, Clair-

ton, Pennsylvania 15025,
GEORGE MISCEVICH

- - i
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WHEREAS, The Warriors Mark FFA of Tyrone Area
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High School placed third at the Seventh Invitational
Youth Dairy Cattle Judging Contest (FFA Division) Sep-
tember 22, 1975, which was held in conjunction with the
Pennsylvania All American Dairy Show; and

WHwRIEAS, The Warriors Mark FFA ably represented
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in this national dairy
caitle judging competition.

Now theretore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates the War-
riors Mark FFA of Tyrone Area High School on its third
place showing in this national dairy cattle judging com-
petition, commends it on its outstanding achievement,
wishes its members success in fulure dairy cattle raising
and competition;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. E. Gordon Cox, President, Beard of Educa-
tion, Tyrone Area School District, Tyrone, Pennsylvania

166386.
SAMUEL E. HAYES, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Ralph O. Johns has been elected *Mason
of the Year” by the Westinghouse Sguare Club, DMr.
Johns, a charter member of Albert Thaicher Hanby Lodge
767, has been associated with the masons since 1945. A
member of the Sguare Club since 1960, Ralph O. Johns
has served as secretary, first vice president, second vice
president, president and again was elected secretary for
1975, He participates in sState and national mason ac-
tivities by serving as corresponding secretary of the
Pennsylvania State League of Masonie Clubs, National Di-
rector in the Naticnal League of Masenic Clubs and is
vice president of “21 Cedars, Inc.”

Now therefore, the Hcuse of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratuiates Ralph O.
Johns on his election as "Mason of the Year,” commends
him on his outstanding service to the measons; wishes
him good health and success in his work with ithe masons;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mr. Ralph O. Jchns, 412 North Gray Street,
Brockhaven, Pennsylvania 18015.

RALPH A. GARZIA
HARRY A. ENGLEHART, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The Heilenic Center of Philadelphia is ob-
serving its silver anniversary. Under the leadership of
Savas and Georgia Generalis, this organization contributes
greatly to the Greek-American community of Philadel-
phia.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends congratulations
snd best wishes to the Hellenic Center of Philadelphia
on the occasion of its twenly-fifth anniversary and wishes
all those involved in making this center a success, con-
tinued happiness and good fortune in their future en-
deavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Hellenic Center of Philadelphia, 249 South
Ninth Street, Philadeiphia, Pennsylvania 19107.

SAMUEL RAPPAPORT

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Dr. James Robert Coder began the practice
of chiropractic in the Borough of Columbia, Pennsylvania,
in 1925, He previously served in the United State Ma-
rines against Pancho Villa and during World War I
served with the American expeditionary forces in Europe.
He was a pioneer in legislative efforts to license the
healing art of chiropraciic and has practiced this art with
sincere dedication since 1925.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Dr, James
Rohert Coder for his outstanding dedication and service
to country and to chiropractic and wishes him continued
success in his future endeavors;

and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-

livered to Dr, James Robert Coder, 36 North Lime Street,
Lancaster, Pennsylvania 17602.

MARVIN E. MILLER
MARVIN E. MiLLER, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The Middletown Athletic League, Junior
Girls thirteen to fifteen, under the able managing of Ed
Weston, captured the first Amateur Softball Association
Pennsylvama State Championship for Junior Girls thir-
teen to fitteen.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates the DMid-
dletown Athletic League, Junior Girls thirteen to fifteen
on their winning the first Amateur Softball Association
rennsylvania State Championship for Junior Girls thir-
teen to fifteen, commends the members on their skiils,
their team cooperation, and their team spirit and wishes
them success in future endeavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to The Middletown Athletic League, Junior Girls,
Thirteen to Fifteen, Levittown, Pennsyivania 190586,

JAMES J. WRIGHT, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The parish of the Holy Trinity Roman
Cathotic Church in Morrisville is observing ils seventy-
fifth diamond jubilee anniversary; and

WHEREAS, The parish of the Holy trinily Church rep-
resents thirteen hundred local families., The parish was
established by the Reverend John McAnany, and is served
now by Reverend Charles Flanagan In 1956, after hav-
ing moved often, a church, a scheol, and a rectory were
built. An additional schooi building opened in 1965; and

WHEREAS, The parish of the Holy Trinily Roman
Catholic Church is celebrating its seventy-fitth anni-
versary by holding a gala dinner-dance in November.
During this past March (1975), the parish served as local
church in the "World Day of Prayer” for the area.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates the parish
oi the Holy 7Trinity Roman Catholic Church of Morris-
ville on its seventy-fifth anniversary, wishes the parish
good fortune;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to The Holy Trinity Church, 201 North Pennsyl-
vana Avenue, Morrisville, Pennsylvania 19067,

JAMES J. WRIGHT, JR,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The Middletown Athletic League, Junior
Girls sixteen to eighieen, under the able managing of
Bruce Pennypacker won the first Amateur Softball As-
sociation Pennsylvania State Championship for Junior
Girls sixteen to eighteen.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates the mem-~
bers of the Middletown Athletic League, Junior Girls
sixtetn to eighteen, on their capture of the first Amateur
Softball Association Pennsylvania State Championship,
commends them on their gkills, their team co-operation,
and their team spirit, and wishes them success in their
future athletic endeavers;
and further direects that a copy of this cifation be de-
iivered to The Middletown Athletic League Junior Girls,
Sixteen to Eighteen, Levittown, Pennsylvania 1%036.

JAMES J. WRIGHT, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The New Vernon Grange is celebrating its
one hundredth anniversary on October 19, 1975. The
Grange, whose Master is Marshall Clark, is one of the
oldest farm organizations in the nation. The anniversary
wil]l be celebrated with a church service, a craft demon-
stration, games, a chicken bar-b-que, and a program in
the evening with Luther Snyder as the speaker.
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Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, extends its best wishes
and ccengratulations to the New Vernon Grange on cele-
brating its one hundredth anniversary;
and further directs thas a copy of this citation be de-
livered to The New Vernon Grange, R. D. 1, Clarks Mills,
Pennsylvania 16114,

ROY W. WILT

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Charles Blumenthal, M.D, is being recog-
nized for his thirty-eight years of medical service to peo-
ple in the neighborhoods of Tacony, Mayfair, Holmesburg,
and Torresdale; and

WHEREAS, Charles Bilumenthal, M.D., is still engaged
in active practice serving the sick, the poor, and the
troubled.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Charles
Blumenthal, M.D., on this honor bestowed upon him, com-
mendg him for his humanitarianism and selflessness, and
wisghes him good health and googd fortune;
and [urther directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Dr, Charles Biumenthal, 7432 Torresdale Ave-
nue, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19136.

ANITA PALERMO KELLY

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The St. Joan of Arc Roman Catholic Church
of Library is celebrating four different occasions. It is
celebrating its bicentennial year and the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the parish. The vear 1975 also marks the one
hundredth year anniversary of the Holy Family of Naz-
areth Nuns and this particular order of nuns has been at
this parish for twenty-five years.

Now therefore, the Ilouse of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates the 5t.
Joan of Arc Roman Catholic Church of Library on its mul-
tiple celebrations and wishes the church success and good
fortune in the years to come;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to St. Joan of Arc Roman Catholic Church, Mon-
tour Street, Library, Pennsylvania 15129,

JAMES A. ROMANELLI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Carole Fulmer, through the training re-
ceived in first aid courses sponsored hy the American Red
Cross and the external heart massage training sponsored
by the American Heart Association, was able to save the
life of Janet Easton, who was struck by lightning on
September 8§, 1975,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commoaonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Carole Ful-
mer for saving the life of another, commends her for her
quick thinking in time of emergency and her expert use of
her training in first aid and heart massage; wishes her
good health and good fortune;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Mrs, Carole Fulmer, 630 High Street, Williams-
port, Pennsylvania 17701.

ANTHONY J. CIMINI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WIHEREAS, The Junior League of Erie, Inc., is celebrat-
ing its fiftieth anniversary of service to the community.
The Junior League of Erie, Inec., has raised over $225,000
and has returned it to the community through the fund-
ing of League projects in the areas of the arts, health, wel-
fare, and education. The Junior League of Erie, Inc., has
provided over three million hours of volunteer community
service working with more than one hundred fifty or-
ganizations in Erie County. Anniversary activities will
include a community dinner honoring the many organiza-
tions which the League has sponsored and with which it
has worked.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates the Junior
League of Erie, Inc, on its fiftieth anniversary, commends
it for its service to the community and wishes the League
good fortune;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to the Junior League of Erie, Inc., 6400 Lake Shore
Drive, Erie, Pennsylvania 16505,

DAVID 8. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Villa Maria College is celebrating its fiftieth
anniversary. Villa Maria College opened its doors on
September 20, 1925 with fifteen students and four faculty
memhbers. Founded by the Sisters of St Joseph, Villa
Maria has graduated twenty-seven hundred women. It
is one of one hundred twenty women's colleges in the
nation and the only college for women in Northwestern
Pennsylvania.

Now therefore, The House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, congratulates Villa Maria
College on the celebration of its fiftieth anniversary and
wishes the college continued growth and prosperity in the
years {o come;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Villa Maria College, 2551 West Lake Road, Erie,

Pennsylvania 16505.
DAVID S. HAYES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEKEAS, Robert S. Lichtenberger is retiring after
thirty-nine years service as senior deputy executive di-
rector with the Game Commission; and

WHEREAS, Robert S. Lichtenberger began his career
with the Game Commission on July 2, 1936 after com-
pleting his training with the first class in the Ross LefTler
School of Conservation. After his training, Mr. Lichten-
berger remained at the school as resident instructor for
the second class and then served as a game land tech-~
nician. He returned as acting assistant superintendent
at the Training School and then again as a game land
technician. After serving as resident instructor for the
third class and another short tour of duty as game land
technician, he entlered the U. S. Army Military Police,
where he attained the rank of captain during World War
II; and

WHEREAS, After his military service, Mr. Lichten-
berger returned to the Training School, then as land
operations assistant, assistant chief of training, acting chief
of training and assistant chief of the Ross Leffler School
of Conservation.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania commends and congratu-
lates Robert S. Lichtenberger on his dedicated service in
the field of conservation and wishes him good heailh
and good fortune in his golden years of retirement;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Robert S. Lichtenberger, 3105 Yale Avenue,
Camp Hill, Pennsylvania 17011,

KENT D. SHELHAMER

WILLIAM F. RENWICK
SAMUEL E. HAYES, JR.
ROBERT J. KUSSE

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Dr. Howard J. Burnett has been awarded
the United States Army Outstanding Civilian Service
Medal, the highest honor which the Army can bestow upon
a civilian. As president of Washington and Jefferson
College, Dr. Howard J. Burnett has established direct Hai-
son between the Admissions Office and ROTC; he has
supported ROTC contact programs with prospective stu-
dents and their parents; and he has led discussions which
have resulted in granting of academic credit for basic
ROTC courses.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Dr. Howard
J. Burnett on his receipt of the United States Army Out-
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standing Civilian Medal, commends him for his dedicated

and loyal support of the Army’s office procurement ef-
forts and for his work on behalf of the ROTC program,
and wishes him good health and good fortfune;

and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Dr. Howard J. Burnett, 238 E. Wheeling Street,
Washington, Pennsylvania 15301,

ROGER RAYMOND FISCHER

BHOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Yogi Berra is being honored by the com-
munity of Lansford on November 3, 1975, proclaimed
as “Yogl Berra Day”. Mr. Berra, who is a former New
York Yankee catcher, and a former manager of the
New Yorlk Mets, is a member of the Baseball Hall of
Fame, His contributlion to the sport of baseball and
his inspiration to many young persons is highly ap-
plauded.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonweaith of Pennsvivania, congratulates Yogi Berra
on being honored by ihe community of Lansiord and
wishes him happiness and success in all his future en-
deavors;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Yogi Beria, Montelair, New Jersey.

THOMAS J. MeCALL
JAMES A, GOODMAN
BERNARD F. O'BRIEN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Harold “Mac¢” MeCuen, Mt. Joy, observed
the milestone of fifty years as a dedicated journalist; and

WHEREAS, Harold McCuen, initially a Cub Reporter for
the Norristown Register in 1925, is Editor of the Leader
Newspaper. Siriving to uphold the principles of a free
press, Harold McCuen, through the years, has shown
compassion, and idealism for community betterment.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Harold
“Mac” McCuen on ebservance of his fiftieth anniversary
as a journalist and commends him for ardent dedication
to his profession;
and furither directs that a copy of this citation be de-
livered to Harold M. C. McCuen, Mt. Joy, Conshohocken,
Pennsylvania 19428.

ROSE TOLL

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Dr. Michael P, Marcase has been a lifetime
resident of Philadelphia, and since 1954, has been a
teacher and administrator in the Philadelphia Public
Schoocls. He was appointed Superintendent of Schools
for the City of Philadeiphia cn July 9, 1975; and

WHEREAS, Dr. Marcase is a member of many profes-
sional and civie assceialions and has rendered outstand-
ing community service; and

WHEREAS, On November 8, 1975, Dr. Marcase will be
honored by Columbus Forum Lodge of the Order Sons
of Ttaly in America at its annual awards banquet for his
many contributions to the field of education and the
community at large.

Now therefere, the House of Representatives of the
Commeonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in its delibera-
tions to congratulate Dr. Michael P, Marcase on the occa-
sion of this well-deserved award by the Columbus Forum
Lodge of the Order Sons of Italy in America, and wishes
this outstanding Philadelphian and Pennsylvanian con-
tinued success and best wishes in ithe years to come;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be pre-
sented fo Dr. Michael P. Marcase.

HERBERT FINEMAN

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Miss Sarah Ann Stauffer, Rohrerstown,
has dedicated long service in behalf ef ihe Republican
party; and

WHEREAS, Miss Sarah Ann Stauffer, & Franklin and
Marshall graduate, is a distinguizshed leader of commu-
nity programs including YWCA, Governor’s Conference,
Community Chest Council, Lancaster County Community
Counecil, and the Red Cross; and

WHEREAS, Miss Stauffer is active in politics including
the formaticn of the Lancaster Young Repubilicans of
Pennsylvania, Women’s Repubiican Club, Pennsylvania
Council of Republican Women, Nalicnal Republican Com-
mittee, and delegate at Naticnal Convention., Dedicated
to her political party, Miss Stauffer has displayed de-
voted servics to her political affiliation.

Now therefore, the House of Represcntatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsyivania congratulates Miss Sarzh
Ann Stauffer for her clvie concern and her leadership to
the Republican party; and [urther directs that a copy of
this citalion be delivered Lo Miss Sarah Ann Stauffer,
Rohrerstown, Pennsylvania 17571.

CHARLOTTE D. FAWCETT
PATRICIA CRAWFORD
CARMEL SIRIANNT

HOUSE CF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, June Honaman, Landisville, has devoted
long service to the Republican party; and

WHEREAS, June Honaman, a Beaver College graduate,
is a member of the American Association of University
Wemen, Home Service, Beard of American Red Cross and
Who's Who in American Women; and

WHEREAS, June Honaman, former president of the
Women’s Republican Club, was director of the Pennsyl-
vania Ccuncil of Republican Women and a dclegate-at-
large and member of the Platform Commitiee, Repub-
lican National Convention. A member of the Governor's
Commission on the Status of Women, June Honaman is a
committeewoman in Landisvilie and a State committea-
womarn.

Now iherefore, the I{ouse of Representatives of the
Commonweaith of Pennsylvania commends June Hona-
man for her ardent dedication to her political affiliations
and wishes her continued success and good fortune in her
future endeavors; and further directs that a copy of this
citation be delivered to June Honaman, 400 Main Street,
Landisville, Pennsylvania 17538.

CHARLOTTE D. FAWCETT
PATRICIA CRAWFORD
CAEMEL SIRIANNI

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Cpl. Joseph A. Petrill is being honored on
his retirement after twenty-nine years of service with
the Pennsylvania State Police by the Frank Albert Me-
morial Lodge 43, Fraternal Order of Police, at its twenty-
ninth Annual Dinner on October 18, 1975, Cpl. Petrill,
who retired {rom the Wyoming State Police Troop P on
November 13, 1974, enlisted November 1, 1645, He served
at Dushore, Shickshinny, Fern Ridge, Towanda and was
a garage inspector at the Wyoming Barracks.

Now therefore, the House of Representaiives of ithe
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to Cpl. Jogseph A. Petrill on being honored on his
relirement from the Pennsylvania State Police, com-
mends him on his {wenty-nine years of service and a job
well done, and wishes him good fortune and good health
during his retirement; and further directs that a copy of
this citation be delivered 1o Cpl. Joseph A. Petrill, 555
Sperling Street, West Wyoming, Pennsylvania 18644.

FRANK J. O’'CONNELL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Major John F. ¥aglenski is being honored
on his retirement after thirty-eight years of service with
the Pennsylvania State Police by the Frank Albert Me-
morial Lodge 43, Fraternal Order of Police, ot its twenty-
ninth Annual Dinner on GCetober 18, 1975. Major Yagien-
ski, who retired from the Wyoming State Police T'roop P
on May 22, 1975, enlisted on September 1, 1937. He served
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at Towanda, Athens, Tunkhannock and Wyoming. Major
Yaglenski was executive officer at Harrisburg and was
commanding officer at Wyoming and Harrishurg. He was
director of the Bureau of Criminal Investigation at Har-
risburg and was commander of Area II at Wyoming.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to Major John ¥F. Yaglenski on being honored on
his retirement from the Pennsylvania State Police, com-
mends him on his thirty-eight years of service and a job
well done, and wishes him good fortune and good health
during his retirement and further directs that a copy of
this citation be delivered to Major John F. Yaglenski, 112
Apache Drive, Shickshinny, Pennsylvania 18855,

FRANK J, O'CONNELL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Cpl. John J. Laskos is being honored on
his retirement after thirty-eight years of service with
the Pennsylvania State Police by the Frank Albert Me-
morial Lodge 43, Fraternal Order of Police at its twenty-
ninth Annual Dinner on October 18, 1975. Cpl. Laskos,
who retired from the Wyoming State Police Troop P on
April 3, 1975, enlisted on January 13, 1937. He served at
Laceyville, LaPorte, Dushore, Athens and Wyoming.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to Cpl. John J. Laskos on bheing honored on his re-
tirement {rom the Pennsylvania State Police, commends
him on his thirty-eight years of service and a job well
done, and wishes him good fortune and good health dur-
ing his retirement; and further directs that a copy of this
citation be delivered to Cpl. John J. Laskos, 159 Ninth
Street, Wyoming, Pennsylvania 18644.

FRANK J. O’'CONNELL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Trooper Edmund C. Ganis is being honored
on his retirement after thirty-seven years of service with
the Pennsylvania State Police by the Frank Albert Me-
morial Lodge 43 Fraternal Order of Police at its twenty-
ninth Annual Dinner on October 18, 1975. Trooper Ganis,
who retired from the Wyoming State Police Troop P on
May 28, 1975, enlisted on April 1, 1938. He served at
Shickshinny and Sayre, and was the youth aid officer at
the Wyoming Barracks.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to Trooper Edmund C. Ganis on being honored on
his retirement from the Pennsylvania State Police, com-
mends him on his thirty-seven years of service and a job
well dene, and wishes him good fortune and good health
during his retirement; and further directs that a copy of
this citation be delivered to Trooper Edmund C. Ganis,
83 Goeringer Avenue, Hanover Township, Wilkes-Barre,

Pennsylvania 18702.
FRANK J. O'CONNELL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Trooper Chester G. Secora is being honor-
ed on his retirement after twenty-seven years of service
with the Pennsylvania State Police by the Frank Albert
Memorial Lodge 43 Fraternal Order of Police at iis
twenty-ninth Annual Dinner on October 18, 1975. Trooper
Secora, who retired from the Wyoming State Police Troop
P on July 9, 1975, enlisted on February 16, 1948, He served
at Shickshinny, Wyoming, Tunkhannock, Towanda and
Dushore Stations,

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to Trooper Chester G. Secora on being honored on
his retirement from the Pennsylvania State Police, com-
mends him on his twenty-seven years of service and a
job well done, and wishes him good fortune and good
health during his retirement; and further directs that a
copy of this citation be delivered to Trooper Chester G.
Secora, 162 East Tioga Avenue, Tunkhannock, Pennsyl-

vania 18657.
FRANK J. O'CONNELL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Sgt. William Puchalsky is being honored
on his retirement after twenty-eight years of service with
the Pennsylvania State Police by the Frank Albert Me-
morial Lodge 43 Fraternal Order of Police, at its twenty-
ninth Annual Dinner on October 18, 1975, Sgt. Puchalsky,
who retired from the Hazleton State Police Troop N on
July 31, 1975, enlisted on August 1, 1947. He served at
Dunmore, Wyoming, Hazleton, Shickshinny, Dushore,
Tun}éhannock, Biakely, Dalesville, Honesdale and To-
wanda.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania extends its congratula-
tions to Sgt. William Puchalsky on being honored on his
retiremment from the Pennsylvania State Police, commends
him on his twenty-eight years of service and a job well
done, and wishes him good fortune and good health dur-
ing his retirement; and further directs that a copy of this
citation be delivered to Sgt. William Puchalsky, 60 Mc-
Hale Street, Swoyersvilie, Pennsylvania 18704.

FRANK J. O'CONNELL, JR.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, Jacob G. Kassab has completed his term of
service as Secretary of Transportation of the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania. Mr. Kassab, in addition to serv-
ing as Secretary of Transportation, has given his services
to the Commonwealth in many capacities, including
Chairman of the Pennsylvania Transportation Commis-
sion; a member of the State Planning Board:; the State
Highway and Bridge Authority; the Environmental Qual-
ity Board; the Commission on Interstate Cooperation; and
the State Council of Civil Defense; and ex-officio mem-
ber of the Pennsylvania Turnpike Commission. He has
received many honors, including a commendation by the
Atomic Energy Commission, membership in the Paul
Revere Patriots, a degree of Honorary Keystone Farmer,
and the National VFW Bronze Medal Award for his as-
sistance to veterans. Mr. Kassab, who is a registered pro-
fessional engineer, was alsc selected by Time Magazine
and the Pittsburgh Chamber of Commerce as the oui-
standing construction man in the Pittsburgh area. His
participation in civie organizations has included serving
as a member of the Board of Directors of the Canonsburg
General Hospital, Executive Director of the Washington
County Industrial and Development Authority, and a
member of the Washington County Board of Viewers.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania congratulates Jacob G.
Kassab on completing his term of service as Secretary of
Transportation, commends him on his many contributions
to the Commeonwealth of Pennsylvania and wishes him
happiness and success in all his future endeavors; and
further directs that a copy of this citation be delivered
to Jacob G. Kassab, 53 South Terrace, Pennsboro Manor,
Wormleysburg, Pennsylvania 17043,

HERBERT FINEMAN
JOHN L. BRUNNER

K. LEROY IRVIS
JAMES J. MANDERINO
JOSEPH A. PETRARCA
JOHN F, LAUDADIO, SR,
PAUL J. YAHNER
EUGENE G. SALOOM
LESTER K. FRYER
STEPHEN R. WOJDAK
JAMES J. A. GALLAGHER
CHARLES LAUGHLIN
MARTIN P. MULLEN

J. BARRY STOUT

A. J. DeMEDIO
WILLIAM F, RENWICK
JOSEPH R. KOLTER
KENT D. SHELHAMER
BERNARD F. O’'BRIEN
AMOS K. HUTCHINSON
HELEN D. GILLETTE
DONALD A. ABRAHAM
BERENARD R. NOVAK
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GEORGE MISCEVICH
HaprhkyY G. MENHORN, JR.
RALPH MUSTO

C. L. SCHMITT

FRED J. SHUPNIK
JOSEPH G, WARGO
PHILIP 5. RUGGIERO
JAMES D, BARBER
WILLIAM J. McLANE
JOHN WANSAC?Z
GALEN E. DREIBELEIS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, Harold A. Yetzer, Sheriff of Berks County
and a former member of this House, died on Friday, Oc-
tober 3, 1975; and

WHERIAS, Sheriff Yetzer served as ar able and dedi-
cated member of this House of Representatives from 1847
to 1956, and earned the love and respect of ail who knew
and worked with him; and

WHEREAS, Mr. Yetzer iz survived by his wife, Mary
Yetzer and one brother and three sisters; now therefore
be it
RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pauses in its delibera-
tions to mourn the passing of Harcld A. Yetzer, and ex-
tends its heartfelt condolences to his wife and 1o the fam-
ily of this cutstanding ecitizen and public servant; and be
it further

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be delivered
to Mrs. Mary Yetzer, 521 Jefferson Street, Hyde Park,
Pennsylvania 15641.

LESTER K. FRYER
RUSSELL J. LaMARCA
K. LEROY IRVIS

JAMES J. GALLEN
HAROLD J. STAHL, JR.
JOHN S, DAVIES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WHEREAS, The Fayetteville Volunteor Fire Company
is proudly dedicating a new building. The Fayetteville
Volunteer Fire Company has continuously provided out-
standing service to the nceds of the community of Fay-
efttevilie and the surrcunding area.

Now therefore, the House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Pennsyivania, commends and congrat-
ulates the Fayetteville Volunteer Fire Company on the
occasion of the dedication of a new building and com-
mends all those involved in this successful endeavor on
their dedication and community spirit;
and further directs that a copy of this citation be delivered
to Fayetteville Volunteer Fire Company, 101 West Main
Street, Fayetteville, Pennsylvania 17222,

R. HARRY BITTLE

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I notice a lot of the mem-
hers are leaving. I would like to announce our caucus
before they leave.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. RYAN. 1 would like all of the Republican mem-
bers to report to the minority caucus room at 1 o’clock
sharp, so that we can finish up within the half hour that
has been allotted for caucus purposes.

If we are to get out of here at a decent hour today, it
will be necessary for you to be there at 1, so we can re-
turn to the floor at 1:30.

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

Mr. NOYE. Mr. Speaker, I would like a point of per-
sonal privilege, if I may.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed.

Will the gentleman yield for just a moment for pur-
poses of an announcement by the majority leader?

Mr., NOYE. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

The SPEAKER.
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would urge the members of the Democratic caucus fo
report promptly at 1 p.m. to the majority caucus room,
promptly at 1 o’clock, so that we may leave there at 1:30
ta return to the floor.

Thank you, Mr, Speaker,

The Chair recognizes the majority

QUESTION OF PERSCNAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
frem Perry, Mr, Noye. For what purpose does the gan-
tleman rise?

Mr, NOYE., T rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state if.

Mr, NOYE. Mr. Speaker, several weeks ago the press
corps here in the Capitol sponsored their annual gridiron
affair,

We often hear criticism that the press does not report
things accurately. 1 would just like to read a brief ex-
cerpt that appeared the day after the gridiron affair
which points out once and for all the accuracy of the
press. It reads:

The above song is from the Gridiron Show,
held Monday night at a motel here by the Penn-
sylvania Legislative Correspondents Association.

The PCLA is a group of 30-0dd reporters who
cover state government.

I think that sums it up.

QUESTION OF INFORMATION

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

Mr. POLITE. Irise to a question of information.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, POLITE, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Today an unsigned amendment to House bill No. 1085
was distributed. 1 would like to know who the author
of this amendment is so that I can discuss if because I
am the prime sponsor of House bill No. 1085.

The SPEAKER. What is the bill number?

Mr. POLITE. Iouse biii No. 1085, printer's No. 1861.

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

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, that is my amendment. I
neglected to sign the amendment,

The SPEAKER. It is the amendment of the gentleman,
Mr. Ritter.

Mr. POLITE. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the genileman
rom Favette, Mr. Lincoln.

Mr, LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, have we at this time
passed a resolution for adjournment?
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The SPEAKER. No.

Mr. LINCOLN. It has not been acted on?
The SPEAKER. That is correct,

Mr. LINCOLN. Thank you.

RECESS

The SPEAKER. The Chair now declares the House
in recess until 1:30 p.m.

AFTER RECESS

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

THE SPEAEER (Herbert Fineman)
IN THE CHAIR

HCUSE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED
By Mr. DiCARLO HOUSE BILL No. 1828

An Act providing for the entry of the Commonwealth
into a compact with the States of New York and New
Jersey concerning drug {trafficking; creating the Tri-
State Drug Trafficking Policy and Control Commission
and prescribing the membership function, powers and
duties of said commission.

Referred to Committee on Health and Welfare

By Messrs. O'BRIEN and GOODMAN
HOUSE BILL No. 1829

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971, ap-
proved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), excluding certain
self-service operations from sales tax.

Referred to Committee on Finance

By Messrs. BEREN and MEBUS HOUSE BILL No. 1830

An Act amending “The Fourth to Eighth Class County
Assessment Law,” approved May 21, 1943 (P. L. 571, No.
254), providing a limited exemption from taxation of
residential real property of persons sixty-five years of
age or older and for reimbursement by the Common-
wealth through the Department of Revenue for loss of
revenues oecasioned by such exemptions.

Referred to Committee on Finance

By Megsrs. BEREN and MEBUS HOUSE BILL No. 1831

An Act amending “The General County Assessment
Law,” approved May 22, 1933 (P. L. 853, No. 155), pro-
viding a limited exemption from taxation of residential
real property of persons sixty-five years of age or older
and for reimbursement by the Commonwealth through
the Department of Revenue for loss of revenues occa-
sioned by such exemption.

Referred to Committee on Finance

By Mr. WOJDAK HOUSE BILL No. 1832

An Act amending the act of July 7, 1972 (P. L. 64, No.
18-A), entitled “An act meaking appropriations for emer-
gency and disaster relief in connection with flooding and
tropical storm disaster in the Commonwealth,” to frans-
fer funds among the several appropriations.

Referred to Committee on Appropriations

By Mr. WOJDAK HOUSE BILL No. 1833

An Supplement to the act of , entitled
“An act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal

vear 1975-1976,” itemizing public imvprovement projects

to be acquired or constructed by the Department of Gen-
eral Services together with their estimated financial cost;

authorizing the incurring of debt without the approval
of the electors for the purpose of financing the projects,
stating the estimated useful life of the projects, and mak-
ing an appropriation,

Referred to Commitfee on Appropriations

SENATE BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows having been pre-
pared for presentation to the Governor and the same be-
ing correct, the titles were publicly read as follows:

SENATE BILL No. 610

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323,
No. 130), entitled “The County Code,”” making certain
audits mandatory.

SENATE BILIL No. 834

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No.
230), entitled, as amended, “Second Class County Code,”
requiring mandatory audits of the minor judiciary.

Whereupon,

The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed
the same.

CALENDAR

LABOR RELATIONS BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 993, printer’s No, 1139, entitled:

An Act amending the “Pennsylvania Prevailing Wage
Act,” approved August 15, 1961 (P. L. 987, No. 442),
changing and adding definitions, specifying duties of cer-
tain officers of public bodies, adding criminal and civil
remedies and changing certain time limitations.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the biil on third consideration?

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved that House bill No. %93 be recommit-
ted to the Committee on Appropriations.
Motion was agreed to.

TAX BILL ON SECONI) CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to second consideration of House
bill No. 526, printer’s No. 2195, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 17, 1913 (P. L. 507, No.
335), referred to as the Intangible Personal Property Tax
Law, changing the time of making a tax return.

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,

Ordered, to be transeribed for third consideration.

URBAN AFFAIRS BILL ON SECOND
CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of Senate
bill No. 835, printer’s No. 911, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1853 (P. L. 723, No.
230), entitled, as amended, “Second Class County Code,”
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permitting advertisement of the titles and summarizations

in lieu of the entire text of proposed ordinances.

And said bill kaving been considered the second time
and agreed to,
Ordered, to be transcribed for third consideration.

GAME AND FISHERIES BILL
ON SECCND CONSIDERATION

Agreeable 1o order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 293, printer’s No, 1054, entitled:

An Act amending “The Game Law,” approved June 3,
1037 (P. L. 1225, No. 318), increasing the maximum pur-
chase price per acrc the commission may pay for land and
providing for the purchase of certain land without re-
striction or limitation.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill was agreed to.

JUDICIARY BILLS ON
SECOND CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of House
bill No. 530, printer’s No. 2242, entitled:

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for
the exclusion to offenses because of a spousal relationship
and rules of evidence relating to sexual offenses.

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,
Ordered, to be transcribed for third consideration.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of House
bill No. 162%, printer’s No. 2010, enfitled:

An Act amending Tifle 20 (Decedents Estates and Fidu-
ciaries) of the Pennsyivania Consolidated Statutes, ap-
proved November 25, 1970 (P. L. 707, No. 230), extinguish-
ing the right of a surviving spouse to share in real estate
conveyed hy the deceased spouse.

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,
QOrdered, to be transcribed for third consideration,

EDUCATION BILLS ON
SECOND CONSIDERATICN

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of Senate
bill No. 580, printer’s No. 1315, entitled:

An Act amending the act of March 10, 1949 {(P. L. 30,
No. 14), entitled “Public School Code of 1949,” further
providing for general obligation bonds.

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,
Ordered, to be iranscribed for third consideration,

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of Senate
bill No, 855, printer’s No. 1101, entitled:

An Act providing services for the diagnosis and correc-
tion of speech and hearing defects to nonpublic sgchool
children.

And said bill having heen considered the second time
and agreed to,
Ordered, to be transcribed for third consideration.

APPROPRIATION BILL ON
SECOND CONSIDERATICN

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of Senate
bill No. 1007, printer’s No. 1184, entitled:

An Act providing for the capital budget for the fiscal
vear 1975-76.

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,
Ordered, to be transcribed for third consideration.

NONPREFERRED BILL ON
SECOND CONSIDERATICN

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to second consideration of Senate
bill No. 758, prinfer’s No. 820, entitled:

An Act making an appropriation to the Trustees of the
Buhl Planetarium and Institute of Popular Science, Pitts-
burgh, Penngylvania,

And said bill having been considered the second time
and agreed to,

Ordered, to be transcribed for third consideration.

SENATE BILL No. 901 PASSED OVER

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

Does the gentleman, Mr. Gleason, have amendments to
be offered on this bill?

Mr, GLEASON. In accordance with the Speaker’s re-
auest, T discussed this matter with the Appropriations
Committec cheirman, Mr., Wojdak, Mr, Wojdak informed
me that he wanted Mr. Rolert Priest of his committee 1o
discuss this matter with him and he agked that the
malter b2 passed over until we have a final decision
from the Appropriations Commiftee,

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

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

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, Mr. Dorr,
was over here before and he said he has amendments to
House bill No. 605.

HOUSE BILL No. 605 PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY

The SPEAXKER.
hall of the IHouse?

Does the gentleman have amendments to House bill
No. 6057

Mr. DORR.
Pureal.
down.

The
over.

Is the gentleman, Mr., Dorr, in the

Mr. Speaker, I just called the Reference
They are rteady and they are on their way

SPEAKER. This bill will be temporarily passed

TAX BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreceable to order,
The IIcuse proceeded to third consideration of House
1 bill No. 1734, printer’s No, 2181, entitled:
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An Act amending the *“Co-cperative Agricultural As-
sociation Cerparate Net Income Tax Act,” approved May
23, 1945 (P, L. 893, No. 360), further providing for the
imposition of the tax.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3), page 2, line 1, by striking out
the bracket before “any” )

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 3), page 2, line 2, hy inserting after
“tax”: except liquid fuel taxes or fuel use taxes but

Amend Sec. 1 {See. 3), page 2, line 2, by striking out
the bracket after “including”

On the question,

Will the House agree to the amendments?

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

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment just
clarifies the bill, and I think it is agreeable to both sides.
I have talked with Mr. Irvis on it, and Mr. Bonetio is
familiar with it. I think the amendment is possibly an
agreeable amendment.

On the question recurring,
Will the House agree to the amendments?
Amendments were agreed to.

On the question,

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

Bill as amended was agreed to.

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

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

YEAS—188
Abraham Gelsler MeGinnig Schmitt
Anderson, J. H.  George Mcintyre Schweder
Arthurs Giammareo McLane Scirica
Barber Gillespte Mebus Settzer
Bellomind Gillette Menhorn Shane
Benneit Gleason Miller, M. E. Shelhamer
Beren Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Shuprik
Berlin Goodman Milliron Sirianni
Berson Green Miscevich Smith, E.
Bittle Greenfield Moehlmann Smith, L.
Blackwell Grieco Merris Spencer
Bonetto Gring Mulien, M. P, Siahl
Bradley Halverson Mullen Stapleton
Brandt Haratiton, J. H, Musto Stout
Brunher Hammock Myers Taddonio
Burns Hayes, I). 8. Noye Taylor
Caputo Hayes, S. E. O'Brien Tayoun
Cessar Hepford O'Connell Thomas
Cirmnind Hill O'Donnell Toll
Cochen Hopking O'Keefe Trello
Cole Hutchingon, A.  Oliver Turner
Cowell Huichinson, W. Pancoast Ustynoski
Crawford Irvis Parker, H. S. Valicenti
Cumberland Itkin Perri Vann
Davis, D. M, Johnson, J. Perry Vroon
DeMedto Katz Petiarca Wagner
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Pievsky Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kelly, J. B. Pitts ‘Wansacz
DiDonato Kernick Polite Wargo
Dietz Kistler Pratt Weidner
Dininni Klingaman Prendergast Westerberg
Dombrowskl Knepper Pyles Whittlesey
Dorr Kolter Rappaport Wilson
Doyle Kowalyshyn Reed Wilt, R. W,
Dreibelbis Kusse Renninger wilt, W, W,
Eckensberger LaMarca Renwick Wojdak

Englehart Laudadio Rhodes Worrilow
Fawcett Laughlin Richardson Wright
Fee Lehr Rieger Yahner
Fisher Letterman Ritter Yohn
Flaherty Lev! Romanelli Zearfoss
Foster, A. Lincoln Ross Zeller
Foster, W, Lynch Rugglero Zord
Fryer Manderino Ryan Zwikl
Gallagher Manmiller Saloom
Gallen MeCall Salvatore Fineman,
Garzia McClatehy Scheaffer Speaker
Geesey McCue
NAYS—6

Fischer Haskel] Mrkonic Shuman
Hasay Lederer

NOT VOTING—8
Butera McGraw Novak Sullivan
Davies Milanovich Shelton ‘Whelan

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.

RESOLUTION REPORTED AS COMMITTED

HOUSE RESOLUTION No, 33 (Concurrent)
By Mr. WARGO

The General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania memorialize the Congress of the United States to
enact legislation which would reduce this onerous burden
of maintenance costs on all the states through which
the Interstate Highway System extends.

Reported from Committee on Rules.

BILL REPORTED AND CONSIDERED
FIRST TIME AND TABLED

SENATE BILL No. 28 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act making an appropriation to the Medical College
of Pennsylvania, East Falls, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

Repeorted from Committee on Appropriations.

BILLS REREPORTED AS COMMITTED
HOUSE BILL Neo. 798 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act amending the “Pennsylvania Public Lands Act,”
approved July 9, 19539 (P. L. 510, No. 137}, further pro-
viding for and changing certain fees.

Rereported from Committee on Appropriations.

HOUSE BILL No. 799 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act amending the act of June 30, 1959 (P. L. 492,
No. 197), entitled, as amended, “An act fixing the fees
to be charged by the Department of Community Affairs,”
changing the fees.

Rereported from Commitlee on Appropriations.

HOUSE BILL No. 1450 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971,” ap-
proved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), further providing
for additions to tax.

Rereported from Committee on Appropriations.

SENATE BILL No. 25 By Mr. WOJDAK

An Act establishing child protective services; providing
procedures for reporting and investigating the abuse of
children; establishing and providing access to a state-
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wide central register on child abuse; investigating such
report; providing for taking protective action including
taking a child into protective custody; placing duties on
the Department of Public Welfare and county child wel-
fare agencies; establishing child protective services in
each ecounty child welfare agency; and providing penalties.

Rereported from Committee on Appropriations.

URBAN AFFATRS BILLS
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 572, printer’'s No. 873, entitled:

An Act amending the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323,
No. 130), entitled “The County Code,” providing for an-
nual assessments for district attorneys’ associations.

On the guestion,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Title, page 1, lines 5 and 6, by striking out all
of said lines and inserting: increasing certain assessments.

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 9, by striking out “Section
445,” and inserting: Subsection (b) of section 444

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 10, by inserting after
“Code,” ": amended October 18, 1972 (P. L. 989, No, 235).

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 10 and 11, by striking out
“by adding a subsection”

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 12 through 20; page 2, lines
1 through 11, by striking out all of said lines and insert-
ing: Section 444. Other Meeting Expenses Paid by Coun-
ties.—* * *

(b} In the case of county commissioners, county solici-
tor and ecounty clerk, erunty controllers. eounty auditors,
sheriffs, registers of wills, clerks of orphans’ courts. enun-
ty treasurers, recorders of deeds, prothonotaries, clerks of
courts of quarter sessions, district attornevs, jury com-
missioners and coroners, the portion of the annual ex-
penses charged to each county shall not exceed three
hundred dollars {8300) in third and feurth class coun-
ties. two hundred doliars ($200) in fifth and sixth elass
counties and one hundred dollars ($100) in seventh and
eighth class counties, in the case of the directors of vet-
erang’ affairs the portion charged to each county shall
not exceed fifty dollars (%$50), and in the cace of the
probation officers an annual membership suhseription
not exceeding six dollars ($6) per member shall be paid
by the county, and shall be in lien of the expenses here-
inbefore in this section provided for other county officers.

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

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

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, may I ask Mr. Seltzer
whether or not this amendment is agreed to?

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the gen-
tleman’s cquestion, he is asking are his amendments
agreed to for Senate bill No. 572

As T understand the amendment, it would increase the
expenses allowed to the various row officers in the court-
houses of all class counties, Is that correct?

Mr. CAPUTO. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. Tt is a
centribution to the association to which they belong.

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, there was some opposi-
tion to it, but T do not know of any large opposition to
it. I would suggest that we take a roll call on the first
amendment and see what happens.

The SPEAKER. The Chalr recognizes the genileman
from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller.

Mr. ZELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, is this debatable?

The SPEAKER. The amendment is debatable.

Mr. ZELLER. What we arc doing here—and I thought
we talked about it yesterday—we are talking about in-
creasing the expenses of all row officers, just so the
membership realizes that.

First of all, the borough associations and the township
associations are allowed to receive an assessment, paid
for by the taxpayers. I know that when I was a borough
official we could send in our assessment to the borough
association, and I understand the county commissioners
can. But we are going far out here now and we are
getting into the district attorney area. Next it will be
the clerks of courts, the prothonotaries, everybody will
get some of the action now if we continue this.

That is why I say it is gzhout time we put a halt to
this and vote it down hecause, can you imagine now,
what they want to do is set up another association dewn
here in Harrisburg to be lobbying down here on the
hill, beating your heads in. I think we have enough of
it going on. If anyone wants to come down here and
lobby, T do not think it is necessary to lobby at the tax-
payers’ expense, I think it is about time we knock this
down.

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

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

YEAS—T0

Abraham Geisler Mullen Shupnik
Arthurs Giammarco Musto Stapleton
Rarber Gillespie Myers Sullivan
Bellomind Gillette Novak Tavourn
Bennett Cleeson Noye Toll
Rerlin Hayes, D. S, Oliver Trello
Berson Hutchinson, A, Perry Valicenti
Blackwell Johnson. J. Petrarca Vann
Burns Kelly, A. P. Pievsky Walsh, T. P,
Caputo Kowalvshyn Prenderegast Wansacz
Cohen Laudadio Rappaport Waregn
Cowell Lederer Reed Wilson
Cumberland Lincoln Ritter Woidak
DiDonatoe MeIntyre Romanelll Wright
Dininni McLane Ross Zearfoss
Doyle Mebus Ruggiero
Fisher Miscevich Schmitt Fineman,
Gallagher Mullen, M. P, Scirica Speaker

NAYS—121
Anderson, J. H. Gleason Lynch Sehweder
Beren Goodman Manmiller Seltzer
Bittle Green MeCall Shane
Bradley Greenfield MeClatchy Shelhamer
Brandt Grieco MeCue Shuman
Brunner Gring MeGGinnig Sirianni
Cessar Halverson Menhnrn Smith, E.
Clmind Hamilton, J. H, Miller, M. E. Smith, L.
Cole Hasav Miller. M. E., Jr. Spencer
Crawford Haskell Milliron Stahl
Tiavis, D. M. Hayves, S.E, Moehlmann Stout
DeMedio Henford Mnrris Taddonio
Deverter Hill Mrkonie Tavior
Dicarlo Hopkinsg O'Connell Thomas
Dietz Hutchinson, W. O Dannell Turner
Dombrowskd Trvis O'Keefe Ustvnoskd
Dorr Ttiin Pancoast Vroon
Dreibelbis Katz Parker, H. 8. Wagner
Eckensherger Kellv, J. B. Perri Weidner
Englehart Kernick Pitts Westerberg
Fawcett Kistler Polite Whelan
Fee Klingaman Pratt Whittlecey
Fischer Knepper Pyles Wilt,. B W,
Flaherty Kolter FRenninger Wit W W,
Foscter, AL Ku=se Renwick Warrilow
Foster, W, LaMarca Rhodes Yahner
Frver Lauehlin Ryan Yohn
Gallen Lehr Saloom Zetler
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Garzia Letterman Salvatore Zord
Geesey Levi Scheaffer Zwiki
George

NOT VOTING—I11
Bonetto Hammock Milanovich Rieger
Butera Manderino O'Brien Shelton
Davies McGraw Richardson

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

QUESTION OF PERSCNAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. TRVIS. I rise to a guestion of personal privilege,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, when the Caputo amend-
ment was offered to Senate bill No. 572, three people
were talking simultaneously to the majority leader and
I voted in the negative.

Charlie Caputo is the leader of our delegation, and I
want him to know that I am officially changing that
vote to the affirmative.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the genileman, and
his remarks will be noted in the record.

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?

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

Mr. ZELLER. Are you still on Senate bill No. 5727

The SPEAKER. We are on Senate bill No. 572, final
passage.

Mr. ZELLER. May I interrogate someone who would
be willing to stand up for the Senate?

The SPEAKER, Is there someone who would care to
respond to the interrogation on Senate bill No. 572 by
the gentleman, Mr. Zeller.

Mr. ZELLER. Maybe I can talk to myself,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Doyle, indicates
that he will be happy to respond to interrogation.

Mr. DOYLE. If I can. I will try to do the best I am
able to. I do not know that I can.

The SPEAKER. He says he is not so happy, but he
will respond if he can.

Mr. ZELLER., Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, would you explain to the body here and
myself what this would entail? Is this setting up what
we talked about in the Law and Justice Committee in re-
gard to associations, such as a district atforneys’ as-
sociation, set up here in this area, or wherever they set
it up, to represent legislation or problems relating to the
office of district attcrney? Is this what this is going to
do?

Mr. DOYLE. It has to do with that somewhat.

The District Attorneys’ Association was funded by
funds from the Law Enforcement Assistance Agency in
the years heretofore, The LEAA funds ran out and they
did no! get a subsequent appropriation.

The bill which went through the Law and Justice Com-
mittee, the proposed legislation, would have funded the

association through state funds. This bill, however, funds
the association through the funds of each and every
county. If the district attorney belongs to the association,
it will enable the county to pay his dues to the asscciation
in that respect.

The association in addition to just, as you term it,
lobbying, also provides for the dissemination of infor-
mation among the membership, holds seminars for their
benefit, for law enforcement, et cetera.

Mr. ZELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to comment, Mr. Speaker, if T may.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Last evening I had a meeting with one
of the representatives of our county commissioners in
Lehigh County who claims he represents the feelings of
his other comrades, and that was the continued move in
regard to placing an assessment upon the county to pro-
vide an association for the district atterneys and others.
The first move today was an amendment that was shot
down because of the objection of many county commis-
sioners that the money is not there to allow the assess-
ments to be raised. From where? It would still be com-
ing back from the counties. It may have sounded good,
but still it was not the route that the county commission-
ers wanted to go.

Another point I would like to bring out is the fact that
we are allowing and opening the door for the Law En-
forcement Assistance Association, which I have been a
member of. I have been involved since 1988 with the
LEAA operation in the northeast region of the 15 coun-
ties, the northeast region of the Governor’s Justice Com-
mission. And what has been happening is that these
various groups have been coming in for funding, know-
ing very well that affer 3 years and possibly 4 years they
would go back to scmeone, and here we are back to the
state asking for funds to promote a program which would
benefit this particular group and others.

That is why I say we are setting a precedent here for
others to come in and continue after LEAA funds have
been deleted and to force it down our throats. That is
why I feel that we should knock this off, We have
enough representative groups. We have the county as-
sociations now, and you also have the borough associa-
tions and the township associations, all of which are al-
lowed to have assessments. The next thing you are going
to have, besides district attorneys, are the clerks of courts;
you are going to have the prothonotaries; you are going
to have every Tom, Dick and Harry coming down the
road and they are all going to have an association. I
think it is time we put a halt to it and vote this down.
Thank you.

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

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, may 1 speak on the bill
before the roll call is taken? I think there may be some
misunderstanding about it.

Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to add that we have a Penn-
sylvania Boroughs' Association, a First and Second Class
Township Association, and we also have the County Com-
missioners’ Association. All their dues and fees are paid
by the municipalities to which they belong. I cannot un-
derstand the reluctance to eliminate and not treat this
particular public office, meaning the district attorney,
differenily from any other.

The county comunissioners are paid expenses to go to
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their conventions. Their association dues are paid by the
county. The borough associations pay it for the borough
counciimen; likewise the township pays for the supervi-
sors or the commissioners. T do not understand the reluc-
tance to separate or single out one public official and not
treat him the same as the others. I would urge a “yes”
vote, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I can agree on one part
with the last speaker, Mr. Doyle, for the simple reason
that I think he fortified what I have been trying to say,
that these organizations do have it. That does not mean
that everybody—and I mentioned every Tom, Dick and
Harry—who comes down the road should have it. T he-
lieve it iz about time that we put a stop to it.

I would like to conclude by saying that the frack record
of some of the district attorneys in some of the counties
would be much better probably if they spent more time
working on cases than on some of the legislation they
have been trying to get through. I know one thing for a
fact: If you give them this association, if you think that
the legal profession has any control over thig House, you
have not seen anything yet. We had better vote this one
down.

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

Mr. DOYLE. It was just pointed out to me, Mr. Speak-
er, that this is a “may” hill. The county commissioners,
if they choose to, can pay; they do not have to if they do
not want to. The langunage in the bill says “shall be ap-
portioned among the counties,” meaning that the appor-
tionment “shall,” but the actual payment, as it was just
called to my attention, is a “may” bill. If Mr. Zeller’s
county does not want {o pay for it, it does not have to.

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

Mr., GLEASON. Mr. Speaker, I was reluctant to speak
on this piece of legislation, but I think we have fo get
some sense interjected into the debate. ¥You know, there
are associations and there are associations, Mr. Speaker.
I think we have seen some ridiculous ones formed here
in Pennsyivania, and I suppose I am going to earn the
disfavor of the authorities. I do not see any reason why
they should have an association. But there are valuahle
associations of local government, including the county
commissioners, who provide us as legislators with very
important information as to how county government is
being operated and what kind of improvements are
needed.

Now anybody in this state, Mr. Speaker, who is inter-
ested in the proper adminisiration of eriminal justice
should be interested in the views of those men and
women who are out enforcing the law of Pennsylvania in
the 67 counties.

This bill allows the county commissioners to pay, up
to certain amounts, for membership by district attorneys
in the District Attorneys’ Association. I think this bill is
very important, Mr. Speaker, and I think we ocught to
support it. I think any consideration of the effective
administration of criminal justice has to take into con-
sideration the views—yes, the lobbying views, if you will
——of the distriet attorneys who enforce the laws that
we pass. So T see no reason why we should lump this

thing together with a bunch of other ridiculous associa-
tions we have had in the past and just down it.

1 am suggesting very strongly that this is an aid to us
in the legislature to determine what direction we should
be taking in our criminal laws. I think we ought to vote
“ves” on this and not just categorize everything as an
assaciation which ought to be destroyed. That is not
thinking. I think we ocught to think and use our heads

and do what is right in the area of effective law enforce-
ment.

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

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, I have a question for Mr.
Doyle. Would he consent to interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Doyle, con-
sent to interrogation?

Mr. DOYLE. Yes, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Spezker, I understand the gentleman
stated that there is presently no association of district
attorneys. Did I hear correctly?

Mr. DOYLE, No, Mr. Speaker. T said that their fund-
ing through the Law Enforcement Assistance Agency was
stopped. I did not say that there is no association.

Mr. FRYER. That was, however, in addition to the ex-
pense money that is paid by the county commissioners?
Ts that not correct?

Mr. DOYLE. The county commissioners before this did
not pay this money. This would allow the county com-
missioners to pay it.

Mr. FRYER. Possibly you misunderstood my question.
Presently, the district attorneys, when they do attend an
association meeting, are reimbursed by the county com-
missioners for their expenses for attending that associa-
tion meeting? Are they not?

Mr. DOYLE. As best T know, I do not think they are.
Now I could he wreng. FEach county iz at a parficular
amount, For instance, for a fifth class county, I think
the maximum is $200, et cetera. I do not know. I do not
think so. but maybe someone else does,

Mr, FRYER. I am under the impression that that is
what i¢ presenily happening, and the moneys that are
sought through this Senate bill No. 572 would be in addi-
tion to those expenses,

Mr. DOYLE. Well, I think that the difference might
he that we are talking ahout the dues to the association
rather than the expenses of going to the meetings. It says
that the necessary expenses of the association of district
attorneys shall be apportioned. So this deals with the
cxpenses of the association itself specifically and not the
moneys expended by the disirict attorneys to go to the
conventions.

Mr, FRYER. Correct.

Mr, DOYLE., IfIstated otherwise, I am sorry.

Mr. FRYER. I see. Thank you wvery much.
uncertain myself.

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that as the legislation
would apply to Berks County, and T represent a portion
therenf, it means that the county commissioners would
be paving out $300 in taxpayers’ funds o pay the dues
to a district attorneys’ association.

Now it is true that the other row officers do have
associationg, but their dues certainly do not run to the
extent of that. I, for one, will vote against this legisla-
tion because I feel it is too expensive and I think the
taxpayers’ money could be put to bhetter use.

I was
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Allegheny, Mr. Fisher,

Mr. FISHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I rise in support of Senate bill No. 572 and would like
to give you just a few examples of the value to the var-
ious counties around the Commeonwealth of the Pennsyl-
vania District Attorneys Association, particularly in light
of the last remarks that were made by Mr. Fryer.

The Pennsylvania District Attorneys Association over
the last 4 or 5 years has become a very active association
statewide in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. At
least 55 counties in the Commenwealth of Pennsylvania
have become active members of the Pennsylvania District
Attorneys Association,

As to 1the question Mr. Fryer asked Mr. Doyle as to
the payment of expenses for members, the district at-
torneys and their designated assistants, in attending the
association conventions, it is true that these expenses are
picked up out of contingency funds in the row offices.
There is money appropriated to the row offices each year
and there are funds available for those expenses to he
paid. But even more important are the ongning services
of this association to the counties around the Common-
wealth,

Now I eome from Allegheny County where the district
attorney’s office has a staff of approximately 50 part-time
and full-time assistants. We have, particularly in the
appellate section, at least four or five attorneys who are
experts in the area of criminal law around the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania. They are up to date on every
case that is handed down practically within 2 week from
the time of its decision.

Now one of the very valuahle things that the Penngyl-
vania Distriet Attorneys Association has done and con-
tinues to do at this date is this: Through the availahility
of these resource people in the district attorney’s office
in Allegheny County and in the district attorney’s office
in Dauphin County and in the distriet attorney's office
in Philadelphia County, certain bhriefs have been made
available to all the counties around the state. You can
call the District Attorneys Association and if. for evam-
ple, Allegheny County had a prohlem that affected your
county, you could get a brief and you counld get that
brief which would aid you in your county, wherever it
is, in preparing your case for the appellate court for the
sum of approximately $300 for counties of the third class
and lesser sums for the various other counties. I think
this is a very small amount to help sustain a conviction
of a persen who has been tried and convicted in our
eriminal courts. This is just one of the valuable things
that the District Attorneys Association has done.

It was possible for this association to hecome as viable
as it is through the acquisition of Federal funds 3 years
ago. These funds, I have heen informed, have stopped.
The District Attorneys Association is at a crossroads, and
it is a crossroads as to whether it is going to continue
and whether all the counties of this Commonwealth will
have the availability of these resources or whether only
the countjes that can afford it will have the availability
of these resources. There are other reasons that I ean
give as to the value of this association.

I think that Mr. Eckensberger, from his comments this
morning on his updates to the death penalty act, has
received information from the district attorneys around
the state. It is information such as this that is funneled
through a viable association. This is not an association

that is just having a convention somewhere and doing
nothing, doing no business; it is a good association. I
think our counties would do well to help fund it and I
urge your support for Senate bill No. 572.

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

Mr., ZELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, Speaker, what Mr. Gleason stated was correct.
There have been ridiculous assaciations that have been
funded, and T agree that this would be another one,

The “may” part of this hill, which Mr. Doyle brought
out, is a fact of life. It is a “may” bill. But in a county
where tremendous pressure can be placed by a district
attorney’s office, T would like to find one commissioner
who would fail to abide by it.

The statement made by Mr. Fryer is eorrect in that this
is additional dues paid fo a state association which will
fund the care, maintenance, operation, and so forth, of
that state aszociation; not conventions and so forth, which
Mr. Fisher stated is being taken care of now.

Another peint that T would like 1o bring out ig that the
district attorneys do not work full time. We found that
our borough officials who go to these various affairs are
the chief executives of those particular ecommunities. I
would find in the cities that ih most cases the mayors and
the councilmen are full-time executives., The district
attorneys are not full-time officials: therefore vou are
going to set up an association of part-time officials.

Ancther point T would like to bring out, and it is the
last one, is this: Why are we jumping ahead of the
possibility of electing an attorney general? Mr. Gleason
stated that this association could serve the entire six or
seven counties, when this, I thought, we were going to
do with an elected attorney general.

Why do we not try fo put the horse before the cart
and see what we are going to do about an elected attor-
ney general whose office will, in effect, care for the prob-
lems of all the distriet attorneys in the state? Lef us see
what we are going to do with that first, rather than go-
ing out here and setfing up an association which, in effect,
would be another attorney general’s organization of a
group of lawyers, I would say, in this particular case. All
we heard today were the lawyers talking in favor of it,
so let us vote it down.

On the question recurring,
Shall the hill pass finally?

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

YEAS—113
Anderson,J. H. Gillespie Miscevich Smith, E,
Arthurs Gleason Mullen, M. P. Smith, L.
Rarber Gleeson Mullen Spencer
Bennett Goodman Musto Stapleton
Beren Green Novak Stout
Berlin Greenfield O'Brien Sulllvan
Berson Halverson O'Keefe Tavoun
Bittle Hammock Pancoast Toell
Blackwell Hasketl Parker, H. 8. Trella
Bonetto Hayes. D. 8. Perry Ustynoskl
Bradley Henford Petrarca Valicenti
Brunner Hutchinson. A. Plevsky Vann
Burns Hutchinson, W. Pltts Vroon
Caputo Irvis Pratt ‘Walsh, T. P.
Cessar Ttkin Prenderegast Wansacz
Cohen Johnson, J. Rappeport Wargo
Cowell Kelly. A. P. Reed Whelan
Crawford Kowalvshyn Renninger Whittlesey
DeMaeadio Laudadio Rhodes Wilson
DiDconhato Lederer Richardson WIlt, R. W
Dininng Lynch’ Ritter Wojdak
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1975,
Dombrowskd Manderino Romanelll Waorrllow
Doyle McCall Ross Wright
Eckensherger McClatchy Rugglero ¥Yohn
Fee McIntyre Ryan Zearfoss
Fisher Mebus Schmitt
Gallagher Menhorn Scirica Fineman,
Getsler Miller, M. E. Shelton Speaker
Glammarco Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
NAYS—80

Abraham Geesey Lehr Scheaffer
Brandt George Letterman Schweder
Ciminj Gillette Levi Seltzer
Cole Grieco Lincoln Shane
Cumberland Gring Manmiller Shelhamer
Davis, D. M. Hamilten, J. H. McCue Shuman
Deverter Hasay McLane Sirianni
Dicarlo Haves, 8. E Milliron Stahl
Dietz Hin Moehlmann Taddonio
Dorr Hopkins Mortis Taylor
Dreibelbis Katz Mrkonie Thomas
Englehart Kellv, J. B Noye Turner
Fawcett Kernick Q'Cornell Wagner
Fischer Kistler O'Donnell Weildner
Flaherty Klingaman Perri Westerherg
Fosuter, A. Knepper Polite Wi, W. W,
Foster, W, Kolter Pyles Yahner
Fryer Kusse Renwick Zeller
Gallen LaMarca Saloom Zord
Garzia Laughlin Salvatore Zwikl

NOT VOTING-—9
Bellomint MeGinnis Milanovich Oliver
Butera MeGraw Myers Rieger
Davies

The majority required 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. 573, printer’s No. 604, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723,
No. 230), entitled. as amended, “Second Class County
Code,” providing for annual assessments for district at-
torneys’ associations.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third considera-
tion?

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

Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by removing the period
after “associations” and inserting: , providing for a full
time district attorney in certain instances, setting his
salary and making repeals.

Amend Bill, page 2, line 2, by striking out all of said
line and inserting:

Section 2. The heading of section 1401 of the act is
amended and a subsection is added to read:

Section 1401. District Attorney; Qualifications; Eligi-
bility; Compensation.—* #* *

(d} Any county of the second eclass or second clsss A
may fix the services of the district attorney at full time
at the discretion of the county commissioners. Such de-
termination shall be made prior to November 1, 1975.
After January 1, 1976, the commissioners shall, after
consultation with the district attorney and the president
judge of the court of common pleas of the judicial dis-
frict, make such determination prior to the first day for
circulating petitions by candidates for the office of dis-
trict attorney. The president judge of the court of com-
mon pleas of the judicial district and the district attorney
may make recommendations at any time to the county
commissioners on the advisability of full-time service by
thetgistrict attorney, but the same shall not he binding
on them. : S

Where an election is made by the county commissioners
to require a full time district attornev he shall he com-
pensated at one thousand dollars ($1,000) lower than the
compensation paid to a judge of the court of common
pleas in the respective judicial district.

Once the determination for a full time district at-
torney is made, it shall not thereafter be changed ex-
cept by referendum of the electorate of the said county.
Such referendum may be instituted by the county com-
missioners or on petifion hy five per cent of the electors
voting for the office of Governor in the last gubernatorial
general election, Such referendum may be held at any
election preceding the year in which the district attor-
ney shall be elected. Such district attorney shall devote
full time to the office. The district attorney while in
office, shall not derive any other inecome as a result of
the necessary legal education and background, from any
source including but not limited to income derived from
lezal publications or other publications dealing with mat-
ters related to the office of distriet atiorney, lectures,
honorariums, profit shares or divisions of income from any
firm with which the district attorney was associated nrior
to election. This limitation shall not be construed, how-
rver, to preclude payment of fees earned for legal work
done prior to, but not econcluded until after his election
as district attorney. In addition the district attorney shall
not engage in any private praectice and must be com-
nletely disassociated with any firm with which the dis-
trict attorney was affiliated prior to election, nor shall
the district attorney-elect accept any eivil or criminal
cases after being elected to the office. Furthermore, the
distriet attorney shall bhe subiect to the cannons of
ethirs ag applied to tudpes in the courts of eommon nleas
of this Commonwealth insofar as such cannons apply to
salariez, full-time duties and conflicts of interest,

Any complaint by a citizen of the county that a full
fime district attorney may be in violatinn of this section
¢hall be made to the Disciplinary Board of the Supreme
Court of Pennsylvania, for defermination as to the merit
nf the complaint. If anv substantive basis is found., the
hoard shall proceed forthwith in the manner prescribed
bv the rules of the Sunreme Court and make such recom-
mendation for discinlinary action as it deems advisable,
nrovided, however, that if the Supreme Court deems the
violation so grave as to warrant removal from office. the
prothonntary of the said court shall transmit its findines
to the Spesker of the House of Representatives for such
action as the House deems advisable under Article VI
of the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania.

Where no such election for a full time district attorney
is made, the distriet attorney shall be permitted to have
an outside practice, and his salary shall be as set forth
in the act of November 1, 1971 (P. L. 495, No. 113).

Section 3. (a) Section 5 of the act of November 1,
1971 (P. L, 495, No. 113), entitled “An act providing for
the compenzation of county officers in covnties of the
second through eighth classes, for the disposition of
fees, for filing of bonds in certain cases and for dufies
of certain officers,” is repealed in so far as inconsistent
with the provisions of this act.

(b)Y Any other act or part of an act inconsistent with
the provisions of this act are repealed to the extent of
the inconsistency.

Section 4. This act shall take effect immediately and
anply to all distriet attorneys whose term of office beging
January 1, 1976.

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

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

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, these amendments deal
only with the second and second class A counties and
provide that the county commissioners in those counties
may, if they choose, make the position of district attorney
a full-time operation, with very striet language preserib-
ing the activities of the district attorney to engage in any

Aoutside practice. If they so choose to do, then the salary
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of the district attorney goes up to $1,000 less than the sal-
ary of any judge in the court of common pleas,

We already passed legislation {o this effect a few weeks
ago by a great majority, and I would ask support of the
amendment.

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

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, T jnin Mr, Doyle in asking
support for this amendment. I frankly believe that the
first hill that was considered, where it was mandatory
that the district attorney be full time and where the
salary was set at a flat $39,000 probably was a bill more
easily understood by the general public. However, I be-
lieve the effect of Mr. Doyle’'s amendment generally does
just this.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(A. J. DeMedio) IN THE CHAIR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Ryan.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, if T may, I would like to
interrogate Mr. Doyle as to the amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman,
Mr. Doyle, consent to interrogation?

Mr. DOYLE. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
ceed.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, what effect, if any, does
this have on ecandidates for the office of distriet at-
torney in this November’s election?

Mr. DOYLE. If the county commissioners, before No-
vember 1, 1975, elect a full-time district attorney, to have
him serve full time, then the district attorney, who is
elected by whichever party, will serve full time af the
incresased salary.

One of the objections of the Justice Department to
the prior bill that we passed was “to consult and con-
fer with the district attorney candidates.” That has
been eliminated. That was an unconstitutional delega-
tion of authority. They are not considered at all.

Mr. RYAN. I had some difficulty, frankly, in hearing
yOu.

Do I understand that the county commissioners present-
ly in office make that decision? Prior to what date?

Mr. DOYLE. That is correct. Prior to November 1,
1975,

Mr. RYAN. So that the county commissioners of Alle-
gheny County-—and I am assuming, for the moment, that
Allegheny County has a district attorney election this
yvear. Is that accurate?

Mr. DOYLE. Yes.

Mr., RYAN. So the county commissioners of Allegheny.
Delaware and Mentgomery Counties, prier to November 1,
which is within the next two weeks, would make a de-
cision that the district attorney to be elected on Novem-
ber 4 will or will not be a full-time distriet attorney.
Is that accurate?

Mr. DOYLE. That is accurate.

Mr. RYAN. Again, I am searching for information,
Mr. Speaker.

What is the effective date of the bill that this amend-
ment is attached to?

Mr. DOYLE. Do you know?

Mr. RYAN. I do not know,

The gentleman may pro-

I honestly do not. 1 am

told by my advisors that it is effective immediately, and
I will accept that.

My next question, Mr. Speaker, is: Assuming for a
moment that for whatever reasen this bhill dees not be-
come law until November 2 or 3, or that the Governor
does not sign it by November 1, what effect, if any,
would that have on the bill? What effect, if any, would
that have on the men who are now racing for district
attorney?

Mr. DOYLE. TIf the bill does not become law and the
ccunty commissioners do not act before the date indicated,
then the present candidates would take office as they
have before.

Mr. RYAN. So in order for your amendment to do
what we—and I include myself in this—are attempting
to accomplish, it is necessary that it pass the House
today, be concurred in by the Senate today, and signed
by the Governoer prior to November 1 or, I guess, almost
immediately, so that the county commissioners of the
three counties will have an opportunity to make such
a decision? Would you agree or disagree with that?

Mr. DOYLE. Yes, I would agree. Since time is of the
utmost importance, I suggest we get on with it so that
we can get it over to the Senate.

Mr. RYAN. I agree with vou, Mr. Speaker, and 1
would urge the support of this amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from DPelaware, Mr. Garzia.

Mr. GARZIA. Mr. Doyle and Mr. Ryan, stay right
there a minute.

Being a nonlawyer, I am at a good, unique place. T
am interrogating two lawyers.

Mr. RYAN. You will get two answers,

Mr. GARZIA. 1 expect two answers. I just do not
understand what is going on now. We are going to
vote on an amendment. If the amendment is passed
and we vote for the Senate hill, since the Senate is out
of session until after the 17th or to the 17th, how will
they concur in this bill? If we do pass it and they do
accept it and we do have an election on November 4,
why cannot the new commissioners make the decision as
to what the salary will be for the full-lime or part-time
distriet attorneys? Why must the incumbent commis-
sioners now make that decision when they will not be
in office on January 4 or whenever the district attorneys
take office?

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the things that
prompted my asking Mr. Doyle the questions that T asked
him and also what prompted my making my earlier siate-
ment that I believe that the better bill would he a bill
that mandates that they be full time at the $39,000
salary. That way there is no question about it.

The amendments as proposed by Mr. Doyle are wishy-
washy in this respect and leave an opening that what
we are both trying to accomplish, and that is, a full-time
district attorney, may not take place simply because of
the time problem.

I agree, Mr., Speaker, with your suggestion as to how
it should be handled. However, we do not have that type
of legislation before us now and what Mr. Doyle is offer-
ing is better than nothing. That is why T am asking
that it be supported.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Doyle.
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Lr. DOYLE, However much I would want to agree
with the minority whip, the praciical situation is that the
Senate amended the prior bhill and this is the way ihey
amended it. So if we want to get this legislation through,
I suggest that we take their suggestions in order to get
their approval of cur amendmentis. So being a very
pragmalie man, thig is the route that we have chosen.

Mr, GARZIA. One other guestion, Mr. Sneaker. What
happens to House bill No. 13027 As of now I think it
is on the calendar to be voted to concur or to nonconcur
in Senate amendments. Right?

Mr. DOYLE. I will answer that. House bill No, 1302
is on the schedule for coneurrence or nonconcurrence lo-
morrow, when the Senate will not be in session; there-
fore it will be, in effect, a nullify as far as this provision
is concerned.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
minority whip.

Myr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, T would disagree with Mr.
Doyle to this extent: If Mr. Doyle’'s amendment goes in
today—and I would hope that it does—and if it gnes
over to the Senate immediately while they are still in
session—which I hope it does—and if the Governor
signs it immediately and it becomes law and the various
county commissioners elect to make this a full-time job—
which T hope they do—the later adoption of House hill
No, 1302, T think, will change it because it will be newer
law than the hill we are congsidering today. I think it
will changes today’s bill, the adoption of T{ouse bill No
1302, unless they recognize that and maybe it goes inte
a conference committee and we delete all of these things.
I do not know. But if House bill No. 1302 passes and this
passes, the laler law will govern,

Nr. DOYLE. The important thing is to got this over
as quickly as possible, and I think we are just wasting
time snd ealing up that precious time in order to do it
Anything is possible if House hill No. 1302 passes. DBut
you could stand herc ad infinitum and go through the
possibilities, The fact of the matter is, House bill No. 1302
contains other provisions that have nothing to do with
districl altorneys, and the chances of that being amend-
ed are quite strong if this goes through.

The Chair recognizes the

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

Mr. CAPUTO. Will the gentleman, Mr. Doyle, consent
to a brief interrogation?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr.
Doyle, consent to a brief interrogation?

Mr. DOYLE. I will, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Me. CAPUTO., Mr. Speaker, I do not have a copy of
Mr, Doyle’s amendment, and I am not sure that T under-
stand it, so my guestion is this: Assuming the amend-
ment is adopted and the bill eventually hecomes law
in iime for the county commissioners and the counties
affected by this legislation to designate the job of dis-
trict attorney as full time, as I understand they will bhe
so designated, if they do not make a designation by No-
vember 1, 1975, can they, in the following November—
November 1, 1976—change the position of disiriet attorney
to a full-time position?

Mr. DOYLE. The answer to that is yes, except, how-
ever, that they will be talking about the next district
cttorney election which will be 4 years hence.

The office of district aticrney is a censtitutional effice.
Cnee the particular individual i3 elected, he is bound by
the sslary at the time he was elected. So they could
change it, but it would not be effective until the next
distriet attorney would be elected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
genileman from Lebancn, Mr. Seltzer.

Mr, SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, back on July second, 164
members of this House said they would like to have
an opportunity for their couniy commissioners {o elect
to have full-time district attorneys in every class county
of Pennsylvania from second and second class A down
to eighth, I was one of those who voted in the af-
firmative, so that means that I am personally in favor
of the principle,

But. Mr. Speaker, with the amendment that is being
affered today, we are selecting a class of counties—second
class and second class A-—a potential of three counties—
Allegheny, Montgomery and Delaware for this opportu-
nity. Mr. Speaker, for those of uz who were in favor
f the principle to vote {or one class county and not
he given the opportunity for our class county is wrong.
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am voting “no” on the amend-
ment that is being offered today by Mr. Doyle.

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

The yeag and nays were required by Messrs. DOYLE
mnd RYAN and were as follows:

YEAS-—84

Arthurs Garzia Mebus Romaneili
Beliomind (Gelsler Menhorn Ruggiero
Bennett Gillesple Miter. M. E. Ryan
Beren Gleeson Mitliron Schmitt
Berlin Green Morris Sciriea
Berson Greenfleld Mullen Shane
Bonetto Haskell Musto Shupnik
Bradley Hutchinson, A. O'Donnell Stapleton
Burns Irvis O'Keefe Sullivan
Caputo Ttkin Oliver Taddonio
Cohen Johnson, J. Pancoast Toll
Cowell Kelly, A. P, Perry Trello
Dombrowsid Kernick Petrarca Vann
Doyle Kolter Pievsky ‘Westerberg
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Polite Whittlesey
Eckensberger YL.aMarca Prait Wilson
Englehart Laudadio Prendergast Wojdak
Fawcett Laughlin Pyles Worrilow
Fee Lederer Rappaport ‘Wright
Fisher Lynch Reed Yohn
Gallagher Manderinoe Rhodes Zearfoss

NAYS—111
Abraham Giammarco McClatchy Shelhamer
Anderzon, J. H. Gillette McCue Shelton
Barber Gleason MeGinnis Shuman
Bittle Goodman MeIntyre Sirannd
Blackwell Grieco McLane Smith, E.
Brandt Gring Miller, M. E,, Jr. Smith, L.
Brunner Halverson Miscevich Spencer
Cessar Hamilton. J.H. Moechlmann Stahl
Cimint Hammoek Mrkonie Stout
Cole Hasay Myers Taylor
Crawford Hayes, D. 8. Novak Thomas
Cumberland Haves. 8. E. Noye Turner
Davis, D. M. Hepford Q'Brien Ustynoskt
DeMedio Hill O'Connell Valicenti
Deverter Hepkins Parker, H. S. Vroon
Dicarlo Hutchinson, W. Perri ‘Wagner
DiDonato Katz Pitts Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Kelly, J. B Renninger ‘Wansacz
Dininng Kistler Renwick Wargo
Dorr Klingaman Richardson Weildner
Fizcher Knepper Rieger Whelan
Flaherty Kusse Ritter WwWilt, R. W,
Foster, A. Lehr Ross Wilt, W. W
Foster, W. Letterman Baloom Yahner
Fryer Levi Balvatore Zeller
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Gallen Lincoln Scheafler Zord
Geesey Manmiller Schweder Zwikl
George MceCall Seltzer
NOT VOTING—7
Butera McGraw Mullen, M, P. Finemsan,
Davies Milanovich Tayoun Speaker

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

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by inserting after “there-
t0,” "": increasing an assessment and

Amend Secc. 1, page 1, line 8, by striking out “Section
437" and inserting: Subsection (b) of section 438,

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 9. by inserting after
“Conde,””: amended June 30, 1969 (P. L. 101. No. 38),

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, lines 9 and 10, by striking out “by
adding a subsection”

Amend Bill. page 1, by inserting between lines 10 and
1}1: S::c*tign 438, Other Meeting Expenses Paid by Coun-
y.—"

(b} In the case of the county controllers, the sheriffs.
the register of wills, the county commissioners, county
gsolicitor and chief clerk, the nrothonotaries and clerks
of courts of cuarter sessions, the county freasurers, the
recorders of deeds. the jurv commissioners and the di-
rectors of veterans’ affairs, the portion of the annual ex-
penses charged to earh county shall not exceed leone
hundred doWars ($100)? four hundred dollars ($400):
and in the case of the probation officers. an annual merm-
hership subserintion not exceeding six dollars and twenty-
five cents ($6.25) per member shall be paid by the countv.
and shall be in lieu of the expenses hereinbefore in this
section provided for other county officers.

Section 2. Section 437 of the act is amended by adding
a subsection to read: )

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

On the question,

Wil the House agree to the amendments?

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

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, the amendment which
was submitted raises from $100 to $400 the amount that
might be paid by the row officers who belong to as-
sociations and it affects only second class and second elass
A counties, In addition to that, it adds the jury commis-
sioners to the type of row offices that are covered by
association dues.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
minority whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I would hand to the Chair
a motion that the vote by which the Doyle amendment
to Senate bill No. 573 be reconsidered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman would
prlease hold that until we dispose of the amendment which
iz being offered by Mr. Caputo, we will take it.

Mr. RYAN. I withdraw it temporarily. I am sorry,
Mr. Speaker.

The Chair recognizes the

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

Mr. ZELLER. Thank you, Mr, Speaker,

Fnr the same reasons that T recuested a negative vote
on Senate bill No. 572, I request a negative vote on Sen-
ate bill No. 573, because likewise I am going to ask that
Sanate bill No. 572 be reconsidered.

On the guestion recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendments?

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

Abraham
Arthurs
Barber
Bellomin
Bennett
Berlin
Berson
Blackwell
Bonetto
Bradley
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Cohen
Cole
Cowell
Cumberland
Dicarlo
DiDonato
TDombrowski
Doyle

Fee
Fisher

Anderson, J. H.
Heren
Bittie
Brandt
Brunner
Cimini
Crawford
Davis, D. M,
DeMedio
Deverter
Dietz
Dinind
Dorr
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fischer
Foster, A.
Foster, W.
Fryer
Gallen
Garzia
Geesey
George
Gleason

Butera
Davles
Itkin

YEAS—90
Flaherty Manderino
Gallagher MclIntyre
Gelsler McLane
Gilammarco Mehbus
Gillesple Menhorn
Gillette Miller, M. E.
Gleecson Milliron
Green Miscevich
Greenfield Mullen, M. P.
Halverson Mullen
Hammock Musto
Haskell Myers
Hutchinson, A. Novak
Irvis O'Keefe
Johnson, J. Perry
Kelly, A. P. Petrarca
Kolter Pievsky
Kowalyshyn Pratt
LaMarca Prendergast
Laudadio Rappaport
Laughlin Reed
Lederer Rhodes
Lincoln
NAYS—104
Goodman MeGinnls
Grieco Miller, M. E., Jr.
Gring Moehlmann
Hamilton, J.H. Morris
Hasay Mrkonic
Hayes. D. 8, Nnye
Hayes, S. F. O'Brien
Hepford rConnell
Hill O'Donnell
Hopking Pancoast
Hutchinson, W. Parker, H. 8.
Katz Perri
Kelly. J. B. Pitts
Kernick Polite
Kistler Pyles
Klingaman Renninger
Knepper Renwick
Kusse Ryan
Lehr Saloom
Letterman Salvatore
Levi Scheaffer
Lynch Schweder
Manmtller Seirica
MeCall Seltzer
MeClatchy Shelhamer
MceCue Shuman
NOT VOTING—38
McGraw Oliver
Milanovich Tayoun

Richardson
Rieger
Ritter
Romanelll
Ross
Rugglero
Schmitt
Shane
Shelton
Shupnik
Sullfvan
Toll
Trello
Valicentl
Vann
Wansacz
Wargo
Wilson
Wojdak
Wright
Zearfoss
Zwikl

Sirfanni
Smith, E.
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Tadconio
Tavylor
Thomas
Turner
Ustynoski
Vroun
Wagner
Walsh, T, P.
Weidner
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittiesey
Wi, R. W.
Wilt, W. W.
Worrilow
Yahner
Yohn
Zeller

Zord

¥ineman,
Speaker

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

minority whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, after you have taken the
vete on the reconsideration motion, may I speak on the
amendment again?

The Chair recognizes the

RECONSIDERATION OF VOTE

ON DOYLE AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL No. 573

Mr. RYAN moved that the vote by which the Doyle
amendments to SENATE BILL No. 573 were defeated on
this day be reconsidered.

Mr, DOYLE seconded the motion.

Cn the gquestion,
Will the House agree to the motion?
Motion was agreed to.
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On the question recurring,
Will the House agree to the amendments?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now be-
fore the House is on the Doyle amendment. Will the
House agree to the amendment?

The Chair recognizes Mr. Ryan, who will speak on
that motion.

POINT QF OQRDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo. For what pur-
pose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. CAPUTO. 1 rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. CAPUTO. Are we not considering Senate bill No.
5737

Mr, RYAN, Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are considering the
Doyle amendment to Senate bill No. 573.

Mr. CAPUTO. You are on Senate bill No. 572, are you
not?

Mr. RYAN, Senate bill No. 573.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Senate bill No. 573, print-
er's No. 604,

Will the gentleman, Mr. Ryan, proceed?

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am addressing you because
the partiamentary rules and the courtesy of the House re-
quire that 1 address my remarks to the speaker. In truth,
however, I am addressing my remarks to many of my Re-
publican and Democratic colleagues.

I understand why many of you voted “no” on Doyle’s
amendments, and I am not all choked up supporting Mr.
Doyle myself. But what he has proposed is good for Dela-
ware County; it is good for Montgomery County; it is good
for Allegheny County, and it does not hurt you a bif.

Now we have from time to time in the course of the
10, 12, 13 years I have been up here-—13 years—we have
helped separate counties where we have not heen affected
by the vote. We have almost as a body said that if this is
good for a fifth class or a third class or a first class county
and the members from those counties want it, why should
I as a member of a different category of county vote
against it?

I am asking our friends on both sides fo extend to us
the same courtesy that we have time and time aguin ex-
tended to each and every cne of you. We have gone for
Philadelphia bills; we have gone for Allegheny County
bills; we have gone for boroughs; we have gone for town-
ships. And that is all we are asking you to do today.
The members of this General Assembly from Delaware,
Montgomery and Allegheny Counties have asked our
colleagues to give us a hand. It does not affect you.

Speaking for mysell and I think speaking for the mem-
bers, Republican and Democratic, of the delegations from
Allegheny, Montgomery and Delaware, I think I could com-
mit that if you want this type of legislation and you bring
it to the floor of this House, it affects your counties and,
if you people want it, we will support it. This has been
traditional in the House.

I am asking you sincerely to please reconsider your
vote on the Doyle amendment and pass this, because it
only affects us; it does not affect you.

When your time comes, when it is third through eighth
class counties, if you want it, we will support you. If it is

first class counties and everybody from the first class
counties want it, we will support you. This does not affect

you. It is no money out of your pocket. It is nof state
money. It is county money. So please reconsider your
vote. Please give us a hand and pass this amendment.

It is something that the people of the counties want; it
is something that the press wants; and it is something
that your fellow members want. Now please reconsider
and give us this vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Doyle.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I accept the accolades from
my colleague from Delaware County.

I would just like to point out in rebuttal to Mr. Seltzer’s
argument that everyone should be treated the same, Which
of your district attorneys earn as much as a district at-
torney in a second or second class A county? Which of
the other counties have the population that the second
class A counties have?

The codes are different. The salaries are different, The
job is different, and the work load is different. Delaware
and Montgomery Counties are adjacent, contiguous to
Philadelphia. Many of the problems that the big city has
with regard to law enforcement and crime are coming into
our counties. We want the legislalion so that we can begin
at the top to provide the kind of law enforcement that we
need.

Now when you say that a district atforney in an eighth
class county earning $8,000 a year should be treated the
same as one in a second class A county because of the work
load, et cetera, that is ridiculous. They are not the same
and they should not be treated the same,

We appreciate your vote in the affirmative.

Thank you.

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

Mr, BEREN. Mr, Speaker, I rise to support my col-
leagues, Mr. Doyle and Mr. Ryan, on this amendment. They
are bhoth correct in stating that second class A counties
have a unigue situation because of the heavy population,
hecause of the ever-increasing rate of crime that comes
into these counties that used to be referred to as “bed-
room” counties. And we in Montgomery County find our-
selves in an additionally unique situation. We see that our
first assistant distriet atforney will have to take a suh-
stantial cut in pay in order fo assume the role of district
attorney, which we assume he will be elected to this No-
vember, That does not make any sense, because as dis-
trict attorney he will have burdens that will be far greater
than he does asg first assistant.

I think it is time that those of us in this General As-
sembly appreciate the very difficult job that the pro-
secutors have, and I ask your support of this amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Fisher.

Mr., FISHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I rise in support of the Doyle amendment. The Doyle
amendment as it is drawn, and I suppose as it was intended
to be drawn, was probably meant only for second class A
counties, But it was drawn and it also includes second
class counties, and there is only one of those, and that is
Allegheny County.

1 share the concern of some of the other speakers that
perhaps this is the wrong way to address the question of
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whether or not we should have full-time district attorneys
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and perhaps it
should be done in a separate bill and it should be done in
a bill that addresses itself not only to the district attorneys
but to their assistants. But, nevertheless, this amend-
ment is before the House and we have to face it.

I believe that the three counties that are included in
this amendment are three ccunties that are peculiarly
situated in this Commonwealth, being largely suburban
communilies near the centers of high crime rates and
communities where the numbers of prosecutions that go
through those counties far exceed the prosecutions that are
handled in many of the other counties combined through-
out Pennsylvania. T think it is about time that the Gen-
eral Assembly address itself to what kind of eriminal jus-
tice we are going to have in Pennsylvania.

I think we are fooling ourselves when we cop out and
when we vote ‘no’ against this type of amendment because
it is a salary increase. Sure it is a salary increase. And.
sure, all of us perhaps could he standing here and saying
that we should not vote for a salary increase for anybody
until we address all salary increases around the Com-
monwealth. But the district attorney’s position is a posi-
tion where, in Allegheny County, Delaware County, and
Montgomery County, these men and women—whoever
they are; whoever they are to be elected—have tasks that
are more difficult, more tedious, more time-consuming
and have more pressure and they have 1o respond more to
the people than the job of the judges whom we elect.
This bill would provide that the county commissioners in
those counties could elect whether or not the district at-
torneys should be full time.

Many of my colleagues in Allegheny County, I am sure,
are perplexed as to why we should vote for a bili when
our candidates have already stated they do not want a
bill like this. Well, fine; sure they do not want a bill like
this, because they are not going to stand up and say, we
support a pay increase.

But I think it is time that the commissioners of Alle-
gheny County address themselves to the fact of whether or
not they want full-time criminal justice in their county or
whether they want a prosecutor who is going to be part
time, who is going to have a law practice that perhaps
could be more lucrative than what his salary is going to
be.

I think that we should approve this bill so that the
three counties can make their decision, and this is all we
are doing. We are not asking you people to mandate this
for the counties, but we are asking you to allow the coun-
ties to malte the decision. I urge your support for the
amendment.

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

Mr. HEPFORD. Mr, Speaker, all that has been said
with reference to Delaware County can be gaid for fourth
ang third class counties in this Commonwealth. Dauphin
County is a prime example. It is not only the work load
that is involved there that is the yardstick or the popula-
tion, but it is the number of assistant district attorneys
that are kept busy. The courts have mandated procedures
that require it.

Everyilhing that is said for that county of Delaware can
be said for the other ccunties that you represent, and the
authority and the power thereof should be vested in the
people who are your county commissioners to decide, and

vou are going to be sold down the river piecemeal by
piecemeal,

Mr. Speaker, the question is important, but the question
is: Are you going to permit larger counties with blocks of
votes in this House to separate the issues that are issues
hefore your constituents and satisfy the issues of their con-
stituents, and then when the vote is needed in order to pass
legislation, have it piecemeal in this Commonwealth?

This issue is important. It addresses the majority of the
counties of this Commonwealth and it should not bhe at-
‘empted to be remedied in one particular class. Let us
‘reat @ll the citizens of the Commonwealth equally and
every member of this House have an equal voie on issues
‘hat are presented. Therefore, I urge a “no” vote on
this amendment,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
minority whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the only solution I see o the
sroblem is that an amendment to this amendment should
2e prepared fo encompass all the counties of the Common-
wealth. Now I do not think it can be done with this par-
ticular bill because the title of the bill is 2 second class,
second class A bill. I have not had an opportunity to re-
view the calendar, but perhaps there are other bills on the
ralendar that could be amended that way.

We are willing that all of the counties of the Common-
wealth be treated this way. It just so happens that what
s beferc the IHouse iz second class and second class A.
I they want it, we are willing to agree to it. And I fail to
understand why our colleagues would deprive a good
orinciple to counties that want it and are in a position now
to get it, and I would ask that this amendment be sup-
ported.

The Chair recognizes the

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

Mr. GLEASON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think the gentleman from Delaware is correct in rais-
ing a problem in amending the amendment by pointing out
that Senate bill No. 573, which is presently before us,
amends the Second Class County Code.

Now I would like to direct this question to the gentle-
man from Delaware, if he would consent to interrogation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the minority whip
consent to interrogation?

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed.

Mr. GLEASON. The question that I have, Mr. Speaker,
is: Is there any distinction between a second class and
a second class A county?

Mr. RYAN. Do you mean in this amendment?

Mr. GLEASON. In other words, does the same code
apply to second class counties as applies fo second class A
counties?

Mr. RYAN. Are you talking about the general code
or are you talking about this amendment?

Mr. GLEASON. 1 am talking about the general code.

Mr. RYAN. That is a terribly difficult question be-
cause the second class A county is somewhere between the
gsecond class and the third class counties. Generally speak-
ing—and I can only speak generally because the second
class counties are governed in some measure by third
class county statutory provisiong—but generally speak-
ing, yes, the Second Class County Code and second class
A are similar in many respects, but they are different.

The gentleman may pro-
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Mr. GLEASON, Does the gentleman agree that there

might be a slight technical problem in including second
ciass A counties’ district attornevs with the second class
county’s distriel attorneys?

Mr. RYAN. No; I do not agree that there would be a
problem.

Mr. GLEASON. Well, if there would be no problem in
that respect, does the gentleman agree that possibly the
third class counly and the fourth class county district at-
torneys could he included in this amendment or as an
amendment to the amendment?

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, could I perhaps answer?

Mr. Speaker, No. They are covered by entirely dif-
ferent codes. There is a Second Class County Code. As
T understand it, when the second class A counties were
created, they were created out of the Second Class County
Code, differentiating certain provisions; but it is, never-
theless, one code, The other counties are covered under
a separate and distinet eode. You cannot do it—put pro-
visions dealing with third and fourth and fifth class, all
the way down, in this code. It simply would not be
germane.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr. GLEASON. Mr. Speaker, may I address this parlia-
mentary inquiry to the Chair?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
it.

Mr. GLEASON. Senate bill No. 572 was an amendment
to the County Code and it provided for annual assessments
for district attorneys’ assoclation. My inquiry is this:
First of all, can we reconsider the vote by which Senate
bill No. 572 passed on final passage?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are presenily on the
amendment to Senate bill No. 573, printer’s No. 604. Now
the parliamentary inguiry, if I understand it, is whether
or not the amendment can be offered to this Senate bill.
1s that your question?

Mr. GLEASON. No. My question is this, Mr. Speaker,
and my concern, Mr. Speaker, is that I do not want to
have to oppose the amendment allowing this provision for
second class and second class A counties, but the gentle-
man, Mr. Hepford, raised very valid points with respect to
third and fourth class counties and there may be others
who represent lower designations. What I am suggesting
ig that perhaps if we could reconsider Senate hill No. 572
—and I know this is somewhat cut of order—we could
perhaps put an amendment in to Senate bill No. 572, and
we c¢ould vote on that which would then free, I think,
enough votes to support the second class and second class
A counties.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The matter on the floor
at the present time is the amendment to Senate bill No.
573, printer’s No. 604. Whether or not we can reconsider
Senate hill No. 572 so that amendments may be offered is
not a proper mofion to be brought at this time.

Mr. GLEASON. I am not making a motion: I am mak-
ing an inquiry, and I just want to find out if the Chair
£1i1] has in its possession Senate bill No. 572.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will
again make his parliamentary inguiry at the proper time,
a ruling will be given at that time.

Secnate bill No. 572 is still in the possession of the House

The gentleman will state

and it is still capable of being reconsidered, at the proper
time, of course,

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. DOYLE
and RYAN and were as follows:

Anderson, J. B, Geisler

Arthurs
Barber
Bellomind
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Blackwell
Bonetto
Brunner
Burns
Caputo
Cohen
Cole
Cowell
Crawford
Davis, D. M.
DeMedio
Dicarlo
DiDonato
Dombrowski
Dorr
Doyle
Dreibelbis
Hckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee
Fisher
Foster, A,
Foster, W.
Gallagher
Garzia

Abraham
Brandt
Cessar
Cimini
Cumberland
Deverter
Dietz
Dininnd
Fischer
Flaherty
FPryer
Gallen
Geesey
George
Gillette

Bradley
Butera

YEAS-—137
Menhorn

Giammarco Miller, M. E.
Gillespie Miller, M. E., Jr.
Gleason Milliron
Gleeson Miscevich
Goodman Morris
Green Mullen
Greenfield Mullen, M. P.
Grieco Musto
Hamilton, J.H. Myers
Hammock Noye
Haskell O'Brien
Hopkins O'Donnell
Hutchinson, A. O'Keefe
Hutchinson, W. Oliver
Irvis Pancoast
Itkin Perri
Johnson, J. Perry
Katz Petrarca
Kelly, A.P. Pievsky
Kernick Pitts
Klingaman Polite
Kolter Pratt
Kowalyshyn Prendergast
LaMarca Pyles
Laughiin Rappaport
Lederer Reed
Letterman Rhodes
Lincoln Richardson
Manderino Rieger
MeCall Romanelli
McClatchy Ross
Melntyre Ruggiero
Melana Ryan
Mebus Salvatore

NAYS—58
Gring MeCue
Halverson McGinnis
Hasay Moehlmann
Hayes, D. 8. Mrkonic
Hayes, S.E. Novak
Hepford O’Connell
Hill Parker, H. 5.
Kelly, J. B, Renninger
Kistler Renwick
Knepper Ritter
Kusse Saloom
Laudadio Scheaffer
Lehr Seltzer
Levi Shelhamer
Manmiller

NOT VOTING—7

Davies
Lynch

McGraw
Milanovich

Schmitt
Schwerer
Scirca
Shane
Shelton
Shuman
Shupnik
Biriannhi
Smith, E.
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonio
Tayoun
Toll
Trello
Ustynoskl
Vann
Vroon
Walsh, T. P.
Wansacz
Wargo
Westerberg
Whelan
Whittlesey
Wilson
Wwilt, . W.
Wojdak
Worrilow
Wright
Yaohn
Zearfoss

Fineman,
Speaker

Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Taylor
Thamas
Turner
Valicenti
Wagner
Weidner
Wilt, W. W.
Yahner
Zeller
Zord
Zwiki

Sullivan

S0 the question was determined in the affirmative and
the amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,

minority whip,
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to pay my
I0U’s at the appropriate time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

gentleman.

does the gentleman rise?

Mr. SELTZER.
The SPEAKER pro iempore.

it.

The Chair recognizes the

The Chair thanks the

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman from Lebanon, Mr. Seltzer.

The Chair recognizes the
For what purpose

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.
The gentleman will state
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Mr, SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the gole 1 {r]:fii! gliver R ‘Jva;nh I P
. . . 51, . .
inquiry made of the Chair by the gentleman from Cam-|fitora Tohnson, J.  berrt M
bria, Mr. Gleason, a moment or two ago was whether oroavis, D.M, Katz Perry Wargo
* T -
not Senate bill No. 572 was still in the possession of the g‘fc“’;fg" selly, l“?' P. ii}a‘f"“ gﬁse'faferg
House. Is that correct? I} Donato Kowalyshyn Pratt Whittlesey
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. gmn;m }.agﬂarca grfindergast giﬁmﬁ w
Mr. SELTZER. And the answer was in the affirmative, Bg;}e“”‘” ﬁ:t;:r?:m Ripepiaport Wojdak
the House still has possession of the bill? Hekensberger — Lineoln Reed Worrilow
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is my understand- | Tngiehart Mandertno oS on ,“’,‘; ?lflh"
ing. Fee McClatchy Rieger Zearfoss
Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, would it be possible that NAYS—T6
that bill be reconsidered and be placed in position so an
amendment could immediately be prepared to take care|Abraham Grieco Manmiller Shuman
of the other class counties of Pennsylvania in the same gf;f;:"“- 7. H giif: ﬁgg‘;:ms g:ﬂ‘:;“‘i
way that this second class A was just taken care of and | cegsar Halverson Milkiron Spencer
passed today as amended and be sent to the other body gimigl ) gasa.v b8 ﬁqﬁhlmm ,Srtaé*:li ot
at the same time? o o D‘;i';ri;and Hgg: Sk HNovdk Taylor o
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If a motion in writing is | Dictz Hepford Noye Thomas
offered, the bill may be reconsidered in view of the fact gxo'gbelbh Egﬁly 5B ga%‘:gfeg s g;‘;‘r‘l‘::ski
that it is still in the possession of the House, Fischer Kistler Pitts ' Valicenti
Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask you to recognize the {I:‘lalzeﬂ{" g:ngaman genminier &mon
: roster, A, epper enwic agner
gentleman from Cambria, Mr. Gleason. Toster, W. Kolter Ritter Weldner
Fryer Kusse Saloom Wilt, W. W.
POINT OF ORDER Gallen Laudadio Scheaffer Yahner
Geesey Laughlin Schweder Zeller
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the | George Lehr Seltzer Zord
gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. Rifter. For what purpose | Gilette Levi Shelhamer Zwikl
does the gentleman rise? NOT VOTING—10
Mr, RITTER. I rise to a point of order. But Lynch Plevsky Fin
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state D:‘,ﬁ: M’;’Efmw Sﬁf\,m emm’speaker
it. Gleeson Milanovich Tayoun

Mr, RITTER. Senate bill No. 573 has been amended, is
that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct.

Mr. RITTER. What is the position of Senate bill No.
573 at the moment, Mr, Speaker? Is it being prepared for
final passage?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has bheen suggested by
the Parliamentarian, in conformity with the suggestion
made by the gentleman, Mr. Ritter, that we should dispose
of Senate bill No. 573, printer’s No. 604, as amended, be-
fore we take up the matter of reconsideration of Senate
bill No. 572.

On the question,

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

Bill as amended was agreed to.

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

The guestion is, Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS—116
Arthurs Fisher MciIntyre Romanelli
Barber Gallagher McLane Ross
Bellomint Garzia Mebus Ruggiero
Bennett Geisler Menhorn Ryan
Beren Giammarco Miller, M. E. Salvatore
Berlin Gillesple Miller, M. E., Jr. Schmitt
Berson Gleason Miscevich Scirica
Bittle Goodman Morris Shane
Blackwell Greentield Mullen, M. P. Shelton
Bonetto Hamilton, J. H. Mullen Shupnik
Bradley Hammock Musto Bmith, E.
Brunner Haskell Myerg Stapleton
Burns Hopking O'Brien Stout
Caputo Hutchinson, A. 0'Donnell Toll
Cohen Hutchinson, W. O’Keefe Trello

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

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

REQUEST BY MINORITY WHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
minority whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, may I respectfully request
the Speaker to expeditiously move Senate bill No. 573
over to the Senate chamber so that we, hopefully, can get
concurrence prior to their adjourning until November 17.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman,

Does the gentleman, Mr. Gleascn, now wish to be rec-
ognized?

Mr. GLEASON. Upon what point, Mr, Speaker? I did
not catch the colloquy between the Speaker and the pre-
vious gentleman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will return to
the motion made by the gentleman from Cambria, Mr.
Gleason.

SENATE BILL No. 572 RECONSIDERED

Mr. GLEASON. I move that the vote by which Senate
bill No. 572 was agreed to on final passage be reconsidered.

The problem, Mr. Speaker, is that I am ordering the
amendment now which would encompass the ideas of
several of the members. I do not have the amendment
before me. Just have the vote reconsidered and then we
will temporarily pass it over.

The Chair recognizes the
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The SPEAKER pro tempore.
withdraw his motion until the amendment arrives?

Mr, GLEASON. No; I do not wish to withdraw the mo-
tion. I wish it to be reconsidered, but T do not wish action
to be taken until the amendment comes down from the
Legislative Reference Bureau.

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

BILL PASSED OVER TEMPORARILY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentieman from Cambria, Mr. Gleason,

Mr. GLEASON. Mr. Speaker, I move that Senate bill
No, 572 be temporarily passed over,

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

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

Mr. ZELLER. 1 am likewise having amendments pre-
pared to this hill, so [ would like to have it held for my
amendments which are coming down also.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already
passed it over temporarily.

POINT OF ORDER

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

Mr. RITTER. I rise to a peint of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. RITTER. I know what Mr. Gleason’s amendments

are going to do, but I want to offer an amendment to his
amendment, and I do not know how in the world I can
do that until I see his amendment.

My point of order, Mr. Speaker, is, how am I going to
do that if when he gets his amendment, we are going to
move the bill?

The language of his amendments is very critical {o the
amendment that I intend to offer. I do not know how in
the world we are going to accomplish this, but I think if
you are going to accept his amendments, then you have
to give me time to prepare amendments {0 those amend-
ments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
difficulty which might be encountered by the gentleman
and can merely suggest that he consult with Mr. Gleason,
and if time is needed to prepare amendments to that
amendment, the Chair will take up that matter at the
proper time.

Mr, RITTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

BILL. REMOVED FRCM TABLE
AND REREFERRED

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
majority leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, the Rules Committee has in-
structed me to make a motion to remove the following
bill from the table for the purpose of rereferral to the Ap-
propriations Committee for a fiscal note, and I so move:
House bill No. 770,

The Chair recognizes the

Will the gentleman then

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

RULES SUSPENDED TO ADD AND
DELETE SPONSORS

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
majority leader,

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House of
Representatives suspend its rules to permit additions and
deletions of sponsors on the following bills:

The Chair recognizes the

Additions:
House bill No. 17—Mr. Reed;
House bill No, 216—Mr, Halverson;
House bill No. 337—Mr. Reed:
House bill No. 538—Mr. Pancoast;
House bill No. 580—Mr. McLane;
House bill No. 643—Mr. Mrkonic;
House bill No. 644—Mr. Mrkonic;
House bill No, 826—Mr, Mrkonic;
House bhill No. 811—Messrs. Reed and Mrkonie;
House bill No. 932-—Mr. Mrkonic;
House hill No. 1405—Mr. Mrkonic;
House bill No. 1513—Mr. Reed;
House hill No. 1514—Mr. Reed;
House bill No. 1515—Mr. Reed:
House hill No. 1517—Messrs. Schmitt and Mrkonie;
House bill No. 1546—Mr. Mrkonic;
House hill No. 1590—Mr. Mrkonic;
House bill No, 1629—Mr. Mrkonic; and
House hill No. 1642—Mr. Letierman.
Deletions:
House bill No. 852—Mr. Hopkins;
House bill No. 856—Mr. Reed;
House bill No. 959—Mr. Romanelli;
House bill No., 970—Mr. Hopkins;
House bill No, 1620—Mr. Romanelli; and
House bill No. 1621-—Mr. Romanelli.

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

The veas and hays were required by Messrs. IRVIS and
MANDERINO and were as follows:

YEAS—187
Abraham Gillespie MceGinnis Schmitt
Anderson, J. H. Gilletie McIntyre Schweder
Arthurs Gleason McLane Scirica
Barber Gleeson Mebus Seltzer
Bennett Goodman Menhorn Shane
Beren Green Miller, M. E. Shelhamer
Berlin Greenfield Miller, M, E., Jr. Shelton
Berson Grieco Milliron Shuman
Bittle Gring Miscevich Shupnik
RBlackwell Halverson Moehlmann Sirianni
Bonetto Hamilton, J. H. Morris 8mith. E.
Bradley Hammock Mrkonie Smith, L.
Brunner Hasay Mullen, M. P, Spencer
Burns Haskell Mullen Stapleton
Caputo Haves, D. 8. Musto Stout
Cessar Hayes, S.E. Myers Sullivan
Cimini Hepford Novak Taddonio
Cohen Hopkins Noye Taylor
Cole Hutchinson, A, ©O'Brien Tayoun
Cowell Hutchinson, W. O'Connell Thomas
Cumberland Trvis O'Donnell Toll
Davis, D. M. Ttkin O’Keefe Trello
DeMedio Johnson. J. Oliver Turner
Deverter Katz Pancoast Ustvroski
Dicarle Kelly, A. P. Parker, H. S. Valicenti
DiDonato Kelly, J. B, Perri Vann
Dietz Kernick Perry Vroon
Dininni Kistler Pievsky Wagner
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gg;r;browslu ]Ig.:gg;;r;‘an Eiot]:‘iste giﬂl‘;ﬁ' P. Or_l the guestion recurring,
Doyle Kolter Pratt Wargo Will the House agree to the amendment?
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Prendergast ‘Westerberg ;
Eckensberger  Kusse Pyles Whelan The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. RITTER
ggeglehm Eﬁ;&% gzggapm‘t wwimztttm and BRUNNER and were as follows:
Fischer Laughlin Renwick Wilt, W. W. ,
Fisher Lederer Rhodes Wojdak YEAS—183
Flaherty Lehr Richardson Worrilow .
Foster, A, Letterman Rieger Wright Abraham George McGinnis Selriea
Foster, W. Levi Ritter Yahner Anderson, J. H.  Giammareo Molntyre Seltzer
Fryer Lincon Romanelld Yohn Arthurs Gillesple McLane Shane
Gallagher Lynch Rosg Zeller Barber Gillette Mebus Shelhamer
Gallen Manderino Ruggiero Zord Bellomini Gleason Menhorn Shelton
Garzia Manmiller Ryan Zwikt Bennett Gleeson Mitler, M, E,, Jr. Shupnik
Geesey McCall Saloom Beren Goodman Milliron Sirianni
Geisler McClatchy Salvatore Fineman Berlin Green Miscevich Smith, E.
George Melue Scheaffer Speaker Berson Greenfield Moeh_lmaun Smith, L.
Giammarco Bittle Griece Morris Spencer
Blackwell Gring Mrkonic Stahl
S Bonetto Halverson Mullen Stapleton
NAYS—3 Bradley Hamilton, J. H.  Mullen, M. P, Stout
Brunner Haskell Musto Sullivan
Weldner Wilson Zearloss Burns Hayea, D, 8. l]gyel‘i Taddonio
— Caputo Hayes, 8. E. OVa Toylor
NOT VOTING--12 Corens Hoford goém ) Tayons
Cimind Hopkins ‘Conne Thomas
page  gmoe RS mwhes ool
r‘:n ¥ tt l\lIiclﬂ o?l ch Stahl £ Cole Hutchinson, W. O’Keefe Trello
Butera awce o Cowell Irvis gu‘“ﬂ' . Turner
. . . . . Itki ancoas t ki
So the question was determined in the affirmative and | Sroproe g Johnson, J. Farker, H. 8. Ustynoskl
the motion was agreed to. Davis, D. M, Katz Perri Vann
DeMedio Kelly, A. P. Perry Vroon
Deverter Kelly, J. B. Petra.!:n Wagner
Dicarlo Kernick Pievs Walsh, T. P.
TAX BILLS CALLED UP Dibonato Kistlor ?iﬁ“ Wares
. . Dininni Kiingaman olite ‘Weidner
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the | Dombrowskt Knef”e, Pratt Westerberg
majority leader. Dorr Kolter Prendergast Whelan
. . . 1 Kowalysh, Pylea Whittl
Mr. IRVIS. Mr, Speaker, if the Chair will turn to page DT b i Rappaport Wilt. B W.
6, the House has not yet considered House bills Nos. 1482 gekein;:erm LALE:;‘.{; %eedi . gi;t. W. W,
: nglehart Lau o ETEWIC, ilson
and 1483,'amendments to both of which are to be offered [ ;% °'¢ Loderer Rieyer Wojdak
by Mr. Ritter. Fee Lehr Ritter Worrilow
Fischear Ietterman Romanelli Wright
Fiaher Levi Rose Yohn
Flaherty Lincoln Ruggiero Zearfoss
TAX BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION hmin/ Lo Ryon e
Foster, W, Manderino Saloom Ford
Agreeable to order, Fryer Manmiiler Salvatore Zwikl
The House proceeded to third consideration of House gall}azlm id{chth gc::euli:':r -
. & = O 1memsan
bill No. 1482, printer’s Neo. 1743, entitled: plopinr i Mocue T Sehweder Epeaker
An Act smending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971, Geeaey
approved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), providing for NAYS—10
an increase in the amount of interest assessed against
repaid taxes. Diets Laughlin Richardson ‘Wansacz
. Hammock Milter, M. E. Shuman Yahner
On the question, Hasay 0O’'Brien
Wiil the House agree to the bill on third consideration? NOT VOTING—9
Mr, RITTER requested and obtained unanimous con-
sent to offer the following amendment, which was read: | Brandt Geisler MeGraw Renninger
. . . Butera Hill Milanovich Rhodes
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 265), page 1, line 19 by inserting | Davies

after “of]”: three-fourths of

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

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

Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, the present penalty for non-
payment of taxes due the Commonwealth from corpora-
tions, et cetera, is 6 percent. This bill seeks to raise that
to 12 percent.

We had several hearings on the national economy and
its effect on business, and the recommendation of the
Chamber of Commerce and others was that the penalty
ought to be the same as the Federal Government's pen-
alty, and that is 9 percent.

My amendment seeks to raise the penalty from 6 per-
cent to 9 percent, and I have talked to the sponsor of
the bill and he agrees to the amendment. I think it is a
good amendment. We ought to accept it.

So the question was determined in the affirmative and
the amendment was agreed to.

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

consideration?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKFER, 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.

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Bellomini
Bennett

YEAS—167
Garzia MeCall
Geesey MeClatchy
Geisler McGinnis
Giammarco McIntyre
Gillespie McLane

Scheaffer
Schweder
Scirica
Seltzer
Shane
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Beren Gillette Mebus Shelhamer
Berlin Gleason Menhort Sirianni
Berson Gleeson Miller, M. E,, Jr. Smith, E.
Bittle Goodman Milliron Smith, L.
Bonetto Green Miscevich Spencer
Bradley Greenfield Moehlmann Stapleton
Brunner Grieco Morrts Sullivan
Burns Gring Mullen, M. P. Taddonto
Caputo Halverson Mullen Tayoun
Cessar Haskell Myers Thomas
Cimini Hayes, D. 8. Novak Toll
Cohen Hayes, 5. E. Noye Trello
Cole Hepford O'Brien Turner
Cowell Hopkins O'Connell UVstynoski
Crawford Huichinson, W. O'Donnell Valicentl
Cumberland Irvig O'Keefe Vann
Davis, D. M. Itkin Oliver Vroon
DeMedio Juhnson, J. Pancoast Wagner
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Parker, H. S. Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kelly, J. B. Perry Weldner
DiDonato Kernick Petrarca Westerberg
Dininni Kistier Pievsky ‘Whelan
Dombrowsky Knepper Pitts Whittlesey
Darr Kolter Polite Wilson
Doyle Kowalyshyn Pratt Wilt, B. W
Dreibelbis Kusse Prendergast Wilt, W. W,
Eckensberger LaMarca Pyles Wojdak
Engiehart Laudadio Rappaport Worrllow
Fawcett Laughlin Reed Wright
Fee Lederer Renninger Yohn
Fischer Lehr Rhodes Zearfoss
Fisher Letterman Rieger Zeller
Flaherty Levi Ritter Zord
Foster, A. Lincoln Romanell Zwikl
Foster, W. Lynch Ruggiero
Fryer Manderino Ryan Fineman,
Gallagher Manmiller Saloom Speaker
Gallen
NAYS—26

Blackwell Katz Renwick Shupnik
Dietz Klingaman Richardson Stout
George McCue Ross Taylor
Hamilton, J. H. Miller, M. E. Salvatore Wansacz
Hammock Mrkonie Schmitt Wargo
Hasay Musto Shuman Yahner
Hutchinson, A. Perri

NOT VOTING—3
Barber Davlies McGraw Shelton
Brandt Hil Milanovich Stahl
Butera

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.

Apgreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1483, printer’s No. 1744, entitled:

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971, ap-
proved March 4, 1871 (P. L. 6, No. 2), further providing
for certain additions to tax and increasing the inferest

rate.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. RITTER requested and obtained unanimous consent
to offer the following amendment, which was read:

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 266), page 1, line 21 by inserting

after “of}": three-fourths of

On the question,

Will the House agree to the amendment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. Ritter.
Mr. RITTER. Mr. Speaker, this amends another section

My amendment would in effect make it a 9-percent in-
terest, and that is the same as the penalty under the Fed-
eral Internal Revenue Service. Again I ask for support
of the amendment.

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the amendment?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs, RITTER
and BRUNNER and were as follows:

YEAS—182
Abraham Geisler MeGinnis Scheaffer
Anderson, J.H. George Meclntyre Schmitt
Arthurs Giammareo McLane Schweder
Bellomini Gillespte Mebus Setrica
Bennett Gillette Menhorn Seltzer
Beren Gieason Milliron Shane
Berlin Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Shethamer
Berson Goodman Miller, M. E. Shupnik
Bittle Green Miscevich Sirianni
Bonetto Greenfleld Moehlmann Smith, E.
Bradiley Grieco Morris Smith, L.
Brandt Gring Mrkonic Spencer
Brunner Halverson Mullen Stahl
Burns Hamilton, J. H. Mullen, M. P. Stapieton
Caputo Haskell Musto Stout
Cessar Hayes, D. S, Myers Sullivan
Cimini Hayes, S. E. Navak Taddenio
Cohen Hepford Noye Taylor
Cole Hill O'Brien Tayoun
Cowell Hopkins C’'Connell Thomasg
Crawford Hutchinson, A, O'Donnell Toll
Cumberland Hutchinson, W. O'Keefe Trello
Davis, D. M. Irvig Otliver Turner
DeMedio Itkin Parker, H. 8. Ustynoski
Deverter Johnson, J. Perrt Valicentl
Dicarlo Katz Perry Vroon
DiDonato Kelly, A P. Petrarca Wagner
Dininni Kelly, J. B. Pievsky Walsh, T. P.
Dombrowskd Kernick Pitts Wansacz
Dorr Kistler Polite Wargo
Doyle Klingaman Pratt Weidner
Dreibelbis Knepper Prendergast Westerberg
Eckensberger Kolter Pyles ‘Whelan
Englehart Kowalyshyn Rappaport Whittlesey
Fawcett Kusse Reed Wilson
Fee LaMarca Renninger Wilt, R. W.
Fischer Laudadio Renwick Wilt, W.'W.
Fisher Lenr Rhodes Wojdak
Flaherty Letterman Rieger Worrilow
Foster, A. Levi Ritter Wright
Foster, W. Lincoln Romanelll Yohn
Fryer Lynch Ruggiero Zearfoss
Gallagher Manderino Ryan Zetler
Gallen Manrmiller Saloom Zord
Garzia McCall Salvatore Zwikl
Geesey McClatchy

NAYS—14
Barber Hasay Pancoast Shuman
Blackwell Laughlin Richardson Vann
Dietz Lederer Hoss Yahner
Hammock MeCue

NOT VOTING—6

Butera MceGraw Sheltan Fineman,
Davies Milanovich Spealker

So the question was determined in the affirmative and
the amendment was agreed to.

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

consideration?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

of the Tax Reform Code of 1971, and, again, present law
is for 6-percent interest. The bill purports to go to 12
percent.

Agreeable to the provision of the Constitution, the
yveas and nays will now be taken.
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YEAS—168
Abraham Fryer Manmiller Ryan
Anderson, J. H, Gallagher McCall Salcom
Arthurs Gallen McClatchy Scheaffer
Barber Garzia McGinnis Schweder
Beliomini Geesey MeclIntyre Seirlea
Bennett Geisler McLane Seltzer
Beren Giammarco Mebus Shane
Berlin Gillesple Menhorn Shelhamer
Berson Gleason Miller, M. E,, Jr. Siriannd
Bittle Gleeson Mitliron Smith, E.
Blackwell Goodman Miscevich Smith, L.
Bonetto Green Moehlmann Spencer
Bradley Greenfield Morris Stahl
Brandt Grieco Mullen, M, P, Stapleton
Brunner Gring Mullen Sullfvan
Burns Halverson Myers Taddonio
Caputo Haskell Novak Tayoun
Cessar Hayes, D. S. Noye Thomas
Ciminl Hayes, 5. E. O'Brien Toll
Cohen Hepford O'Connell Trello
Cole Hill O'Donnell 'Turner
Cowell Hopkins O'Keefe Ustynoski
Crawford Hutchinson, W. Oliver Valicentt
Cumberland Irvis Pancoast Vann
Bavis, D. M. Itkin Parker, H. S. Vroon
DeMedio Johnson, J. Perry Wagner
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Petrarca Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kely, J. B. Pievsky Weidner
DiDonato Kernick Pitts Westerberg
Dininni Kistler Polite ‘Whelan
Dombrowski Knepper Pratt Whittlesey
Dorr Kowalyshyn Prendergast Wilson
Doyle Kusse Pyles Wilt, R. W.
Dreibelbls LaMarca Rappaport Wilt, W. W.
Eckensberger  Laudadio Reed Wojdak
Englehart Laughlin Renninger Worrilow
Fawcett Lehr Rhodes Wright
Fee Letterman Rieger Yohn
Figher Levi Ritter Zearfoss
Flaherty Lincoln Romaneld Zeller
Foster, A, Lynch Ross Zord
Foster, W. Manderitio Ruggiero Zwikl

NAYS—28
Dletz Hutchinson, A. Mrkonic Shuman
Fischer Katz Musto Shupnik
George Klingaman Perri Stout
Gillette Kolter Renwick Taylor
Hamilton, J, H. Lederer Richardson Wansacz
Hammock McCue Salvatore Wargo
Hasay Miller, M. E. Schmitt Yahner

NOT VOTING—6

Butera McGraw Shelton Fineman,
Davies Milanovich Speaker

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,

SENATE BILL No. 25 CALLED UP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
majority leader.
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up now Senate
bill No. 25, the child abuse bill.
The bill has been reported to the floor with a fisecal

note by the Appropriations Committee chalrman.

I am

inquiring now as to whether the fiscal note has been

distributed.

Speaker, I would call up now Senate bill No. 25.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 25, printer’s No. 1236, entitied:

An Act establishing child protective serviees;

It has been distributed, Very well, Mr,

pro-

viding procedures for reporting and investigating the
abuse of children; establishing and providing access to a
statewide central register on child abuse; investigating

such reports; providing for taking protective action in-
cluding taking a child into protective custody; placing
duties on the Department of Public Welfare and county
child welfare agencies; establishing child protective ser-
vices in each county child welfare agency; and providing
penalties.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if some-
one could inform me as to the cost to the counties of this
bill.,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Wojdak. Does the
gentleman consent to be interrogated?

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lady may proceed.

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. The fiscal note is somewhat un-
clear on the subject of the cost impact of this bill on the
county governments, and I wonder if the chairman of the
Appropriations Committee could inform me as to the
possibilities of increased cost to the county governments.

Mr. WOJDAK. The cost to county government, once
the program is fully implemented, would be approx-
imately $1 million.

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Does thai apply to every county
or counties throughout the state?

Mr. WOJDAK., No; that is the entire county cost
throughout the state.

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. What about the statement con-
tained in the fiscal note that the exact cost cannot be as-
certained?

Mr. WOJDAK. What part of the fiscal note are you
referring to?

Mrs. WHITTLESEY., It is on the reverse side, page 2.

Mr. WOJDAK. Well, we really do not know what the
exact costs are going to be. We have some exact figures
from some counties, for instance, where the fiscal note
indicates the $10-million cost and then proceeds to detail
the method of reimbursement. Within that $10-million
cost, for instance, Philadelphia has a 1%-million cost;
Allegheny has a $l.4-million cost; and the remaining
counties would make up the remaining difference in cost
of about $10 million, After the various methods of reim-
bursement, it would break out to a statewide cost to the
counties of approximately $1 million, but, again, until
the program is fully implemented, that is an estimate.

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the
chairman of the Appropriations Committee could inform
me whether or not any of this cost 1o the counties is reim-
bursable by the state?

Mr. WOJDAK. Well, if you will refer to the second
page of the fiscal note or the back side of the fiscal
note in the first full paragraph beginning with the words
“In addition, the estimated county cost, . . . .” the total
statewide cost would be approximately $10 million.

Now 75 percent of that would he reimbursed totally
by the Federal Government, or roughly $7.5 million of
the $10 million. Of ithe remaining $2.5 million, the state
would pick up 60 percent of that cost. And if in fact
Senate bill No. 852 is passed into law, it would raise that
60-percent reimbursement to Tb-percent reimbursement,
and the bottom line figure of $1 million would even be
lower.
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Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Is it true, Mr. Speaker, that the
exact cost could be considerably higher than this if the
regulations implemented by the Department of Welfare
mandate additional services?

Mr. WOJDAK. Well, again it is an estimate. We
have reaily figured the fiscal note on the high side, and
I am not optimistic that they would be higher.

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. DiCARLQO. Mr. Speaker, what was the question?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I was made to under-
stand that 1 was to recognize you for remarks on the
matter before the House, Senate bill No. 25.

Mr. DICARLO. Mr. Speaker, I am under the impres-
sion that amendments are being offered to the bill, and
if they are at this time, I would like to respond to those
amendments or any interrogation that might be asked
for.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman.

The Chair thanks the

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lackawanna,
Mr. McLane.

BMr. McLLANE. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if Mr. Wojdak
wonld consent to brief interrogation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Wojdak, eonsent to interrogation?

Mr. WOJDAK. T shall.

The SPEAKER pro fempore.
ceed.

Mr. McLANE. Mr, Speaker, on your fiscal note which
lists $10 million, if you will go to page 2 on the bottom,
it says that these county governments are going to have
to spend much of this money anyway to come into com-
pliance with current regulations which do exist. Now
is it possgible ithat many of these county children’s service
agencies are already in compliance and therefore are al-
ready spending this money anyway?

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes; that is very possible.

Mr., McLANE. Well, then thic fiscal nofe could be
much toc high an estimate,

Mr. WOIDAK. Well, T indicated that we estimatled the
fiscal note at the high side. The statement you made
eould very well be true, and I suspect it is in many coun-
ties.

Mr. McLANE. 1 believe it to be true in many counties.
Therefore, T would say to the members of the House
that the $10 million estimated in this note here will not
be the actual cost of the bill, Therefore, whether or not
the hill should be considered and passed should not be
a finencial concern, simply because many of the counties
that are not in compliance now, if they are not, are go-
ing to have to expend these funds anyway, and those
that are already in compliance are not going to have to
expend any additional funds,

Mr. WOJDAK. That is absclutely trus, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. McLANE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The gentleman may pro-

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in-
terrogate Mr. Wojdak to start off with.

The SPEAKER pro tempore., Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Wojdak, consent to interrogation?

Mr, WOIJDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is my understand-
ing that when the fiscal notes are prepared, the exact
amount must be noted for the record?

Mr. WOJDAK. Where exact information is available,
we, of course, would provide that. Until this program is
fully implemented, until it gets into gear, we at best
can use estimates which are based on costs, discussion
with the Welfare Department and some of the county
offices to determine what their best estimate would be.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. Then could you tell me
which department under this fiscal note, just starting off,
would deal with the protection of the abused child when-
ever a child is taken into custody by the department if
there is hospifal treatment made available?

Mr. WOJDAK. Mr. Speaker, I do not know if it is
the acoustics, but I really did not hear the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
repeat his question?

The gentleman may pro-

RULES SUSPENDED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman would
please suspend, the Chair recognizes the majority leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I neglected 1o make a neces-
sary motion before we can proceed.

Rule 71 requires that the bills reported from com-
mittee shall be listed on the calendar, and this bill is not
listed on any calendar even though it is in print and we
all have it. So that there be no gquestion ahout the legiti-
macy of the actions of the House, I now move that we
suspend rule 71, which requires the listing of hills on
the calendar, so that Senate bill No. 25 may be properly
before this House,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The majority leader
moves that the rules be suspended so that we may con-
sider Scnate bill No. 25 without it appearing on the cal-
endar.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. IRVIS
and RICHARDSON and were as follows:

YEAS—184
Abraham Garzia McCall Saloom
Anderson, J. H. Geesey McClatchy Salvatore
Arthurs Gelsler MeGinnis Scheaffer
Bellomini George McIntyre Schmitt
Barber Giammarco McLane Schweder
Bennett Gillespie Mebus Seirica
Beren Gillette Menhorn Seltzer
Berlin Gleason Miller, M. E. Shane
Berson Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Shelhamer
Bittle Goodman Milliromn Shuman
Blackwell Green Miscevich Shupnik
Bonetto Greenfield Moehlmann Sirianni
Bradley Grieco Morris Smith, E.
Brandt Gring Mrkonic Smith, L.
Brunner Halverson Mulien Spencer
Burne Hammock Mullen, M. P. Stahl
Caputo Hasay Musto Stapleton
Cessar Haskell Myers Stout
Cimini Hayes, D. 8. Novak Taddonio
Cohen Hayes, S. E. Noye Taylor
Cole Hepford O'Brien ‘Thomas
Cowell Hill O'Connell Toll
Crawford Hopkinz O’'Donneil Trello
Cumberland Hutchinson, A. O'Keefe Turner
Davis, D. M. Hutchinscn, W. Oliver Ustynoskl
DeMedio Irvis Pancoast Valicenti
Deverter Itkin Parker, H. S. Vann
Dicarlo Kelly, A P. Perri Vroon
DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Perry Wagner
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Dininni Kernick Petrarca Walsh, T.P.
Dombrowskl Kistler Plevsky ‘Wansacz
Dorr Klingaman Polite Wargo
Doyle Knepper Pratt Weidner
Dreibelbis Kolter Prendergast Westerberg
Eckensberger Kowalyshyn Pyles Whelan
Englehart LaMarea Reed Whittlesey
Fawecett Laudadio Renninger Wilt, B. W,
Fee Laughlin Renwick wilt, W. W,
Fischer Lederer Rhodes Wojdak
Fisher Lehr Richardson ‘Worrilow
Flaherty Letterman Rieger Wright
Foster, A. Levi Ritter Yahner
Foster, W. Lineoln HRomaneld Yohn
Fryer Lynch Ross Zeller
Gallagher Manderino Ruggiero Zord
Gallen Manmiller Ryan Zwikl
NAYS—8
Dietz Katz McCue Wilson
Hamilion, J. H. Kusse Pitts Zearfoss
NOT VOTING—10
Butera McGraw Shelton Fineman,
avies Milanovich Sullivan Speaker
Johnson, J. Rappaport Tayoun

S0 the question was determined in the affirmative and
the motion was agreed to.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
ledy from Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni.

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, we do not have copies
of it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I beg your pardon?

Miss SIRIANNI. Are we not supposed to have copies
of thig hill? We do not have copies of it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was informed
that all the members do have copies of the bills on their
desks before them.

Will somebody please make a copy of Senate hill No.
25 available to the lady?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentlemsan from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, I will repeat my question.
What 1 had asked, Mr. Speaker, of the Appropriations
chairman was that, in this fiscal note, I would like to
know what department in cases of emergency takes care
of those injured children who are taken into custody?
With all your lawyer support, I am sure you will be
able to get the answer.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman,
Mr. Wojdak, please respond to the question posed by
the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson?

Mr. WOJDAK. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the ques-
tion, if a child is abused and there is an injured child,
the question is, who takes care of that child or provides
the necessary medical treatment or hospitalization? Is
that the question, sir?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Right, yes.

Mr. WOJDAK. Well, you are really speaking to the
substance of the bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, I am speaking to the fiscal
note and how much it will cost, because there has to be
costs made available for this.

Mr. WOJDAK. As I understand it, it could really be
taken care of, and I assume would be taken care of by
the guardian ad litem for the actual payment of the hos-
pitalization or medical care that would be taken care of

by the emergency caretaker's service or the emergency
shelter service,

Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. Is there a breakdewn then
of that service indicated that they do take injured chil-
dren?

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, there is. If you will look on the
bottom of the first page of the fiseal note, item (d) would
be the guardian ad litem breakdown, (e} and ()} would
provide ithe emergency services—caretaker and shelter.

Mr, RICHARDSON. I raise the question now, Mr.
Speaker, that it does not speak directly to, and I see
what it says in (d), (e) and (), but I do not see where
it says hospital services or that it takes care of the
emergency situation in the event that there is a broken
arm, or a broken leg, or et cetera. And I am saying
that this does not include doctor’s fees and, you know,
other medication or what have you, and I am wondering
whether or not this is also to be included in the fiscal
note. If not, I have no problem, I would rather go on
with the bill. T just want to ask you this question as
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee.

Mr., WOJDAK, Well, you would have to look at the
individual ecase. If the child is, in fact, covered by
medical assistance—Blue Cross, Blue Shield or whatever—
we already picked that up. You are talking about the
payment for services of a child who has none of those
coverages, and that would be taken care of by the various
items that are indicated in the fiscal note.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The only prceblem, Mr, Speaker,
is, taking that was correef, in the cases where a person
is not on fixed income or is not on welfare and is abused
and it is reported, and that child has to be taken out and
taken into custody because he or she has been injured,
I am saying, under this fiscal note, where is that emerg-
ency included in the bill? Would your answer, then, still
be the same?

Mr. WOIDAK, Well, first of all, in the bill, as I under-
stand it, the hospital cannot refuse treatment to the
abused child or injured child no matter whether there
is medical coverage, be it medical assistance, Blue Cross,
Blue Shield, or whatever.

Mr. RICHARDSON. So they are treated free.

Myr. WOJDAK. Beg pardon?

Mr. RICHARDSON. They are treated free.

Mr., WOJDAK. Well, they cannot refuse coverage.

Mr. RICHARDSON. So I am saying they are treated
free, then?

Mr. WOJDAK. No, I do not think you can immediately
jump to that conclusion.

Mr, RICHARDSON. Then what are you concluding
that I can jump to?

Mr. WOIDAK. Mr. Speaker, let us take the wvarious
categories of children, I the child is from a family
receiving welfare or is a welfare recipient, the cost of the
hospitalization cr medical treatment will be taken care
by medical assistance, third party or whatever. That
category I am assuming, Mr. Speaker, would know how
that hospitalization would be paid for. Mr. Speaker, as
I said earlier, if the child is a welfare recipient, the wel-
fare department would already have to pay for any hos-
pitalization or medical treatment. If he is from a family
with Blue Cross or Blue Shield, they would pick up that
treatment, Now I do not know the type of child who
has been abused that Mr. Richardson is referring to. If
he or she would be someone who does not fall into these
categories for payment either by the welfare department,
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medical assistance or by Blue Cross or Blue Shield, in that
event the Welfare Department has to pay for it.

Mr. RICHARDSON. But I am saying that in the fiscal
note, I am only speaking to that—

Mr. WOJDAK. In the fiscal note the category that
would pay for that, the category that would have respon-
gibility for that, would be items (d), (e) and (f) at the
bottom of page 1 of the fiscal note.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, then, the only thing that I
would ask for—and then I will be finished with my line
of questions with you—would be a breakdown, and not
in terms of its number or the cost, but the breakdown
in terms of the definition of the emergency caretaker
service and the definition of the emergency shelter ser-
vices and guardian ad litem.

Mr. WOJDAK. Well, those definitions are in the bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right. Okay. Thank you very
much.

Then on that point, Mr. Speaker, before I introduce my
amendments, T would say that it is clear to me that in
this particular fiscal note the bill does not deal with the
treatments of the abused child, or the treatment of the
causes of child abuse nor with the appropriation of funds
necessary for the treatment as I outlined it. I would
like to offer these following amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
send his amendments to the desk?

On the question recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Mr. RICHARDSON reqguested and obtained uranimous
consent to offer the following amendments, which were
read:

Amend See. 8, page 22, line 17, by removing the colon
after “CUSTODY”

Amend Sec. 8, page 22, lines 18 through 25, by striking
out all of said lines and inserting: by a law enforcement
officer or duly authorized officer of the court, or by a
physician examining or treating the child or by the di-
rector, or a person specifically desighated in writing by
such director, or any hospital or other medical institution
where the child is heing treated, if there is reasonable
cause to suspect that there exist an imminent danger to
the life of the child if he were not so taken or retained
in custody:

Amend Sec. 8, page 23, line 14, by removing the period
after “HEARING” and inserting: before a judge at which
time the individual or agency seeking to continue the
vemporary protective custody shall establish probable
cause fo believe that the failure to continue protective
custody will present an imminent danger to the life and
health of the child or the imminent danger of sexual
abuse, At the hearing the court shall appoint an attorney
for the child pursuant to section 23 of this act, and, pur-
suant to the Juvenile Act, shall additionally advise the
parent, parents, guardian or guardians of the child of the
right to legal counsel, at the hearing and proceedings
thereafter. The court may continue the proceeding to
enable a party to obtain counsel

Amend Sec, 8, page 23, lines 19 through 30; page 24,
lines 1 through 3, by striking out all of said lines and
inserting: (d) Any agency or individual who takes a
child into temporary protective custody but fails to follow
any provisions of subsection (b) shall be denied the im-
munity granted to it or him under seetion 11 of this act.

{e) If it is determined at the detention hearing that
protective custody shall be continued, the child protective
service agency shall, within 48 hours, file a petition with
the court under the Juvenile Act, at which time a hearing
shall be fixed to be not later than ten days from the
filing of the petition, pursuant te the Juvenile Act. Prior
to the filing of any petition under the Juvenile Act, the
child protective service shall either (i) have exhausted
unsuccessfully the provision of services to the family

in order to enable the child to remain in the home of
the parent, custodian or guardian, or (ii) have determined
that there is imminent danger to the life and health of
the child or imminent threat of sexual abuse of the
child in remaining at home. The petition shall explicitly
aver sufficient factual basis to show that either of these
two prerequisites have been met. The summons, with
the petition attached, directed to the parents, guardian,
custedian or guardian ad litem, and to the child over
14 years of age, shall clearly and in understandable
language notify such person of his or her right to legal
counsel at the hearing.

Amend Sec. 8, page 23, lines 23 through 30; page 24,
lines 1 through 3, by striking out all of said lines and
inserting: (e) If it is determined at the detention hearing
that protective custody shall be continued, the child
protective service agency shall, within 48 hours, file a
petition with the court under the Juvenile Act, at which
time a hearing shall be fixed to be not later than ten
days from the filing of the petition, pursuant to the
Juvenile Act. Prior to the filing of any petition under the
Juvenile Act, the child protective service shall (i) have
exhausted unsuccessfully the provision of services to the
family in order to enable the child to remain in the home
of the parent, custodian or guardian, and (ii) have de-
termined that there is imminent danger to the life and
health of the child or imminent threat of sexual abuse
of the child in remaining at home. The petition shall
explicitly aver sufficient factual basis to show that either
of these two prerequisites have been met. The sum-
mons, with the petition attached, directed to the par-
ents, guardian, custodian or guardian ad litem, and to
the child over 14 years of age, shall clearly and in under-
standable language notify such person of his or her right
to legal counsel at the hearing.

(f) No petition under the Juvenile Act shall be filed
nor temporary custody sought initially nor continued
after a 72 hour detention hearing where environmental
factors and factors beyond the control of the parent,
guardian, or custodian, such as inadequate housing, fur-
nishings, income, clothing and medical care are the sole
grounds for seeking temporary or permanent custody of
the child.

(g) No child taken into protective custody under this
act shall be detained during such protective custody ex-
cept in an apprepriate medical facility, foster home or
other appropriate facility approved by the department
for this purpose.

(h) A conference between the parent, guardian or
other custodian of the child taken into temporary pro-
tective custody pursuant to this section and the
case worker designated by the child protection service
to be responsible for such child shall be held within 48
hours of the time that the child is taken into such custody
for the purpose of (i) explaining to such parent, guardian
or other custodian the reasons for the temporary deten-
tton of the child and the whereabouts of the child, and
(ii) to expedite, wherever possible, the return of the
child to the custody of such parent, guardion or other
cuslodian where such custody 1s no longer necessary

Amend Sec. 25, page 41, line 12, by striking out “THE
PROVISIONS” and inserting: any provision

Amend Sec. 25, page 41, line 14, by inserting after
“ACT " ”: other than clause (3) of section 11 thereof

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

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, these are the same
bills that I offered last week. I would like, for clarity’s
sake, that the members of the House break them down.

POINT OF ORDER

fThe SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman frem FErie, Mr. DiCarlo.
the gentleman rise?

Mr. DiCARLO. 1 rise to a point of information,

The Chair recognizes the
For what purpose
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The SPEAKER pro tempore.
it.

Mr. DIiCARLO. The amendments that the gentleman,
Mr. Richardson, is offering, are they the same ones that
he distributed 2 weeks ago?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, they are.

Mr. DiCARLO. Okay; thank you, Mr, Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Rich-
ardsen, may proceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The first set of amendments that
I am offering start with “Amend Sec. 8, page 22, line 17,
by removing the colon after ‘CUSTODY'; Amend Sec. 8§,
page 22, lines 18 through 25, by striking out all of said
lines and inserting”, going all the way down fto the last
word of that particular part of the first amendment, to the
word “custody.” Do you have that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman finish-
ed?

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, I am not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1 am sorry. The gentle-
man may proceed. I was under the impression that he
was finished.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman asked for clarity
about which part of the amendment T was dealing with.
I gave him that answer and then I was ready to proceed
into the amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I raised the ques-
tion on section 8, (a) (1) of this bill where it is pro-
posed that a child may be taken into protective custody
pursuant to section 2 of the Juvenile Act., The guestion
that 1 raise is: What standards are used under seciion
2 of the Juvenile Act to determine whether or not a child
is taken into protective custody?

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Chester, Mr. Morris. For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr, MORRIS. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. MORRIS. Would the Speaker state for us exactly
where this amendment is being divided? Because of the
noise and so on I am rather lost.

Mr. RICHARDSON. For clarity’s sake, I will again
read the section of the amendment that I am dealing with.
It is the first set of the Richardson and Blackwell amend-
ments. It states: “Amend Sec. 8, page 22, line 17, by
removing the colon after ‘CUSTODY" ™.

“Amend Sec. 8, page 22, lines 18 through 25, by striking
out all of said lines and inserting™.

And then it goes on, starting with the first word “by”
and ending with the word “custody:”. That is the first
amendment.

Okay. My question again to you: Under this vague
standard of the Juvenile Act, under section 8 (a) (1) of
the bill, it is presently proposed that a child may be taken
into protective custody pursuant to section 11 of the
Juvenile Act,

What standard is used under section 11 of the Juvenile
Act to determine whether or not a child is to be taken
into protective custody? That is my question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom is the gentle-
man directing his question, may I ask?

The gentleman will state

The gentleman may pro-

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman who spoke up, Mr.
Speaker, and said that he would be willing to be inter-
rogated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman
from Erie, Mr, DiCarlo, consent to interrogation?

Mr. DIiCARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed,

Mr. DICARLQ. Mr. Speaker, the custody scetion in the
Juvenile Act that you mentioned spells out who should
remove the child from protective custody, who may be
a probation officer or a police official. That procedure is
set up under the Juvenile Act.

Mr, RICHARDSON. What I am asking you to do,
though, Mr. Speaker, is, let this House know what that
says because T am not clear on whether or not the House
knows what this amendment does under this section of the
Juvenile Act, If you do not know, I can read it o you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
suspend? TIs the gentleman talking on the amendment
which he has offered to this bill?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I am and I am referring to
a specific part of the Juvenile Act which deals with this
amendment, sir.

Mr. DICARLQ. Mr, Speaker, very hasically and very
simply what the section does is, the child abuse act dove-
tails with the Juvenile Act and all we are doing is just
spelling it out. If the Speaker has any problems with
the Juvenile Act, I wish he would explain that to the
House. But I do not see any problem with that. What
we are trying to do is expand the protective custody
section in the child abuse hill. We are not changing the
present Juvenile Act or anything; we are keeping that
intact.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Okay. Mr. Speaker, let me say
this then: In answer to the guestion that I raised about
what standard is used under section 11 of the Juvenile
Act to determine whether or not a child is to be tzken
into protective custody, it says, under the juvenile code,
by a law enforcement officer or duly authorized officer
of the court if there are reasonable grounds to believe
the child is suffering from illness or injury or imminent
danger from his surroundings and that his removal is
necessary.

I am saying at this point now that I have read that
which is in the Juvenile Code, but can vou explain to
me what “imminent danger of his surroundings” means?

Mr. DICARLOQ., Well, Mr. Speaker, we are very specific
in section § of the bill and we set up the means of child
abuse and we define child abuse. But as far as protective
custody, it spells it out as follows: “If such protective
custody is immediately necessary to protect the child
from . . . serious physical injury, sexual abuse or . ..
physical neglect . . ..” Now what the gentleman's amend-
ment is doing is testing abuse and putting in the words
“Ymminent danger 1o Yife’", What Mr. Richardson is say-
ing is, if you adopt his amendment, that child has to be
almost dead. We are saying under this child abuse bill
that we are setting up a means test. We are saying that
physical neglect and we are saying that physical abuse

‘and sexual abuse are indeed grounds for protective

custody. ..
Mr. RICHARDSON, No, I am not saying that.
the speaker would not put words into my mouth.
What I am saying though, however, is that under the
law and the terminology of which it is set up under

I wish
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section 8 of this bill on page 22, 1 would like to make if

very clear—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
suspend? Is the gentleman speaking on his amendment?
Or is the gentleman explaining his amendments to the
House?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; I am, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest
that if the gentlemnan would explain his amendment, then
later it may be right to go into interrogation on the amend-
ment as explained by the member proposing the amend-
ment.

Mr. DICARLO, Mr. Speaker, T would like to interject,
if 1 can, at this time. Maybe we can clear something up.
It seems the gentleman from Philadelphia has a problem
with the language in the Juvenile Act. And, indeed,
this is not the wvehiele {o amend or change the Juvenile
Act, This is setting up a child abuse act in Pennsylvania.
If he has those problems, I would say that he is addressing
them at a wrong time and this is not the vehicle to do that.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg to differ with you, Mr.
Speaker. I am saying that in this amendment which is
already clarified in this bill, it goes under the Juvenile
Act. Maybe you should take out the Juvenile Act, be-
cause at this present time, the Juvenile Act is included in
thig particular bill, which is why I am asking that it bhe
amended, which is correet and proper procedure.

What I am questioning is that at this particular time
it would seem to me that the definition that is raised in
it does not give clarity to what is serious physical injury,
physical injury, or sexual abuse or physical neglect.

What I am raising now is the fact that T have inserted
an amendment that savs, number one:

by a law enforcement officer or duly authorized
officer of the court, or by a physician examining
or treating the child or by the director, or a per-
son specifically designated in writing by such di-
rector, or any hospital or other medical institu-
tion where the child is being treated, if there is
reasonable cause to suspect that there exist an
imminent danger to the life of the child if he were
not so taken or retained in custody:

What I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, is that in your
bill at this present time leaving “imminent danger from
his surroundings” does not make it clear, and I am sug-
gesting that the proponents who put the bill together did
not check that out first themselves and, therefore, you
are saying that we should deal with the Juvenile Act. If
we should have dealt with the Juvenile Act, perhaps the
Juvenile Act should not have heen included in this par-
ticular bill or the language should have heen cleared up.

Mr. Speaker, may I ask a question? Are we supposed
to have other people on the floor who are not members
of this House helping to debate this hill? If so, I would
like to have some of my conferees help me.

The SPEAKER pro tempors. Will the HWouse please
come to order? '

Will all unauthorized personnel please leave the floor
of the House and remove themselves to behind the rail
in the rear of the House?

Is the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson,
finished with his explanation of the amendmeant?

Mr. RITCHARDSON. No. I-am waliting for a response.

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr, Speaker, I will try to respond

as specifically as I can. I bhope that I can explain it
to the gentleman to his understanding.

We did put certain safeguards in the bill. I think the
gentlernan is alluding 1o certain facts as far as inade-
quate housing, furnishings, home, income. I am assum-
ing that these areas may be reasons for a child to be
pulled out of a home and put in protective custody and
the parents he labeled with child abuse. We ingerted
language on page 18 to take care of that.

As far as his questions about the Juvenile Act, what
I have said we have done is expand the proteciive cus-
tody section under child abuse, under the child abuse
legislation in front of us, specifically setting a mecans test
defining what an abused child is. Thaf ia spelled out
very specifically, if a child is physically abused, if he
is sexually attacked or molested.

1f yvou accept the Richardson amendment, you are in
essence making the protective custody section of this
bill unworkable. He is using the terminology “imminent
danger of life.,”

In essence, what you really have to do is have a dead
child or a child that is almost dead before you can re-
move him from the family, We are saying, no, that is
not right. We have language in there that sets up a
means, and we are setting standards so that we know
what should be followed when a child is indeed taken
away and put into protective custody. I urge a negative
vote on the amendment.

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will go back again to my cues-
tion that I raised earlier. In page 18, where the gentle~-
man speaks to the definition of child abuses. which is
under section 3 and not in section 8, I raised the ques-
tion again to the gentleman: Can he please tell me,
number one, what does “imminent danger from his sur-
reundings” mean? And number {wo, are vou referring
to 2 child who lives in Philadelphia, for insfance, in
the north Philadelphia section or in south Philadel-
nhia? Or are you talking about bhecause a person does
not have—and this is not in section 8 and I am only
dealing with section 8 (a) of this particular hill and
not seetion 3 where you have the definition of “abused
child.,” I am dealing specifically with section 8—could
vou please tell me what the definition of “imminent
denger from his surroundings” means? And if you are
talking about north Philadelphia or a particular geo-
graphical area or where a person lives, I feel that it is
ton lnose and is net precise in its definition, therefore
leaving it too broad for anyone to come in and {ake a
child based on the definition that you have said is
cleared up in the bill. If is not cleared up.

Mr. DICARLOQO. Mr. Speaker, I can only respond in that
I think the means test that we have in the bill under
the definition of what an abused child is and also by
stating very specifically “. . . if such protective custody
is immediately necessary to protect the child from fur-
ther serious physieal injury, sexual abuse or serious
physical neglect. . . .” T think that is very specific and
that ‘defines very specifically’ what “imminent danger”
is. It does not leave the broad category that Mr. Rich-
ardson has in the smendment. Again, if you accept
his language, he is meking the protective custody section
of thiz whole bill {otzlly unworkable,

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, since you have not answered
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my gquestion, perhaps you could get someone who can,
because what I am saying is that by the definition that
has been included under section 3 of the abused child
definition, where you spell out your definition the—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to re-
mind the gentleman again that these are his amendments
and that he should confine himself to the explanation of
the amendments before the House,

Mr. RICHARDSON, Well, I am, Mr, Speaker, but he
referred to the section so I had to refer to it also. If
you go by the section that he referred to, I am saying
I can only respond to what he said so there can be clar-
ity.

My amendment clearly spells out what “imminent
danger of life” means, because at this present time “im-
minent danger of his surroundings” is very broad. “Im-
minent danger of his surroundings” does not make it
specific. And I am saying that my amendment clarifies
that by saying, “imminent danger to life” But I am
saying also at the same time, that the question that is
raised is if you are talking about imminent danger of
his surroundings, then youn are leaving it to, say, some-
one in north Philadelphia, someone in south Philadelphia,
somecne who lives in a very poor home or has poor
conditions in the home. I am saying that in itself does
not make it fair and it discriminates against people in
this Commonwealth.

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, just one comment, the
gentleman is misleading this House. Under the defini-
tion of abused child, that is not so.

I can only say to the Speaker and the rest of the mem-
bers, on locking at the language in front of me that
Mr. Richardson has suggested for an amendment, I have
tried to comment as pertinently and specifically as I can
to his amendment. I have tried to explain why I am
against his amendment, If the gentleman disagrees with
that, that is his prerogative, but that is the thing that
I am dealing with, the Janguage that you have submitted
to this House and just by reviewing it and as I see it
applied to the bill.

Again I say, we are specific, I say that we do set a
means test. I say that if the language you have in this
amendment goes in the bill, what you are doing is de-
stroying child abuse protection in this Commonwealth
becuase you just cannot enforce it. It is unworkable.
Again I ask this House to dispose of this amendment,

Mr. RICHARDSON, Well, Mr. Speaker, I would say,
in response to your last comment on this and hope that
ofhers would also pick it up, is the fact that this amend-
ment clearly specifies and spells out what we are talking
about when we are talking about imminent danger. I
am speaking of imminent danger of life. Presently, the
bill does not direct itself to that in section 8 (a) which
we are talking about.

Presently, the bill says that it is imminent danger of
his surroundings. It could mean anywhere. It could
mean your child; it could mean my child. His surround-
ings could mean a definition based upon whatever his
surroundings are. I am saying that that is not a clear
definition, . . ‘

Mr. DiCarlo at this present time is leading the House
into believing that saying “imminent danger to his life”
{s misleading to the other members. 1 am saying that it
clarifies it because by saying “imminent danger to his
surroundings” could mean my home. It could mean where
Ilive. It could mean where I work. It could mean any-

thing. It could give anyone justification to either calling
or contacting the police or contacting a physician and
saying, because of his surroundings, I will be able to take
your child,

I feel that it only clarifies this particular part of the
hill to bring out the exact point that we are trying to
raise, If we are only talking about trying to elarify
the bill, then I do not see any reason why Mr. DiCarlo
and others would be against trying to amend the bill
that would only clarify the definition of what imminent
danger to a child’s life is,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Berks, Mr. LaMarca,

Mr. LaMARCA. Mr. Speaker, I will not belabor the
House with this, but I rise to oppose the amendment. I
do so because I feel we are in serious need of a child
abuse bill. I understand the definition of “imminent
danger of life” as opposed to imminent surroundings as
put out by Mr. Richardson. But I believe it necessary for
us to oppose these amendments simply because, as Mr.
DiCarlo has pointed out, you would have to wait until
the child is half dead in order to invoke the provisions
that we have in this act. If this act is going to work, it
has to do so without these amendments. I urge that
we vote them down.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. McGinnis. For what
purpoze does the gentleman rise?

Mr. McGINNIS. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. McGINNIS. Will a motion to table come first over
any of these other votes?

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
amendments?

Mr. McGINNIS. The motion to table the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill with the amend-
ments?

Mr. McGINNIS. And the amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to table would
take precedence,

The motion to table the

MOTION TO TABLE

Mr. McGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, T have listened to my
colteagues today. 1 believe this bijll is needed. But I
have tried to find out how many child abuse cases were
reported in Pennsylvania last year that would cost ap-
proximately $12 million to the taxpayers of this state.

Now I do not want to make a motion to put the bill
back into commitiee because I think when we come back
some of these questions that have been brought up today
should be answered. Our colleagues in the Senate are
going home this afternoon. So I would like to get some
of these answers and I would like to put this bill on the
table so that we can take it up when we come hack.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. DiCARLO. Yes, Mr, Speaker. I totally oppose the
tabling of this bill. The bill was tabled 2 weeks ago.
At that time, the membership had the chance to review
the bill and, if they had any specific questions, to look
at those and try to get the information.

As far as the information, I can tell you that at least
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in Pennsylvania, in 1974 there were over 2,000 cases of
reported child abuse in Pennsylvania.

T think we have gotten to the point where the hill is in
very good order to pass. I think it is a bill that is much
needed in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 1 think
the Appropriations chairman very evenly desglt with the
problem of funding the program. I think we are neglect-
ful if we again table this much needed bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. MeGinnis,

Mr. McGINNIS., Mr. Speaker, at the worst, Mr. Speak-
er, if we could table this for 1 day, at least we could
caucus on this bill and get some answers. We could vote
it tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
a mation or is he not?

Mr. McGINNIS. I have a motion to table. I would not
oppose the motion to take it off the table tomorrow.

Is the gentleman making

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Dreibelbis.

Mr. DREIBELBIS. May I respond to the inguiry of
Mr. MceGinnis on the motion to table?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I will caution the mem-
bers, the motion to table is not debatable.

Mr. DREIBELBIS. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but
be made an inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr.
McGinnis, consent to a brief interrogation?

Mr. McGINNIS. T will.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed.

Mr, DREIBELBIS. I am responding to his interroga-
tion which was not answered. I wanted to tell him that
in the last 5 years there were 53 counties which reported
no cases of suspected child abuse. In 1874, there were
four counties that had zero suspected cases, In 1973, there
were nine counties that had zero suspected cases. In
1972, there were nine counties that had zero suspected
cases; in 1971, 11; and in 1970, 22,

In the last 5 years, there were 14 counties that had
less than 10 suspected cases of child abuse. Those figures
come from the Department of Welfare.

Mr. McGINNIS. Thank you very much. We are going
to vote $12 million to take care of that? I would like
to keep ithe motion to table,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Berks, Mr. LaMarca.

Mr. LaMARCA. On the motion to table some statistics
were introcduced that go to the very merit of the bill.
I think the latitude that was allowed by the Speaker was
commendable, if he will allow me a minute of latitude.

Those figures that were cited, the very reason for this
bill is the fact that those figures are the cnes that you
cite. There has been no obligation and duty, and there
has been no penalty imposed if people do not report
child abuse.

I oppose the motion {o table.
to get this bill passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question before
the House is on the motion to table the bill with the
amendments.

The gentleman may pro-

I say it is time for us

The Cheir recognizes the majority leader.
Mr, TRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I call for a negative vote nn
the motion,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

lady from Montgomery, Mrs, Fawcett.
Mrs. FAWCETT. Mr. Speaker, I support the majority

leader.

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

The Chair recognizes the

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. McGINNIS
and DiCARLO and were as follows:

Anderson, J. H,

Barber
Dreibelbis
Foster, A,
Gleason

Hamilton, J. H.

Hasay

Abraham
Arthurs
Bellomint
Benmnett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Blackwell
Bonetto
Bradley
Erandt
Brunner
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Ciming
Cohen
Cole
Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davis, D. M.
DeMedio
Deverter
Dicarlo
DiDonato
Dietz
Dininni
DNombrowskd
Deorr
Dovyle
Eckensherger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee
Fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, W.
Fryer
Gallagher
Gallen

Butera
Davies

YEAS--25
Hepford McGinnis
Hutchingon, W. Noye
Katz Perri
Lehr Richardson
Letterman Ryan
MceCue Salvatore

NAYS—169
Garzia McClatchy
Geesey McIntyre
Geisler McLane
Ceorge Mebus
Giammarco Menhorn
Gillespie Miller, M. E.
Gillette Miller, M. E., Jr.
Gleeson Milliron
Goodman Miscevich
Green Mochlmann
Greenfield Morris
Grieco Mrkonie
Gring Mullen, M. P.
Halverson Mullen
Hammock Musto
Haskell Myers
Hayes, D. 8. Novak
Hayes, 8. E. O’Brien
Hill O'Connell
Hopkins O'Keefe
Hutchingon, A.  Oliver
Irvis Pancoast
Itkin Parker, H. 8.
Johnson, J. Perry
Kelly, A.P. Petrarca
Kelly, T. B. Pievsky
Kernick Pitis
Kistler Polite
Klingaman Pratt
Knepper Prendergast
Kolter Pyles
Kowalyshyn Rappaport
Kusse Reed
LaMarca Renninger
Taudadic Renwick
Laughlin Rhodes
Lederer Rieger
Levi Ritter
Lincoln Romanelli
Lynch Ross
Manderino Ruggiero
Manmiller Saloom
MeCall Scheaffer

NOT VOTING—S8

MeGraw
Milanovich

O'Donnell
Suillivan

Smith, L.
Spencer
Whelan
Whittlesey
Zearfoss
Zeller

Schmitt
Schweder
Scirica
Seltzer
Shane
Shelhamer
Shelton
Shuman
Shupnik
Strianni
Smith, E.
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonlo
Taylor
Tayoun
Thomay
Toll

Trello
Turner
Vallcentt
Vroon
Wwagner
Walsh, T. P,
Wansacz
Wargo
‘Weidner
Waesterberg
Wilson
Wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W, W.
Wojdak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Yohn

Zord
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Ustynoskd
vann

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

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. RICHARD-

SON and DICARLO and were as follows:

Barber
Blackwell
Caputo

Harnilton, J. H,

Abraham

) YEAS—-15
Haramock Renninger -
Katz Rhodes
‘Lederer- . - Richardson
Perri Ross
NAYS—I177
Geesgey McCall-

Salvatore

Shelton
Vann-

Schmitt
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Anderson, J. H. Geisler McClatchy Schweder
Arthurs George MeCue Seltzer
Bellomind Giammarco MceGinnis Shane
Bennett Gillespie McLane Shelhamer
Beren Gillette Mebus Shuman
Berlin Gleason Menhorn Shupnik
Bersoh Gleeson Miller, M. E. Sirtanni
Bittte Goodman Miller, M. E., Jr. Smith, F.
Bonetto Green Milliron Smith, L.
Bradley Greenfield Miscevich Spencer
Brandt Grieco Moehlmann Stahl
Brunner Gring Morris Stapleton
Burns Halverson Mrkonic Stout
Cessar Hasay Mullen, M. P. Sullivan
Cimini Haskell Mullen Taddonio
Cohen Hayes, D. 8. Musto Taylor
Cole Hayes, S. E. Myers Thomas
Cowell Hepford Novak Toll
Crawford Hill Noye ‘Trello
Cumbertand Hopkins O'Brien Turner
Davis, D. M. Hutchinson, A. O'Connell Ustynoski
DeMedio Hutchinson, W. O’Donnell Valicenti
Deverter Irvis O'Keefe Vroon
Dicarlo Ttkin Oljiver Wagner
DiDonato Kelly, A. P. Pancoast Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Kelly, J. B. Parker, H. 8. Wansacz
Dininni Kernick Perry Wargo
Dombrowskl Kistler Petrarca Weidner
Darr Klingaman Pievsky Westerherg
Doyle Knepper Pitts Whelan
Dreibelbis Kolter Polite Whittlesey
Eckensherger Kowalyshyn Pratt ‘Wilson
Englehart Kusse Prendergast Wilt, R. W.
Fawcett T.aMarca Pyles Wilt, W, W.
Fee Laudadio Rappaport Wojdak
Fischer Laughlin Reed Worrilow
Fisher Lehr Renwick Wright
Flaherty Letterman Ritter Yahner
Foster, A, Levi Romanell Yohn
Foster, W. Lincoln Ruggiero Zearfoss
Fryer Lynch Ryan Zeller
Gallagher Manderino Saloom Zord
Gallen Manimiller Bcheaffer Zwikl
Garzia

NOT VOTING—10
Butera MeGraw Rieger Fineman,
Davies Melntyre Sciriea Speaker
Johnscn, J. Milanovich Tayoun

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman {rom Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, since everyone is
so clear of what “imminent danger” is and has allowed
it to go into the bill, I offer this second set of amend-
ments that state: “Amend Section 8, page 23, line 14, by
removing the period after ‘Hearing' and inserting”, and
then starting with the word “before” and ending with
the word “counsel.”

PARLTAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo. For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DICARLO. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, am I right in assuming
that the omnibus amendment that Mr. Richardson gave
us has been divided? It has not been divided?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was no motion to
divide, and the amendment was all inclusive. We are
now on the second amendment.

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, it was not, Mr. Speaker.
divide. I asked the Chair. I first said what my first part
of the amendment was. I read the section you asked me
to read. I read the section; I read the lines; and I read

I did

the last word. I went on and said what was amendment
No. 2, which is on the same page.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I say to the Chair that
there was no motion to divide the amendment, and I was
under the impression that the debate and the vote that
we just made was on the total Richardson-Blackwell
amendment. If that is right, I wish the Chair would in-
form us of that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the impression of
the Chair. There was no motion to divide the amend-
ment, and the vote of the House was on the amendment
in its entirety.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, T would like to make
an appeal to the Chair. When I first started speaking, I
spoke to this Chair and I said, hecause you asked me. If
you had not asked me, it would be different, but you, out
of your mouth, asked me what was I dealing with. I said,
“Amend Section 8, page 22, line 17, by removing the colon
after ‘custody’”. 1 then went on to talk about where the
beginning of this line was. I think you should check
with your Parliamentarian. I said it began with the word
“by" and ended with the word “custody”, as being the
first section of this amendment. I said then, coming to
amendment No. 2, that we would deal with “Amend Sec-
tion 8, page 23, line 14, by removing the period after ‘hear-
ing’ ",

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In view of the fact that
the Chair was under the misapprehension, as probably
many of the members, that we were voting on all the
amendments, and although it is true that the genfleman
spoke on one of them, he never requested that the amend-
ments be severed, divided, we will reconsider the amend-
ments. We will take a vote on the first portion of the
amendment and strike the last vote that was taken.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then can we clarify for the mem-
bers, Mr. Speaker, so they know which part of the amend-
ment they are voting on?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
move back from the microphone so that we can hear what
he is saying?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is i{ possible, Mr. Speaker, that
we could make it very clear to the members of the House
what part of this amendment we are voting on, because
I think that there was some mistake about what they
were voting on.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will
briefly explain the portion of the amendment that we
are going to vote on.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The first portion of the amend-
ment, Mr. Speaker, speaks directly to what is the def-
inition of “imminent danger” as it so reads now under
the Juvenile Act, What I propose in this amendment is
to change the present language because it seems to me
that “imminent danger to his surroundings” is not a clear
definition. A lot of people would like to take that, and
I feel that this is one of the components of the hill that
makes it very discriminatory.

When you talk about imminent surroundings of a per-
son's surroundings, you are not talking about a person’s
physical injury, you are not talking about sexual abuse
as it iz under the definition of the word “abused child.”
I think that for clarity's sake, this amendment only clar-
ifies the definition by stating that “by a law enforcement
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officer or duly authorized officer of the court, or by a

physician examining or treating the child or by the di-
rector, or a person specifically designated in writing by
such director, or any hospital or other medical institution
where the child is being treated, if there is reasonable
cause to suspect that there exist an imminent danger to
the life of the child if he were not so taken or retained
in custody:”.

I am saying that that “imminent danger to life” does
not mean that a child has to he hall dead in order for
there to be a custody, a protective custody, taking place
in this particular matter.

I would hope that the rest of the members would divide
the amendments as they are presently in front of them
and understand that “imminent danger of his surround-
ings” does not specify or clarify in my mind and a lot
of other people’s minds in this Commonwealth exactly

what it means.

It is not clear in the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. DIiCARLOQ.
basically the same.

a2 negative vote,

On the question,

Will the House agree to Part I of the Richardson
amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs, RICHARD-

SON and DICARLO and were as follows:

YEAS—20

Barber Hammock Pitts Shelton
Blackwell Hasay Rappaport Vann
Caputo Hutchinson, W. Renninger Whelan
Gleason Klingaman Richardson Whittlesey
Hamilton, J. H. McGinnis Ross Zearfoss

NAYS—165
Abraham Gallagher Lynch Saloom
Anderson, J.H, Gallen Manderino Scheaffer
Arthurs Garzia Manmiller Schmitt
Bellomind Geesey MeCall Schweder
Bennett Geisler McClatchy Seltzer
Beren George McCue Shane
Berlin Giammareo McLane Shelhamer
Berson Gillespie Mebus Shuman
Bittle Gillette Menhorn Shupnik
Bonetto Gleeson Miller, M. E. Sirianni
Bradley Goodman Miller, M, E., Jr. Smith, E,
Brandt Green Miliiron Smith, L.
Brunner Greenfield Miscevich Spencer
Burns Grieco Moaehlmann Stahl
Cessar Gring Morris Stapleton
Cimini Halverson Mrkonic Stout
Cohen Haskell Mullen, M. P, Taddonio
Caole Hayes, D. 8. Mullen Taylor
Cowell Hayes, 5. E. Musto Thomas
Crawford Hepford Myers Toll
Cumberland Hill Navak Trello
Davis, D, M. Hopkins Noye Turner
DeMedio Hutchinson, A. O'Brien Ustynoski
Deverter Irvig O’Connell Valicenti
Dicarlo Itkin O'Donnell Wagner
DiDonato Kelly, A.P. O'Keefe Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Kelly, J. B. Cliver Wansacz
Dininni Kernick Pancoast Wargo
Dombrowski Kistler Parker, H. S. Weidner
Dorr Knepper Petrarca ‘Westerhierg
Doyle Knolter Pievsky Wilson
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Polite Wilt, R, W.
Eckensberger Kusse Pratt Wilt, W. W.
Englehart LaMarca Prendergast Wojdak
Fawcett Laudadio Pyles ‘Worrilow

The Chair recognizes the

Mr. Speaker, again the arguments are

What the gentleman has done is use
the same concept and use different language in amend-
ment No, 2, and what he is really doing again is de-
stroying and making the proteciive custody section under

the new child abuse bill unworkable. Again I ask for
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Fee Laughlin Reed Wright
Fischer Lederer Renwick Yahner
Fisher Lehr Ritter Yohn
Flaherty Letterman Romanelli Zeller
Foster, A, Levi Rugegiero Zord
Foster, W. Lincoln Ryan Zwikl
Fryer
NOT VOTING—17
Butera MelIntyre Rieger Yroon
Davies Milanovich Salvatore
Johnson, J, Perri Scirica Fineman,
Katz Perry Sullivan Speaker
McGraw Rhodes Tayoun

S0 the question was determined in the negative and
Part I of the Richardson amendments was not agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now take
up the second amendment: “Amend Seetion 8, page 23,
line 14, by removing the period after ‘hearing’ and in-
serting” the language that follows.

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. The present language in the bill
now deals with the judge.

Mr. Speaker, in interrogating the speaker now, I would
like to ask him what is the judge to determine at the
detention hearings after the child is taken into proiective
custody?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. May the Chair suggest
that rather than starting out with interrogation, that
the member please explain to us the amendment he is
now offering 1o the bill and what he intends to ac-
complish by that amendment.

Mr. RICHARDSON. In amendment No. 2, Mr. Speaker,
what I have done is insert some language that clarifies
the definition of what happens at a detention hearing.
I am saying that we should insert after the word “hear-
ing” that “before a judge at which time the individual
or agency seeking to continue the temporary protective
custody shall establish probable cause to believe that
the failure to continue protective custody will present
an imuminent danger io the life and health of the child
or the imminent danger of sexual abuse. At the hearing
the court shall appoint an attorney for the child pursuant
to section 23 of this act, and, pursuant to the .Juvenile
Act, shall additionally advise the parent, parents, guardian
or guardians of the child of the right to legal counsel,
et the hearing and proceedings thereafter. The court
may continue the proceeding to enable a party to obtain
counsel.”

In that amendment it specifies very clearly—it does not
go around cr beat around the bush as it does in the bill—
and I am asking the members of the House to support
this particular amendment. It deals specifically with the
fact that the parents of the c¢hild who is taken into custody
have the right to counsel and that it should also be clear,
whether it be before a judge or anyone else, that this
probable cause be established before any determination
be considered,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr, DiCarlo.

Mr. DICARLO. Mr. Speaker, again the gentleman’s
fears as far as legal counsel for the child abuse is cover-
ed under section 23, the guardian ad litem. As far as
advising the parenis or the guardian of the child, that is
also under the present law. I ask the House to vote in
the negative.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes
the gentieman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman, Mr.
DiCarle, a question, because these are very vague and
I really feel that this is one of the most important pieces
of legislation that has been up hefore us for a while.
I think it is being taken in a very jokingly manner.

It seems to me that dealing with child abuse—every-
body is for child abuse, and I am also a proponent for
child abuse. But I am not for child abuse for the sake
of just passing a piece of legislation that says that we as
a legislative body have passed a child abuse bill. It seems
to me that some members feel that it is a funny situation;
I do not. 1 feel that it is dealing with our children and
I would like to ask a couple of questions that I think
will be in order. One is: Referring to section (A) of the
same amendment that I have presently before you, I am
asking, how soon after a child is taken into protective
custody by police officers does the police officer have
to obtain a court order? In the bill it says 72 hours.
1 am wondering, then, from that response that I have
here, why we are proposing different time periods for
obtaining a court order for taking a child into protective
custody depending on whether or not the child is picked
up by a police officer or by a physician? That is not
clear.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It seems to the Chair
that the gentleman is debating the merits of the bill
rather than the merits of his amendment. I suggest that
the gentleman please confine himself to the amendment.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Erie, Mr,
DiCarlo.

Mr. DICARLO. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding
that this section that you are interested in, the 72-hour
limit, does, under the abuse legislation in front of us,
run parallel with the Juvenile Act and indeed it is 72
hours that it has to be reported, that a hearing has to be
held.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Hammock.

Mr. HAMMOCK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I know
it is a little bit confusing, but the amendment, the porticn
of the amendment, that Mr. Richardson now is addressing
himself to, I feel should be supported. This section of
Mr. Richardson’s amendment merely clarifies the grounds
upon which a judge is to make his determinaticn. Those
grounds being those traditionally used in the law of
probable cause for the judge to believe that the child
would suffer imminent danger to his life because of the
surrounding circumstances.

I think that Mr. Richardson's amendment when added
to that section already within the law gives us a better
feel. It gives the judge something more to hang his
teeth on in that particular section. That is to say, in
spite of the fact that the child must be given a hearing
within 72 hours, the judge still has to make that de-
termination very often in the dark. I think that what
this section would do is establish some reasonable grounds
for which the jurist can make his decision in that case.
Therefore, I think it adds some greater weight of credi-
hility to this particular section, and perhaps it would go
towards avoiding the abuse that we all desire to avoid.
Therefore, 1 support Mr, Richardson’s motion at this point.

On the question,

Will the Iouse agree to Part II of the Richardson

amendments?

The yeas and nays were reguired by Messrs. RICHARD-
SON and DiCARLO and were as follows:

YEAS—47
Barber Hamilton, J. H. Moehlmann Scirlea
Beren Hammock Morris Seltzer
Blackwell Hasay Perri Shelton
Burns Haskell Perry Vann
Caputo Hutchinson, W. Pitts Wagner
Cowell Irvis Reed Wetdner
Doyle Katz Renninger Whelan
Eckensberger Lederer Rhodes Whittlegey
Fisher McGinnis Richardson Wilson
Gleason Mebus Ross Wright
Greenfield Miscevich Ryan Zearfoss
Halverson Miller, M. E. Salvatore

NAYS—141
Abraham Gallagher Levi Saloom
Anderson, J. B, Gallen Lincoln Scheaffer
Arthurs Garzia Lynch Schweder
Bellomini Geesey Manderino Shane
Bennett Geigler Manmiiler Shelhamer
Berlin George MeCall Shuman
Berson Giammareo McClalchy Shupnik
Bittle Gillespie MeCue Sirianni
Bonetto Gillette McIntyre Smith, E.
Bradley Gleeson MeLane Smith, L.
Brandt Goodman Menhorn Spencer
RBrunner Green Miller, M. E., Jr. Stzhl
Cessar Grieco Milliron Stapleton
Cimini Gring Mrkonic Stout
Cohen Hayes, D. 8. Mullen, M. P, Taddonic
Cole Hayes, 8. E, Myers Taylor
Crawford Heptord Novak Thomas
Cumberland Hill Noye Toll
Davis, D.M. Hopkina O Brien Trello
DeMedio Hutchinson, A, O'Connell Turner
Deverter Iixin O'Donneli Ustynoski
Dicarlo Kelly, A, P, O'Keefe Vroon
DiDonato Kelly, J. B. Pancoast Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Kernick Parker, H. 8. Wansacz
Dininnd Kistler Petrarca Wargo
Dombrowskdi Klingaman Pievsky Westerherg
Dorr Knepper Polite Wilt, R. W.
Dreibelbis Kotter Pratt Wikt, w. W,
Englehart Kowalyshyn Prendergast Wojdak
Faweett Kusse Pyles Worrilow
Fee LaMarca Rappaport Yahner
Figeher Laudadio Renwick Yohn
Flaherty Laughlin Ritter Zeller
Foster, A. Lehr Romanelli Zord
Foster, W. Letterman Ruggiero Zwrikl
Fryer

NOT VOTING—14

Butcra Milanovich Rieger Valicenyd
Davies Mullen Schmitt
Johnson, J. Musto Sulllvan Fineman,
McGraw Oliver Tayoun Speaker

So the question was determined in the negative and
Part IT of the Richardson amendments was not agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now take
up amendment No. 3 which amends section 8, page 23,
lines 19 through 30; page 24, lines 1 through 3, by strik-
ing out all of said lines and inserting the language that
{oilows.

If I might suggest and if it is agreeable to the gentle-
man from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson, this amendment
will be all-inclusive and take the other sections amend-
ing section 25, page 41, line 12 and also line 14. Is that
agreeable to the gentleman?

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, it is not, Mr. Speaker, and I
would like to divide my own amendments if I possibly
could,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will take
all the language ending with the words “is no longer
necessary” on page 2 of the amendment.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now that you have made your
proposal, can I tell you where I would like to have it
divided, please?

It is different language, and I would like to make sure
it is clear to the members.

I would like to amend section 8, page 23, lines 19
through 30 by starting with (d) section and starting with
the word “Any” and ending with the word “act.” This
will he amendment No. 3.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman suggest-
ing that he wishes to divide and vote on the subsection
(d)?

Mr. RICHARDSON. As the amendment reads, that is
correct. It speaks specifically to parent protection, and I
think that it is in order and 1 ask thal it be divided at
that level.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair retracts what
it said. Without objection, we will he voting on the gec-
iion on page 23, subsectich (d}, commencing with the
language, “Any agency or individual . .. .” and ending
with “of this act.,”

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Mr. Richardson.
Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker,
Under this amendment No. 3 which deals with parent
protection—
POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo.
pose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DiCARLO. 1 rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. DICARLO. Mr. Speaker, have you given the gentle-
man the consent to divide the amendment further.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggested that,
without objection, the division was permissible. I heard
no ohjection.

Mr. DICARLQO. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do object to that.
Very basically if you look at it, if you do divide it and
his amendment goes in or does not go in, you are going
to throw off the whole written piece ol legislation in
front of us and you will be unable to deal with it I
think the legislation has to be dealt with in total. The
amendment has to be dealt with in total.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I heg to differ. Un-
der subsection (d) it deals with immunity and section 4
deals with the whole exhaustive services before the pe-
tition is filed. I think that they are two separate amend-
ments, and I am speaking to those two separate amend-
ments,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman, Mr.
DiCarlo, contesting the ruling of the Chair that this
section is subdivisible?

Mr., DiCARLO. Yes, I am, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion of the
gentleman from ¥rie, Mr. DiCarlo, as to whether or not
the Chair was proper in its ruling that this section is
sizbdivisible, as suggested, the members will—

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. RICHARDSON. Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
suspend until the Chair is finished with its instruction?

The Chair recoghizes
For what pur-

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, did you not make a
ruling on this just moments ago?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman takes is-
sue with the ruling of the Chair, and it is up to the House
to decide whether or not the Chair was correct in its
ruling.

Mr. RICHARDSON. At that time did not you ask if
there were any objections, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Would the gentleman
please repeat that?

Mr. RICHARDSON. At that time, Mr. Speaker, did you
not ask whether or not there were any objections to the
division of this particular section?

I broke it down for you and I think before you do
that—I feel it is unfair, but before you do that—I am
saying that I also specifically indicated under subsection
{(d) for amendment No. 3 what it was speaking directly
to. I said in terms of parent protection and loss of im-
munity.

I have a point of order,

OBJECTION WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has been per-
mitting a wide latitude. The man has stated his chjection
to the ruling of the Chair. The question recurs.

Mr, DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objeclion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has with-
drawn his objection to the ruling of the Chair, and the
House will proceed to vote on the amendment as sub-
divided as explained by the Chair previously.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I think there are two
things that are happening. One is that you are a little
excited because you are running the House; but I think
you are not giving us courtesy in relationship to this par-
ticular hill.

There were some questions about the bill. We have
never debated the particular issue because I have never
spoken on the amendment yet because there were ques-
tions raised. I am saying that you are asking for a vote
before we even have an opportunity to speak on it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair does not want
to curtail debate on the amendment. If the gentleman has
not finished explaining it, he may proceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has never been explained, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Amendment No. 3, Mr. Speaker,
speaks directly to parent protection, and I raise the ques-
tion, having inserted a new definition under subsection
(d) which says—

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Mercer, Mr. Bennett. For what purpose
does the gentleman rise?

Mr., BENNETT. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. BENNETT. Will the Chair advise me what is be-
fore the House at the moment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The matter before the
House presently is Mr. Richardson’s third amendment as
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subdivided and as explained by the Chair, being, namely,
subsection (d) on page 1 of the Richardson amendments.

Mr. BENNETT. 1 respectfully suggest that the Chair
have the board cleared.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
sirike the vote from the board?

The amendments are before you on your desk, I sug-
gest that you look at subdivision (d), and that is what the
gentleman is about to explain to the House.

Will the gentleman irom Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson,
please proceed with the explanation?

Will the clerk please

QUESTION OF INFORMATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Montgomery, Mr. Polite. For what pur-
pose does the gentleman rise?

Mr, POLITE. T rise to a question of information.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. POLITE. Mr. Speaker, I see you have changed it
now. We had House bill No. 25 up there, and I think we
are debating the amendments on Senate bill No. 25. Is
that eorrect?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are debating the
amendment to Senate bill No. 25 cffered by Mr. Richard-
son, being subdivision (d) of the Richardson amendments
which should be before you on your desk.

Will the gentleman from Philadelphia please proceed.

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, what I have done
in this amendment No. 3 under subsection (d) is say that
“Any agency or individual who takes a child into tem-
porary protective custody but fails to follow any provi-
sions of subsection (b) shall be denied the immunity
granted to it or him under section 11 of this act.”

What T am raising a question to is the fact that at the
present time it seems that it is important for the pro-
tection for parents that if a hospital or doctor fails to
notify the parents or specify any of these facts, there is
nho remedy open presently to the parents. I am saying
that everyone should be all-inclusive of this. In this lan-
guage it says: “Any agency or individual who takes a
child into temporary profeciive custody . . . .” In this
particular part of the bill, it only specifies the doctor or
the hospital. I think that it should be everybody.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I oppose the amendment
to Senate bill No. 25. It will directly affect, in some in-
stances, the immunity that is given to persons who report
child abuse, and I think if we inject this language, we
are going to destroy that concept. I ask a negative vote.

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

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not know why you cannot
hear me. I have a question, Mr. Speaker, and I am try-
ing to be recognized.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr.
DiCarlo, consent to interrogation?

Mr, DIiCARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr, Speaker, I would like to raise
the question under subsection (b) of section 8 which pro-
vides important protection for the parents because it re-

quires that when the child is taken into protective cus-
tody, the parents will be notified of why the child has
heen taken and where he or she is. What I would ask
now iz, if the hospital or the doctor fails to notify the
parenis of these facts, what remedy is open to the parents?

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I cannot basically tell you
what would happen in that instance. What we do know
is, if that occurs, it is a violation of the law; and what is
happening is that parent, that guardian or individual who
is involved has a basis for a civil suit.

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that ig true, Mr. Speaker, say-
ing that the hospital or the doctor, under subsection (11)
of the aet, gives the hospital and the doctor immunity
from liability, suing js not much of an answer.

I am suggesting to you that this part of our amend-
ment that we are asking for will only clarify, number
one, why, if we are proposing fo give the broad immunity
in Section 11 to hospitals and doctors, should hospitals
and doctors not have to comply with subsection (b} of
section 8 also?

Mr., DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I think this may deal
with the heart of the issues of child abuse, and this is
where we have to weigh the matter of what do we do
about protecting the child that has been drastically abus-
ed, physically or sexually, and we have to deal with the
rights of the parents involved.

In any piece of legislation, this legislature or anybody
else cannot guarantee that it will be carried out con-
ceptually, but we have to insert some kind of good faith
with the persons who are involved in carrying out the
law. Again, what I am saying to the gentleman, if indeed
that is violated, there are provisions under the law, there
are sanctiong involved and the guardians involved do
have civil action available to them. I say that if you put
this language in, you are jeopardizing the whole immu-
nity process in the child abuse legislatien. If you do that,
you are again weakening the bill,

Mr. RICHARDSON. At this present time doctors and
hospitals have the right of immunity from liability. I am
saying that the particular part of the amendment that I
have in subsection (d) clarifies that, Mr. Speaker. It does
speak directly to it.

I would hope that the members are listening very
closely to it, because it would certainly seem to me that
if a doctor or a hospital commits some wrong on a child-—
This is very important, Mr. Speaker, and I do not think
we have the response of the House.

What I am raising is: Why should the immunity of
Section 11 be conditional on complying with the obliga-
fions under subsection (b) of Section 87 You have not
answered that in relation to my amendment, which says
that we are talking about any agency or individual who
takes the child in temporary protective custody. If any-
thing happens to that child, this bill does not clarify any
particular injury that might be incurred while that per-
son is there. I am saying that you are saying that this
immunity only applics in one particular ease, and I am
saying it should apply in a cross-perspective; it should
apply for everybody. The bill does not do that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. McLane,

Mr. McLANE. Mr., Speaker, 1 rise to oppose this
amendment as I have opposed the others. The question
of immunity must remain there because it is a vital part
of the legislation. Also, the time span which is being
used, 24 hours, that the doctor has and if he misses that
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through a technicality in a written report or something,
then he would be held totally liable.

He must get in touch with the Child Protective Agency.
It is not as if the Child Protective Agency is going in
initially. The Child Protective Agency, within 72 hours,
48 hours later, must be in the court with that child. T see
no real harm being done to that child in that period of
time.

On the question,
Will the House agree to Part IIl of the Richardson
amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. RICHARD-
SON and DIiCARLO and were as follows:

YEAS—1T
Barber Johnsgon, J. Perri Shane
Blackwell Katz Pitts Shelton
Hamilton, J. H, McGinnis Richardson Vann
Hammoek Mullen, M. P, Salvatore Whittlesey
Hutchinson, W.

NAYS—172
Abraham Gallagher Lynch Salocom
Anderson, J. H. Gallen Manderino Scheaffer
Arthure Garzia Manmiiley Schmitt
Bellomint Gelsler McClatchy Sehweder
Bennett Geesey MeCue Scirica
Beren George MceIntyre Seltzer
Berlin Giammarco McLane Shelhamer
Berson Gillespie Mebus Shuman
Bittle Gillette Menhorn Shupnik
Bonetto Gleason Miller, M. E. Sirianni
Bradley Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr, Smith, E.
Brandt Goodman Milliron Smith, L.
Brunner Green Miscevich Spencer
Burns Greenfield Moehlmann Stahl
Caputo Grieco Morris Stapleton
C'ossar Gring Mrkonic Stout
Cimind Hasay Mullen Taddanio
Coheny Hagkell Musto Taylor
Cole Hayes, D. 8. Myers Thomas
Cowell Hayes, S. E. Novak Toll
Crawford Hepford Noye Trello
Cumberiand Hilt O'Bricn Turner
Davis, I). M, Hopkins O’Connell Ustynoski
DeMedio Hutchinson, A. ©O'Donnell Valicenti
Deverter Irvis O’Keefe Vroon
Dicarlo Itkin Pancoast Wagner
DiDonato Kelly, A. P. Parker, H, 8. Wansacz
Digtz Kelly, J. B. Petrarea Wargo
Dininnl Kemick Plevsky Welidner
Dombrowskt Klingaman Polite Westerberg
Dorr Kistler Pratt Whelan
Doyle Knepper Prendergast Wilson
Dreihelbls Kolter Pyles wilt, R. W.
Eckensberger  Kowalyshyn Rappaport Wilt, W. W.
Englehart Kusse Reed Wojdak
Fawcett LaMarca Renninger Worrilow
Fee Laudadio Renwick Wright
Fischer Laughlin Rieger Yahnher
Fisher Lederer Ritter Yohn
Flaherty Lehr Romanelii Zearfoss
Foster, A. Letterman Ross Zeller
Foster, W. Levi Rugglero Zord
Fryer Lincoin Ryan Zwikl

NOT VOTING—13

Butera McGraw Rhodes Walsh, T. P.
Davies Milanovich Suilivan
Halverson Oliver Tayoun Fineman,
McCall Perry Speaker

So the guestion was determined in the negative and
Part IIT of the Richardson amendments was not agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardseon.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I would like to go
to page 2 and just have one amendment on it, because
there was a mistake made and that was why these amend-
ments were divided and could not be taken in totality.

This is subsection 8 and says, Amend section 8, page 23,
lines 23 through 30; page 24, lines 1 through 3 hy striking
cut all of said lines, and inserting section (e). That is
the second Richardson-Blackwell amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Do I understand the gen-
tleman to say that he wishes to now offer the amendment?
What subsection on page 2 is the gentleman speaking of?

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not on page 2 of the first
amendment. It is a separate amendment altogether and
it is the Richardson-Blackwell amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman with-
drawing the other amendments that he has previously
offered?

Mr. RICHARDSON. On that page.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What about the amend-
ments on page 2?

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not gotten to them yet.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As I understand it, Mr,
Richardson, you are substituting the (e) on the page by
itself for the (e) that follows subdivision (d), which the
House just acted uhon.

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this speaks to amend-
ment number 4 and exhausting services before the peti-
tion is filed.

Subsection (c) of section 8 requires the child protection
service to file a petition within 48 hours of the detention
hearing. What I have asked in this particular section, Mr.
Speaker, is that, “If it is determined at the detention
hearing that a protective custody shall be continued, the
child protective agency shall, within 48 hours, file a peti-
tion with the court under the Juvenile Act, at which time
a hearing shall be fixed to be not later than 10 days {rom
the filing of the petition, pursuant to the Juvenile Act.
Prior to the filing of any petition under the Juvenile Act,
the child protective service shall either (i) have exhzusted
unsuccessfully the provision of services to the family in
order to enable the child to remain in the home of the
parent, custodian or guardian, or (ii) have determined
that there is imminent danger to the life and health of
the child or imminent threat of sexual abuse of the child
in remaining at home. The petition shall explicitly aver
sufficient factual basis to show that either of these two
prerequisites have been met. The summons, with the
petition attached, directed to the parents, guardian or
custodian or guardian ad litem, and to the child over 14
yvears of age shall clearly and in understandable language
notify such person of his or her right to legal counsel at
the hearing.”

I feel this is a reasonable amendment, It clarifies it
specifically. It makes it a very drawn-out piece of legis-
lation, and it is not now under subsection 8, on page 23.
I feel that it would begin to answer some of the guestions
that have been raised about petition filing. I offer these
amendments.

The SPEAKFER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson,

Mr., RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, may I interrogate the
gentleman, Mr. DiCarlo?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr.
DiCarlo, consent {0 interrogation?

Mr. DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I will respond to the
question of the gentleman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed.

Mr. DICARLQ. Yes, Mr. Speaker, before I debaie the

The gentleman may pro-
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merit of the amendment, I will address myself to Mr.
Richardson’s question.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The filing of the petition will
more drastically decrease the possibility of preserving the
family unit, Mr. Speaker. The filing of the petition will
draw the line between the parents and the child protec-
tive service.

What steps does this bill, where I have the amendment,
require the child protective service to take before filing a
petition in order to bring the family back together?

Mr. DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, on page 23, line 23, sec~
tion {e) states that after the first 24 hours, “A conference
between the parent, guardian or other custodian of the
child taken into temporary protective custody pursuant
to this seetion . . " and goes on to tell that the case worker
shall deal with the parents, talk about the problems, ex-
plain the temporary detention. On page 24 it says, “To
expedite, wherever possible, the return of the child tc
the custody of such parent, guardian or other custodian
where such custody is no longer necessary.”

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, but I am speaking
directly now in relationship—and I agree that that sec-
tion is there. What I am speaking to now, though, is in
direct relationship to the fact that this does not take place
before the filing of the petition. It comes after. I am
saying that this is the end of section (e) of section 8.

What step does this bill, Senate hill No. 25, reguire the
child protective service to take before the filing of the
petition in order to bring the family back together? At
present, I am saying there is none,

Mr. DiCARLQO. Mr. Speaker, all I can say is that if the
child is taken into protective custody, the act says very
specifically that within 48 hours the person from the pro-
tective agency has to sit down with the parent or guar-
dian and do everything within the power that is feasible
to put the child back with that parent. If indeed it is
deemed necessary to keep a child in protective custody,
then a detention hearing has to be held and the procedure
carries on.

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, why is it that the
filing of the petition exists without first trying to unite
the family? Why then is section (e) not before?

What I am raising the question on says that presently
the filing of the petition draws a fine line between the
parents and the protective service, At the present time
you have the language in the bill reading before this
particular section that you have the 48 hours coming into
effect, I am saying that people can misinterpret that.
For clarity’s sake I am raising the guestion that we should
insert this language before that particular seetion (e) that
is already in the bill

Mr. DiICARLO. Mr. Speaker, I have tried to respond
as to what is in section (e) of the bill and I am {rying to
deal with the Richardson amendment. What he is saying
and what the amendment says are two different things.
What I am saying is: If the amendment goes in that he
has in front of us, he is going to make it completely un-
workable; and he is going to, again, destroy the means
test which we outlined very specifically in the definition
of the abused child.

On the guestion,
Will the House agree fo Part IV of the Richardson
amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. RICHARD-
SON and DIiCARLO and were as follows:

Barber
Blackwell
Gleason
Greenfield
Hamilton, J. H.
Hammock

Abraham,
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Bellomind
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Bonetto
Bradley
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Caputo
Cessar
Cimind
Cohen

Cole

Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davis, D, M,
DeMedio
Deverter
Jicarlo
JiDonato
Jietz
Jindnnd
Jombrowsld
JOIT

Doyle
Jreibelbis
Zckensbergefr
inglehart
fawcett
Fee

fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, A.
Foster, W.

Butera
Davies
Gelsler
Letterman

YEAS—24

Hasay Morris
Hutchinson, W. Perri
Irvis Pitts
Johnson, J. Richardson
Katz Ross
Lederer Salvatore

NAYS-—164
Fryer McClatchy
Gallagher McCue
Gatlen MeGinnis
Garzia Mecintyre
Geesey McLane
George Mebus
Giammarco Menhorn
Gillespie Milier, M. E.
Gillette Miller, M. E., Jr.
Gleeson Milliron
Goodman Miscevich
Green Moehlmann
Grieco Mrkonie
Gring Mullen, M. P.
Halverson Mullen
Haskell Musto
Hayes, D. 8. Novak
Hayes, S.E. Noye
Hepford O'Brien
Hill O'Connell
Hopking O’Donnell
Hutchipson, A. O'Keeife
Itkin Oliver
Kelly, A, P. Pancoast
Kelly, J. B. Parker, H. S,
Kernick Petrarca
Kistler Pievsky
Khngaman Polite
Knepper Pratt
Kolter Prendergast
Kowalyshyn Pyles
Kusse Rapprport
LaMarea Reed
Laudadto Renninger
Laughlin Renwick
Lehr Rieger
Levi Ritter
Lincoln Romanelll
Lynch Ruggiero
Manderino Ryan
Manmiller Saloom
MeCall

NOT VOTING—14

MceGraw
Milanovich
Myers
Perry

Rhodes
Strianni
Sullivan

Shane
Shelton
Vann
‘Whelan
Whittlesey
Zearfoss

Scheaffer
Schmitt
Schweder
Beirica
Seltzer
Shelhamer
Shuman
Shupnik
Smith, E,
Sruith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonio
Taylor
Thomas
Toll
Turner
Ustynoski
Vroon
Wagner
Walsh, T. P,
Wansacz
Wargo
Weidner
Westerberg
Wilsen
Wili, R. W,
Wilt, W. W.
Woidak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Yohn
Zeller
Zaord
Zwilkt

Fineman,
Speaker

Tayoun
Trello
Valicenti

So the question was determined in the negative and
Part IV of the Richardson amendments was not agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The Chair recognizes the

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson,

Mr, RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, now I will go back
to the first part of the amendment, second page, dealing
with subsection (f), amendment No. 5.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Is the Chair correct that

the gentleman now wishes to take up page 2 of his amend-
ments, subsection (f)?
Mr. RICHARDSON, That is correct,

The SPEAKER pra tempore,

The Chair recognizes the

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson.

Mr. RICHARDSON,

In this section, Mr. Speaker, which

is amendment No. 5—and I thank the House for bearing
with me—I am inserting the language that says:

No petition unhder the Juvenile Act shall be
filed nor femporary custody sought initjally nor
continued after a 72 hour detention hearing
where environmental factors and factors beyvond
the control of the parent, guardian, or custodian,
such as inadequate housing, furnishings, income,
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clothing and medical care are the sole grounds
for seeking temporary or permanent custody of
the child.

Subsection (f) of the bill goes into the amendment of
section 8 on page 23. 1, therefore, ask, because I feel this
amendment is important, that it sees that the Health and
Welfare Committee try to clean up one of the major prob-
lems of this bill by making it clear that the abused child
is not the same child as the poor child, and particularly
for many of my constituents who are poor black children.

Unfortunately, this change does not provide protection
from the temporary custody powers that are in section 8.
The abused child is not necessarily the child taken into
protactive custody under zection 8. 1 raise the question,
Mr. Speaker, what provision in section 8 insures that
the poor children will not be taken into protective custody
simply because they are poor?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the—

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I asked a question.
I would like a response.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from FErie, Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I share the gentleman’s
concern, and the committee was very concerned about
that, If we put similar language in the definition of
abused child—and it reads as such—TI believe that is ade-
quate under the Abused Child Act.

Mr. RICHARDSON. WMr. Speaker, I raise the question
to this House that of all the amendments this is one of
the most important amendments that T offered today, and
that is because it gives clear definition to section 8.

This particular bill which we have now before us, under
section B it does not clarify, not one time in it at all, where
at this particular time does that petition under the Juve-
nile Act shall be filed nor where there is temporary cus-
today sought initially nor continued after a 72-hour period
for detention here where environmental factors and fac-
tors beyond the econtrol of the parent, guardian, or cus-
todian, such as inadequate housing, furnishings, income,
clothing and medical care are the sole grounds for seek-
ing temporary or permanent custody of the child. And 1
am saying to you, members of the House, to those who
do not feel that this is important, I feel that this is the
most important part of it, because as Mr. DiCarlo has
referred to several times today, which you have gone
back on by having agreed to go back to section 3 which
only gives the definition of abused child but which is not
covered in section 8 at all of this bill, and I feel there
needs to be some clarity as to what are the provisions
for a person coming into someone’s home and taking a
child for the sole purpose of just taking him hased around
environmental factors. I feel this, Mr. DiCarlo said he
sympathizes with us, and I do not want anybody to sym-
pathize, I am speaking now of improvising a particular
part of this amendment that would deal specifically with
needs due to environmental factors, which at this present
time are being discriminated against in section 8.

If it was so clear, then it should have been speiled out
thronghout the entire bill.- T am saying this partmular
amendmernt speaks d1rect1y to it and' T am askmg that the
members of this House please look at the amendment and
vote in the afhrmatwe

On the question,
Will the House agree to Part V of the Rlchardqon
amendments?

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. RICHARD-
SON and DIiCARLO and were as follows:

Barber
Blackwell
Caputo

Cowell
Greenfleld
Halverson
Hamilton, J. H.

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Bellomind
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berscn
Bittle
Bonetto
Bradley
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Cessar
Cimini
Cohen

Cole
Crawford
Cumberlandg
Davis, D. M.
DeMedio
DiDonato
Dietz
Dininni
Dombrowskl
Dorr

Doyle
Drelbelbls
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee

Fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Foster, A.
Foster, W.
Fryer
Gallagher
Gallen

Butera
Davies
Deaverter
Dicarlo

YEAS—27

Hammock MeGinnis
Hasay Menhorn
Hutchinson, W. Morris
Irvis Perri
Johnson, J. Rhodes
Katz Richardson
Lederer Ross

NAYS 161
Garzia McCue
Geesey MeIntyre
Geijsler McLane
George Mebus
Giammarco Miller, M. E.
Gillespie Miller, M. E., Jr.
Gillette Milliron
Gleason Miscevich
Gleeson Moehlmann
Goodman Mrkonice
Green Mullen
Grieco Mullen, M. P.
Gring Musto
Haskell Myers
Hayes, D. S. Novak
Hayes, S.E. Noye
Hepford O'Brien
Hill O'Connell
Hopkins O'Doennell
Hutchinson, A, O'Keefe
Ttkin Pancoast
Kelly, A. P, Parker, H. S.
Kelly, J. B. Petrarca
Kernick Pievsky
Kistler Pitts
Kiingaman Polite
Knepper Pratt
Kolter Prendergast
Kowalyshyn Pyles
Kusse Rappaport
LaMareca Reed
Laudadio Renninger
Laughlin Renwick
Lehr Ritter
Letterman Romanelli
Levi Rugglerc
Lynech Ryan
Manderino Saloom
Manmitler Scheaffer
McCall Schmitt
McClatchy Schweder

NOT VOTING—14

Lincoln
McGraw
Milanovich
Oliver

Perry
Rieger
Shelton

Salvatore
Shane
Vann
Whittlesey
Worrilow
Zearfoss

Scirica
Seltzer
Shelhamer
Shuman
Shupnik
Sirlanni
Smith, E.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Sullivan
Taddenilo
Taylor
Thomas
Toll
Trello
Turner
Ustynoski
Vroon
Wagner
Walsh, T. P.
‘Wansacz
‘Warzgo
Weldner
‘Westerber;
‘Whelan
Wilson
wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W. W.
Wojdak
Wright
Yahner
Yohn
Zeller
Zord
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Smith, L.
Tavoun
Valicenti

So the question was determined in the negative and
Part V of the Richardson amendments was not agreed to.

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the

gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson.
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the rest
of my amendments and I ask that I have time to debate

the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore

gentleman.

On the question recurring,

.The Chair thanks the

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

This bhill has been con-

sidered on three different days and agreed to and is now
on final passage. :
- The question-is, Shall the bill pass flnally?

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The Chair recognizes the
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gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr, Richardson.
purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr, RICHARDSON. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will stafe
it.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, before I finished my
amendments, T asked whether T could be recognized to

debate the bill and you went right intc the bill and asked
for a vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The Chair apologizes to
the gentleman.

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Senate bill No. 25 ag
it comes before us is a piece of legislation that has been
debated for quite some time, especially before I became a
member of this House. I feel that child abuse in the State
of Pennsylvania is certainly a very important considera-
tion and something that needs to be spoken to. I feel that
during the enfire debate this afternoon I did not at one
time recognize in the membhers, who were sitting bere in
the debafe that was going on, an understanding of what
we talked about on clarifying the definition of imminent
danger of his surroundings, other than by the fact that in
one section of the bill it was clarified by a definition that
was put in to appease some folks on the bill so that they
could say that this particular part of the bill will satisfy
certain environmental factors.

I feel personally attacked by this bill, because for my-
self as an individual, who has a child who if I choose to
spank and some idiotic person who has a vendetta against
me looks into my home and says that there is child abuse
going on in there, because I chose to spank my child, has
the right under this particular bill in this present condi-
tion to come into my home and take my child into pro-
tective custody under a 72-hour particular notice that says
they can keep them for that long a period of time within
which then at a specifie point you will have a hearing, but
T do not get legal counsel.

I am saying that these things to me are very important,
It did not seem that the members of this House were tak-
ing it very seriously. I have to take it seriously because I
have to talk to the constituents back home in my disirict.

There were some statements prepared that T was going
to read but I feel at this point now there is no need in
reading them. Most of the minds of the members of this
House are already made up.

The thing is that we have been spanked into believing
by the press and others that we need a child abuse bill
no matter how raggedy it is. I am saying at this particu-
lar time it is raggedy in its content, that it is not in its
proper form, that it is not defined specifically, that the
moneys that have been allocated we got by a fiseal note
prepared as rapidly as we could so that we could say we
had a fiscal note attached to this particular child abuse
bill,

It is clear to me that when we are dealing with children
in this Commonwealth that we fake a second or third step
back and we do not deal with it up front. I am saying
that T feel i is not only an attack against poor children
but it is an attack against all children, because it could be
any one of your children in the House of Representatives
who could be taken into protective custody because some-
body feels as though they should be.

Then it also speaks to the fact in this particular bill
that if the social worker who tends to live on a different

For what

plane or a different social-economical background than
someone else that they feel the right to walk into your
home and take your child out because of his surroundings.
I feel it is incorreet.

But this does not clear that up under section 8 as I
clarified. I am saying to you that if we are really con-
cerned about a child abuse bill, it would seem to me that
we would delve into its deepest background to make sure
that we come up with the kind of language that is going
to speeify exactly what we want and not something that
somecne has superimposed on us, not something that
someone has put in and said that this is the language we
want to adopt, not because we are saying that someone
over in the Senate has put some pressure on members of
the Health and Weifare Committee on this side and told
them they better get the bill passed or else there is not
going to be any consideration of other bills, I feel that is
a direct insult to members on this side.

If we are passing it just for that reason, then I think
we had better take a second look at ourselves. We are
dealing with children’s lives. I am saying that a child
abuse bill and child abuse in this State of Pennsylvania is
important, but I do not think that we should take the
language that we are tfaking today.

As Mr. DiCarlo, who debated the bill today, indicated,
there was some language that clarified one particular sec-
tion, and I am saying to you that you are getting on very
touchy ground when you cannot describe to me what
sexual abuse is, what physical injury is, or what immi-
nent danger to his surroundings is. When you do not
clarify that to me you are indicating to me that you ac-
cept any language that is put before you and it does not
matter who if is or what it is that is put before you that
you accept it.

I am saying that I felt and I feel that the members of
this House are more intelligent than that and would not
allow themselves to stoop below that kind of a degree to
allow themselves to be superimposed into a position where
they would just accept the bill because somebody has
forced it on them. I thank you very much.

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

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would Iike to direct a
question to Mr, Wojdak, if he is in the House, with re-
spect to a fiscal note.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman, Mr.
Wajdak, on the floor of the House?

Mr. DICARLQ, Mr. Speaker, he is not, but I will try
to answer.

Mr. COWELL. Perhaps I can direct it to Mr. DiCarlo.

Mr. Speaker, the fiscal note on page 2 indicates that
over the course of a full year the cost to the several coun-
tieg in the Commonwealth will be approximately $10 mil-
lion, and that 75 percent of that cost will be reimbursed
by the Federal Government under Title 20 program. Per-
haps, Mr. Speaker, I can be educated a little bit about the
Title 20 program.

As I recall, yesterday in our Democratic caucus we dis-
cussed some difficulties with Title 20 moneys. The thrust
of the comments at that point was that Pennsylvania is in
a situation where a ceiling has been established by the
Feds and that we are now in a situation where we are
receiving and expending as much as we can possibly re-
ceive under Title 20 programs. I am simply wondering
if that is the case, can we really ‘expect an additional $7.5
million from the Federal people under Title 207. :
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Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr, Speaker, it is my understand-
ing that even though Pennsylvania has hit the saturation
point on Title 20 that we have been guaranteed, under the
area of children’s services, the $7.5 million. It ig there in
the Department of Public Welfare for the implementation
of this program.

Mr. COWELL., Okay. That would be new money
above and beyond what we addressed ourselves to yes-
terday really?

Mr. DIiCARLO. That is within the existing ceiling now,

Mr. COWELL. 1Is there any type of limit with which
we would be dealing then, Mr. Speaker? Are you sug-
gesting that there are $7.5 million? I assume that is for
the next fiscal year.

Mr. DICARLO. No, Mr. Speaker, the $7.5 million is
available this fiseal year.

Mr. COWELL. Well, then, Mr, Speaker, I am confused
a little because the fiscal note suggests that the costs for
this current fiscal year, since we are pretty well through it.
would be much less than $10 million because $10 million is
the projected cost for a full year. On the one hand we
seem to be dealing with a partial year; on the other hand
we seem to be dealing with figures that speak to a full
yvear.

Mr, DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding
that the appropriation of the $10 million is part of the
total appropriation for child services under the Depart-
ment of Public Welfare, and it has been osur understanding
that the Department of Public Welfare has already guar-
anteed that that money be available in this fiscal year for
the implementation of the program.

Mr. COWELL. Okay. Again, Mr. Speaker, I will only
comment that now we are speaking in terms of an appro-
priation of $10 million. The fiscal note does not even ad-
dress that; it speaks in terms of total cost of $10 million
to all the counties, but it does not speak to any type of an
appropriation for $10 million. So that has simply added
to my confusion. The thrust of your remarks, however,
Mr. Speaker, is that the Welfare Department under exist-
ing Title 20 moneys has set aside, I guess, $7.5 million?

Mr. DICARLO, Yes. I think where the question may
be is that it is really not an appropriation; it is a reim-
bursement. We now have the child protective agencies
throughout the Cemmonwealth, and this is a line item
that is already there, and we have just been guaranteed
that the moneys are there for the implementation of the
program. Does that clear up anything?

Mr. COWELL. It does.

Mr. DICARLQC. It is not a new appropriation; it is that
we have carried oul that line item., We have the Title 20
funding, and it is there along with child protective serv-
ices. We also will be able to include this child abuse pro-
gram,

Mr. COWELL. Let me restate my question more di-
rectly then. I am curisus whether or not the adoption of
this particular program and the incurring of additional
costs would in any way act as a detriment to some of the
other programs that we have going on around the state—
senior citizens’ programs, mental health programs, and
what have you—that are dependent upon Title 20 funds,
and for even the day-care programs which we said a
little bit about today?

Mr. DIiCARLO. I share your concern and I know what
your reason is for going through that whole process for
the aging and the day care. Again, it has heen assured
by the Department that these moneys. are set aside for

this program. It will not be taking other programs, and
it will not jeopardize other funding programs.
Mr. COWELL. Okay. Thank you very much, sir.

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

Mr, ZELLER, Mr, Speaker, this is a very serious sub-
ject because if you vote against it, it is like voting against
motherhcod and apple pie. You are in real trouble be-
cause I am sure, with all respect to the liberal press, that
one can be labeled a real monster if you voted against it.
S0 I am going to have to be one of those people, I guess,
because Mr. Richardson does make a point as to what
could be determined as child abuse.

1 voted against his amendments for the simple reason
that I feel it can be done now. I do not feel it necessary
because, as Mr. DiCarlo stated, it is very difficult to cite
in a bill what abuses are; this has 1o be determined by
those filing charges and handling the case as to what
those abuses really are. Tt is very difficult to put into a
bill.

Mr. Mc@Ginnis and 1 discussed earlier that what was
considered correcting a child for not complying with a
parent’s wish of proper guidance could be considered
child abuse, For example, “sparing the rod and spoil the
child,” or teo many parents have forgoiten where the
woodshed is. As a matter of fact, many of them tore it
down. They employ the so-called Doctor Spock attitude
of raising children, but even Doctor Spock not too long
ago stated that his approach has been all wrong.

So what I am really getting at is this, that the laws
presently under the Crimes Code, Chapter 43, Section
4304, subseetion (a), as well as Act 91 of 1967—I think it
is called the Juvenile Act — Chapter 16, Sections 2101
through 2110, very well spell out child abuse and what
can be done.

Not too long ago this afternoon, we voted on some DA
bills for a group of prima donnas whom I helieve could
be doing the job if they get off their haunches and do a
job, but the trouble is they have not been doing it.

I think it is about time we lowered the boom, quit
slapping their wrists and really give out some justice—
and I mean really tough justice against these people,
really take care of these offenders and do a joh.

T helieve it can he dene today. All we are going fo
do is put $i2 million in the pockets of an already, I
should say, padded Welfare Depariment. ¥You are going
to put a whole gang of peonle in cars and jobs and run-
ning around the state. What are they going to do? Are
they going to correct child abuse? The only way you
are going to correct child abuse is to get these offenders
and lower the boom on them, but you are not going
to de it by giving them $12 million and put the guys on
the joh.

Sure, like Senatc bill No. 24 last week, vote against it;
everybody is scared of the Pennsylvania State Education
Association. 1 agree that there are too many people
who felt that way, and prohably rightly so in some ways.
But I can see here where another scare tactic is brought
about through the good old story of well, we are afraid
that if we are going to go against this, we are going to
get written up bad and the public is geing to leck at us
a8 being brutes, and here we are.

So spend the $12 million. Give the Welfare Depart-
ment another little plum, and you still are not going to
correct child abuse. Let us lower the boom on these



3014

LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-—HOUSE

QOctober 15,

characters and you will do something. So let us vote
against it,

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

Mr. CAPUTO., Mr. Speaker, last week at the request
of the Allegheny County delegation and with fthe sup-
port of the majority leader, we were able to delay action
on this bill. I want to thank the House of Representa-
tives for going along with us at that time. I want also
to thank the Appropriations Committee for making an
assessment of costs.

Last week we were under the impression that this
bill’s implementation in Allegheny County would add $1.5
million to its budget. With the good work done hy the
Appropriations Committee and other investigations we
were able to make because of the delay granted us by
the House, we find that there will be some additional
costs to Allegheny County for the implementation of the
program, but the benefits that will be derived from its
implementation are worth it.

I would ask, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that all of my
colleagues from Allegheny County and, of course, all the
ladies and gentlemen of the House vote “yes” in support
of this bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lebanon, Mr. Seltzer.

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman
from FErie, Mr. DiCarlo, permit himself to be inter-
rogated?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman, Mr.
DiCarlo, consent to interrogation?

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, could the gentleman de-
scribe to the House what a multidisciplinary team is,
what all it would encompass and the number of people
and the disciplines?

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker. It would be my
understanding that this would be perhaps a position of
social worker, a counsellor. And from checking with
different child service agencies throughout the Common-
wealth, T am informed that the definition of a multi-
disciplinary team may vary from county to county, but
it is really a professional staff which is already on board
in the agency and very often sits right with the board
of directors of that agency.

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, as I read the bill on
page 35, where it refers to multidisciplinary teams, it
says that each child protective service shall have one
of these teams. That is subsection (d), on page 35, line 7.

Mr. DIiCARLO. Yes, you are absolutely right, Mr.
Speaker, but what you have to remember is that pres-
ently in Pennsylvania there is & procedure for treatment
of child abuse, and this does already exist. What this is
doing in the child abuse hill is just spelling it cut more
specifically.

Mr. SELTZER. Well, Mr. Speaker, if we already have
these multidisciplinary teams, what is the need for the
additional $12 million of expenditures then?

Lr. DIiCARLO. The only response that I can give you,
Mr. Speaker, is that, although it is already in effect, it
should be carried out that the agencies or the county
should have them. Many of the agencies have not com-
plied.

I think that you will know if you look from county fo
county-——I can see in western Pennsylvania that the
caliber of children services varies from county to county
depending on the agency there. What this is saying is
that it mandates very specifically that these services do,
indeed, he provided and that all counties shall have
that level of care.

Mr. SELTZER. And, Mr. Speaker, further along on
that same page it indicates that each child protective
service must be on a 24-hour-a-day, seven-day-a-week
operating schedule. My question, Mr. Speaker, is, can
you determine how many people will be involved at
sitting in their offices on a 24-hour-a-day, seven-day-
a-week schedule?

Mr. DICARLO. No, I cannot, Mr. Speaker, and I
think the fiscal note address that problem, that it really
does not know adequately at this point how much staff
may be involved in each couniy. I can tell you that
counties that do have programs, good programs, treating
child abuse, do already have this system in effect. And
I can tell you that there are judges in many, many areas
who are also on 24-hour call to handle child abuse coses,

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, in broad terms, what does
this hill do that the current child abuse law does not
do?

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, basically, what it does
is it addresses the problem trifoldly. It makes it much
more feasible and much easier to have child abuse cases
reported. One of the problems in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and other states is that the cases never get
reported.

Secondly, there is no real protection for the abused
child invelved. In Pennsylvania there has never really
been a clear-cut case of what an abused child is and how
that child should be handled.

Thirdly, this bill mandates that the children services
agencies have the facilities available to treat the abused
child, make sure that medical facilities are awvailable,
make sure that foster homes or some sort of other
dweliings are available to put the child in.

It also mandates that the protective services agency
deal with the problem of abuse in the community. It sets
up special terms, whether they be voluntary or not, to
go out and deal with and counsel the abused child’s
parents, to give that counseling that may be needed to
rehabilitate those parents and hopefully fo keep the
child and family intact.

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, under the bill that is
before us would it be possible, after a complaint is issued,
that the Depariment of Welfare could take jurisdiction
over a child under 18 vears of age who has been incar-
cerated under the Department of Justice because of alleg-
ed child abuse?

Mr. DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, the only thing that I
can tell you is that they have no more jurisdiction under
the passage of this act than they do under the present
child abuse legislation in the Commonwealth.

Mr. SELTZER. Then the answer would be that the
Department of Welfare would have the power to take
the child who has already been under the control of the
Department of Justice and place him under the Depart-
ment of Welfare? :

Mr. DIiCARYLO. Mr. Speaker, I would say to you
honestly, I do not know, but off the top of my head, T
would say, no, that would not be the case.
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Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, as I read the legislation,

it is very clear that this could happen.

I thank the genfleman.

Mr. Speaker, we are sll for motherhood and we are
all against child abuse, and I agree that legislation should
be passed by this General Assembly and become law that
would strengthen the Child Abuse Act of Pennsylvania.
But, Mr. Speaker, this bill really does not help child
abuse nearly as much as it helps bureaucracy. We have
set up within this Commonwealth, within the Department
of Public Welfare and within the counties, a bureaucracy
like we have not seen before and under the guise of
helping the poor battered child. That is the only way
that you cculd set up this bureaucracy, by putting it on
the back of the battered child. Anyone of us who votes
against this will be accused of being for beating children,
and that is not true.

But when the years come in the very near future and
when this $12 million rises to something more outlandish
than the $12 million, just recall that the day you had the
oppertunity to do something about it was today—mot to
defeat an act sirengthening the law in child abuse bhut
really taking the bull by the horns and taking bureau-
cracy cut of thig act and holding the cost of government
down where it belongs.

On the gquestion recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

Agrecable to the provision of the constitution, the yeas
and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS-—169
Abraham Gelsler MeGinnis Schmitt
Bellomind George McLane Seirica
Bennett Giammarco Mehus Shane
Beren Gillespie Menhorn Shupnik
Berlin Gillette Miller, M. E. Sirianni
Berson Gleason Miller, M. E,, Jr. Smith, E.
Bittle Gleeson Milliron Smuith, L.
voneito Goodman Migcavich Spencer
Bradley Green Moehlmann Stahl
Brandt Greentfield Morrig Stapleton
Brunner Grieco Mrkonie Stout
Burns Gring Mullen Sullivan
Caputo Halverson Mullen, M. P. Taddonio
Cessar Haskell Musto Taylor
Cimml Hayes, D. 8. Myers ‘Thomas
Cohen Hayes, 5. E. Novak Tolt
Cole Hepford Noye Trello
Cowell Hill O'Brien Turner
Crawford Hopking O’ Connetl Ustynoski
Tavis, D. M. Irvis C’'Donnell Valicenti
DeMedio Itkin O'Keefe Vroon
Neverter Johnson, J. Pancoast Wagner
Dicarlo Katz Parker, H. 8. Walsh, T. P,
DiDonate Kelly, A. P, Perri Wansacz
Dietz Kelly, J. B, Perry Wargo
Dininni Kerniek Petrarca Wetdner
Dombrowski Kistler Pievsky Westerberg
Torr Knepper Pitts Whelan
Doyle Kolter Polite Whittlesey
Dreibelbis Kusse Pratt Wilson
fEckensberger LaMarca Prendergast wWilt, R. W.
Faweett Laudadio Pyles Wojdak
Fee Laughlin Rappaport Worrilow
Bischer Lederer Reed Wright
Fisher TLehr Renninger Yahner
Flaherty Letterman Renwick Yohn
Foster, A, Levi Rhodes Zearfoss
Foster, W. Lincoln Ritter Zord
Fryer Lynch Romanelli Zwikl
Gallagher Manderino Ross
Gallen Manmiller Ryan Fineman,
Garzia McCall Salvatore Speaker
Geesey MceClatehy Scheaffer

NAYS—22
Anderson, J, H, Hammock McCue Shelton

Arthurs Hasay Richardson Shuman
Barber Hutehinson, A. Huggiero Vann
Blackwell Hutchinson, W. Schweder Wilt, W. W.
Cumberland Klingaman Sheihamer Zeller
Hamtlton, J. H. Kowalysahyn

NOT VOTING—11
Butera McGraw Qliver Seltzer
Davies Melntyre Rieger Tayoun
inglehart Milanovich Saloom

The majority required 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
with amendments in which the concurrence of the Senate
is requested.

ANNOUNCEMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport. For what
purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr., RAPPAPORT. For an announcement, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please
state his announcement.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, there was a meeting
of the committee of which I am the chairman scheduled
for half an hour after the close of business today. That
meeting will be rescheduled for tomorrow with the call
of the chairman. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentlernan.

The Chair thanks the

ANNOUNCEMENT BY MINORITY WHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Delaware, Mr. Ryan.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, a number of the members
and the members of the staff and other interested persons
have inquired about Mr. Butera. Because he had a back
problem, he had an operation this morning, which, I
am pleased to say, worked out well from all reports from
his family. He will be back here to harass Mr, Fineman
and Mr. Irvis and the Governor on November 17.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman.

The Chair regrets the operation, but is happy to hear
that he is doing well.

CONSIDERATION OF SENATE BILL No. 572
RESUMED

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

Mr. GLEASON. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Chair re-
quested of me as to whether my amendment was ready.
The amendment has been prepared. I sent it downstairs
for duplication but it has not yet been returned to the
fleor of the Heuse so that the members could have it on
their desks. I would ask that the matier be held over
unti] tomorrow,

SENATE BILL No. 572 PLACED ON FINAL PASSAGE
POSTPONED CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair places the
bill on final passage, postponed calendar.
The Chair recognizes the majority leader.
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Mr. IRVIS. For the information of the members of the
House, the Senate, to &ll intents and purposes, have al-
ready gone home. So they are in token session tomor-
row only.

Senate bill No. 572, to have any meaning, would have
to be passed today. I understand that Mr. Gleason’s
amendment will address itself also {0 a change in date.
So those of you who were questioning whether or not
Senate bill No. 572 has any meaning whatscever for to-
morrow, the answer is, yes. I agree with Mr. Gleason’s
motion that it be held over until tomorrow.

HOUSE FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING
CANCELED

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet, I
would like to announce that the hearings scheduled for
tomorrow before the House Finance Committee have
been canceled and rescheduled for Monday, October 20,
1975.

1 believe that, before the members disappear, there
are announcements to be made. Mrs, Whittlesey asked
for recognition, and I wish the Chair would grant her
that recognition.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
lady from Delaware, Mrs. Whittlesey. For what purpose
does the lady rise?

Could we defer until we finish the Calendar? I under-
stand that the calendar has not yet been completed.

Mrs., WHITTLESEY. Yes, Mr. Speaker,

HOUSE BILL No. 605 PASSED OVER

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

Mr. DORR. Did the Speaker call up Iouse bill No.
6057

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman, Mr.
Dorr, have an amendment to House bill No. 6057

Mr. DORR. I have an amendment, Mr. Speaker. But
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, I am cer-
tain, wants to participate in the debate and I do not see
him on the floor. I wonder if it ean go over until to-
morrow?

The SPEAKER pro tempore., Without objection, House
bill No. 605 will go over until tomorrow.

SENATE MESSAGE
TIME OF NEXT MEETING

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

In the Senate, October 14, 1975

RESOLVED, (the House of Representatives concurring),
That when the Senate adjourns this week it reconvene on
Monday, November 17, 1975 unless sooner recalled by the
President Pro Tempore, and when the House of Repre-
gsentatives adjourns this week it reconvene on Monday,
November 19, 1975 unless sooner recalled by the Speaker
of the House of Representatives.

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

On the question,

Will the House concur in the resolution of the Senate?
Resolution was concurred in.

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly.

SENATE BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER

Bills numbered and entitled as follows, having heen
prepared for presentation to the Governor and the same
being correct, the titles were publicly read as follows:

SENATE BILL No. 363

An Act amending the act of June 16, 1836 (P. L. 715,
No. 186), entitled “Reference and Arbitration Law,”
changing the amount which may be arbitrated in counties
of the third class.

SENATE BILL No. 510

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No.
69), entitled “The Second Class Township Code,” provid-
ing for the filiing of certain vacancies with regislered
voter.

SENATE BILL No. 545

An Act amending the act of August 22, 1953 (P. L, 1344,
No. 383), entitled “The Marriage Law,” providing that
members of the Commonwealth Court and full-time Fed-
eral magistrates may solemnize marriages.

SENATE BILL No. 634

An Act amending the aet of May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682,
No. 284), entitled “I'he Insurance Company Law of 1921,”
further providing for the amount of salary, compensation
or emolumen: which may be paid only with the prior
vote of the board of directors.

SENATE BILL No. 930

An Act amending the act of July 7, 1947 (P. L., 1368,
No. 542), entitled "Real Estate Tax Sale Law,” further
providing for the definition of taxing district.

Whereupon,
The SPEAKER, in the presence of the House, signed
the same.

HOUSE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED
By Mr. HAMMOCK HOUSE BILL No. 1834

An Act amending the act of July 11, 1923 (P. L. 1044,
No. 425), referred to as the Prisoner Transfer Law, fur-
ther restricting the transfer of adult prisoners.

Referred to Commitiee on Judiciary.

By Mr. HAMMOCK HOUSE BILL No. 1835

An Act making an appropriation to the Pennsylvania
Program for Women and Girl Offenders, Inc.

Referred to Comrmittee on Appropriations.

By Mrs. WHITTLESEY HOUSE BILL No. 1836

An Act defining and regulating town-watch units for
further protection of communities against crime; impos-
ing powers and duties on local pelice departments; and
making an appropriation.

Referred to Committee on Law and Justice.

HOUSE BILL No. 1837

A Supplement to the act of (No. ),
entitled “An act providing for the capital budget for the
fiscal year 1975-1976,” itemizing a public improvement
project to be constructed by the Department of Trans-
portation, ***; and making an appropriation.

By Mrs. WHITTLESEY

Referred to Committee on Transportation.

By Mrs. CRAWFORD, Mrs. KELLY, Mrs. TOLL,
Mrs. FAWCETT, Miss SIRIANNI, Messrs. MEBUS,
ZEARFOSS, BUTERA, BEREN, HILL, DiCARLO,
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COWELL, PARKER, GLEASON, Mrs. WHITTLESEY,
Mrs. GILLETTE, Mrs. KERNICK and Mr. LINCOLN
HOUSE BILL Ne. 1838

An Act creating a Commission {or the Advocacy of
Women; establishing a women's advisory boeard; provid-
ing for appointment of members; authorizing powers and
duties and making an appropriation.

Referred to Committee on State Government.

By Messrs. ECKENSBERGER, DOYLE, ZORD, REED,
DAVIS, ZELLER, PRATT, FRYER, TAYLOR,
POLITE, Mrs. WHITTLESEY, Messrs. FISCHER,
CUMBERLAND. FISHER, McCUE, CIMINI, LEVI,
PITTS, SHELHAMER, LEHR, BRANDT, WALSH
and RENWICK HOUSE BILL No. 1839

A Joint Resclution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, pro-
viding for the imposition of the death penalty.

Referred to Committee on Judiciary.

By Messrs. ECKENSBERGER, DOYLE, ZORD,
REED, DAVIS, ZELLER, PRAJT, FRYER,
TAYLOR, POLITE, Mrs. WHITTLESEY,

Messrs. FISCHER, CUMBERLAND, FISHER,

McCUE, CIMINI, GRIECO, PITTS, LEHR,

BRANDT, SHELHAMER, WALSH and RENWICK
HOUSE BILL No. 1840

An Act amending Title 18 (Crimes and Offenses) of
the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further provid-
ing for sentencing in cases of rmurder.

Referred to Committee on Judiciary.

By Messrs. DREIBELBIS, LETTERMAN, GEORGE,
DeVERTER and S. E. HAYES HOUSE BILL No, 1841

An Act amending the “Intangible Personal Properiy
Tax Law,” approved June 17, 1313 (P. L, 507, No. 335),
further providing for counties to determine whether or
not to impose the taxes permitted under this act.

Referred to Committee on Finance.

By Messrs. SCHWEDER, WANSACZ, REED and
KOWALYSHYN HOUSE BILL No, 1842

An Act amending the “Tax Referm Code of 1971,” ap-
proved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), providing for an
exclusion from taxation on sales of items by any bicen-
tennial commission.

Referred to Committee on Finance,

By Mr. FISCIHER HOUSE BILL No. 1843

An Act requiring school districts to aliow time to teach-
ers and studenis for silent meditation,

Referred to Committee on Education.

By Messrs. KNEPPER, CAPUTO, ZORD, PARKER,
TADDONIO, COWELL, Mrs. GILLETTE,
Mrs. KERNICK, Messrs. ABRATAM,
MISCEVICH, J. B. KELLY and HASKELL
HOUSE BILL No. 1844

An Act amending the “Second Class County Code,”
approved July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), combining
the county offices of prothonotary, clerk of quarters
sessions, clerk of orphans’ court, register of wills, and
recorder of deeds to create lhe oftice of Director of
Dockets and Deeds.

Referred to Committee on Urban Affairs.

By Messrs. TRELLO, FRYER, MORRIS, YAHNER,
SHUMAN, A, C. FOSTER, MEBUS, BURNS,
ABRAHAM, COWELL, MiSCEVICH, MRKONIC
and GARZIA HOUSE BILL No. 1845

An Act amending the “Parking Authority Law,” ap-
proved June 5, 1947 (P, L. 458, No. 208), authorizing the
purchasing of errors and omissions insurance.

Referred to Committee on State Government.

By Messrs. ARTHURS, KOLTER, PRATT, COLE,
CUMBERLAND, GREEN, FEE, BENNETT,
O'KEEFE, DOMBROWSKI, TAYLOR, SHUMAN,
GLEESON, O'CONNELL, FRYER, GEESEY,
BERLIN, S. E. HAYES, GALLEN, DORR,

A, C. FOSTER, WESTERBERG, MRKONIC,
GEORGE, M. M. MULLEN, GEISLER, CAPUTO,
VALICENTI, FLAHERTY, SCHMITT, WARGO,
SHUPNIK, MUSTO, RUGGIERQ, BAREBER, ROSS,
McINTYRE, RIEGER, MYERS, OLIVER and
HAMMOCK HOUSE BILL No. 1846

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971,
approved March 4, 1971 (P, L. 6, No. 2), excluding from
the tax on sales reproductions of any f{lag used by the
United States or the Commonwealth.

Referred to Committee on Finance,

By Messrs. REED, SCHWEDER, MILLIRON,
LAUGHLIN, BRADLEY, ZWIKL, O’'BRIEN,
GOODMAN, LINCOLN, KOMANELLI,
RICHARDSON, COHEN, Mrs. KELLY, Mrs. TOLL,
Messrs. McLANE and KOWALYSHYN

HOUSE BILL No. 1847

An Act amending the act of March 31, 1837 (P. L. 180,
No. 43), entitled “An act creating a commission to be
known as the Pennsylvania Pubiic Utility Commission;
#4% 2 further providing for a quorum of commissioners.

Referred to Comimittee on Consumer Protection.

By Messrs. REED, GEORGE, SCHWEDER,
LAUGHLIN, BRADLEY, DREIBELEBIS and
KOWALYSHYN HOUSE BILL No. 1848

An Act amending Title 71 (State Government) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further regulating
the payment of benefits.

Referred to Committee on State Government.

By Messrs. ZWIKL, ZELLER, RITTER and
ECKENSBERGER HOUSE BILL Ne, 1349

An Act amending the “Liqueor Code,” approved April
12, 1951 (P. I. 90, No, 21), providing for sale of liquor
and malt and brewed beverages by hotel and restaurant
licensees on adjacent premises.

Referred to Committee on Liquor Control.

By Messrs. REED, BERLIN, TURNER, WAGNER
and SHELHAMER HOUSE BILL No. 1850

An Act imposing a moratorium on the construction of
nuclear cnergy generating plants; establishing a joint
bipartizcan committee to investigate the nuclear energy
field; establishing a Nuclear Energy Review Commission
and providing for local reierendums.

Referred to Committee on Mines and Energy Manage-
meni.

By Messrs. ANDEREON, A, C. FOSTER, GEESEY,
DORR and LEHR HOUSE BILL No. 1851
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An Act to provide for an additional law judge of the
court of common pleas in the nineteenth judicial district.

Referred to Committee on Judiciary.

By Messrs. ENGLEHART, BELLOMINI and PIEVSKY
HOUSE BiLL No. 1852

An Act amending the act of December 11, 1967 (P. L.
707, No. 331), entitled “An act providing for and regu-
lating thoroughbred horse racing with pari-mutuel wag-
ering ***° further defining “thoroughbred horse racing”.

Referred to Committee on State Government.

By Messrs. KOWALYSHYN, RUGGIERO, SPENCER,
DORR, REED, SCHWEDER, WANSACZ, GEORGE,
ZWIKL, USTYNOSKI, MUSTO, McCALL,
DOMBROWSKI, ROMANELLI, GOODMAN,
PRENDERGAST and W. W. FOSTER

HOUSE BILL No. 1853

An Act amending the “Mechanics’ Lien Law of 1963,”
approved August 24, 1963 (P. L. 1175, No. 497), imposing
duties on lending institutions with respect to certain sub-
contractors and suppliers.

Referred to Committee on Judiciary.

By Mr. A, C. FOSTER HOUSE BILL Ne. 1854

An Act providing for a Statewide referendum on com-
pensation increases for members of the General Assem-

bly.
Referred to Commiitee on State Government.

By Mr. A. C. FOSTER HOUSE BILL No. 1855

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pro-
viding for compensation of members of the General
Assembly.

Referred to Committee on State Government,

By Messrs. A. C. FOSTER, GEESEY, KOLTER,
YAHNER, M. E. MILLER and NOYE
TIOUSE BILL Ng. 1856
An Act amending the “Public Official Compensation
Law,” approved June 1, 1956 (P. L. 1859, No. 657), fur-
ther providing for the compensation of the members of
the General Assembly.

Referred to Committee on State Government.

By Mr. A. C. FOSTER HOUSE BILL No. 1857

An Act amending “The Vehicle Code,” approved April
29, 1959 (P, L. 58, No. 32), eliminating the reguirement
of testimony by at least two peace officers for a prosecu-
tion for excessive or unusual noise.

Referred to Committee on Judiciary.

By Maessrs. M. M. MULLEN, GEISLER, FLAHERTY,
CAPUTQ, CESSAR, ZORD and NOVAK
HOUSE BILL No. 1858
An Act amending the act of August 1, 1975 (No. 87),
entitled “An act relating to pensions for employees of the
City of Pittsburgh,” authorizing members to purchase
credit for military service and clarifying the effective
date of the act.
Referred to Commiitee on Military and Veterans Af-
fairs.

By Messrs. REED, GIAMMARCO, GILLESPIE,
O’KEEFE, LEDERER and MYERS
HOUSE BILL No. 1859

An Act amending the “Public Employe Relations Act,”

approved July 23, 18970 (P, L. 563, No. further

providing for certain negotiable conditions.

195),

Referred to Committee on Labor Relations.

By Messrs. REED, BERLIN, GIAMMARCO,
GILLESPIE, LEDERER and MYERS
HOUSE BILL Neo. 1860

An Act amending “The Pennsylvania Civil Procedural
Support Law,” approved July 13, 1953 (P. L. 431, No. 95),
relating to collective bargaining hy probation officers and
their assistants.

Referred io Committee on Labkor Relations.

By Messrs. HASAY, WALSH, SALOOM, WHELAN,
GLEASON, WAGNER, CESSAR, WEIDNER,
PYLES, Mrs. FAWCETT, Messrs. VROON,
USTYNOSKI, M. E. MILLER, JR., SCHEAFFER,
McGINNIS, POLITE, E. H, SMITH, W. W. FOSTER,
D. S. HAYES, McCUE, HASKELL, CIMINI,

Miss SIRIANNI, Messrs. TURNER, LEVI,

McCLATCHY, PITTS, Mrs. CRAWFORD,

Messrs. O'CONNELL, ANDERSON, MEBUS,

A, C. FOSTER, DORR, S. E. HAYES, DIETZ,

L. E., SMITH, LEHR, NOYE, HOPKINS, WILSON,

ZORD, CUMBERLAND, TADDONIQ and KUSSE
HOUSE RILL No. 1861

An Act amending “The Administration Code of 1929,”

approved April 8, 1829 (P. L. 177, No. 175), providing for

the type and equipment in the purchase of State vehicles
and providing for the assignment of certain funds.

Referred to Committee on State Government.
By Messrs. BRANDT, ANDERSON, WARGO,

Mrs. GILLETTE, Messrs. COWELL and WALSH
HOUSE BILL No. 1862

An Act amending the “Tax Reform Code of 1971, ap-
proved March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), providing a credit
toward the bank shares tax and the litle insurance and
trust companies shares tax for profits from loans for re-
storing historical landmarks.

Referred to Committee on Finance.
By Messrs. BRANDT, ANDERSON, GRING, WARGQ,

Mrs. GILLETTE, Messrs. COWELL and WALSH
HOUSE BILL No. 1863

An Act amending “The Mutual Thrift Institutions Tax
Act,” approved June 22, 1964 (P. L, 16, No. 2), providing
a credit for loans made for restoring historical landmarks.

Referred to Committee on Finance,

SENATE MESSAGE
BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented
for concurrence bilis numbered and entitled as follows:
SENATE BILL No. 931

An Act amending the act of April 18, 1926 (P. L. 612,
No. 253), entitled, as amended, “An Act for the election
of the mayor, members of town council and auditors in
incorporated towns of the Commonwealth; . . . ,” au-
thorizing town council to appeint an independent auditor,

Referred to Commitiee on Local Government.

SENATE BILL No. 936
An Act amending the act of June 25, 1919 (P. L, 581,
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No. 274), entitled “First Ciass City Government Law,”

further providing for the borrowing of money.

Referred to Committee on Urban Affairs.

SENATE BILL No. 1006

An Act making an appropriation from the Korean Con-
flict Veterans’ Compensation Fund to the Board of
Finance and Revenue for the payment of the Loan and
Transfer Agent of the Commonwealth.

Referred to Committee on Appropriations.

HOUSE RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED
AND REFERRED

By Mr. DIiCARLO, Mrs. KELLY, Messrs. WAGNER,
M. E. MILLER, JR., ROSS, OLIVER, McLANE
and LINCOLN RESCLUTION No. 174

The House of Represeniatives of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania directs the House Committee on Health
and Welfare to conduct a thorough review of the Com-
monwealth’s statutes, regulations, and programs relating
to foster care and the implementation of the Adopticn
Opportunities Program with special emphasis on foster
care piacements, review of placements, relationships be-
tween the placement agency, natural parents and foster
parents, foster care payments snd the supervision of
foster care and the Adoption Opportunity Program by
the Department of Public Welfare.

Referred to Committee on Rules.

By Messrs. ZEARFOSS, RITTER, GLEASON,
Mrs. WHITTLESEY, Messrs, W. D. HUTCHINSON
and FINEMAN RESOLUTION No. 175

The House of Representatives of the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania urges negative aclion on House Resolu-
tion 9155,

Referred to Committee on Rules.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS HOUSE

Mrs. WHITTLESEY requested and obtained unanimous
consent to address the House.

Mrs. WHITTLESEY. Mr. Speaker, I listened in amaze-
ment to Governor Shapp on television on June 26 of this
year commenting upon the Senate amendments to the
budget bLill which purported to allocate some additional
$25 million to the two rmajor urban counties of Philadel-
phia and Allegheny. In criticizing those Senate amend-
ments, our Governor stated: “Even the citizens of Phila-
delphnia and Allegheny Counties would agree that it isn't
good government or smart polities to grab up over three-
fourths of the taxpayers’ money in the counties con-
tributing less than thirty percent of the state’s popula-
tion.” In blue-lining some of the new appropriations to
Philadelphia and Allegheny Counties, the Governor noted,
and I quote: “The formula in the Senate version of the
budget”—which, parenthetically, appropriated this $25
mijllicn in additional funds to Philadelphia and Allegheny
—*"is just plain unfair to the rest of the people in the
Commeonwealth.” Unforiunately, this inequity is any-
thing but new in the Governor’s distribution of mental
health and mental retardation funds in this Common-
wealth. Governor Shapp’s condemnstion of his own posi-
tion applies with equal forece to the diseriminatory fund-
ing program supported by him throughout his two ad-
ministrations.

It appears to me that the Governor is continuing to

proclaim certain standards for public consumption, then
privately undermining them., If you will hear with me,
I will attempt to document a consistent and complete
disregard {or the standards of eguitable distribution of
mental health and mental retardation funds, the stan-
dards so picusly proclaimed by our Governor on June 26.

In 1966, the legislature passed a bill entitled “The Men-
tal Health and Mental Hetardation Act of 1965,” which
provided that in carrying out the mandate of the act, the
Department cof Welfare shall have the power, and 1
quote: “To assure within the State the availability and
equitable provision of adequate mental health and mental
retardation services for all persons who need them re-
gardless of religion, race, color, national origin, settle-
ment, residence or economic or social status.”

Naturally, we in the legislature, who often seem to he
anxicus to shift the painstaking task of devising an
equitable formula, shifted that important responsibility
to the Welfare Department’s bureaucracy without another
word.

‘What has occurred since that delegation of authority
in 1966 is not a product of our own doing but that of the
policymakers in the Department of Wellare exercising
their own discretion and accountable only to the execu-
tive.

The manner in which the executive branch has, to my
mind, abused that discretion, should serve as a warning
to us in the future as we are urged time and time again
to delegate further responsibilities to executive agencies.

Breaking down the entire distribution of mental
health and mental retardation funds by comparing how
much is received by each person in each county of this
Commonwealth is revecling in terms of our Governor’s
stated goals of equitable distribution of tax revenues.

By any standards, the southeast region in the allocation
of mental health and mental retardation funds does ex-
tremely well in per capita allocations, receiving some
$8.43 in fiscal year 1974-75, in contrast with $6.98 for the
weslern region, $6.10 for the central region, and $5.93
for the northeastern region. However, the lion’s share of
the allocation {o the southeast goes to the city of Phila-
delphia, which has ranked either first or second in per
capita allocations by county unit from fiscal year 1969-70
to fiscal year 1974-75, receiving some $11.43 per capita in
fisecal year 1974-75.

By contrast, in fiscal year 1974-75, Montgomery County
ranked only 16th, receiving $6.12; Bucks County, 23rd,
receiving $5.57; Chester County, 27th, receiving $5.14;
and my own county of Delaware, 33rd, receiving a mere
$4.61.

The ineguities in these rankings for the southeastern
suburban counties is emphasized when one recalls that
there are only 41 county units, not 67, so that only eight
county units receive less per capita than my own county
of Delaware., Moreover, Delaware has declined sig-
nificantly in ranking in the past 6 years, from 22nd in
fiscal year 1969-70 to 33rd in fiscal year 1974-75. Indeed,
the fiscal year 1974-75 allocation is the lowest rank in the
entire G-year period, even worse than our rank of 32nd
in fiscal year 1870-71.

During this same period, the other southeastern sub-
urban counties have fared little better, with Bucks plum-
meting from a high of 7th in fiscal year 1969-70 steadily
downward to a low of 2Gth in fiscal year 1973-74 and re-
bounding only slightly 1o 23rd in fiscal year 1974-75;
with Chester County ranging erratically with a low of
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35 in fiscal year 1973-74 and a high of 20 in fiscal year

1971-72; and with Montgomery County somewhat more
stable, with lows of 16 in fiscal year 1973-7T4 and 1974-75
and a high of 9 in fiscal year 1971-72.

These erratic and irrational variations in relative fund-
ing received demonstrate the irrationality, if not total
nonexistence, of the Welfare Depariment’s inequitable
distribution of mental health funds on the theory that
most of the money sheuld go to the counties with the
highest concentration of low-income families. Even if
that alloeation formula were justifiable, it has not been
carried out in practice. Philadelphia, which has ranked
first or second in levels of funding received every year
since fiscal year 1969-70, is by no means a poor county
compared with the other counties of this Commonwealth.
In 1970, its mean income of $10,43f placed it ahead cf 54
counties as the 13th most wealthy county in this Com-
monwealtth.

Allegheny, with a 1970 mean income of $11,840, is, in
fact, the 7th most wealthy county in the Commonwealth,
and yet received $8.27 per capita in fiscal year 1874-75,
for a ranking of 6th, and fared even better in previous
years to rank 2nd in fiscal years 1969-70 and 1970-71,
3rd in fiscal years 1971-72 and 1972-73, and 4th in fiscal
yvear 1973-74.

Tronically, Fayeite County, one of the very poorest
counties in this state, with a mean income of only $7,594
in 1870—just ahead of Greene County, with a mean in-
come of $7,589—has fared quite poorly over the past 6
years from this administration, receiving only $4.34 per
capita in fiscal year 1974-75, less than any other county
uni{ but Lawrence, which received $3.93, itself only a
moderately wealthy county with a 1970 mean income of
only $9,254, ranking 30th, well behind the 1970 13th rank-
ed county of Philadelphia.

Several other county units receiving low per capita al-
locations are by no means wealthy counties: Northum-
berland, in particular, ranks 39th out of the 41 in per
capita alleccations for fiscal year 1974-75. Yet Northum-
berland’s 1970 mean income was only $7,862, just ahead
of TFulton, Fayetle, and Greene. Again, the Clarion-
Forest-Venango-Warren unit, with 1970 county mean
income rankings of 56, 49, 42, and 20 respectively, ranks
only 29th in [fiscal year 1974-75 allocations, receiving a
mere $5.03 per capita.

Other comparatively wealthy counties besides Phila-
delphia and Allegheny receiving high per capita allo-
cations in fiscal year 1974-75 are:

Erie, ranking 3rd, with a per capita aliocation of $9.58,
but the 14th most wealthy county in the Commonwealth
in 1970, with a mean income of $10,404;

Lebanon, ranking 4th, with a per capita allocation of
$8.57 from this administration, but the 15th most wealthy
county in the Commonwealth in 19370, with a mean
income of $10,386; and

Dauphin, ranking 7th, with a per capila allocation of
$8.26, but the 12th most wealthy county in the Common-
wealth in 1970, with a mean income of $10,798.

Nor is fiscal year 1974-75 an aberration. Erie and
Lebanon have never ranked below 10 in allocations for
the past § fiscal years, and Dauphin has so ranked only
once—in fiscal year 1969-70.

One possible argument that can be raised in opposi-
tion to higher allocations for Delaware County is that
our county mental health-mental retardation program is
exclusively oriented toward outpatient ireatment, with no

contracting for inpatient or partial hospitalization ser-
vices. Instead, Delaware is, in effect, subsidized hy the
state ithrough our use of the state hospitals, especiaily
Haverford State, for these services. Yet, on closer exam-
ination, this argumnent simply does not hold water, even
if it may have had some validity several yeurs ago.

In fiscal year 1969-70, Haverford State Hospital had
total expenditures of $6,167,513, with a resident and on-
leave population at year-end of [,220. Haverford State
Hozpital's per patient expenditure was, therefore, ap-
proximately $5,000. This conirasted favorably with Phila-
delphia State Hospital’s per patient expenditure of ap-
proximately $3,500 during the same pericd. However, by
contrast, Philadelphia’s per patient expenditure has risen
to $14,000 approximately per patient for fiscal year 1972~
73, but Haverford Siate Hospital's has risen to only
$12,000. Thus, Delawarce’s low per capita MH-MR reim-
bursement is no longer compensated for by a higher per
capita state hospital expenditure.

It should Le noted, however, that a high per patient
expenditure in a counly’s state hospital only partly com-
pensates for low allocations under the Mental Health Act
of 196G since state hospital treatment and community
mental health and mental retardation programs really ad-
dregs themselves 1o two entirely different problems. Nor
can low aliocations be justified merely because of a coun-
ty's wealth since, under the Mental Health Act of 19686,
the financing of community mental health and mental re-
tardation programs is really a slale responsibility, at
least to the tune of $0 percent reimbursement by the state.

Moreover, inequitable allocations under the Mental
Health Act are only one example of the discriminatory
manner in which 65 of this state’s counties are treated
for the benefit of Philadelphia. Although Delawarc has
nearly 10 percent of scutheastern Pennsylvania’s aid-to-
dependent-children families, if receives scarcely more
than & percent of the region’s day-care slols. Bucks
County, with 5 percent of the AFDC-—aid to families
with dependent children—population, receives less than
2 percent; Chester, with a 4-percent AFDC population,
receives only about 3 percent of the slots; and Mont-
gomery, with a 5-percent AFDC population, receives
exactly 5 percent of the slots. Philadelphia, in contrast,
again receiving favorable treatment, receives 85 percent
of the day-care slots in this area, but has only 77 per-
cent of the region’s AFDC families,

Nor can the Governor plead ignorance of the issue of
maldisiribution of funds, the inequity with regard to
mental health and menial retardation having been called
to his attention in the last session of the legislature.

In the present session of the legislature, Representa-
tive Bennett and myself, along with others of both parties,
have cosponsored a bill—House bill No. 332—which at-
tempts to correct the paltern of maldistribution of mental
health and mental retardation funds which has been
clearly documented. That bill was introduced early this
yvear and assigned to the Committee on Health and Wel-
fare on February 11, 1975, It has not been acted upen by
that committee. I have today a discharge resolution for
Housze bill No. 332, I urge those of you who represent
countics which have suffercd by this maldiztribution of
mental health and mental retardation funds in your own
areas to jein me in cosponsoring it. I am hopeful that
those of you who come from ccunties which have hene-
fited at the expense of the rest of us wiil also proclaim
your adherence to Governor Shapp’s standard by joining
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as well. Then we all will be closer to what we all seek—
fair and equitable treatment for all citizens in need of
mental health and mental retardation services regardless
of place of residence.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

WELCOMES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to
recognize the presence of Mr. Dick Touvell of the Me-
Keever Envircnmental Center and Dr. Robert Baldwin of
Clarion State College.

They are the guests of the gentleman from Mercer,
Mr. Roy W. Wilt,

The Chair is pleased to welcome a parly of 35 persons
from the Monroe County Republican Committee with
Mr. Ed Katz, the chairman.

They are the guests of the gentleman, Mr. William W.
Foster.

The Chair would like to recognize the presence of
Colonel Samuel F. Hepford of Roswell, New Mexico, re-
tired colonel of the Air Force. He is the brother and the
guest of the gentleman from Dauphin, Mr. Hepford.

The Chair also wishes to recognize the presence of Mr.
and Mrs. Fye from Wintlings Corners. They are the guests
of the gentlemen, Messrs. Cumberland and Arthurs.

The Chair is pleased to welcome a group of 40 persons
irom the Hazleton area representing the Hazleton Tax-

payers Association, who are accompanied by their presi-
dent, Mr. Carlo DeMarco. They are the guests of Mr.
Ustynoski.

The Chair iz pleased to welcome Mr. Nicholas Kish,
who is president of the United Societies of USA, McKees-
port, Pennsylvania. He is accompanied by Mr. Edward
Sudzina and Mr. Joseph Petrus, members of the Board of
the United Societies of USA.

They are the guesis of the gentlemen from Allegheny,
Messrs. Mrkonic and Novak.

DR. WILLIAM A. KERNICK WELCOMED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is very pleas-
ed to welcome Dr. William A. Kernick, who is the hus-
band of our distinguished legislator of the distaff side
from Allegheny County, Representative Kernick.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. STAPLETON moved that this House do now ad-
journ until Thursday, October 16, 1975, at 9:30 am.,,
e.d.t.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the motion?

Motion was agreed to, and (at 6:28 p.m., ed.t.) the
House adjourned.
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