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THE SPEAKER {(Herbert Fineman) IN THE CHAIR

PRAYER

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

Most gracicus and everlasting God and Father of all
mankind, it is with the consciousness that we are depen-
dent upon Thee that we invoke Thy blessing upon this
assemblage. We recognize that without Thy power and
strength directing our lives and actions we cannot reach
the highest potential which Thou dost expect of us. We
are awate that without Thy counsel and guidance in our
lives we cannot bring forth those deeds of mature citizen-
ship in Thy kingdom here on earth. And we know that
without Thy love and tender mercy we cannot fully share
the extension of Thy kingdom in the hearts and minds of
all mankind. O God, enrich us with Thy love, fill us with
Thy counsel, and send us forth with Thy power. Amen.

HOUSE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED
TO COMMITTEES

By Messrs, VROON, BUTERA, SELTZER, MORRIS,
A. K. HUTCHINSON, E. H. SMITH, PYLES,
GEORGE, SHANE, HEPFORD, L. E. SMITH, Mrs.
FAWCETT, Mr. ZEARFOSS, Mrs. CRAWFORD,
Messrs. HILL and McGINNIS HOUSE BILL No. 2156

An Act amending the “General Appropriation Act of
1975,” approved June 30, 1975 (No. 8-A), making an addi-
tional appropriation to the Pennsylvania Historical and
Museum Commission for the administration of the Valley
Forge State Park.

Referred to Committee on Appropriations,

By Messrs. VROON, A. K. HUTCHINSON, SELTZER,
ZEARFOSS, Mrs. CRAWFORD, Messrs, E. H. SMITH,
McCLATCHY, Mrs. FAWCETT, Messrs. PYLES,
HILL, SHANE and McGINNIS

HOUSE BILL No. 2157

An Act making an appropriation to the Valley Forge
Park Commission for administration and operation of the
park for the celebration of the Bicentennial.

Referred to Committee on Appropriations.

By Messrs. BONETTO, WESTERBERG, CAPUTQC,
PRENDERGAST, ENGLEHART, RYAN, L. E.
SMITH, SPENCER, BUTERA nd BRUNNER

HOUSE BILL No. 2158

An Act amending the “Motor Vehicle Sales Finance

Acl)” approved June 28, 1947 (P. L. 1110, No. 476), further
providing for finance charges for certain motor vehicles.

Referred to Committee on Transportation.

By Messrs. DiCARLO and LINCOLN
HOUSE BILL No. 2159
An Act amending the “Public Welfare Code,” approved

June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 21), adding penalties for the
fraudulent acquisition of Federal food order stamps,

Referred to Committee on Health and Welfare.

By Messrs. DAVIES, BRANDT, PYLES, WHELAN,
WRIGHT, BURNS, O'BRIEN, HASAY, NOYE,
STAPLETON, GEESEY, GALLEN and GARZIA

HOUSE BILL No. 2160

An Act providing for the assessment of solar energy
systems.

Referred to Committee on Mines and Energy Manage-
ment,

By Messrs. DAVIES, BRANDT, PYLES, WHELAN,
WRIGHT, BURNS, O'BRIEN, NOYE, STAPLETON,
GALLEN and GARZIA HOUSE BILL No. 2161

An Act empowering the Department of Community Af-
fairs to make certain grants or subsidies; requiring con-
sultation with the Department of Environmental Re-
sources; and making an appropriation.

Referred to Committee on Appropriations,

By Messrs. McCUE, DeMEDIO, SHUMAN, LYNCH,
OLIVER and USTYNOSKI HOUSE BILL No. 2162
An Act amending Title 51 (Military Affairs) of the
Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing tuition

credit at certain colleges and schools for members of the
National Guard.

Referred to Committee on Military and Veterans Af-
fairs.

By Messrs. BURNS, MORRIS, WRIGHT, FRYER and
WEIDNER KEOUSE BILL No. 2163
An Act amending the “Pennsylvania Municipalities
Planning Code,” approved July 31, 1968 (P. L. 805, No.

247), providing that the costs in processing a curative
amendment be borne by the landowner.

Referred to Committee on Local Government.
By Messrs. BURNS, MORRIS, WRIGHT, FRYER and
WEIDNER HOUSE BILL No. 2164

An Act amending the “Pennsylvania Municipalities
Planning Code,” approved July 31, 1968 (P. L. 805, No.
247y, further providing for approval of plats.

Referred to Committee on Local Government.

By Messrs. THOMAS, VALICENTI, HAMILTON,
GILLESPIE and MEBUS HOUSE BILL No. 2165
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An Act amending the act of May 2, 1929 (P, L. 1513, No.
451), entitled, as amended, “An act regulating the con-
struction, equipment, maintenance, operation and inspec-
tion of boilers and unfired, pressure vessels; graniing cer-
tain authority to and imposing certain duties upon the
Department of Labor and Industry; providing penalties
for violations of this act; and repealing all acts or parts
of acts inconsistent with this act,” further providing for
inspections.

Referred to Committee on Labor Relations.

SENATE MESSAGE
BILLS FOR CONCURRENCE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented for
concurrence bills numbered and entitled as follows:

SENATE BILL No. 1002

An Act amending the act of July 22, 1970 (P. L. 513, No.
178), entitled “Pennsylvania Cigarette Tax Act,” provid-
ing for disposition of unclaimed motor vehicles.

Referred to Committee on Finance,

SENATE BILL No. 1199

An Act amending the act of July 7, 1947 (P. 1368,
No. 542}, entitled “Real Estate Tax Sale Law," further
extendmg the act of certain third class cities and school
districts within third class cities.

Referred to Committee on Urban Affairs.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
whip.

Mr. MANDERINQO. Mr. Speaker, I request leave of ab-
sence for Mr. HAMMOCK for today’s session.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I request leave of absence
for Mr. WHELAN for today's session.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leaves are granted.

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED

The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the
Journal for Tuesday, February 24, 1976, will be postponed
until printed.

MASTER ROLL CALL

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take today’s
master roll. Only those members who are seated in their
seats will be permitted to be recorded. Members will
please take their seats.

The roll was taken and was as follows:

YEAS—187
Abraham Gillesple McGinnds Salvatore
Anderson, J. H. Giliette Melntyre Scheaffer
Arthurs Gleason MeceLane Sehmitt
Barber Gleeson Mebus Schweder
Bellomini Goodman Menhorn Scirica
Bennett Green Milanovich Seltzer
HBeren Greenfield Miller, M. E. Shane
Berlin Grieeo Miller, M. E., Jr. Shelhamer
Berson Gring Milliron Shelton
Bittle Halverson Miscevich Shuman
Bradley Hamilton, J. H. Moehlmann Shupnik
Brandt Hasay Moerris Sirfanni
Brunner Haskell Mrkonle Smith, E.
Burns Hayes, D. 8. Mullen Smith, L.

Butera Hayes, S. E. Mullen, M. P. Spencer
Caputo Hepford Musto Stahl
Cessar Tt Myers Stapleton
Cimind Hopkins Novek Stout
Cole Hutchinson, A. Noye Taddonio
Cowell Hutchirson, W. O’'Brien Taylor
Crawiord Irvis O'Connell Thoman
Cumberland Itkin O'Dornell Toll
Davies Johnson, J. O’'Keete Trello
DeMedlo Katz Cliver Turner
Deverter Kelly, A. P. Pancoast Ustynoski
Dicarlo Keily, J. B. Parker, H. 8. Valicenti
Dietz Kernick Perri Vroon
Dininni Kistler Petrarca Wagner
Dombrowskd Klingaman Pievsky Walsh, T'. P.
Dorr Knepper Pitts Wansacz
Doyle Kolter Polite Wargo
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Pratt Wetdner
FEckensherger  Kusse Prendergast Westerberg
Englehart LaMarca Pyles Wilson
Fawcett Laudadto Rappaport Wilt, R. W.
Fee Laughlin Ravenstahl Wilt, W. W,
Fischer Lederer Reed Wojdak
Fisher Lehr Renninger Worrilow
Flaherty Letterman Renwick Wright
Foster, A. Levi Rhodes Yahner
Fryer Lincoln Richardson Zenrfoss
Gallagher Lynch Rieger Zeller
Gallen Manderino Ritter Zord
Garzia Manmiller Ross Zwikl
Geesey McCall Rupglero
Gelsler MeClatchy Ryan Fineman,
George McCue Saloom Speaker
Giammarco

NOT VOTING—10
Bonetto Dibonato MeGraw Whelan
Cohen Foster, W. Perry Yohn
Davis, D. M, Hammock

The SPEAKER. ©One hundred eighiy-seven members
having indicated their presence, a master roll is estab-

lished.

HOUSE SCHEDULE

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority

leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr, Speaker, if the members will please
pay attention so we can give them the schedule for today,
I would appreciate it if all of you will look at your voting
schedules which are on your desks.

The first bill that we shall take up on the voting sched-

ule is House bill No. 184. Mark that as number one, even
though it does not appear as number one on your schedule.
T thought it better for us not to start off talking about
marijuana the first thing in the morning, so we will not
take House bill No. 1699 up first. The first bill we will
take up will be House bill No. 184, The second bill will
be House bill No. 1928. The third bill will be House bill
No. 2073, and then we will go in order through House bill
No. 699 as number four, House bill No. 1642 as number
five, House bill No, 1036 as number six, House bill No,
1932 as number seven, and House Bill No. 1089 as number
eight. We will then skip to Senate bill No. 738—I am
sorry; the minority leader just advised me that there is
an amendment to that bill. We may get to Senate bill No,
738 as number nine. Mr, Butera has an amendment to
that bill,

Senate bill No. 401 will be number ten, and then we
will go back and pick up House bill No. 1699, House bill
No. 2002, House bill No. 1431, House bill No. 2010, and
Senate bill No. 852, in that order. So the first bill will be
House bill No. 184.

We shall be in session briefly tomorrow morning. I am

sorry, but there is nothing I can do about that. There
are two bills on the calendar which must be passed to-
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morrow, and I cannot do anything except get them ready
for tomorrow. They were not reported out of committee
until yesterday, so we will have to be here tomorrow
morning, It will be brief tomorrow morning, and if you
will get up and get over here, we can get you on the road
very quickly, But we cannot vote those bills today.
They are not ready for a vote today.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

CALENDAR

STATE GOVERNMENT BILLS
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded i{o third consideration of House
bill No. 184, printer’s No. 205, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Pennsylvania Historical and
Museum Commission to acquire by gift on behalf of the
Commonwealth the real property connected with the Fort
Hunter Museum in Susquehanna Township, Dauphin
County, providing for its control, management, supervi-
sion, restoration, improvement and maintenance; and re-
ceipt of certain funds in connection therewith.

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 gentleman
from Lackawanna, Mr. McLane,

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to oppose this
bill for a number of reasons, the first reason being that
it is another attempt by which the General Assembly is
moving into an area of picking up responsibilities which
are not theirs at the present time.

But the second reason is a much bigger one. On Satur-
day of the past week, Mr. Speaker, in the city of Scran-
ton, a 13-year-old child fell on one of those properties
currently owned by the Historical and Museum Commis-
sion, Today that child lies in c¢ritical condition in one of
our Scranton hospitals. That child lies in ecritical condi-
tion, Mr, Speaker, because the state is unable to man that
facility, provide security at that facility, and because
through the negligence of the Historical and Museum
Commission it was not properly being taken care of. The
child went into the facility, was playing there, and, un-
fortunately, he felll And today we are attempting to
assume the responsibility for another such facility.

I contend, Mr. Speaker, that this has to stop. During
the budget arguments last June, I sat in my seat and T
listened to both sides argue that no longer could we con-
tinue to open facilities under this guise of the Historical
and Museum Commission, no longer could we continue
to staff them. Now this tragedy has occurred in my dis-
trict. I do not know whose district it will occur in next.
But I contend, Mr. Speaker, that unless we are willing
and ready to appropriate the money and to vote the taxes
to staff and cperate these facilities properly, then we
should not continue to assume the responsibility for them.
Therefore, I request a vote in the negative, This has to
stop someplace, and I contend we should do it today.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. KISTLER. Mr, Speaker, this might hold with what
the gentleman said for certain conditions, but this Fort
Hunter Museum is an exception to the case. There is
enough money coming along with this museum addition
to not only support it but to support many other projects.
S50 the gentleman is entirely out of order in this com-
ment, and I would respectfully ask the members of the
House to vote in support of the bill.

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

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, just to reinforce what Mr.
Kistler just said, very specifically there is an endowment
fund that belongs fo the Fort Hunter Museum and land
which would be converted to the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania. That was included in the information provided
the State Government Committee prior to their reporting
the matter out. The revenue realized by Fort Hunter
today from just that one endowment fund is in excess
of $10,000.

In addition to that, they have a pretty large contingent
of volunteers which is presently and has been for vears
operating it. They plan to continue doing that, and there
is no cost for that.

There are various other sources of revenue—the sale of
various items, the memberships. They have a shop in
operation and so forth. Proceeds are realized, as well,
from admissions at the door. There is a whole series of
revenue-raising devices that are presently employed at
Fort Hunter which are not employed at other locations.

So for this reason, while I understand Mr. McLane's
contentions and can sympathize with them, this is an ex-
ception to the rule about which he spoke.

HOUSE BILL No. 184 TABLED

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lackawanna, Mr. McLane.

Mr., McLANE. Mr. Speaker, maybe what the gentle-
men say is true. However, I believe basically and philo-
sophically I am correct. Therefore, at this point in time,
until each member can make up his own mind and decide
which course he wants to take, I respectfully move that
this bill be tabled.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has moved that House
bill No. 184 be placed upon the table.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. McLANE
and KISTLER and were as follows:

YEAS-—85
Abraham Garzia Lincoln Beiriea
Arthurs CGeisler MeCall Shelhamer
Beliomind Giammareq MMeIntyvre Ehelton
Bennett Gillespie McLane Shuman
Berlin Green Menhorn Shuipnik
Sradley Greentield Millron Stapleton
Rrunner Grieco Mizcevich Stout
Caputo Hamilton. J, . MMullen Taddonio
Znle Hammonk Muilen, M. P. Taylor
Zowell Hayes. D. S, Musto Toll
Davies Hopking Mrkonie "Trallo
NeMedio Hutchingon, A, Novak Turner
Mearlo Ttkin D Keefe Ustvnosk]
Nietz Kelly, A. P, Prendergast Valicenti
Doambrowski Kernick Pyles Wagner
Dovie Kusse Ravenstahl Wansacz
¥ckensberger LaMarca Renwick Wargo
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Englehart Laudadio Richardson Yahner
Fee Laughlin Rieger
Blaherty Lederer Hoss Fineman,
Fryer Letterman Schunitt Speaker
Gallagher Levi Schweder
NAYS—81

Anderson, J. H, Gillette MeCue Saloom
Barber Goodman MeGinnis Salvatore
Beren Gring Mebus Scheaffer
Hittle Hulverson Milier, M. E. Seltzer
Brandt Hasay rilier, M. E., Jr. Shane
Bums Haskell Moehlmann $mith, E.
Butera Hayes, S. B, Morris Smith, L.
Cegsar Hepford 0O’'Brien Spencer
Cimind Hill O’Connell Stahi
Crawford lrvis Oliver Thormas
Cumberland Katz Pancoast Vreon
Deverter Kistler Puarker, H, 8. Weidner
IDininnt Khngaman Perri Westerberg
Dorr Knepper Putrarca WwWilt, R. W.
Faweett Kowalyshyn Pitts wilt, W, W.
Fischer Lehr Polite Worrilow
Fisher Lynch Heed Wright
Foster, A. Manderino Renninger Zeller
Gallen Manmiller Ritter Zord
reesey MeClatchy Ryan Zwiicl
George

NOT VOTING—31
Berson Gleeson Noye Sirianni
wonetto Hitchinson, W. (’Donnell Walsh, T. P.
Zouhen Jonnson, J. Perry Whelan
Davie, D. M. Keily, J. B. Pievsky Wilson
Dilxonate Folter Prait Wojaak
Ireibelbis MeGraw Rappaport Yohn
Foster, W. Milanovieh Rhodes Zearfoss
Gleason Myers Ruggiero

So the question was determined in the affirmative and
the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER, At the appropriate moment the gen-
tleman, Mr, Rappaport, will be happy to respond to the
inguiry of the minority leader.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1928, printer’s No. 2478, entitled:

An Act amending the “Civil Service Act,” approved
August 5, 1941 (P. L. 752, No. 286), turther providing for
provisional appointments.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 604), page 2, line 8, by inserting a
bracket before “six”

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 604), page 2, line 7, by inserting a
bracket after “period” and inserting immediately there-
after: twelve-months

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 604), page 2, line 10, by striking out
“gsix-month” and inserting: twelve-month

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

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

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding
that there is no disagreement on the amendments. What
they do is increase the time for provisional appointment
of civil service employes from 6§ months to 12 months.

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

ANNOUNCEMENT

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, before the discussion ig taken,
let me please make an announcement.

I would appreciate it, Mr. Speaker, if members intend
to make motions or amendments to a bill which has been
scheduled for a vote on this agenda, that they would at
least do me the courtesy of letting me know so that I am
not taken by surprise by such motions. It is not that I
object to being surprised; it is the fact that we are unable
to operate the House in an orderly fashion unless this is
done. The same thing has been happening with amend-
ments, and we are trying to correct that problem. I do
not want to see us slipping into the same slipshod habits
of handling motions also. Please let me know so that the
majority leader and the minority leader will be able to
schedule this House.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, while we are on the sub-
ject of surprises, I would appreciale someone-—-perhaps
Mr. Rappaport or yourself-—explaining to the House ex-
actly what you have in mind regarding the Philadelphia
tax package. I am sure the chairman of the Urban Af-
fairs Committee would like to know, as he has not even
been consulted, as would the chairman of the Philadelphia
delegation, as would the minority leader. We read in the
paper this morning that there are going to be hearings,
and perhaps later on in the session at the appropriate time
there could be some explanation so that we could par-
ticipate in this situation.

The yeas and nays were required by Mr. DiCARLC and
Mrs. CRAWFORD and were as follows:

YEAS-—167
Abraham Cieorge MclLane Schmitt
Anderson, J. H.  Gliammareo Mebus Schweder
Arthurs Gillesple Menhorn Seirica
Barber Gillette Miller, M. E. Seltzer
Bennett Gleeson Miller, M. E., Jr. Shane
Beren Goodman Milliron Shelhamer
Rerlin Green Miscevich Shelton
Berson Greenfleld Moehlmann Shuman
Bittle Grieco Morris Shupnik
Bradley Halverson Mrkonic Sirlanni
Brandt Hayes, D. 8. Mullen, M. P. Smtith, E.
Brunner Hayes, 8. E. Mullen Smith, L.
Burns Hepford Musto Spencer
Butera HiN Myers Stahl
Caputo Hopkins Novak Stapleton
Cessar Hutchinson, A.  Noye Stout
Cimind Irvis O’Brien Taddonic
Cole Katz 0O'Connell Taylor
Cowell Kelly. A P. O'Keefe Thomas
Crawford Kerntck Qliver Toll
Davies Kistler Pancoast Trello
DeMedio Kiingaman Parker, H. 8. Turner
Devaerter Knepper Perri Ustynoski
Dicarlo Kolter Petrarca Valicentd
Dietz Kowalyshyn Plevsky Vroon
Dininni Kusse Pitis Wagner
Dombrowsaki LaMarca Polite Walsh, T. P
Dorr Laudadio Prendergast Wansacs
Troyle LaughHn Pyles Wargo
Dreibelbis Lederer Rappaport Weidner
Hekensherger Lehr Reed Westetberg
Englehart Jetterman Renninger ‘Wilson
Fawoett Lewvt Renwick Wilt, W. 'w.
Fee 1.incoln Rieger Wojdak
Fisher Lynch Ritter Worrilow
Flaherty Manderino Romanell Wright
Foster, A. Manmiller Ross Yahner
Fryer McCall Ruggiero Zeller
Gallagher MecClatehy Ryan Zwrlkl
Gallen MeCue Saloom
Garza MeGinnis Salvatore Fineman,
Geesey Mclntyre Scheafter Speaker
Geisler
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NAYS—8 Mrs, CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, it does not say this
Cumberiand Hamilton, J. H. Haskell Wilt, B W, to me, and perhaps we need to consider a further amend-
Fischer Hasay Itkin Zord ment. Would your bill say that at the end of 12 months,
NOT VOTING—29 which would be the probationary period, ‘fhat this em-
ploye would become a regular employe without a civil
Bellomini Gleason MeGraw Rhodes service exam?
Bonett Gring Milanovich Richardson - : .
cﬁﬁin" nggnmck o-DZ';%‘Zﬁ Wl?:elans Mr, DIiCARLO. Yes, it does.
Dayis. D. M. Hutchioson, W.  Derry Yohn Mrs. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to re-
Johnson, J. rf . 1 g
2:,11?:;} ;tt?hu? ‘121‘ Pratt Zearfoss quest that this bill be held until I can prepare amend-~

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

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bil! as amended on third
consideration?

Bill as amended was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This bill has heen 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 lady from
Chester, Mrs. Crawford.

Mrs. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if Mr. Di-
Carlo would submit to interrogation.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Erie, Mr,
DiCarlo, conseant to interrogation?

Mr. DiCARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The lady may proceed.

Mrs. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, under the present
Civil Service Act where a vacancy is filled by provisional
appointment, would you explain to the members just
exactly what this means? Does it mean, for instance, that
the person has to take a civil service test or does he not
have to take a civil service test under these provisional
requirements?

Mr. DIiCARLO. It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker,
that if an individual is placed in a position provisionally,
he is placed in that position with the expectation that at a
future time he will have to take a civil service examina-
tion to be qualified.

The purpose of the legislation has been that in the
past the Civil Service Commission has been very, very
lax in even giving the examinations. In my district there
are two or three individuals who have been on provi-
sional certificate now for 3 years, over 3 years. And dur-
ing that time period, a person who is on provisional status
really does not have any tenure or seniority in the job;
he is not eligible to apply for promotion; he is not eligible
to apply for transfer or anything else. He is in a con-
stant state of limbo, and at any time his employment
could be jeopardized or even be terminated.

Mrs. CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, under the provisional
provisions that now stand, are you telling me that an
employe can be hired without taking a civil service exam
and perhaps be almost like a patronage employe?

Mr. DIiCARLO. It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker,
that in the area of provisional employment, if a position
becomes vacant and there is a list of individuals who
have applied for that position, the Civil Service Com-
mission gives examinations, but they are scheduled very
differently. Perhaps only once or twice a year the ex-
aminations are given. So if the job has to be filled imme-
diately and there is a person who qualifies, at least on
paper, it gives the flexibility for that department or that
agency to put that person on the job until the examina-
tion is given.

ments which would require that at the end of the 12-
month probationary period that employe has to take the
civil service exam,

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. DiCarlo, have
any objection?

Mr, DiCARLQO. Yes, I object, Mr. Speaker, for the rea-
son that the bill is trying to correct a present inequity
in the act. I feel that a 12-month probationary period
i3 enough time to have the Civil Service Department set
up an examination. If they cannot do that, then I believe
that the person ought to—if they have been functioning
in the job for a 12-month period and they have been func-
tioning very successfully—at least remain in the position.
I feel that it is going to be very unfair for the applicant
who is involved, and that is what is happening in the
present system right now.

The SPEAKER., The Chair recognizes the gentloman
{rom Bucks, Mr. Renninger.

Mr. RENNINGER. Mr. Speaker, I support the lady
from Chester’s request. I think that this could be an
area of opportunity of abusge in trying to take care of
people by saying that an emergency is involved in some
way. I do not see any objection, during the 2-year
period or l-year period, in reguiring that that person get
himself or herself organized and take a test.

i am sure that in most instances the hirings would be
on the level, but I think the opportunity for abuse is
pretty rife, and I think to protect the employment struc-
ture and the standards that we are irying to establish
through the civil service system, we should require that
that person take a test and come into the system as any-
one else does, even though he has been placed on the
payroll or she has been placed on the payroll in advance
to meet some emergency need.

I understand the fairness argument, but I can see that
that could be abused, and that is my position.

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

Mr. SHUMAN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask Mr, DiCarlo a
question? It may affect the matter of holding the bill
for amendment.

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

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. SHUMAN. Do you not think that we should amend
the hill differently, hecause what you are doing could
be doing away with the veterans’ preference? Now under
provisional appointment, when they are given an exam-
ination later on, veterans can take a test and get 10
points extra. Under your bill we would be circumvent-
ing the veterans' preference law.

Mr. DICARLO. Mr, Speaker, I am not really doing
that at all. The problem has been that the Civil Service
Commission, which we are suddenly espousing as being
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the agency that is going to protect the rights and set

up high quality for jobs, has not really heen functioning
the way it should. They have not been giving examina-
tions to provisional employes. Even if you have a veteran
on the list, he certainly will not be jeopardized. He is
being jeopardized right now. What is happening is that
vou have people who are on provisional status for 2, 3,
4, 5 years in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
those people are unable to leave that job to move fo a
higher job or even take an examination because the Civil
Service Commission hag not taken the time to put a test
together,

What we are saying, Mr. Speaker, in fairness to every-
body, is that within a 12-month period the Civil Service
Commission shall indeed set up an examination for those
individuals who are provisional employes who would like
to apply for a job, whether they be veterang or non-
veterans. We are saying that a test has to be taken
by an employe. There is no doubt about that.

I have talked with the Department of Administration
and the Civil Service Commission—in fact, that is why
I amended the hill today from 6 months to 12 months—
and they feel that a 12-month period is enough time to
put an examination together to take care of a provisional
employe.

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

Mr, ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, for those people who may
be very concerned about this, I would like to give them
an example of what happened in my county.

As a matter of fact, there were two well-qualified
nurses who were on this provisional program who were
told that they were going to get the job. All of a sudden
without any notice, they were told that they were out
and a homosexual got the job because he had already
gone through that so-called certification. These people
who had been doing the job and were well qualified had
no chance at all,

In case you do not know it, there is a move by the
administration to get all these characters in these areas
I have got news for you. What you are doing is aiding
and abetting this group.

If you think that ig okay, that is your business, but
that is what is happening. These people were well
qualified, were from the area, and they brought this
character in from some other area. I will not mention
it; it might make some people sore; but they brought
him in from a rather queer area.

Mr. DiCarlo has a very good amendment here.

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

Mr. O'CONNELL. Would Mr. DiCarlo submit to a
brief interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Erie, Mr.
DiCarlo, consent to interrogation?

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. O'CONNELL. In accordance with this language
as amended, is it not possible there can be a eircumven-
tion of the civil service rules and regulations by, in fact,
delaying the testing, using the provisional appointment,
and then ensuring that that particular appointment go be-
vond 6 months and then lock them in?

Mr. DIiCARLO. Well, if you are worried about that

fear, T am worrying about the same fear now because the
same thing exists. What we are saying is—we are being
very specific—that they had better give that examination.
If you have the fear that that exists, then perhaps the
legislature ought to look into the present operations of
the Civil Service Commission because they have been
very, very lax in not giving these tests.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Well, I am not sure but I think the
language as amended here might defeat exactly what you
intend to accomplish.

My second question is: How many employes would this
apply to?

Mr. DiCARLO. I do not know specifically, but I under-
stand it is a very small number, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Q'CONNELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
support this, in all honesty, but I think the language is
so broad that you are going to lock in exactly what you
are trying to exempt or what you are trying to eliminate.

I think you are going to create this kind of a situation
in the departments where there are attempts to circum-
vent or to reach people. They are not going to indicate
that the examination be given, that a list be prepared,
and, therefore, they will be able to constantly use this
as a method of putting employes on on a provisional
basis and then locking them into a permamnent status.

Mr. DiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, the Civil Service Commis-
sion itself has very specific rules and regulations for
developing tests, for advertising those tests, for setting
up lists for individuals fo take those tests.

Now we do not change that pattern at all What we
are saying is that if & person is put on provisional basis,
we feel that after 12 months is too long a period time
to have a person sit in a provisional status. We are
saying that the Civil Service Commission, within that
12-month period, should be able to put the test together,
should be able to advertise the examination, not only for
the person who is in a provisional status who holds a
provisional job, but also for those other people in the
Commonwealth who may want to apply for that job. We
are saying they have the time to do that and 12
months is a reasonable time in which to do if.

Mr. OCONNELL. I would agree with you, Mr. Speak-
er, but that is not what the language says. It says:
“Whenever any provisional appointment continues be-
yond the six-month period set forth in this section, the
provisional employe shall automatically assume the status
of a probationary employe for a period of six months and
shall, at completion of such probationary period, be clas-
sified as a regular employe.” Now I agree with you
that there iz hanky-panky within the systemn and there
are abuses of it. What I am suggesting is that you are
going to perpetuate those abuses rather than eliminate
them. I think that language ought to be redrafted to do
exactly what you want it to do. It is too broad. It is
self~-defeating, I believe. I would have to oppose it
unless it were changed.

Thank you.

Mr. DiCARLQ, Mr. Speaker, I disagree with the gen-
tleman.

I have sat down with the Civil Service Commission and
the Department of Administration, and we seem to feel
that this is the language that is appropriate to do the
job. So I would ask the House to concur on the bill,
please.
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Allegheny, Mr. Itkin.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Spesker, would Mr. DiCarlo consent
to interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Erie, Mr.
DiCarle, consent to interrogation?

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, does this apply just to state
employes or does it go beyond that?

Mr. DiCARLO., It would be my understanding, Mr.
Speaker, that it would apply to all those employes who
come under the status of civil service in the Common-
wealth.

Mr. ITKIN. You mean those political subdivisions that
opt to use the state Civil Service Commission would come
under the purviews of this change?

Mr. DiCARLO. 1If they come under the Civil Service
Commission of Pennsylvania, yes.

Mr. ITKIN. So this would go beyond just state em-
ployes? It would extend to all agencies which use the
gervices of the state Civil Service Commission?

Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. DiCARLO. No, Mr. Speaker. I think you are
trying to infer that we are getting involved in hiring by
local agencies. Will you be more specific in your ques-
tion, please?

Mr. ITKIN. Well, if you look at the title of the act
which you are amending, it talkg about “ . . imposing
duties upon certain officers and employes of the Com-
monwealth; authorizing service to other State depart-
ments or agencies and political subdivisions of the Com-
monwealth . , . .” So that there are political subdivisions
of the Commonwealth which do use the state Civil Ser-
vice Commission as their civil service board?

Mr. DIiCARLQ. Yes. Tor example, if you have a chil-
dren’s service agency and if they use the civil service
list to hire a counselor or something like that, if they
use the civil service guidelines for provisional employes,
yves, that would apply.

Mr. ITKIN. So these changes would not only affect
those employed by the Commonwealth, but also those
employed by political subdivisions that make use of the
scrvices of the state Civil Service Commission to fill their
lists,

Mr. DiCARLQO. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding
that if they take the state civil service examination and
if they follow the state civil service guidelines under
the jurisdiction of the state civil service commission, yes,
they would.

Mr. ITKIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes Mr. Itkin.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the previous
speakers. I can understand the attempt of Mr. DiCarlo in
trying to mitigate the problems that certain provisional
employes might have. But I agree with Mr. O’Connell
and the previous speskers that this does give an oppor-
tunity for abuse because any tardiness on the state Civil
Service Commission can provide that a provisional em-
ploye, one appointed only on the basis of temporary em-
ployment, be then made a regular employe.

What I am concerned about is that the act goes on
further—and I think there may be some misinterpre-
tation—after the amendatory section, on line 14 of the

bill, to say—and this is now existing law and has not
been changed by the amendment—“The acceptance of a
provisional appointment shall not confer upon the ap-
pointee any rights of permanent tenure, transfer, promo-
tion or reinstatement.” This amendment goes fo circum-
vent that provision of existing law and that would still
remain in the law and certainly would create confusion
because of its ambiguity. In one section you say—

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

My, DICARLO. Mr. Speaker, rather than take the time
of this House--1 thought I did have a clean bill, and I
am sorry that my colleague did not at least talk to me
in the caucus about the amendmsents—I would like to
have the Speaker grant me the courtesy to pass over the
bill. Perhaps the gentlemen, Mr. Itkin and Mr. O'Con-
nell, ean give me language which will be acceptable to
the House.

HOUSE BILL No. 1928 AND AMENDMENTS TABLED

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman, Mr. DiCarlc,
have any objection to placing the bill, along with the
amendments, on the table?

Mr. DiCARLO. No, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Does the lady have any objection?

Mrs. CRAWFORD., No, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. DICARLO. Mr. Speaker, I move that House bill
No. 1928, along with the amendments which have been
adopted by the House, be placed upon the table.

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

LABOR RELATIONS BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1431, prinfer’s No. 1684, entitled:

An Act amending the “Child Labor Law,” approved
May 13, 1915 (P. L. 286, No. 177), changing the applica-
bility of the act to members of volunteer fire companies
in certain instances.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend Title, page 1, line 23, by inserting after “com-
panies”: , volunteer ambulance corps, and rescue squads

Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 29, by inserting after
“amended”: and a subsection is added

Amend See. 1 (Sec, 7.3), page 2, line 1, by inserting
after “Company”: , Volunteer Ambulance Corps, Volun-
teer Rescue Squads

Amend Sec. 1 {Sec. 7.3), page 2, by inserting between
lines 12 and 13:

(g) Any minor who is a member of a volunteer ambu-
lanece corps or rescue squad may participate in training
and any other activity as provided by regulations adopted
by the Department of Labor and Industry.

On the question,
Will the House agree to the amendments?
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Northampton, Mr. Ruggiero.

Mr. RUGGIERQO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment would
simply add minors who are engaged in activities with
volunteer ambulance corps and volunteer rescue squads
to the scope of this bill.

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?

Rill as amended was agreed to.

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

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, before we vote on House
bill No. 1431, T would like to discuss with the House the
ramifications of this legislation.

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

Mr. ITKIN. Well, I am not in order, Mr, Speaker, for
a sceond. I lost the bill.

Mr. Speaker, this act is an act that was adopted by the
legislature for one purpose, the purpose of which was to
protect the child against labor abuse in order to protect
hiz or her health and safety.

What we have been seeing over the past few years is
a continuous erosion of the protection of young people in
the area of community public protection. I am quite
concerned that what is happening, in particular with
our volunteer public protection agencies, is that they
have been unable to get enough adult complement tc
do the job that they claim they can do and now are
moving into the area of enlisting younger and younger
persons to participate in these hazardous functions.

Now when you start moving into the area of a 16- or
17-year-old participating in main line fire fighting opera-
tions, 1 think you are moving into an area of great con-
cern.

We still have laws on the books with respect to child
1obaor which prohibit children of these ages from operating
kazardous equipment in industry and in business. It
seems ludicrous to me that you can say that it is in the
best interest of a young person to fight a fire but that
he cannot operate a meatcutting piece of equipment. It
would seem to me that the hazards of fighting a fire are
far more grave and severe and that the safety conse-
quences are far greater in this area.

What it indicates to me, Mr. Speaker, is that far
tno many volunieer fire companies can no longer get the
volunteers, and they are now moving to enlist younger
and younger people who are far more impressionable
and certainly not as mature as adults. I think by doing
this, we are putting them in a very, very grave situation.
Consequently, I would urge the members to reflect on
what we are doing here today. I would hate to see our
young people hecome injured through an act of this
General Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, I would like at this time to interrogate
the prime sponsor of the bill, Mr. Zeller, if T may.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr, ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, beyond my philosophical
concerns for the legislation, I have a problem trying to
interpret what the amendment to the act will in fact do.
The amendatory language states: “That a minor sixteen
or seventeen years of age who is a member of a volunteer
company who answers a fire call while lawfully employed
and continues in such service until excused by the one
acting as chief of that fire company shall not be consid-
ered in violation of this act for any part of the period so
occupied.” What I am having trouble with is the inter-
pretation of “while lawfully employed”. Could you an-
swer that for me, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. ZELLER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. First of all, I have
heen feeling very very sorry here because of the fact
that it is quite obvious that you are not aware of what
the bill is all about. I do not say that to be critical of Mr.
Itkin; I say it because of the fact that the way it is
worded, it would sound like it does not do what it is
supposed to do. But it really helps the individual in a
learning process while employed. Say he is employed.
1t is only for nighttime. During the day he cen do it
There is no law against it. He can do it during the day;
no problem at all. If just happens that we have a prob-
lem with the child labor law after the hours of 11 until
7 in the morning.

This is only a learning process. He is not allowed to
go info the building or fight fires or anything like that.
He is only cut there observing. He helps carry the hose.
It is no different from working in a drugstore or any-
where else, sweeping out the store or handling a broom
or carrying out garbage or anything else. He is in what
you call an ohservation setup. In other werds, he is in
the learning process. Therefore, if he does go out fo a
fire that night, he is allowed to get the time off the next
day without any hindrance to him at all, so that he can
get his rest, and this is what it is all about. It does not
happen that often, but we find that—and it is not a ques-
tion of taking the place of adult firemen-—the question is
that it is a training process to fill the breech so that when
the older ones fall by the wayside, we have younger fel-
lows to fill the breech, That is all that it is about. I
hope that helps you.

Mr. ITKIN. No, you did not answer my gquestion.
question was not answered, Mr. Speaker.

I am trying to understand the language, who answers
a call while lawfully employed. Does that mean it relates
to a minor who has gainful external employment?

Mr. ZELLER. Yes, I mentioned that, Mr. Speaker. He
could be employed by working in a drugstore during the
day or working in a factory or working somewhere and he
is gainfully employed if he is working. He is allowed
to go to that buyer and get the time off the next day.
That is what it is all about, gainfully employed. How
could he go and get off the next day? Child labor laws
are very strict in regard to giving that child rest. Now
an adult would not have that problem. The company
would say, yvou do not get off the next day, but we have
10 have him get his rest. So I think we are helping the
child rather than hurting him. That is what it is all
about, Mr. Itkin.

Mr, ITKIN, Vou mean if that child did not have a job
and he was attending school, that he would not be able

My
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to be used because he would have to go to school the
next meorning?

Mr. ZELLER. No, exactly not. In effect what he
would be allowed to do—and there again is probably
where you may gquestion the fact of how often does it
happen that the child goes out to that fire at night. He
does not have to; he may go. He is not forced to; he may
go. And then if he does go to that fire under what you
call a training program or observance or what-have-you,
he can get off the next day and it is not going to hurt
his school operation. 8o we give him his rest and get
him taken care of.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Zeller, is parental consent required
for this?

Mr. ZELLER. In most cases, I said most cases, the
parents still have control over that child up until 18, so
I am certain they have toc have parental consent even to
become a junior fireman.

Mr, ITKIN, But is that part of the law? That is fo
say, can a velunteer fire company encourage a young per-
son to go out on a fire mission without receiving the con-
gent of the parents?

Mr. ZELLER. From what I understand—and I cannot
answer that question right now. Maybe Mr. Ruggiero or
someone could. All T de know is this—in my district, no
junior fireman is a junicr fireman unless the parents give
him consent. Now whether that is law or nof, I do not
know. T could not answer that. I could not tell you.

Mr. ITKIN, Well, perhaps Mr, Ruggiero could.

Mr, Speaker, would Mr. Ruggiero consent to interroga-
tion so that he can answer the question?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Northamp-
ton, My, Ruugiers, consent fto interrogation?

Mr. RUGGIERQ. 1 will, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. RUGGIERO. It is my understanding, although I
cannot cite the regulation, that the Department of Labor
and Industry does have repgulations which do regquire
parental congent in this particular instance. Maybe some-
body else would know exactly.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Zeller, do you know the position of
the Department of Labor and Industry on this piece of
legislation?

Mr. ZELLER. Yes, T do. As a matier of fact, Mr.
Speaker, Labor and Industry are the ones who stopped
this is in the first place to enable us to get this into the
regulation in order to protect the youngsters when we
passed the bill before. The only thing that we are trying
to do here is to help Mr. Ruggiero get his amendment in
and also, if my bill would pass, to allow them to be off
the next day. Labor and Industry are the ones who
guided us on this.

As a matter of fact, Kay Clarke worked real close with
us on this, and Secretary Smith, and this is what they
want. And unless we get this bill, they are not going
to go along with it. They have to have thig bill. Other-
wise they are going to stop all operations of junior fire-
men.

So this is the bill we need. It is approved by Labor
and Industry, and they worked with us very clogely for
the last year on it.

Mr. ITKIN. What you are saying, Mr. Zeller, is that
the Department of Labor and Industry opposed the last
measure that you proposed, which was amended and some
of the really bad features were eliminated from the bili,
and now they are trying by regulation to cirmuwvent the

act which you aggressively sponsored last session, and now
you are trying to get in through the back door and through
a statute in order to circumvent those regulations?

Mr. ZELLER. Quite the contrary, Mr. Speaker. As a
matter of fact, using adjectives such as you have and the
scare tactics that you have, as far as I am concerned, it
is an abuse, it is a direct abuse, to what we are frying to
do, Mr. Itkin.

As a matter of fact, we are trying to protect the younsg-
ster, What we did when we passed the hill originally,
we did not amend the child labor law. Our bill was
strietly a bill to allow youngsters to go to fires after the
hour of 11 o'clock. What we failed to do was amend the
child labor law. That is what we are trying to do now
to bring it inte compliance with what you want. As a
matter of fact, this is what we are doing, what you really
want. We are not trying 1o abuse anybody. It was an
oversight, an honest oversight, and I am very sorry that
you are trying to brainwash this body with such ex-
planations. As a matter of fact, we are trying to do
exactly what you want, Mr. Itkin, and T am surprised.

Mr, ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, the last bill that you intro-
duced in this regard that I recall was to have persons of
this age entering burning structures and operating pneu-
matic hoses. I reeall it very well because I made my
maiden speech on that particular issue. It seems to me
that you cannot accomplish what you want through the
aegis of the Department of Labor and Industry. So you
come before this House and Iook to have enacted into law
that which you cannot get responsible people in the De-
partment of Labor and Industry to agree to have done
by regulation.

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to belabor the House any
longer in this regard. Suffice to say I am seriously con-
cerned about the erosion of our health and safety aspects
of our young people in our Commonwealth, particularly
in these areas of public protection. If we cannof get suf-
ficient personnel to operate our fire companies and our
ambulance and our rescue squads, then we ought to go
at least like Reading did and pay some of these people
to work in the most burdensome and most hazardous
times of the day. For us to go into the impressionable
young—angd, sure, I can remember myself as a teenager.
I was very gullible to the suggestions of adults in doing
things and—I suggest to you that I am very concerned
that a lot of our young people could be placed in a lot of
jeopardy for their health and safety if we continue fo go
along this path and pass legislation the type of which you
have sponsored today.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Will the gentleman, Mr. O'Connell, yield to the gentle-
man, Mr, Zeller?

Mr. O'CONNELL. Yes, sir, T will, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, ZELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like
to interrogate Mr. Itkin.

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

Mr. ITKIN, Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr., ZELLER. Mr, Spesker, I am very happy that you
mentioned the fine, fine fire deparitment in the city of
Reading. Are you aware of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that
they have volunteers as well?
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Mr. ITKIN. Yes, I am aware, Mr. Speaker. But they
recognize that there is a need for additional personnel.
They recognize that they cannot get sufficient adult vol-
unteer personnel and have made that judicious decision
that they have to have a paid complement. And I think
that this is some type of realization that many of our
totally volunteer public protection agencies may have to
come io grips with. I would rather see them pay than
to go and to enlist impressionable young people into these
particularly hazardous details. T think that it goes
against the whole tenet of protection of children in our
Commonwealth and I think it is a serious erosion.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, further, have you ever
contacted the fine fire department in Reading to talk to
the chief or any of the officers?

Mr. ITKIN. No, I have not, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ZELLER. I supposed so.

I would like to ask you or inform you that the fine fire
department in Reading 100 percent endorses this move-
ment. So, I do not know why you even brought it up.

All T ask for is an affirmative vote, Thank you.

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

Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
bill. I have been actively involved in the fire company
for a good many years, and we do use the junior firemen
concept. I think that the junior firemen are adequately
protected. They are given training courses. They are not
committed to actually engaging in fire fighting from in-
side. If they are in attendance at a fire, they have to be
in the company of a senior officer, and there is a whole
host of other safety and precautionary measures that are
taken so as to keep these young people protected while
giving them an opportunity to do the thing that they
themselves want to do.

Now as far as this aspect of it is concerned, I am not
really sure, but the problem here lies in the fact that the
municipalities in many instances provide the compensa-
tion and a blanket policy for the volunteers, and because
there have been some accidents in training and that sort
of thing where the junior member may have been hurt
while not even actively participating in a fire, there is a
question here as to whether or not he is eligible for com-
pensation. I think that this provides the vehicle to have
him adequately covered should an injury occur at the time
he was involved in training, and I support the bill and I
think that it is needed.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Columbia, Mr. Shelthamer.

Mr. SHELHAMER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Zeller consent to brief interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman permit himself to
be interrogated?

Mr. ZELLER., Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. SHELHAMER, Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Zel-
ler, T think that I agree with the context of the bill, but
the provision where a teenager is employed and can be
excused from employment by the fire chief—is what you
are really saying—-does that hecessarily excuse the em-
ployer from paying a teenager for the time that he is off?

Mr. ZELILER. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the pay, it
hag nothing to do with the pay. The idea is to get the
voungsiers proper rest. :

We are talking about child -abuse and, if I may answer,

Would

there was an oversight when the original bill went
through to amend the child labor law, and the Depart-
ment of Labor and Industry is very concerned about no
abuse with youngsters. This bill would not allow that
abuse by allowing that youngster off the next day to get
the proper rest. It has nothing to do with his pay.

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

Mr. SHELHAMER. Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

I, too, agree with Mr. Zeller and Mr. O'Connell that it
is a worthwhile bill and should be supported.

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

Mr. GEESEY. Mr. Speaker, I also rise to support the
bill, but I should like all the members to know—and
particularly Mr. Itkin especially—what the workmen’s
compensation Iaw provides. Under the law, a 1B-year-
old can only engage in training, first aid, elean-up serv-
ice at the scene of a fire after it is under control and
coffee-wagon and food services, and that is all. Under
those circumstances I see absolutely no reason why this
bill should not pass with a very heavy “aye” vote.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nerthampton, Mr. Ruggiero.

Mr. RUGGIERO. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to point
out that Mr, Itkin's objections are to the law as it now is,
and the law does restrict the use of junior firemen in
these activities. So, there is really nothing harmful that
is being added by this bill.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lancaster, Mr. Miller,

Mr, M. E. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
this bill and I would comment in regard to the gentleman
from Allegheny making references to these poor little
children, these 18- and 17-year-old tykes, so frail of body.
who serve as junior firemen., And I would like to re-
count for you an example that happened in my own elee~
tion district where one of these little tots, a kid by the
name of Gary Horning, 6 feet 1, 190 pounds, one of the
finest scholastic wrestlers I have ever seen, State finalist,
and another roly-poly little fellow, 17 years of age, 6 feet
4 inches, 230 pounds, Chris Herr, were members of the
Neffsville Volunteer Fire Company as junior firemen.
Now part of their training is this: They have to be train-
ed in not only handling the hose lines and things like that,
but they have to be trained in first aid. And one Satur-
day afternoon in the sleepy little village of Neffsville, a
woman was driving through the fown and she suffered a
heart attack. Her car pulled over into a parking lot.
These two little tots, being very naive and not very versed
in the ways of the world, however, discerned something
was wrong and indeed they investigated. They had just
come from a meeting at the fire house, and Mr. Horning
applied mouth-to-mouth resuscitation to the lady, while
Mr. Herr went to the nearest telephone and called the
ambulance company. She was delivered to the intensive
care unit of the Lancaster General Hospital, where the
doctor said she had indeed suffered a massive heart at-
tack and, had it not been for these two little tykes, she
would have died.

Now, this is a contribution that young people are mak-
ing to voluntary associations, and they do it outf of a com-
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munity spirit and a sense of wanting to belong to their
community. They are not naive. While in age they are
tender, in mind they are well advanced; and in body
many of them are much larger in size than I am.

I support Mr. Zeller’s bill; it is a good bill

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(M. P. Mullen) IN THE CHAIR

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS—184
Abrabsm George Melntyre Scheaffer
Anderson, 3. H. Giammareo MeT.ane Schmitt
Arthurs CGillespie Mebus Schweder
Barber Gillette Menharn Seirica
Bellomind {3leason Milanovich Seltzer
Bennett Gleeron Miller, M. E, Shane
Beren Goodman Milter, M. E., Jr. Shelhamer
Berlin Green Miliiron Shelton
Berson Grieco Miscevich Shuman
Bittle Gring Moehlmann Shupnik
Bracdley Halverson Morris Sirianni
Brandt Hamilton, J. H, Mrkonie Smith, X.
Brunner Hasay Mullen, M. P. Smith, L.
Burns Haskell Mullen Spencer
Butera Hayes. D. 8. Musto Stahl
Caputo Hayes, 8. X. Myers Stapleton
Cessar Hepford Novak Stout
Cimint Hill Nove Taddonio
Cole Hopking 0O'Brien Taylor
Cowell Hutchingon, A. O'Connell Thomas
Crawford Hutchinson, W, O'Keefe Toll
Cumberiland Irvig Ollver Trello
Davies Katz Pancoast Turner
DeMedio Kelly, A. P. Parker, H. 8. Uetynoski
Deverter Kelly, T. B. Perrf Valicentl
Dicarlo Kernick Petrarca Vroon
DiDonato Kistler Pievgky Wagner
Dietz Klingaman Pitts Walgh, T, P,
Dininnl Knepper Polite ‘Wansacz
Dombrowskl Kolter Pratt Weargo
Dorr Kowalyghwn Premnddergast Weldner
Tgyle Kusse Pylos Westerberg
Treibelbis T.aMarca Rappaport Wilson
Eckensberger Laudadio Ravenstahl Wilt, R. W.
Englehart Laughlin Reed Wi, W. W.
Fawcett Lederer Renninger Woidak
Fee Lehr Renwick Worrilow
Fischer Letterman Rhodes Wright
Fisher Levi Richardson Yahner
laherty Lincoln Rieger Zearfosa
Toster, A. Lyach Ritter Zeller
Fryer Mandering Roes Zord
rallagher Manmiller Ruggiero Zwikl
Gallan MeCall Ryan
Garzia McClatchy Saloom Fineman,
Geesey McCue Salvatore Speaker
Geisler MceGinnis

NAYS—1
Ttkin

NOT VOTING—I12

Bonetto Foster. W. Johnson, J. Perry
Cohen Greenfleld MeGraw Whelan
Davis, D. M. Hammock O Donnell Yohn

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.

TRANSPORTATION BILLS ON
THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bhill No. 1231, printer’s No. 1422, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of Environmental
Hesources, with the approval of the Governor, to grant a
license across the Delaware Canal and through the Theo-
dore Roosevelt State Park in the Borough of Morrisville,
Bucks County, for bridge purposes.

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

BILL RECOMMITTED

Mr. IRVIS moved that House bill No. 1231 be recom-
mitted to the Committee on Transportation.
Motion was agreed to.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 2073, printer’s No. 2776, entitled:

An Act amending “The Vehicle Code,” approved April
29, 1959 (P, L. 58, No. 32), adding a definition of “imple-
ment of husbandry”; further providing for exemptions
irom registration, applications for registrations and regis-
tration cards, temporary plates or markers, certain fee
provisions, equipment leasing contracts and authority to

take possession of abandoned vehicles.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

This bill has been 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.

YEAS-—185
Abraham Gillespie McGinnds JScheaffer
Anderson, J. B. Gillette MeIntyre Sehmitt
Arthury Gleason MclLane Schweder
Barber Gleeson Mebus Seirica
Bennett Goodman Menhorn Seltzer
Beren Green Milanovich Shane
Berlin Greenfield Miller, M. E, Shelhamer
Berson Grieco Miller, M. E., Jr. Shelton
Bittle Gring Milliron Shuman
Bradley Halverson Miscevich Shupnik
Brandt Hamtlton, J.H. Moehlmann Siriannt
Brunner Hammock Morris Smfith, E.
Burns Hasay Mrkonfe Smith, L.
Butera Haskell Mullen, M, . Spencer
Caputo Hayes, D. 8, Musto Stahl
Cessar Hayes, S.E. Myers Stapleton
Cimind Hepford Novak Stout
Cole Hil Noye Taddonio
Cowell Hopkina O'Brien Taylor
Crawford Hutchinson, A. O'Connell Thomas
Cumberland Hutchinzon, W. O'Donnell Toll
Davies Irvis O'Keefe Trello
DeMedio Ftkin Oliver ‘Turner
Deverter Katz Pancoast Ustynoski
Dicarlo Kelly, A, P. Parker, H. 8. Valicent]
Dietz Kelly, J.B. Perri Vroon
Dininnd Kernick Petrarca Wagner
Dombrowsid Kistler Pleveky Walsh, T. P.
Dorr Klingaman Pitts Wansacz
Doyle Knepper Polite Wargo
Dreihelbls Kolter Pratt Wetdner
Hekensbherger Kowalyshyn Prendergast Westerberg
Englehart Kusse Pyles Wilson
Fawcett LaMarca Rappaport wWilt, R. W.
Fee Laundadto Ravenstahl Wilt, W. W,
Fischer Laughlin Reed Wojdak
Figher Lederer Renninger Worrilow
Flaherty Lehr Renwick Wright
Foster, A. Letterman Rhodes Yahner
Fryer Levi Richardson Zearfoss
Gallagher Lincoln Rieger Zeller
Gallen Lynch Ritter Zord
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Garsa Manderino Ross Zurik
Geesay Manmiller Ruggiero
CGeisler MecCall Ryan Fineman
George McClatchy Saloom Speaker
Giammareo MeCue Salvatore
NAYS—0

NOT VOTING--12
Bellomini Davis, D. M. Johnson, J. Perry
Bonetto DiDonato MeGraw ‘Whelan
Cohen Foster, W, Mullan Yohn

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,

PROFESSIONAL LICENSURE BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill Neo. 699, printer’s No. 790, entitled:

An Act amending “The Private Detective Act of 1953

approved August 21, 1953 (P. L. 1273, No. 361), permit-
ting certain police officers to apply for licenses.

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

Gallen Lynch Ritter Zorg
Garzia Manderino Ross Zwikl
Geesey Manmilier Ruggiero
Geilsler MceCall Ryan Fineman,
George McClatchy Saloom Speaker
Glammareo McCue
NAYS5—0

NOT VOTING—I13
Bellomini DiDonato MeGraw Shelton
Bonetto Foster, W. O'Donnell Whelan
Cohen Johnson, J Perry Yohn
Davis, D. M.

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.

GAME AND FISHERIES BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1642, printer’s No. 2797, entitled:

An Act amending “The Game Law,” approved June 3,
1937 (P. L. 1225, No. 316), increasing the maximum
amount which may be expended annually by the com-
mission for the payment of bear damage protection or

BRill 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.

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Barber
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berszon
Bittle
Bradley
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Butera
Caputo
Cessar
Cimini
Cole
Cowell
Crawtord
Cumberland
Davies
DeMedio
Deverter
Dlegarlo
Dietz
Tininm
Dombrowsk!
Dorr
Doyle
Drefbelbis
Eckensherger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee
Tischer
Tisher
Flaherty
Foster, A.
Fryer
Gallagher

YEAS—184
Gillesple MeGinnis
Gillette Melntyre
Gleason MecLane
Gleeson Mebus
Goodman Menhorn
Green Milanovich
Greenfleld Miller, M. E,
Grieeo Miller, M. E., Jr.
Gring Miliron
Halverson Miscevich
Hamlilton,J. H. Moehlmann
Hammock Morris
Hasay Mrkonie
Haskell Mullen, M. P.
Hayes, D. 8. Mullen
Hayes, S. E, Musto
Hepford Myers
Hill Novak
Hopkins Noye
Hutchinson, A. O’Brien
Hutehinson, W. O’Connell
Irvis O'Keefe
Ttkin Oliver
Katz Pancoast
Kelw, A. P, Parker, H. 8.
Kellv, T. B, Parri
Kernick Petrarca
Kistler Pievsky
Klingaman Pitts
Kolter Polite
Kowalyshyn Pratt
Knepper Prendergast
Kusse Pyles
LaMarca Rappaport
Laudadio Ravenstahl
Laughlin Reed
Lederer Renninger
Lehr Renwlek
Letterman Rhodes
Levl Richardson
Lincoln Rieger

Salvatore
Scheaffer
Schmitt
Schweder
Seirica
Seltzer
Shane
Shelhamer
Shuman
Shupnik
Sirianni
Smith, .
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonlo
Taylor
Thomas
Toll

Trello
Turner
Ustynoski
Valicenti
Vrooh
Wagner
Walsh, T. P,
Wansacz
Wargo
Weldner
Westerberg
Wiison
WIlt, B. W.
Wilt, W. W
Woidak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Zearfoss
Zeller

bear damage claims.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

This bill has been 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.

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Barber
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Bradiey
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Butera
Caputo
Cessar
Cirmnini

Coie

Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davies
DeMedio
Deverter
Dicarlo
Dietz
Dininni
Dombrowskl
Dorr

Doyle
Dreibelbis
Eckensherger
Englehart
Fawcett

Feae

Fischer

YEAS—181
Giammareo McGinnis
Gillespie Melntyre
Gillette McLane
Gleason Mehus
Gleeson Milanavich
Goodman Miller, M. E.
Green Miller. M. E., Jr.
Greenfleld Milliron
Grieco Miscevich
Gring Moehlmann
Halverson Morris
Hamilton, J.H. Mrkonic
Hasay Mullen, M. P.
Haskell Mullen
Hayes, D. 8. Musto
Hayes. 5. E. Myers
Hepford Novak
Hill Noye
Hopkins O’Brien
Hutchinson, A. O'Connell
Hutchinson, W. O’'Donnell
Irvis O'Keefe
Itkin Oliver
Katz Pancoast
Kelly, A. P. Parker, H. 8.
Kelly, J. B. Perrj
Kistler Petrarca
Klingaman Plevsky
Knepper Pitts
Kolter Polite
Kowalyshyn Pratt
Kusse Prendergast
LaMarca Pyles
Laudadio Rappaport
Laughlin Ravenstahl
Lederer Reed

Scheaffer
Schmitt
Schweder
Scirica
Seltzer
Shane
Shelhamer
Shuman
Shupnik
Sirlanni
Smith, E.
Smith, 1.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonto
Taylor
Thomas
Toll

Trello
Tuimer
Ustynoski
Vallcent!
Vroon
Wagner
Walsh, T. P.
‘Wansacz
Wargo
Weidner
Westerberg
Wilson
Wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W. W,
‘Woldak
Worrilow
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Fisher Lehr Renninger Wright Fisher Lederer Ravenstahl Wright
Flaherty Letterman Renwick Yahner Flaherty Letterman Reed Yahner
Foster, A. Levi Richardson Zearfoss Fryer Levi Renninger Zearfoss
Fryer Lincoin Rieger Zeller Gallagher Line¢oln Renwick Zeller
Gallaghet Lynch Ritter Zord Gallen Lynch Rhodes Zord
Gallen Manderino Ross Zwik] Garzta Manderino Richardson Zwikl
Garzia Manmiller Ruggiero Geesey Manmiller Rieger
Geaesey MeCall Ryan an, Geisler McCall Ritter Fineman,
Gelsler MeClatchy Saloom Speaker | George MeCue Ross Speaker
George McCue Salvatore Giammareo
NAYS—2 NAYS—15
Kernick Menhorn Crawford Hasay Pitts Weldner
Dietz Haskell Shuman Westerberg
NOT VOTING—14 Dorr Lehr Smith, E. Wilt, R. W.
Foster, A. McClatchy Vroon
Bellomini DiDonato McGraw Shelton
Bonetto Foster, W. Perry Wheilan NOT VOTING—I15
Cohen Hammock Rhodes Yohn
Davis, D. M. Johnson, J. Bellomind DiDonato MeGraw Sirjanni
L. . . R . Bonetto Foster, W. O'Donnell Whelan
The majority required by the Constitution having voted| Coren Hammock Perry Yohn
Davis, D. M, Johnson, J. Sheiton

in the affirmative, the question was determined in the
affirmative.

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

TAX BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1036, printer’'s No. 2711, entitled:

An Act amending the “Loecal Tax Collection Law,” ap-
proved May 25, 1945 (P. L. 1050, No. 394}, requiring the
purchase of certain tax collectors” bonds through bidding
procedures,

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been 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.

YEAS—167
Abrahsm Gillespie McGinnis Ruggiero
Andersen,J. H, Gillette Melntyre Ryan
Arthurs Gleason McLane Saloom
Barber (GGleeson Mebus Salvatore
Bennett Goodman Menhorn Scheatler
Beren Green Milanovich Schmitt
Berlin Greenfleld Miller, M. E. Schweder
Berson Grieco Miller, M. E., Jr. Scirica
Bittle Gring Milliron Seltzer
Bradley Halverson Miscevich Shane
Brandt Hamilton, J. H. Mochlmann Shelhamer
Brunner Hayes, D. 8. Morris Shupnik
Burns Hayes, S. E. Mrkonie Smifth, L.
Butera Hepford Mullen, M. P. Spencer
Caputo Hill Mulien Stahl
Cessar Hopkins Musto Stapteton
Cimind Hutchinson, A. Myers Stout
Coie Mutchinson, W. Novak Taddonio
Cowell Irviz Noye Taylor
Cumberland Itkin O’Brien Thomas
Davies Katz O'Connell Tou
DeMedio Kelly, A.P. O'Keefa Trello
Deverter Kelly, . B, Oliver Turner
Dicarlo Kernick Pancoast Ustynoski
Dininni Kistler Parker, H. S. Valicenti
Dombrowskd ¥} jingaman Perri Wagner
Doyle Knepper Petrarca Walsh, T. P.
Dreibelbis Kolter Pievsky Wansacz
Eckensberger Kowalyshyn Polite Wargo
Englehart Kusse Pratt Wilson
Fawcett L.aMarca Prendergast Wilt, W. W.
Tee Laudadio Pyles Wojdak
Fischer Laughlin Rappaport Worrilow

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

affirmative.

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

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1932, printer’'s No. 2713, entitled:

An Act amending “The Local Tax Enabling Act,” ap-
proved December 31, 1965 (P. L. 1257, No. 511), requiring
reports by collectors of certain taxes.

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

RBill was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill hags 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 veas
and nays will now be taken.

YEAS—183

Abraham Gillette Mc¢Lane Scheaffer
Anderson, J. H, Gleason Mebus Schmitt
Arthura Gleeson Menhorn Schweder
Barber Goodman Milanovich Seirica,
Bellomini Green Miller, M, K. Selzer
Beren Greenfleld Miller, M. E., Jr. Shane
Berlin Grieco Milliron Shelhamer
Berson Gring Miscevich Shelton
Bittle Halverson Moehlmann Shuman
Bradley Hamilton,, J, H, Morris Shupnik
Brandt Haskell Mrkonic Sirlanni
Brunner Hayes, D), 8. Mullen Smith, E.
Burns Hayes, 8. £, Mullen, M. P, Smith, L.
Butera Heplord Musto Spencer
Caputo Hin Myers
Cessar Hopkina Novak Stapleton
Cimini Hutchinaon, A. Noye Stout
Cole Hutchinson, W, O'Brien ‘Taddonio
Cowell Irvis O’'Connell Taylor

cawford Ttkin O'Donnell Thormas
Cumberland Katz O'Keefe Toll
Davies Kelly, A p. Oliver Trello
DeMedio Kelly, J. B. Pancoast, Turner
Deverter Kernick Parker, H. S, Ustynoski
Diearlo Kistler Perri Valicenti
Dietz Klingaman Petrarea Vroon
Dininnt Knepper Pievsky ‘Wagner
Dombrowski Kolter Pitts Walsh, T. P.
Dorr Kowalyshyn Polite Wansacz
Doyle Kusse Pratt Wargo
Dreibelbis LaMarea Prendergast Weidner
Eckensberger Laudadio Pyles ‘Westerberg
Englehart Laughlin Rappaport Wilson
Fawcett Lederer Ravenstahl Wit, R. W.
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Fee Lehr Reed Wilt, W, W. YEAS—186
Figscher Letterman Renninger Wojdak
Fisher Levi Renwick Worrilow abraham Glammarco MeGinnis Salvatore
Flaherty Lincoln Rhodes Wright Anderson, J. H. Gilleapie MeIntyre Scheafter
Foster, A. Lynch Richardson Yahner Arthurs Gillette McLane Schmitt
CGallagher Manderino Rieger Zearfoss Barber CGileason Mebus Schweder
Galien Manmiler Ritter Zeller Bellomint Gleeson Menhorn Sciriea
Garzia McCall Ross Zord Hennett Goodman Milanovich Seltzer
Geesey MeClatehy Ruggiero Ziwikd Beren Greentleld Miller, M. E. Shane
Geigler McCl_le Ryan . Berlin Green Milter, M. E., Jr. Shethamer
George MeGinnis Salopm Fineman, RBerson Grieeg Milliren 8helton
Giammarco McIntyre Salvatore Spealcer | Bittle Gring Miscevich Shuman
Gillespie Bradley Halverson Moehlmann Shupnik
Brandt Hamilton, J. H, Morris Sirianni
NAYS—2 Brunner Hasay Mrkonie Smith, .
Burns Haskell Mullen, M. P. Smith, L.
Fryer Hasay Butera Hayes, D. 8. Mullen Spencer
gaputo Hayes, S. X. Musto Stah!
o egEar Hepford Myers Btapleton
NOT VOTING--12 gimml Hili Novak Stout
ole Hopking Noye Taddonio
geme‘te:t gﬂS’S' glﬁ. ?“bn;:’"‘:k', fafﬁ Cowell Hutchingon, A, O’Brien Taylor
CO;: o D1 Oﬂaw 1&’ on, J. ¥ he an Crawford Hutchinson, W. ’Connell Thotnag
chen Foster, W. eGraw ohn Cumberland Irvia O'Donnell Toll
L. . . . . Davies Itkin O'Keefe Trello
. The majf)rlty 'requu'ed by tl'!e Constitution h‘avmg' voted | Gaaredio Kotz Oliver Turner
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the | Deverter Helly, A, P, Pancoast Ustynoski
attimative. pemle  mDS  pwheds v
Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate | Dininni Kistler Petrarca Wagner
for concurrence. Dombrowskl Klingaman Pievsky Walsh, T. P,
Dorr Knepper Pitts Wansacz
Doyle Kolter Patite Wargo
Dreibelbis Howalyshyn Pratt Weldner
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE Eckensberger Kusse Prendergast Westerberg
Englehart LaMarca Pyles Wiltson
. - Faweett Laudadic Rappaport Wilt, R. 'W.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Foe Faughlin Ravenstahl Wit W. W,
gentleman from Mercer, Mr. Bennett. For what purpose | Fischer Lederer Reed Wojdak
fep? Fisher Lehr Renninger Worrilow
does the gentleman rise! ) . . | Fiaherty Letterman Renwick Wright
Mr. BENNETT. I rise to a question of personal privi- | roster, A. Levi Rhodes Yahner
lege. Fryep Lincoln Richardson Zeartoss
. Grallagher Lynch Rieger Lalle:
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state | qajas Manderine Ritter Zeller
it, Garzia Manmiller Rass Zowiky
. . . Geesey MeCall Rugglero
Mr. BENNETT. 1 had a -malfunctlon in my sw1tc¥1, Mr. | Geigter McClatchy Ryan Fineman,
Speaker. Would you be kind enough to vote me in the| George MeCue Saloom Speaker
affirmative on House bill No. 13327 NAYS—0
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's remarks
will be placed on the record. NOT VOTING—11
Bonetto DiDonato Johnson, J, ‘Whelan
Cohen Foster, W McGraw Yohn
APPROPRIATION BILL ON Davis, D.M.  Hammock Perry

THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1089, printer’s No. 1250, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 17, 1974 (No. 107),
entitled “An act amending Title 1 (General Provisions) of
the Consolidated Pennsylvania Statutes, providing for an
official publication of the Consolidated Statutes, adding
provisions relating to unofficial statutory provisions,
changing provisions relating to the correction of errors in
and printing and distribution of statutes, repealing incon-
sistent siatutory provisions and making an appropria-
tion,” changing the amount and extending the period for
the appropriation for the publication of the Consclidated
Statutes,

On the question,
Will the Housge 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 guestion 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

aflirmative.

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

SENATE BILL No. 852 PASSED OVER
TEMPORARILY

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
be passed over temporarily,

Senate bill No. 8§52 will

CONSERVATION BILL ON

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 738, printer’s No. 1604, entitled:

An Act amending the act of April 9, 1928 (P. L. 177,

THIRD CONSIDERATION

No. 173), entitled “The Administrative Code of 1929,”
authorizing members of the General Assembly who are
members of the Environmental Quality Board to desig-
nate member alternates to act in their stead.

On the guestion,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
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SENATE BILL Ne. 738 PASSED OVER

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
minority leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that Senate
bill No. 738 be passed over as I am having amendments
prepared which are controversial.

JUDICIARY BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
bill No. 1699, printer's No. 2677, entitled:

An Act amending “The Controlled Substance, Drug, De-
vice and Cosmetic Act,” approved April 14, 1972 (P. L.
233, No. 64), further providing for a reduction in certain
penalties,

The Chair recognizes the

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

MOTION TO REVERT TO PRIOCR PRINTER'S NUMBER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Rhodes.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a
motion to revert to the prior printer's number.

Mr. Speaker, House bill No. 1699, printer’s No. 2141,
in its original form would have placed Pennsylvania into
the same status as a number of the leading states in the
United States which are moving toward the decriminal-
ization for the possession of a small amount of marijuana.
As specified in our Control Substance Act, that amounts
to 30 grams.

The original printer's number of House bill No. 1699
would have placed Pennsylvania alongside the States of
California, Colorado, Alaska, Maine and Oregon, which
have taken this step—particularly the State of California
—in the last 2 years.

For the benefit of the membership of the House, let
me itry to explain some of the arguments of why we
should return House hill No. 1699 to its original form.

There is a growing sentiment in the United States re-
flected by Federal legislation, by the position of the
National Commission on the use of marijuana, by our
own Pennsylvania Governor's Council on Marijuana and
Drug Abuse, that it is absolutely a top priority that we
decriminalize the possession of marijuana for personal
use of a small amount, and that this be taken from the
criminal statutes and placed into the civil statutes of the
Commonwealth.

The reasons for this are many. Data indicates that in
1974, 70 percent of all drug arrests in the United States
were for the possession of a small amount of marijuan=a.
That meansg that an enormous amount of law-enforcement
time and energy is being expended on the prosecution,
arrests and convictions of people for the possession of a
small amount of marijuana, even though polls indicate
that a vast majority of the American people and of the
State of Penngylvania do not support this crime.

Not only is there a growing number of people in Penn-
sylvania who use marijuana in small amounts, but, more
important, the law-enforcement establishment itself {inds
this an onerous and cumbersome dissipation of their law-
enforcement energies as long as they have on the books—
in any form, summary or misdemeanor form—the crime
of the possession of a small amount of marijuana.

I would like to quote to the House a statement first by
the Centre County Distriet Attorney, Charles Brown. He
said in a formal statement before the Governor's Council
on Drug Abuse:

I am suggesting that use of marijuana not be a
crime: felony, misdemeanor, or summary offense.

. if the legislature of Pennsylvania would de-
criminalize use, possession, and distribution of mari-
huana, law enforcement personnel would gladly
turn their attention to the more serious matters
of crimes against persons and property.

Mrs. Doree Goodman, the director of the Lackawanna
County Commission on Drug and Alcohol Abuse, followed
suit and said:

Pennsylvania should follow the lead of Senators
Javits, Cranston, and Brooks in the U. 5. Senate, and
states such as Oregon and California in decriminaliz-
ing the personal possession of small amounts of mari-
huana and substituting for a criminal penalty a
minimal civil fine.

That is exactly what House bill No. 1699 in its original
form, printer’s No. 2141, would do. In its current form,
you would have the same offense, the same erime. That
is, in the current form it would be $100 maximum fine,
as you would have in the original form. The only dif-
ference is that you retain the stigma of a criminal offense
in the current form, in printer’s No. 2677, which defines
the summary offense. But still it retains the criminal
stigma that a growing number of people in this state,
law-enforcement personnel officials, feel should not be
a part of their responsibilities and should not be a part
of the criminal law of Pennsylvania.

In Pennsylvania we have a growing and serious crime
problem regarding crimes of violence and crimes against
property. As a member of the Governor’s Justice Com-
mission, I can tell you, members of the House, that we
are struggling in Pennsylvania to update and modernize
our law-enforcement efforts, and that is why ihe Criminal
Justice Goals and Standards Committee of Pennsylvania
voted overwhelmingly that we decriminalize the use of a
small amount of marijuana, because this is an unneces-
sary burden on the law-enforcement agencies in this
Commonwealth. Amazing amounts of time and energy
are spent in the arrest, prosecution and conviction, incar-
ceration and fining of individuals who use a small amount
of marijuana. The time has come, ladies and gentlemen
of the House, that we place Pennsylvania alongside Cali-
fornia, Oregon and Alaska and that we eliminate the
crime for the possession of a small amount of marijuana
and make this a civil fine, which would greatly improve
the law-enforcement capability of this state and would
remove forever the stigma which is attached to so many
of our children.

One last word, Mr. Speaker: We have in Pennsylvania
a serioug problem involving juvenile delinquency and
juvenile crime. Later on in the day, we are going to
vote on a bill, House bill No. 852, which has as part of
its main objective, 1o keep young people who fall astray
of the law out of the criminal justice system, because all
data indicates that that is the important thing. We want
yvoung people not to be caught up in the criminal justice
system, because once they get caught up, they get sucked
up, and small crimes lead to larger crimes.
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It is very important that we not take young people in
this state and subject them to the criminal justice system
for the use of marijuana. This i3 a personal problem, a
religious problem and a family problem. It is not a
problem for the criminal law of Pennsylvania,

If you retain the $100 fine element in the ecivil pro-
ceedings, I think that is proper and that is the way the
bill should go. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge the mem-
bers of the House to vote “yes” on the motion to revert
to the prior printer's number, No. 2141.

Thank vou, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Washington, Mr. Fischer,

Mr. FISCHER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I rise in opposition to the motion to revert House bill
No. 1699 to prior printer’s No. 2141. T rise to oppose this
motion for a number of reasons: First of all, I believe the
bill in prior printer’s No. 2141, as has been stated by Mr.
Rhodes, would provide for a so-called civil penaliy for
the possession of a small amount of marijuana. Under
our existing constitutional law and criminal procedure
in this Commonwealth, I do not believe that there is
any effective means by which this type of penalty can
be enforced.

Secondly, it is my opinion that what we are doing here
by attempting to decriminalize the possession of a small
amount of marijuana is really putting the cart before the
horse. Mr. Rhodes has indicated that there are and
have heen a number of states that have tried this ap-
proach. This is correct. But just because a number of
other states may have taken a certain approach does not
necessarily mean that Pennsylvania has to follow suit
And I particularly think that in this area, this dangerous
area of the controls on marijuana, that we should just
not take an approach because other states have done it.

We have heard statistics; we have heard statistics from
the Governor's Drug Council; we have heard statisties
from the recent federal study about the effects, as to
whether the use of marijuana is harmful or not harmful
but we have never really had any thorough determination
as to its adverse effects.

There are a lot of guestions that are unanswered at
this point as to the effects of marijuana. But not only
this, what we are doing by creating a so-called civil
penalty is that unquestionably we are removing one of
the stigmas that we presently have which may deter
some people from using this drug. Now the existing law
and the law that would remain on the books if the prior
printer’s number of the bill were enacted in Pennsylvania
still provides for very serious penalties for dealing in
marijuana in large quantities and possession of marijuana
in large quantities. What I believe the adoption of the
bill under the prior printer’'s number would do would
be to further encourage the use of this substance. But
at the same time we have an anomoly: Where are you
going to get this substance? I do not see anyone propos-
ing legislation that the Commeonwealth is going to he
the dealer of the substance, that we are going to realize
tax revenue from the dealing of this substance. What we
are going to do is unguestionably create a black market
by which many people will be bringing this drug into
the Commonwealth similar to a situation we had ap-
proximately 10 days ago in the western part of the state,
where the drug enforcement administration working to-

gether with law-enforcement officers confiscated almost
one-half ton, or a ton perhaps, of marijuana in a van at
a motel in Monroeville, Now this marijuana was ap-
parently being brought in for sale and distribution in
Penngylvania. By decriminalizing it, we are going to
make a lot of people rich and at the same time we are
going to have no controls, We are going to receive ab-
solutely no revenue from these illegal profits.

So I believe that reverting to the prior printer’s num-
ber would do just this: At the present time, the law-
enforcement people in this state literally have their hands
tied with possession of small amounts. It is foolhardy
for the police to go cut and spend the funds which their
police departments have to arrest a person for an offense
for which the maximum penalty under the existing law
is a maximum of 30 days in jail or a $500 fine.

The district attorney in Philadelphia has by and large
ignored the prosecution of these offenses. In Allegheny
County, our second largest county, over a period from
1974 to 1975, we had approximately 800 cases that did
go through the courts at the taxpayers’ expense for which
the maximum penalty was generally no higher than 30
days probation without verdict and in few instances any
fine.

So unguestionably we have a system now that needs
some revision, because law enforcement is only wasting
money and has its hands tied. But I submit that this re-
vision is net the revision that is contained within the
prior printer’s number, but if we want to revise and if we
want to reduce the penaliies, the revision is the solution
that is contained in the existing printer’s number, 1o
make the possession of a small amount a summary of-
fense, keep the criminal stigma, and give law enforce-
ment a viable means by which they can enforce this
penalty at a reasonable cost—a system similar to issuing
a traffic ticket that you have for traffic violators.

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the membhership
to oppose the motion of Mr. Rhodes to revert the biil 1o
a prior printer’s number.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recegnizes the
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Rhodes,
Mr. RHODES. 1 yield, Mr. Speaker, to Mr. Doyle.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
genileman from Delaware, Mr, Doyle.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to join in the
opposition to the move to revert to the prior printer's
number,

Firstly, the present enforcement provisions for mari-
juana are not in the Crimes Code at all, but they are in
a separate act, the Coentrolled Substance Act.

And the criminal stigma—quote, unquote—that was
used is simply a summary conviction under the present
provisions in this House bill. A summary conviction is
nothing more than going before the distriet justice, the
same as for common drunkenness. And I think in that
wezy, we can keep a handle on it and keep records.

What concerns me is this: Firstly, that we have been-—
ar at least I have heen—receiving literature in the mail
from an outfit, National Organization for Reform of Mari-
juana Laws. This scoreboard as they send has Pennsyl-
vania the target state for 1976. I do not know what they
mean by the target state except to decriminalize it alto-
gether.
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I think that perhaps there might be something more
behind this than just the present bill that we have on the
calendar. If we are logical about it, if we are going to
take out mere possession of a small amount and provide
no offense whatsoever, then what we should do is legalize
the whole thing. If it is not an offense to have a little
bit of it, then it should not be an offense to have or to
sell a little bit of it to others. And I think I would want
to take a hard look at the situation and what is behind
it, This bill as we see it before us reduces if not only fo
a summary offense, but also with the penalties to less
than a summary conviction which is already in our
Crimes Code.

1 can support the preseni legislation as in this bill,
but I would not support it if it were reverted to its prior
printer’s number. It is a question of the summary con-
victions. Even if they are found guilty, they are not
bocked or mugged or f{ingerprinied; a record only is
kepi. I think that is fair enough under the present
eircumsiances of what we know about it,

Thank wvou, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Delaware, Mr, Zearfoss.

Mr, ZEARFOSS. Mr, Speaker, I wonder if Mr. Berson
would consent to interrogation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Berson, agree to interrogation?

Mr. BERSON. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. Mr. Speaker, vou are the primary
sponsor of the bill apparently in the form that it was
intreduced, which would be the form that we would have
the bill in if it were reverted to the prior printer’s num-
ber. Is that correct?

Mr. BERSON. That is correct.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. Mr. Speaker, are you aware if there
are any other civil penalties in our law in Pennsylvania
today?

Mr. BERSON. Not that I am aware of, and I have with
me an amendment which weuld, if this bill is reverted
to a prior printer’s number, have to be inserted in the bill
with some language which would describe how that civil
penalty would be imposed. I have prepared an amend-
ment that, in the event the bill is reverted, would gen-
erally prescribe that the civil penalty would be Imposed
and collected in the same manner as in a summary pro-
ceeding pursuant to the Rules of Criminal Procedure of
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. That would have to
be inserted in the bill to cover that procedure.

Mr. ZEARFOSS. You have just answered all the other
guestions I had.

But if your amendment were not to go in, what would
the appeal procedure be, or let us say the amendment
does go in, what would the appeal procedure be?

Mr. BERSON. It would be the same appeal procedure
that is preseribed by the Supreme Court in matters re-
lated to summary offenses.

Mr. ZEARFOSS, Thank vou, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr, ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, thank you.

I am not trying to be funny, but I would like to wave
the red flag on this one, because, first of all, we hear con-

stantly from the advocates of decriminalizing the use of
marijuana that 70 percent of the arrests are in this area
of small amounts and our police would have more time
to concentrate on the more abusive crimina! problems.
Just consider how misleading and juvenile these remarks
are. To give you an example, by decriminalizing the use
of this drug allows its use openly because small amounts
would allow general smoking, and that is the angle of
those who want to decriminalize it and use it and to those
who push it for profit. So both sides win, the user and
the promoter,

Mr. Rhodes stated that these voung people get, so-
called, “sucked-up” in this being arrested and by becom-
ing criminally listed and ico often start in a field of crime.
Let me explain how it is just the opposite. These young
people are no different from you and me in regard to the
chemical composition of their bodies. T will give you an
example concerning just my wife and 1. 1 can go to the
hespital and I have been there 14 times for operations,
and I will take one little pill before I go to the operating
room and I am gone. I do not even know when they give
me the sodium pentothal; I am out. They can give my
wife one pill, they can give her two pills and she is on
that table and she knows everything that is going on be-
cause her chemical composition is much stronger than
mine. I have what you call a weak resistance. Now
people are different. Therefore, those who use marijuana
fall into this category, according to doctors. I am not a
doctor, but I say that doctors in many articles on it that
I have read and releases published by these doctors, who
are well versed in the field, have said that this is what
happens. Now it has alsao been established hy survey
and study as to the crimes committed by those so-called
petty little uses of marijuana that those who get high
become abrasive, brave, with more courage to commit an
act, and do so in many, many cases. Too, those who be-
come addicted, since they do beeome immune after long
use, have to obtain stronger drugs to be able to support
this so-called feeling of being “cool,” “high,” and ‘“get
with it man.” These people have to have this sort of
stronger drugs. So what they are doing is aiding and
abetting this cause.

Now what are we doing in many cases? If you cannot
live with the so-called “kooks” and the individuals who
want these things, if you cannot live with it and you
cannot stand it, make it legal and it is okay. That is the
way to do it. Make it legal and then you have no prob-
lems. Make everything legal. What do you say we take
all laws and wipe them off the books? Let them do any-
thing they want. Why not? This is what you are in-
viting.

HOUSE BILL No. 1699 RECOMMITTED

Mr, ZELLER. So, I say at this time, let us wave the
red flag. Let us not only not revert to the prior printer’s
number. I would like to move at this time that since
there have been no hearings on this bill—there have been
no hearings on this bill at all is what T have been told—
that this bill be either reported back to the Judiciary Com-
mittee or to the Law and Justice Committee for public
kearings to get this aired by the public who are going
to be affected by it, and their children, and let vs do a
job on this bill. Right now we ought to send it back to
Committee for hearings, and I move so at this time, ear-
marking it for the Law and Justice Committee.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore.
interrupt a minute.

We have another motion before the House which takes
precedence, the motion to recommit offered by Mr. Zel-
ler. At this point, we will discuss Mr. Zeller’s motion to
recommit.

Mr., Turner, may I just

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Bradford,
Mr. Turner, for that purpose.

Mr. TURNER. Mr, Speaker, I oppose the motion to
recommit House bill No. 1699, and is it in proper order
to request interrogation of Mr. Rhodes?

Mr, ZELLER. Mr, Speaker, point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Only in connection with
the recommittal.

Mr. Zeller, will you agree to be interrogated?

Mr. ZELLER. No, Mr. Speaker. The only thing before
the floor now is recommittal, and as far as I know and 1
understand according to the rules, there is no debate on
that.

Mr. TURNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny,
Mr Rhodes.

Mr. RHODES. 1 yield to Mr. Scirica, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. SCIRICA. Mr. Speaker, I would oppose the motion
to recommit the bill at this time. I think all of you have
received a report from the Governor’s Cornmission on
Drug and Alcchol Abuse, which is the most thorough, the
most exhaustive study that I have seen on the question
of decriminalizing marijuana, To send the bill back to
any committee at this titne would not elicit any addi-
ticnal information than has already been made available
to every member of this House.

I think the arguments presented by both sides were
well argued today and I see no reason why we should not
vote on the motion to revert and then vote on the bill.

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

Mr. ZELLER, Mr, Speaker, in my move to recommit
I had earmarked it for the Law and Justice Committee,
and that is what the members would be voting on, unless
that has to be designated by the Speaker, or what?

Can I move under the rules of the House to have it
designated to a certain committee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes.

Mr. ZELLER. And I had mentioned the Law and
Justice Committee.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee? Olkay.

Mr. ZELLER. Yes, the Law and Jusiice Committee.

The Law and Justice

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

Mr. BERSON. I oppose the meotion to recommit, I
think the Report of the Governor’s Council on Drug and
Aleohol Abuse, which was distributed to every member
of this body, has exhaustively considered this subject. It
has collected all the relevant gtatisties and seientific
information. I think we are in a position today to con-
sider the issues before this House—reversion to the prior
printer’s number and final passage.

I would urge the House to face this issue. Get on with

it one way or the other and dispose of the legislation on
the calendar.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, since latitude was given
to Mr. Berson, I would like to say just shortly that since
they referred to the Drug and Alechol Abuse Commission,
I think that—and without being abusive to the adminis-
tration—it has been noted in the past with the work
towards the more liberal area of homosexuals, you name
it, as a matter of fact, the area has been so liberal in
regards to the criminals who have been released, the
criminal activities in this state as to hiring and so forth,
I think it is about time that we give them a message.
And this is why I say, we should recommit it and study
it and let the adminisiration know and the Drug and
Aleohol Abuse Commission know where we stand.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Rhodes.

Mr. RHODES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I really feel that we can dispose of this matter today.
We have all of the information before us. We should not
handle such an important and sertous matter capriciously
and send messages to anybody. This is something the
state has been waiting for. The Judiciary Committee has
diseussed it at length. There is nothing to be gained by
sending it to another committee.

Let us dispose of the malter. There are a number of
amendments to the bill. We can get it done in the next
hour. Let us deal with this today, because we have an
obligation to our constifuents to do that. There is no
reason at all to recommit this bill to any commiitee,
Law and Justice or even Judiciary.

Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

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

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I would support the motion
to recommit to the Law and Justice Committee.

I do not see Mr. Eckensherger on the floor, but I did
discuss it with him. He assured me that public hearings
would be held.

I think that the prime sponsor, Mr. Berson, admits him-
self that it does need corrective amendments to it, 1
think we should hear from the public and the law-
enforcement agencies involved, not just from the Gover-
nor’s Commission. To my knowledge, no public hearings
were held except for the commission. I would support
the motion to recommit.

Thank wou, Mr. Speaker.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. ZELLER
and TURNER and were as follows:

YEAS—126
Abraham Geesey McCall Salvatore
inderson, J. H. George MeceClatchy Scheaffer
Sellomint Glammareo MecCue Schmitt
Bennett Gillespie McIntyre Schweder
Jeriin Gillette McLane Seltzer
Bittle Gleason Mebus Shelhamer
Bradley Goodman Milanovich Shelton
Brandt Grieco Miiler, M. E. Shuman
Brunner Gring Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Burns Halverson Milliron Sirianni
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Cessar Hamilton, J. H. Moehlmann Srnitl';l. E. RULES SUSPENDED T0O CONSIDER BILLS
Cirnind Hayes, D. S. Mullen, M. P. Smith, L.
Cole Hayes, 5. B. Musto Spencer SECOND TIR{E
Crawford Hepford Myers Stahl . . ..
(;umb:;and H;ﬁ’ Ngvak Stout The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the majority
DeMedto Hoplking Noye Taylor leader.
De : Panc ,
Dﬁg’:;]‘:’ ’E;f;ﬁick ;:i};gﬁsﬁs_ ?‘u‘;gﬁs Mr. IRVIS., Mr. Speaker, because of the pressures of
Dietz Kistler Pervi Ustynoski time, I am asking the House to suspend the rules, and I
Dininni Klngaman Pitts Valicenti . :
Lombrowalkd Holter Bolite Vroon move that the rules .be suspended on both Senate bill
INorr owalyshyn Prast Walsh, T. P. No. 1282 and Senate hill No. 1284 so that each bill may be
ayle Kusse Pyles Wangacz considered for the second time today. If that is done,
Eckensherger LaMuarca Reed Weidner . . K . .
Fnelehart Loudadio Renninger Westerberg that will place the bills on third consideration, ready for
Fee Laughlin Renwick Wilt, R. W. a vole tomorrow. 1 so move.
Fischer Lehr Rieger Wilt, W. W.
??:t(f:}' A i:“‘drman gi};ﬁem gzi‘l’e’ﬁ’ The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
+allagher Lincoln Ryan Zord from Allegheny, Mr. Knepper. For what purpose does
Gallen e er Saloem Zwikl the gentleman rise?
’ Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a
NAYS—53 motion to recommit these bills, Mr. Speaker, but prior
Arthurs Haskell Mullen Stapleton to that, T would like to make the members aware—
Barber Huteninson, A, ©'Connell Taddonio The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield?
Beren Hutehinson, W. O'Donneil Toll s . ) .
Berson Trvig O'Meefe Trello The gentleman’s motion is not appropriate at the mo-
Butera Ttkin gliver \‘g’agner ment. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. The mat-
Caputo Kelly, A. P, efrarca argo . .
Coirall cetly 1 B Prendergast Wilson ter' before the House at the moment is on a motion to
Tireibelbia Knepper Rappaport Worrilow waive the rules.
Fawcett Manderino Itavenstahl Wright
Fisher rMeinnis Rhodes Zearfoss On the question,
Flahert; senhorn Richardson . s
CGreen ¥ WMiseevich Rioss Fineman, Will the House agree to the motion?
(‘r_reenﬂeld “orris Seirica Speaker
Hasay Mrkonie Shane The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. TRVIS
NOT VOTING—I18 and MANDERINO and were as follows:
Bonetto Foster, W. Lederer Pievgky S
Cohen Geisler MeGraw Whelan YEAS--153
Diavies Gleeson ' Brien Wojdak :
—— 4 5 Abraham Giammarco Mebus Schmitt
3‘1’]\32“&”‘ ?l:rn;moc.c‘] Perry Yohn Arthura Gillespte Menhorn Schweder
nson, J- Barber Gillette Milanovich Scirica
. - . . . Bellominy (ileeson Milliron Shane
S0 thE': question was determined in the affirmative and| pepnett CGoodman Miseevich Shethamer
the motion was agreed to. E;‘;"“ Green Morras Shelton
N o - e : lin Greenfield Mrkonie Shumun
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is so recommitted. Dersomn Grieco Mullen, M. P. Skupnik
Bittle Gring Mullen Sirannt
f AH Bradley Hasay Musto Smith, E.
THE SPEAKER (Herbert I'ireman) Sranat Hago Myors Smith. L
IN THE CHAIR Brunner Hayes, D. 8, Novak Spencer
. Burns Hili O'Connell Stapleton
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr. | Butera Hopkins O’'Donnell Stout
et Caputo Hutchinson, A. O’Keefe Taddonio
Mullen, very much for ably presiding. Covsar Irvia Oliver Taylor
. . N Cimin{ Itkin Pancoast Toll
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. | cole Kelly, A. P. Parker, H. 8. Trello
Eckensherger. Cowell Kelly, J. B, Petrarca gurner
. Cumberland Kernick Pievsk stynoski
Mr. ECKENSBERGER. Mr. Speaker, in the event that | eMedis Kistler ol Valicenti
the public hearings are held on the bill which was just gicall‘)lowsm ﬁlmgamaﬂ llgrmtd . &affllfflr P
. . . ombro ne 5 alsh, T, F.
recommitted to the Law and Justice Committee, may 1| porr Kon‘;?er p;?:s erens Wmi‘au
request that all of those members who have an interest goyl‘: - gnwalyshyn Rappaport “:;al‘go
; ; inps aithe i reibelbls usse Ravenstahl eidner
in the ;mblxc heaFmga., either with regard to persons who Eckensberger  Laudadio Teed Westerbers
may wish {o testify or places where the hearings should | Englehart Laughlin Renninger Witt, W, W,
b : : : s Fawcett Lederer Renwick Wojdak
be held, to k’mdly contact Mlkf:? Berney in my offmt? 85 [ yoa Letterman Fhodes Worrilow
soon as possible. We waould like to get these hearings| rischer Lincoln Richardson Wright
j i Fisher Lynch Rieger Yahner
g()l{lg right away. Maherty Manderino Hitter Zeller
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Fryer McCall Ross Zord
Galtagher MeClatchy Tuggiero Zwiki
Gallen MceCue Ryan
BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE Garza MeGinnis Saloom Finemsan,
R Geister McIntyre Salvatore Speaker
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority | George McLane Scheaffer
leader.
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, on page 18, I move that NAYS--30
Senate bill No. 1282, printer’s No. 1536, and Senate bill | Anderson, J. B. Halverson Mannulier Seltzer
: i - Crawtord Hamilton. J. H. Miller, M. E. Stahl
No. 1284, printer’s No. 1602, be taken from the table. Dertes Hayes, 8 £, Miller. M. E., Ir. Thomas
. Deverter Hepford Moehimann Vroon
On the question, Dietz Hutchinsnon, W.  Nove Wilson
Will the Houge agree to the motion? Dininn Katz Perri Wilt. R. W.
. Foster A. Lehr Pitis Zearfoss
Motion was agreed to. Cleason Levi
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NOT VOTING—I14
Bonetto Fosier, W. LaMarca Perry
Cohen Geesey MeGraw Whelan
Davis, D. M. Hammock Q’Brien Yohn
DiDaonato Johnson, J.

S0 the question was determined in the affirmative and
the motion was agreed to.

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to second consideration of Senate
bill No. 1284, printer’s No. 1602, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723.
No. 230), entitled, as amended, “Second Class County
Code,” authorizing discounts on taxes.

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

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

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, prior to making a motion
to recommit Senate bill No. 1282 and Senate bill No. 1284,
I would like to acquaint the members of the House with
these two pieces of legislation. I think you wiil see that
they have both only been very recently introduced in
the Senate and. of course, whipped through the Senate
this week rather quickly without much debate and with-
out an opportunity for any reaction on the part of the
members of the Generagl Assembly or the taxpayers of
Allegheny County who are going to be drastically affect-
ed by this legislation.

They might appear on the surface to be rather harmless
bills. They happen fo incidentally only affect, to my
knowledge, Allegheny County, but what they amount to,
Mr. Speaker, are tax increases for every property owner
and every renter in Allegheny County.

In view of recent triennial reassessments of property
in our couniy, many citizens have been zapped with as-
sessment increases that have ranged up to 75 and 80
pereent.  And particularly hard hit among these people
have been thousands and thousands of older citizens who
have struggled to pay off mortgages on their homes and
reside in their communitics and their local neighborhoods,
and they are finding it with great difficulty to even b=
able to afford to pay the increased tax load as it exists
now.

Passage of this legislation would only add salt to the
wounds of these people by, in effect, saying, on top of
the additional taxes you will be paying as a result of
this reassessment, you will also be losing the opportunity
for at lcast 3 percent return for savings on your taxes.

This legislation, incidentally, is not new to this Gen-
eral Assembly. It has not been passed, but it has been
introduced before. In the past 2 and past 4 years, I
have opposed it at that time, as have many others on
both sides of the aisle.

T think many of us from Allegheny County are very
cognizant of the fact that we have one of the most non-
uniform assessment procedures of any county and perhaps
even across this state of any state in the country. And
until such time as we can address ourselves in this Gen-
eral Assembly to some type of a uniform assessment pro-
gram within Allegheny County and the state, one which
will be fair and equal for all pcople on both sides of the
street and not one like we have in Allegheny County

where we assess in many cases only part of a community
one year and three years later the other side of the
street in another part of that same community. I think
it would be premature for us to do anything in terms of
reducing the discount rate on prepayment or early pay-
ment of taxes within the discount pericd until such time
as we have that meaningful type of reform. If a fax
increase is needed in Allegheny County, then 1 think
that decision should rest on the elected commissioners of
Allegheny County, not on the legislature of this state.

Incidentally, T might add that we have two newly elect-
ed county commissioners. One happens to be a Demo-
crat; one happens to bhe a Republican. They both ran
on platforms of cutting the payroll, eliminating unneces-
sary programs, and making county government more
efficient. They are already assured of gelting a tremen-
dous amount of new revenue as a result of the property
reassessments that have already taken place. This par-
ticular legislation would, in effect, grant them another
tax increase without them having to consider or even
be really conscientious about the efforts to further make
the government efficient or to reduce the payrolls as they
have promised. Frankly, I think it is a license to spend
more as opposed to the encouragement which many of us
as citizens of Allegheny County have been led to believe
we could expect from our new county commission to
keep the costs from expanding at, hopefully, other than
just the normal inflationary rate. It is my firm beslief
that the {riennial assessments themselves will bring in
more than sufflicient revenue to malke up for the cost of
inflation.

I have been a supporter in this House of legislation and
the so-called Allegheny County package, as many others
have, to try and equalize what we thought was our fair
share of return of varicus funds from state government,
and I think that was a very credible position for those
of us who supported that from the county to take. Bui
I think it is grossly unfair that we should be called on as
a General Assembly to pass what amounts to a 3-percent
tax increase on the people of our county. Let us have
the onus on the commissioners.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. KNEPPER. On this basis, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to make a motion to recommit Senate bill—I would
like to recommit both of them, Mr. Speaker. Do I have
to make two separate motions?

I would like to make, first, a motion lo recommit Sen-
ate bill No, 1284, printer’s No. 1602,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman understands that his
remarks were out of order but the Chair allowed him to
proceed, and the Chair, in the interest of fairness, will
allow one member with an opposing peoint of view to
speak contrary to your remarks, netwithstanding the fact
that a motion has been put. But after that, we are going
to confine debate to the reasons for or against recom-
mittal,

Mr. KNEPPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. CAPUTO, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

1 was going to ask for the consent of the Iouse to
make a few remarks and answer the statements made by
Mr. Knepper before rigsing to oppose the motion. Since
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the Chair has already allowed me that courtesy, I shall
rroceed.

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing about this bill or either
of these bills that will detract in any way from the onus
placed on the county commissioners. This legislation, if
adopted by this House, would place the onus on the
county commissioners to decide whether they are going
to continue to permit a 5-percent discount for prepayment
of payment of taxes on the current date. The legislation,
if passed, would provide that they may change to a lower
discount rate but not less than 2 percent.

We do not know yet what the county commissioners
will do if we pass this hill. We do know, however, Mr.
Speaker, [rom the facts that this bill was introduced in
the last session with a different board of county com-
missioners, a board that was dominated by two Demo-
cralic members. The history of the present board of
county commissioners ig that it is dominated by iwo
members, but they are not both Democrats. The econtrol-
ling county commissioners constitute one Democrat and
one Republican, and it was at the request of these two
commissioners, joined by the other Democratic commis-
sioner, that this legislation was introduced in the Senate.

It was infroduced bhecause the new hoard of county
commisioners are attempting to curtail expenses to the
extent in Allegheny County that there will be no neces-
sity for a tax increase. They have already cstimated
their budget and the income that they can anticipate,
and, I helieve as of early last week, they are going to
run something like $12 million into the red, mavhe more
than that. T am not sure of the figures. However, they
are making a determined effort to live within the budget
requirements and they are cutting expenses in Allegheny
County.

As to the triennizl assessments, Mr. Speaker, the esti-
mates they have already made are based on assessments
that are in. There will be no increase in revenue on
any new assessments, Tn fact, it is for that very reason
that thase bills are being presented to this House in the
manner in which they are presented. The bills, as we
have indicated, must have aclion today to be in a posi-
tion to roll tomorrow. The House has besn courteous
enough to suspend the rules to permit us to do that. And
T know it is going to be an imposition on several mem-
hers of this legislature to be here tomorrow to vote final-
Iy on these bills, but T have asked for it and people who
support our position have asked for it for the reason that
in order to make these bills effective, they have to be
enacted before March 5 of this year. The proper consti-
tutional advertising has been made, but this has to be
law before March 5 or it will have no force or cffect on
the taxpayers of Allegheny County this year. The vote
cannot be delayed.

Unfortunately, the scheduling for this House calls for
committec meetings next week. We all know that a week
from this coming Friday is March 5. There will be no
opportunities to vote on this legislation until next year
if we do not get it passed this week. Because it ig of
such urgency and because T feel that the members of
this House should be allowed to vote their convictions on
this type of legislation, T obiject and oppose the motion
to recommit.

The SPEAKER. ¥rom this point forward, all speakers
will address themselves to the motion before the House.

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

Mr, MEBUS. Mr. Speaker, I was going to offer a
compromise suggestion to the gentlemen supporting Mr.
Caputo’s motion and let Mr. Enepper handle this thing in
another way, and I cannot very well do that within the
eircumscribed limits that you have established.

The SPEAKER. Say il real fast.

Mr. MEBUS. Okay. I would choose to support Mr.
Caputo’s motion and suggest that the bill be held so Mr.
Knepper could offer an amendment fo the bill which
would say that during the first year they could not
increase the total tax take. In that fashion there would
not be a sudden bonanza for the county commissioners by
enacting this, but I think it does make some sense be-
cause it would bring Allegheny County in line with the

other 66 counties of the Commonwealth insofar as the
2-percent discount is concerned.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr., Knepper,
agreeable?

Mr. ENEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate Mr. Mebus's
suggestion. However, I am not inclined to make any
amendments at this time. [ think the issues are quite
clear and 1 did not intend to respond to Mr. Caputo.
Incidentally, hoth of us have faced this issue before and
we hoth have been in opposition to it before, and 1
appreciate the fact that he has brought out apparently
two sides of the issue,

But I would like to point out to Mr. Mebus that while
there seems to be some concern here as to whether the
county commissioners may or may hot implement this
if it is passed, I think it is rather obvious that they have
built it into their budget for this year or they anticipate
building it into the budget, and that they are very
quickly trying to ram this through the legislature at
a much more rapid speed, for instance, than the school
code and some of the other important picces of legisla-
tion we have attempted to consider. I would have to
stick with my original motion to recommit this hill to
the Local Government Commitiee.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoghizes thc gentleman
from Blair, Mr. Wilt. For what purpose does the gentle-
man rise?

Mr. W. W. WILT. Mr. Speaker, which hill are we
considering, please?

The SPEAKER. We are considering Senate bill Na.
1282,

Mr. W. W. WILT.
Senate bill No. 1284,

The SPEAKER. The motion has been addressed to
Senate bill No. 1284, We are voting on a motion to re-
commit Senate bill No. 1284,

The Chair thanks the gentleman.

Mr. Knepper's motion was for

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. KNEP-
PER and IRVIS and were as follows:

YEAS-—90

Beren Grieco MeClatchy Sirianni
Berlin Gring McCue #mith, B.
Bittle Halverson MeGinnis Smith, L.
Brandt Hamilton, J. H, Mebus Spencer
Burns Hasay Miller, M., E, Stahl
Butera Haskall Miller, M. E.. Jr. Taddonio
Cessar Hayes, D. S. Moehlmann Thomas
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Cimini Hoves, 8, K. Noye Turner
Crawford Hepford O’Connell Ustynoskt
Cumberland Hij} Pancceast Vroon
Davies Honkins Parker, H. S. Wagner
Devorter Hutchinson, W. Perri Welkiner
Dietz Hatz Pitts Weslerberg
Dininni Kelly, J. B. Palite Wilson
Durr Kernick Pyles wiit, B. W.
Faweett Kistler Renninger wilt, W. W,
Fizeher Klingarman Ryan Wright
Fisher Knoepper Salvatore Worrilow
Foster, A, Kusse Scheaffer Yahner
Fryer Lehr Seiriea Zearfoss
Gallen Levi SHeltzer Zeller
Guaegey Lynch Skuman Zord
Crleason Manmiller
NAYS—91

Anraham Gillesple Milanovich Ritter
Arthurs Gillette Milliron Ross
Barber Glecson Mideevich Ruggiero
Bellomind Goodman Morris Saloom
Bennet Green Mrkonic Schrnitt
Berson Greenfield Mulien, M, P, Schweder
Bradley Hutchinson, A. Mullen Shane
Brunner Irvig Mustio Shelton
Caputo Itkin Myars Shupnik
Cole Kelly, A, P. Novak Stapleton
Cowell Kalter Q'Keefe Stout
DeMedio Kowalyshyn Oliver Taylor
T¥carlo LaMarca Petrarca Toll
Daombrowskl Laudadio Plevsky Trello
Doyle Laughlin Pratt Valicenti
Eckunsberger Lederer Prendergast Walsh, T. P.
Lnglehart Letterman Rappaport Wansacz
ee Lincoln Ravenstahl Wargo

labherty Mandering Heed Wojdak
Galingher WMeCall Renwick Zwikl
Gerzia Melatyre TRhodes
Gelsler MceLane Richardson Fineman,
George Menhorn Rieger Speaker
Giamrarco

NOT VOTING—I15

Anderson, J. H, Dreibelbis MeGraw Shelhamer
Banetto Fogter, W. O'Brien Whelan
Cohen Harmmorck O'Donnell Yohn
Dibonate Johnson, J. Perry

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 bill on second considera-

tion?

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

Agreeable to order,

The House proceeded to

second consideration of

Senate bill No. 1282, printer’s No. 1536, entitled:
An Act repealing section 22 act of May 1, 1861 (P, L,

would like to make the same motion on Senate hill No.
1282, printer’s No. 1536, and I would hope thai all those
members who are in their seats and interested in at-
tempting to curb this so-called tax increase on the eiti-
zens of our boroughs, townships and city in Allegheny
County would vote for recommittal of this piece of
legislation, too.

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

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Miss SIRIANNI I rise to a parliamentary incguiry.

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in order but the
taking of the roll

Miss SIRIANNI. It concerns the roll

The SPEAKER. The lady will state it.

Miss SIRIANNI. Could you please tell me, Mr. Speak-
er, what the rules state on the time of keeping the board
open?

The SPEAKER. I think the rules state “a reasonable
length of time.” %A reasconable length of time not to
exceed 10 minutes,” I believe is what the rule says.

Miss SIRIANNI. 1 think you have already made your
10 minutes, Mr. Speaker.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr. ZORD. 1 rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state if,

Mr. ZORD. Mr. Speaker, do these bills require a fiseal
note since there is a possibility that it would incur
greater assefs to the county of Allegheny?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to respond in-
formatively at the moment. Perhaps the gentleman, Mr.
Caputo, after the question is properly put, will return
to this matter and we can get an answer.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. KNEPPER
and MANDERINO and were as follows:

450, No. 424), entitled “An act relating to Allegheny
County,” eliminating the reduction of five per centum
discount for payment of Allegheny County real estate
taxes.

On the question,

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

SENATE BILL No. 1232 RECOMMITTED

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

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, there is no need to re-
peat the reasons for my opposition to this legislation.
Apparently I am going to have an opportunity tomor-
row to debate the bill on the floor of the House, but !

YEAS—92
Anderson, J. H.  Gillespie Lyneh Shuman
Beren Gleason Manmiller Sirianni
Berlin Grieco MeClatchy Smith, E.
Bittle Gring MceCue Smith, L.
Brandt Halverson MeGinnis Spencer
Burnsz Hamilton, J. H, Mehns Staht
Butera Hasay Miller, M. E. Taddonio
Cessar Haskell Miller, M. E., Jr. Thomas
Cimini Hayes, D. S. Moehlmann Turner
Crawford Hayes, 5. E. Noye Ustytoski
Cumberland Hepford O'Connel? Vroon
Davies Hill Pancoast Wagner
Deverter Hopkins Parker, H. S. Weldner
Dietz Hutchinson, W.  Perri Westerberg
Dininnd Katz Pitts Wilson
Dorr Kelly, J. B. Polite Wilt, R. W.
Fawcett Kernick Pyles Wilt, W. W,
Fischer Kistler Renninger Worrilow
Fisher Klingaman Ryan Wright
Toster, A. Knepper Salvatore Yahner
Fryer Kusse Scheaffer Zearfoss
Gallen Lehr Sceirica Zeller
Geesey Levi Seltzer Zord
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NAYS—90 which do affect local government tax revenues do require
Abrah Gillett i ch - a fiscal note.
i seev 085 Ty . .
Artiurs Clecen Noe Rugaiero The SPEAKER. Revenues or expenditures? Is it
Barber Goodman Mrkonie Saloom revenues or expenditures? I seem to reeall it is ex-
Bellomini Green Mullen, M. P. Schmitt dit
Bennett Greenfield Mullen Schweder penditures.
Berson Hutchinson, A. Musto Sganlhe Mr. BUTERA. I am not sure. That is really why 1
Bradley Irvis Myers Shelhamer s . R .
Brunner Itkin Nowalk Shalton am asking the question. I think the r-'ule is broad
Caputo Kelly, A. P. O'Brien Shupnik enough to cover any effect on revenue, either outgo or
Cole Kolter O'Keefe Stapleton income
Cowell Kowalyshyn Oliver Stout * ) X
DeMedio LaMarca Petrarca Taylor The SPEAKER. This only affects the question of ex-
Dicarlo Laudadio Pievsky Toll H : o
Dombrowskd Taughlin Pratt Trello penditures, not revenues, unless there is a losg of rev
Doyle Lederer Prendergast Valicenti enues.
Eckensberger  Letterman Rappaport Walsh, T. P. ] s 4 question
Englehart Lincoln Ravenstahl Wansacz Mr. BUTERA. WelI,_the.n, I guess my .ne)«,t. questio
Fee Manderine Reed Wargo would be: If T read this bill properly, it is fairly clear
Flaherty MeCall Renwick Wajdak that there is going to be a loss of revenue in Alleghen
Gallagher MelIntyre Rhodes Zwikl g : g i . . g s
Garzia MeLane Richardson County should either of the two bills pass, which means
Eeisfer Iﬁ?—lﬁhm‘? " _gigtger Flnemaﬂ,s N then, I think, that a fiscal note would be required?
¢ H Ii i eaker
e rco | Miheoie e P ‘The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman, Mr. Caputo, ad-
vise the Chair?
NOT VOTING—I15 Mr. BUTERA. I am sorry. I mean it would increase
. TA
Bonetto Dreibelbis Johnsen, 3. Perry revenue. There would not be a revenue loss; there would
Cohen Foster, W MeGraw Whelan be a revenue increase. I think, then, that that would
E?I\)nosz‘thBM‘ Hammock O’Dennell Yohn require a fiscal note.

So the question was determined in the affirmative and
the motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The bill is so recommitted.

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

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, the board showed that
we had 92 “yeas” and 90 “nays.” Is that correct?

The SPEAKER. That is correct.

Mr. KNEPPER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. That was the result announced by the
Speaker.

Now the gentleman, Mr. Zord, poses a question to the
gentleman, Mr. Caputo. Does the gentleman, Mr. Caputo,
desire to respond to an inquiry as to whether or not there
i3 any fiscal impact?

Mr. CAPUTO. If I am in order, Mr. Speaker, these
hills would not require a fiscal note. They are merely
enabling legiglation. There is nothing to indicate that
any action will be taken by the county commissioners at
thig time.

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

Mr. STAHL. Would vou clarify your reading of the
roll? You had said that the motion had failed.

The SPEAKER. No. The motion on Senate bill No.
1282 prevailed, not failed.

Mr. STAHL. OQkay. Thank you

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit prevailed hec-
cause the vote was 92 in favor and 90 against.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
leader, For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. BUTERA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will siate it.

Mr. BUTERA. 1 wonder if the Chair could verify for
the House whether Mr. Caputo’s response to Mr. Zord’s
ouestion is accurate, that is, that these bills do not re-
¢uire a fiscal note. 1 believe our rules state that bills

The SPEAKER. The increase in revenue does not re-
quire a fiscal note; only the loss of revenue requires a
fiscal note.

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

Mr. PANCOAST. Mr. Caputo, in giving a reason why
a fiscal note was not required, I believe said that this
was merely enabling legislation, and enabling legislation,
he said, does not need a fiscal note. I think this is an
incorrect statement.

Most of our fiscal notes show two things: actual loss or
increase in revenue; or secondly, potential increase or
loss in revenue. All legislation is in that sense enabling
legislation and does require a fiscal note.

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

Mr. COWELIL. Mr. Speaker, on the question of
whether or not this legislation requires a fiseal note, I
think the intent of that particular rule of the House
that requires fiscal noftes was so that this House would
have a handle on or be able io ascertain what kind of
fiscal ramifications legislation that comes before this
body might have on local government or state govern-
ment.

I think that Mr. Caputo is correct when he says that
this particular legislation on its own merit will have no
ramification whatsoever. It simply provides a little hit
more latitude for local officials, who happen to b2 in
Aliegheny County in this particular case, to act in a
particalar fashion. But on its face, this legislation ifselfl
does not affect either the expenses of Allegheny County
or the income of Allegheny County. 1 therefore would
argue that no fiscal note is required.

The SPEAKER. In order to cut the Gordian knot, the
Chair will decide that there is no fiseal implication re-

.| quiring a fiscal note.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Allegheny,
Mr. Knepper.

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr, Speaker, I will send doewn the
appropriate document to the front, but I would like to
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recansider the vote by which Senate bill No. 1284, print—:l

er’s No. 1602, failed on recommittal.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recongideration motions
on both Senate bill No. 1282 and Senate hill No. 1284,
hoth ways.

The Chair will first present to the House a recon-
sideration motion presented by the gentleman, Mr. Dom-
browski.

For what purpose does the gentleman from Allegheny,
Mr. Caputo, rise?

Mr. CAPUTO. I would like that motion to be con-
gidered after the recess.

The SPEAKER. After the recess?
good strategy.

Mr. CAPUTO, Mr. Speaker, in faet, if you will hold
both of them until after the recess, we may have no
problems.

I think that is

HOUSE BILI No. 1928 AND AMENDMENTS
TAKEN FROM TABLE

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

Mr. DiCARLO. WMr. Speaker, T move that House bill
No. 1928, printer’s No. 2478, along with the amendments,
be taken from the table.

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

Agreeable to order,

The House resumed final! consideration of House bill
No. 1928, printer’s No. 2478, entitled:

An Act amending the “Civil Service Act,” approved
August 5, 1941 (P. L. 752, No. 286), further providing for
provisional appointments.

On the question recurring,

Shall the bill pass finally?

RECONSTIDERATION OF VOTE ON DiCARLO
AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL No. 1928

Mr. DICARLO moved that the vote by which his
amendments to House bill No. 1928 were adopted on
Wednesday, February 25, 1976, be reconsidered.

Mrs. CRAWFORD seconded the motion.

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

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN

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

Mr. DIiCARLO. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the amend-
ments.

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

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

The gquestion is, Shall the bill pass finally?

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

Mrs. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, T am withdrawing my
ohjections to this amendment at this time, because I plan
to draw up a resolution to instruct this House—

The SPEAKER. Will the lady permit an interruption?

The amendment has been withdrawn., Are you with-
drawing your objection to the bill rather than to the
amendment?

Mrs. CRAWFORD. To the bill

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the lady.

Mrs. CRAWFORD. Because of the fact that I bhelieve
the whole Civil Service Act needs to be looked at. I
think that the only way this can be done is if a com-
mittee of the House will undertake this task, and I am
going to be drawing up a resolution in order to accom-
plish this.

QUESTION OF INFORMATION

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

Mr. ITKIN. 1 rise to a question of information.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ITKIN. T would like to know what the status of
the bill is in terms of what it contains now.

The SPEAKER. The hbill is as it appears in prinfer’s
No. 2478,

Mr. ITKIN. So the only thing is that the 6 months’
additional period has been deleted?

Mr. DIiCARLQO. That is right, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. TTKIN. But now, at the end of 12 months, a
person who is a provisional employe would become a
bona fide regular employe if the Civil Service Commis-
sion took no action? Is that correct?

Mr. DICARLO. Yes, Mr. Speaker. We went back to
the original language which was the way the House
State Government Committee had unanimously passed
the bill out of committee,

Mr. ITKIN. T see. So, in other words, it is even mak-
ing it easier now for a provisional employe to become a
regular employe because the time period in which the
Civil Service Commission has te act has been reducecd
by 6 months with the withdrawal of the amendment. TIs
that correct?

Mr. DIiCARLQ. No, if is not, Mr. Speaker. It is not
making it easier for anybody; it is doing what we antici-
pate doing. ¥ is saying that within the 1-yvear period
the Civil Service Commission shall indeed provide an
examination for those individuals who are provisional
employes. If they do not, they will retain their status as
a permanent employe.

Mpr, ITKIN. Thank you.

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS—145
Abraham Geesay Lynch Ritter
Artnurs Geisler Manderino Ross
Barber George McCall Rugglero
Bellomini Giammareo McCue Saloom
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Bennett Gillespie MeGinnis Scheaffer Anderson, J.H. Giammarce MceCue Salvatore
Beren Gillette MeIntyre Schmitt Arthurs Gillespie MeGinnis Scheaffer
Berlin Gleason McLane Schweder Barbher Gillette MclIntyre Schmitt
Bersen Gleeson Menhorn Scirica Belloming Gleasen McLane Schweder
Bittle Goodman Milanovich SBhane Bennett Gleeson Menhorn Scirica
Hradley Green Miller, M. E, Shelhamer Beren Goodman Milanovieh Seltzer
Brandt Greenfield Milier, M. E., JT. Shelton Berlin Green Miller, M. E. Shane
Brunner Grieco Milliron Shupnik Rerson Greenfleld Miller, M. E., Jr. Shethamer
Burns Gring Miscevich Sirianmi Bittle Grieco Miiliron Shuman
Butera Halverson Morris Smith, L. Bradley Gring Miscevich Shupnik
Caputo Haskell Mrkonte Spencer Erandt Halverson Moehlmann Sirianni
Cessar Hayes, D. S. Mullen, M. P. Stapleton Brunner Hamilton, J. H. Morris Smith, E.
Cimini Hayes, 8. E. Mullen Stout Burns Hasay Mrkonic Smuth, L.
Cole Hepford Musto Taddonio Butera Haskell Mullen, M. P. Spencer
Cowell Hill Myers Taylor Caputo Hayes, D. 8. Mullen Stahl]
Crawiord Hopkins Novak Toll Cessar Hayes, S. BE. Musto Stapleton
DeMedio Hutchinson, A. O’Brien Trello Cimini Hepford Mpyets Stout
Deverter Hutchinson, W.  O’Connell Turner Cole Hiil Novak Taddonio
Dicarlo Irvas O'Donnell Ustynoski Cowell Hopkins Noye Taylor
Dininny Kelly, A. P, O'Kaefe Vallcenti Crawford Hutehinson, A. O’'Brien Thomas
Tombrowskl Kelly, J. B, Oliver Walsh, T. P Cumberland Hutchinson, W. 0O’Connell Taoll
Doyle Kernick Parker, H. S. ‘Wansacz Davies Trvis O'Donnell Trello
Dreibelbis Kistler Petrarca Wargo DeMedio Itkin O’Keefe Turner
Eckensbherger Knepper Pievsky Wilson Deverter Katz Oliver Ustynoski
Englehart Koiter Pratt Wajdak Dicario Kelly, A. P. Pancoast Valicenti
Fawcett Kowalyshyn Prendergast Worrilow Dietz Kelly, f. B. Parker, H. S. Vroon
Fee LaMarca Pyles Yahner Dininmd Kerniek Perri ‘Wagner
Fischer Laudadie Rappaport Zeller Dombrowskil Kistler Petrarca Walsh, T. P.
Fisher Laughlin Ravenstahl Zwikl Dorr Klingaman Plevsky Wansacz
Flaherty Lederer Reed Doyle Knepper Pitts Wargoe
Gallagher Letterman Renwick Fineman, Dreibelbis Kolter Polite Weldner
Gallen Levi Richardson Speaker | Eckensbherger Kowalyshyn Pratt Westerberg
Garzia Lincoin Rieger Englehart Kusse Prendergast Wilson
Fawcett LaMarcea Pyles Wilt, B. W
NAYS—38 Fee Laudadio Rappaport wilt, W. w.
Fischer Laughlin Ravenstahl Worrilow
Anderson, J. H. Katz Perr| Thomas Fisher Lederer Reed Wright
Cumberiand Klingaman Pitts Vroon Flaherty Lehr Renninger Yahner
Davies Kusse Polite Wagner Foster, A. Letterman Renwick Zearfoss
Dietz Lehr Renninger Weidner Fryer Levi Richardson Zeller
Darr Manmiller Ryan Westerberg Gallagher Lincoln Rieger Zord
Foster, A, McClatchy Salvatore Wilt, R. W. Gallen Lynech Ritter Zwiki
Fryer Mebus Shuman Wilt, W. W. Garzia Manderino Ross
Hamilton, J. H. Moehlmann Smith, E. Zearfoss Geesey Manmiller Ruggiero Fineman,
Hasay Noye Stahl Zord Geisler McCall Ryan Bpeaker
Itkin Pancoast
NAYS—0
NOT VOTING—I14
Bonetto Foster. W. Perry Whelan NOT VOTING—13
Cohen Hammock Rhodes Wright
Davis, D. M. Johnson, J. Seltzer Yohn Bornetto Foster, W. Mebus Whelan
DiDonate MeGraw Cohen Hammock Parry Wojdak
Davis, In. M, Johnson, J. Rhodes Yohn
DiDonato McGraw Shelton

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

affirmative.

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

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

affirmative.

QOrdered, That the clerk return the same to the Senate

MILITARY AND VETERANS AFFAIRS BILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 401, printer’s No. 627, entitled:

An Act amending the act of July 18, 1968 (P. L. 405,
No. 183}, entitled “Vietnam Conflict Veterans’ Compensa-
tion Aect,” further providing for persons missing in action
who are not declared dead or captured and extending the
deadline for applications.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

Bill was agreed to.

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

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

YEAS—182

Abraham George McClatchy Saloom

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

HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 126 ADOPTED

Mr. ZWIKL called up HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 126,
printer’s No. 1931, entitled:

House urging the Federal Interagency Task Force on
Inadvertent Modification of the Stratosphere to continue

to study the possible ill effects of fluorocarbon propel-
lants on the atmosphere and on human beings.

On the question,
Will the House adopt the resoclution?

The yeas and nays were required by Mr. ZWIKL and
Mrs. KELLY and were as follows:

YEAS—-183
Abraham Giammareo MeGinnis Salvatore
Anderson, J, H, Glllesple McIntyre Scheaffer
Arthurs Gillette McLane Schmitt
Barber Gleason Mebus Schweder
Bellomint Gleeson Menhorn Seirica
Rennett Goodman Milanovich Seltzer
Eeren Green Miller, M. E. Shane
Berlin Greenfield Miller, M. E., Jr. Shelhamer
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Berson
Rittle
Bradley
Brandt
Srunnar
Burns
Butera
Caputo
Cessar
Cimini
Cola
Cowell
Crawford
Cumberland
Davies
TeMedio
Deverter
Tearlo
Dietz
Dininni
Dombrowskt
Dorr
Dovle
Dreibelbls
Eckensberger
FEnglehart
Fawcett
Fee
Fischer
Fisher
Maherty
Foster, A,
Fryer
Callagher
Crallen
Garzla
Geesey
Gelsler
George

Bonetto
Cohen

Davig, DL M.
DiDonato

Grieco Milliron
Gring Miscevich
Halverson Mopchlmann
Hamllton, J. H, Morris
Hasay Mrkonic
Haslkcell Mullen, M. P.
Hayes, D. S, Mullen
Hayes, 8. E, Musto
Hepford Myers
Hill Novak
Topking Noye
Hutchinson, A. O'Brien
Hutchinson, W, O'Connell
Trvis O’Donnell
Ttkin O’Keefe
Katz Oliver
Kelly, A, P. Pancoast
Kelly, T. B. Parker, H. 8.
Kerniek Perri
Histler Petrarea
Klingaman Pievsky
Knepper Pitts
Kolter Polite
Kowalyshyn Pratt
Kusse Prendergast
Laudadio Pyles
Laughlin Rappaport
Lederer Ravenstaht
wehr Reed
Levi Renninger
Letterman Renwirk
Lincoln Richardson
Lynch Rieger
Manderino Ritter
Manmdiller Ross
MeCall Ruggiero
McClatehy Ryan
McCue Saloom
NAYS—0

NOT VOTING—14

Foster, W.
Hammock
Johnson, J.
LaMarca

MceGraw

Perry
Rhodes

Shelton
Shuman
Shupnik
Sirianmni
Smith, E.
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonie
Taylor
Thomas
Toll

Frello
Turner
Ustynoski
Valicenti
Vroon
Wagner
Walsh. T. P.
Wansacz
Wargo
Weildner
Westerberg
Wilson
Wilt, R. W.
Wilt, W. W.
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Zearfoss
Zeller
Zord
Zwikl

Figernan,
Speaker

Whelan
Wojdak
Yohn

So the guestion was determined in the affirmative and

the resolution was adopted.

HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 186 ADOPTED

Mr. IRVIS called up HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 186,
printer’s No. 2499, entitled:
General Assembly urging the Legislative Reference

Bureau to make all determinations regarding slip laws
and the distribution of by the Department of General

Services.

On the question,

Will the House adopt the resolution?

Resolution was adopted.

HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 196 ADOPTED
Mr. IRVIS called up HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 196,

printer’s No. 2705, entitled:

Directing Joint State Government Commission to study
law governing the State Workmen’s Insurance Fund.

On the question,

Will the House adopt the resolution?

Resolution was adopted,

RECOGNITION DEFERRED

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority

leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the minority

leader. I believe he asked at a prior time for interroga-
tien. After that, I would ask the Chair to recognize me,

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Mr. Rappaport, consent to interrogation?

Mr. BUTERA, Mr, Speaker, I have spoken to Mr. Rap-
paport and there is no need to go through the interroga-
tion procedure. I am going to ask some questions and he
is going to make a statement.

STATEMENT BY MINORITY LEADER

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the mincrity
leader,

Mr., BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, this morning’s Philadel-
phia Inquirer carried a story which is entitled, “House
Plans Hearings on City Tax Bill.” It is upon that subject
that T want to address some brief remarks and have re-
quested that Mr. Rappaport do likewise.

At the outset T want to make it clear that I am discour-
aged that I have to read about these plans, the plans for
hearings, in the newspaper. And partieularly T am dis~
couraged that everyone else involved direetly and in-
directly in this question, on this side at least, also learned
of the plans of Mr. Rappaport's hearings by way of the
newspaper. That is not the way to conduet business.
But I do not want to take up the time of this House in
making that kind of a compiaint because I suppose it is
irrelevant to most people, but very relevant to me.

When the question first arcse that Philadelphia was
going to have to come to the legislature for authority to
increase local taxes in the middle of the present fiscal
year, I called for a situation which would provide this
House, who ultimately has to make the decision, with
all of the facts surrounding the request and that they be
made available publicly prior to our consideration of any
such enabling legislation. That was in early January, as
1 recall.

I am pleased, on the one hand, that there are going to
be public hearings on this gquestion, but I am concerned
as to the process by which those hearings are going to be
scheduled.

I have several fears. The first fear is that this particu-
lar question will be treated as a Philadelphia gquestion
rather than a Pennsylvania question, Those of us who
have served in this House for 3, 4, or 5 terms know that
in each state budget in recent years there have been spe-
cial considerations—at least requested, if not made—in
behalf of the city of Philadelphia. That alone should be
sufficient indication that this problem is not just a ques-
tion which has to be resolved among the various politieal
forces in the city of Philadelphia but rather has a very
direct bearing on the rest of the state. There are com-
munities other than Philadelphia which are in similar
binds in this particular year and at this particular moment,
where communities have found themselves in deficit sit-
uations, one of those communities heing in my legislative
district.

A second fear, larger than the first, is that the situation
in the Philadelphia city government is worse than we
have been told to date hy, I believe, just one communica-
tion from the mayor of Philadelphia to each member of
the House.

We must have, before we make any conclusion, a com-
plete revelation of the facts surrounding the fiseal condi-
tion of Philadelphia now, as of July 1 of this vear, and in
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the immediate future. If we fail to golicit and demand
that kind of information prior to putting the current fire
out, we will be derelict in our duties. We do not want
to have this legislature placed in a similar situation as
that which has occurred in the New York state legislature,
where a similar problem existed last year. If we treat
the subject matter as a state problem and attempt to avoid
a recurrence of the problem in the future, our chances of
avoiding being placed in a very bad position, such as the
New York state legislature was, are better.

The scope of the problem then becomes very important
and vital to the deliberations on the guestion, should the
Senate pass the bills over to the House. Only after we
understand the magnitude of the problem and those di-
rectly responsible for the problem and set the record
straight, can we discuss the situation; only then can we
discuss alternatives to the mayor of Philadelphia’s sug-
destion; only then can we discuss compromise.

What I do not want to have happen, and what I want
the gentleman to assure this House will not happen, is
that we will go through the motions of having public
hearings in Philadelphia and then ecome to Harrishurg
and attempt {o make some kind of a deal to pass these
taxes which ignores the bhasic question which could be-
come a crisis, not only for Philadelphia in the immediate
future but for the entire Commonwealth.

None of us in this House, I do not think, know the full
extent of the deal between Mayor Rizzo and Governor
Shapp. I do not think that any of us really want to know
about that, because I hope that none of us approve of it.
We have got to make certain that that particular personal
arrangement does not inferfere with the duties of those of
us on this floor to treat the Philadelphia tax question on
its merits. Likewise, I do not think that we should per-
mit the issue to become one which has a solution, a simple
solution, of merely attracting suburban Philadelphia Re-
publican and Democratic votes for the city fax package
in return for a reduction or a limit upon the amount of tax
which nonresidents pay in Philadelphia.

That may very well, and probably will, hecome a part
of the discussions on this subject, but it should not be the
only issue discussed as we debate the request of the city
of Philadelphia to permit the city council to increage
taxes in that city. We have had enough legislation and
there is enough public coverage in the press of political
deals among personalities, Let us not fall into that rut
on this particular question.

Finally, T would hope that the gentleman would not
restrict the hearings which he is holding to Representa-
tives in this House who happen to be from Philadelphia.
1 suggest, if that is the trend of the hearings, that he will
be, and those in favor of the Philadelphia tax package
will be, defeated. This issue is much broader than that.
The people invelved in the issue have got to have interests
beyond the city of Philadelphia, and it iz in that vein
that I have asked the gentleman to make certain assur-
ances to this House.

STATEMENT BY MR, RAPPAPORT

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, Speaker, I thank the minority leader for his state-
ments, I think, aside from the political ones at the be-
ginning, that his points are very well taken and I would

hope that he will continue to play that role as this prob-
Iem gets discussed further.

He has referred to New York. I am not unmindful of
the very important and responsible role that was played
there by the Republican majority leader of the state Sen-
ate, Senator Anderson, who is, I believe, from Bingham-
ton, in the whole New York problem. He indeed played a
very important and responsible role in the solving of that
problem.

I would like to assure the gentleman that at least—and
I do not speak for the other members of the committee
because I have not discussed it with them, but for myself
—I do not come to these hearings with any preconceived
notions. The only public statement that I have made was
made last week when I still had four people running
against me—I now have two—when I said that I person-
aily probably could not support the package as it now
stands, so that far from any consideration being given,
we are going to look at this on its merits.

I would further assure the gentleman that the commit-
tee is requesting the business and financial leadership in
the city of Philadelphia to come and make their views
known. We have said to the city of Philadelphia—and
these are my exact words, and I was quoted in the news-
papers—“City, you are making an extraordinary request.
You are going to have to make out a case. We suggest
strongly that you send down the people to testify who
you think will be able to do that job.”

I am informed at the present time that they expect the
director of finance, Mr. Moak, will be their leadoff wit-
ness. They have not informed me as to anyone else.

We have invited Mr. Klenk, the city controller, to tes-
tify. I might say, for those of my friends from upstate,
that Mr. Klenk has not exactly been an ally of the mayor:
in fact, he has been extremely critical of the mayor and
has, indeed, refused to certify some of the bond pros-
pectuses that have been put out in the last year and has
put on footnotes disagreeing with the figures of the city.

We have invited the president or the chairman of the
board of several of the leading banks in Philadelphia
which deal in Philadelphia municipals and we are await-
ing now their acceptances, although I think we are going
to receive them from those whom we have invited, We
have already received the acceptance to speak of the
president of Standard & Poor’s, the national bond rating
agency, We are inviting the superintendent of the Phila-
delphia School District, because it is impossible to talk
about city finances without talking about school district
finances. We are inviting the heads of the municipal
labor unions, both city and school district. I do not know
the exact status of the city employes’ negotiations. I do
not know if their contract is up this year, but I do know
the teachers’ contract is up this year. I think next year
we get the city again and policemen and firemen under
Act 111,

We have an acceptance from the Chamber of Com-
merce and from one or two other groups of this same
type, We have an acceptance from two of the leading
economists in the -city of Philadelphia—Dr. Beriram
Zumeta, who was an economist with the First Pennsyl-
vania Bank; and Dr. Anita Summers, who works with the
Federal Reserve Bank, who has just completed a very
fine study on the future of employment in the city of
Philadelphia over the next 20 years and who wrote a very
fine study on the financial and educational problems of
our school district several years age.
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Let me also assure the minority leader that I, for one,
do not intend to permit this to be made into a political
forum, and I serve notice now that this will not be per-
mitted. We have already had several requests from var-
ious people running for the legislature in various areas,
both city and suburbs, to speak, and we do not intend to
permit any candidates to come up and use this as a foerum,
regardless of party or other ideological background.
Legislators in this House will have a chance when we
debate the bills to express their views here.

On Wednesday and Thursday of next week, we will be
available and we will =it all day and half the night, if
necessary, to permit any and all citizen groups who wish
to be heard to come and speak. Anyone wishing fo be
heard should contact Joseph McLaughlin at the House
press office, who is keeping the list and will make up
the list of those who intend to appear.

T must say to the House that unfortunately we do not
have a location nailed down as yvet. It will be in center
city Philadelphia. The State Building does not have ade-
quate facilities, and because we will be running for 4
days and for various other reasons, we will not use City
Hall.

Now as to the first part of the minority leader’s re-
marks, on February 11, 1976, the Speaker of this House
issued a press release which stated as follows, inter alia:
“T am giving notice to the mayor now, however, that his
legislative programs will not be accepted unquestioningly
in Harrisburg. House leaders will oppose any proposals
that are without merit. Furthermore, the Pennsylvania
House of Representatives will provide no direct help te
the city until we have held public hearings and explored
his revenue needs and spending policies in detail.” Then
the Speaker went on to say that it would be a rather
difficult persuasion job.

Mr. Speaker, I view the requests by the city of Philadel-
phia to be extraordinary in nature, as T have said earlicr.
T am mindful of the precedent it sets for other munieipali-
ties in this Commonwealth and I think it must be studied
in great detail. I have said to the city officials with whom
I have discussed this—Mr. Moak and Mr. Davis, his de-
puty, who represents the city in Harrisburg among his
other duties—that they are going to have to make a very
convincing case and that the scope of our hearings is not
going to be limited to what kind of tax or how much we
should enact, if we indeed should do it, but the entire
issue of the city’s fiscal management must be brought
forward and that cther people are going to be discussing
it,

I forgot to mention that the Pennsylvania Economy
League is going to come in and testify, and they have
just completed a rather fine study on the wage rates of
city employes.

The entire issue is going to be open and we would hope
that the discussions that we will have and the information
we will receive will be of help to this entire House.

I regret that I have as yet not had time to issue any
formal notifications to anyone. The letters to many peo-
ple are in fact sitting on my desk now ready to go out,
but they have not yet gone out.

I will say at this point, though, that, of course, each
member of the Urban Affairs Committee, not just the sub-
committee members, will be welcome at the hearings. I
intend to extend an invitation to every member of this
House to come to the hearings, and not only the House
members but the Senators as well because T do not think

they are going to complete action on this package this
week.

We also intend to invite to speak the members of city
council because they, in essence, are the ones who will
have to enact this tax program. Al we can do is give
them the authorization.

Those of us who have been here for a few years will
remember that about 4 or 5 years ago we passed an over-
the~bar tax for the benefit of the Philadelphia School
District only to see it vetoed by the mayor—Mayor Tate—
and then the veto not overridden; sustained by council.
I, for one—and again I am speaking just for myself at this
point—would like to have some very definite assurances
from the members of council that they are going to enact
taxes before this House spends a lot of time debating a
bill which may not be used.

Mr. Speaker, I will be happy to answer any gquestions
of any members of the House.

The SPEAKER.,
leader,

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, T am a bit shocked that the
gentleman has gone as far as he has in his invitation list,
et cetera, without telling anybody else what he had in
mind. I think the groups that the gentleman has already
invited are properly invited, but 1 would hope that we
are not setting some kind of precedent here on matters
such as this, that we deal this closely to the vest without
a full disclosure to those people so directly involved.

T read the Speaker’s news releagse in the newspaper of
February 11 and have been waiting for, I guess, what we
found out today. Now vou give us a week’s notice. TFor-
tunately, this appeared in the paper so that we got the
weelk’s notice. I do not know what would have happened
if it had not gotten into the paper. So that process is
wrong, and I would like to voice that I think it is wrong
and T hope that it does not recur.

There are two unanswered questions. First, who is on
the committee? Is it an ad hoc commitiee? Ts it part of
the Urban Affairs Committee or the subcommittee under
the Urban Affairs Committee which the gentleman heads?
Who i1s permitted to participate? Is it going to be ruled
somehow—I do not know how—that only those members
of that particular subcommittee or of that committee or
that ad hoc committee are going to be permitted to par-
ticipate actively in the questioning and the seeking of
information? Is this side going to be permitted to he
involved? That is the first area of inquiry which I think
must be explained thoroughly.

Secondly, there is a growing concern among taxpayers
in this country that politicians be held more accountable
for the statements and utterances which they make dur-
ing campaigns which later on they are not able to fulfill.
Now in this particular issue, it occurs to me that a month
or two prior to our communication from the city officialg
we were told that there was no need for tax increases in
the city of Philadelphia for some length of time, in the
foreseeable future. I do not remember exactly how de-
finitive those statements were made. But I think every-
body who went to the polls in November was very certain
that at least the city officials said there was going to be
no call for new taxes.

I suggest to the gentleman that, if it is possible, he
place city officials who testify on this issue under oath
so that we are certain that we are getting the facts this
time versus those which the people received during the

The Chair recognizes the minority
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last election. You ought to seriously consider that, and I
think the people would thank you for it.

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. DMr. Speaker, I believe that the gen-
tleman’s remarks were cast in the form of questions and
I would ask leave to answer them at this point.

I am delighted that the minority leader agrees that the
people whom we have already invited are the proper
people who should be invited by a committee holding
these types of hearings. If the gentleman has any other—

Mr. BUTERA. Would the gentleman yield for just a
second?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. It would be my pleasure, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. BUTERA. I think you left one person cut of your

invited guests.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. 1 will be happy to invite him.

Mr, BUTERA. Yes, and I think that if you do not in-
vite the mayor, you are making a mistake.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I have invited the city
to send whoever they feel will be helpful in making their
case. I think that the gentleman’s point is well taken,
and I am sure that he will have a lot to say on the fleor
of thiz House if there is a tax package, if the mayor does
not appear. That is the risk that the city officials are run-
ning, and I have pointed that out to them.

If the gentleman or any other person concerned in these
hearings feels that anyone else should be invited, I would
suggest that they give me the name of that person or
that organization, and I shall be only too happy to invite
them.

As to the makeup of the committee, the Urban Affairs
Committee is a standing committee of this House. The
chairman is the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo.
As I understand what happened, although I was not pres-
ent, the Speaker informed Mr. Caputo that in the event
the hills came over from the Senate to the House, it was
hig then intention to refer them to the Committee on
Urban Affairs—and I would stand corrected if that is not
accurate-—and that he hoped that, in order to expedite
things, Mr., Caputo would call hearings immediately.

Mr. Caputo discussed the matter with me since I am
chairman of the Subcommittee on First Class Cities. And
since on that committee the people from Piitsburgh tend
to take a greater interest in matters affecting second class
cities and people from Philadelphia take a greater in-
terest in matters affecting first class cities, he felt that
it was that subcommittee that should have the responsi-
bility for the hearings. That is how my name came up
on the duty roster to hold these hearings. And I use that
in the literal sense, that I look on it as just that kind of
job; it was my turn for KP this week.

The minority leader spoke about putting some witnesses
under oath. I would say to the minority leader that that
is a good suggestion. I, however, would point out to him
that the former city controller of the city of New York,
who is presently the mayor of that city, is presently
under criminal investigation by the Securities and Ex-
change Commission—as are the firms of Salomon Broth-
ers, Merrill Lynch, and Chase Manhattan Bank, among
others—for fraud under the Securities Act of 1334 in the
issuance of the New York City securities that came out
right before the pseudodefault that they have had up
there.

I personally raised those issues during the hearings of
the Business and Commerce Committee on the problems
of the Housing Finance Agency which we papered over
last week., I questioned a representative of Salomon
Brothers on that very point,

I would further say that the city officials are very well
aware of it. The city controller has informed me that it
is for that reason that he has refused to certify the pros-
pectuses and has, indeed, footnoted them.

I would say that any public statement made by the
finance director, whether or not under oath, makes him
liable in that developing area of the law. He is very
conscious of it, I know, and I am very conscious of if.

Ag far as defending the mayor’s record fiscally, I would
remind the minority leader that last fall I was not de-
fending his record; I was atiacking it. Therefore, I was
as skeptical and am as skeptical as the minority leader.
And, indeed, my name appeared in the Daily News sev-
eral weeks ago as being one of those members of this
House who would probably vote against the mayor’s fax
package,

However, I view our responsibility in this hearing as
obtaining all of the facts from as many people who can
give them to us—hence, the invitation list—and then
making these available to the House and letting the chips
fall where they may.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I will be happy to answer
any other questions that other members might have. I
sce several members on their feet.

STATEMENT BY HME. RICHARDSON

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know
whether or not I would be in order to make some remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I was informed yes-
terday that I am going to be a member of this committee
to investigate the tax situation in the city of Philadelphia,
and from that contact yesterday I did learn that we are
going to hold some hearings.

I feel that it needs to be made quite clear that I feel
very personal about the situation in the city of Philadel-
phia and that I have been contacted by many to inves-
tigate this matter. In fact, I have a resolution in, House
resolution No. 198, which calls for an immediate investiga-
tion of this matter by a bipartisan committee, a special
committee to investigate the tax situation in Philadelphia.

However, since I do sit on the Urban Affairs Committee
of the House of Representatives, I feel that it is impera-
tive that I take the steps and role to certainly act in the
matter fo deal wilth the present situation.

T would like those on both sides of the aisle of the House
to know that I am not going to be a part of any charade,
that T am not going to be a part of any whitewash of this
situation in the city of Philadelphia, and that certainly if
I am going to serve as a member on this particular com-
mittee, that I am going to do everything in my power
to make sure that we get to the truth and the honesty of
this situation so that we will be able to report it back to
the members of this House.

I feel it is important, however, that a couple of things
that the minority leader spoke to need to be addressed. I
think that in response to the statement that I am going
to make, there will be some questions that will come out
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of that that I feel I need to ask the chairman of the sub-

commitiee.

One is whether or not the members of the committee
have the right to ask that all members be sworn when
they come to the podium to testify. Two, I feel that it is
imperative that we do so, but I think that we should set
some kind of procedures hefore we get underway. Three,
I feet that it is also imperative that the chief executive of
the city, who has certainly been invelved in this whole
tax situation, be invited without question-—that I have no
hesitancy about saying that he ought {o be there. Four, I
point to the fact that there has been citywide corruption
in the whole management of taxes and the whole manage-
ment of funds in the city of Philadelphia, and it behooves
us to recognize that we have a responsibility to the citi-
zens of Philadelphia and also to the citizens of Pennsyl-
vania.

I would hope thal we could be assured that with this
type of investigation—so many times we have seen the
types of things that have occurred which have just
turned into an overall witch-hunt without any direction
And I feel that there are certain persons, not only in
the black community but in the white community, whe
should definitely be invited.

1 feel that if 4 days of hearings are not enough, it
should be stated now that we shall hold more hearings
if necessary. Sometimes 4 days might nmot be enough
when you are talking about a very serious matter. The
number of persons that I have talked to do not coms
from the banking area, do not come from the bond area
but come from the general community, and certainly
there is interest there because it affects a lot of home-
owners, It affects those citizens of the city of Philadel
phia who have to live there every day, and T do fee
that that is something that has to be taken into con-
sideration.

1 recognize that there has been a tentative agenda thal
has been made out, but I feel that if we are going to hr
open and abovebcard and honest, all of this informatior
should be laid upon the table. And since we are dis-
cussing it, I feel that this is an excellent time to discuse
this matter.

Relative to my last point, T would like to know whether
or not the committee will also have the right to subpoens
power to subpoena records, deeds, documents, and any-
thing else that is necessary in order to complete our
investigation, and that we not resort to liberalism in
relationship to specifically coming out and getting to
the reason why all of a sudden the chief executive of
the city feels that now, in 1976, we need a tax increase
Most people in the ¢ity of Philadelphia who did come out
and vote for him and support him in the election were
under the impression that he was not going to raise
taxes. But as soon as he was sworn in, he turn-ccated
on the people and showed the people his true colors by
proposing a tax increase.

I feel that if this commitliee is gerious, I am going to
continue to stick with it and then bring back to this
House, along with the chairman of the committee, our
findings, But if at any time T see that it is wavering
away from the prineiple that it is set out to do, waver-
ing away from the responsibilities that it is supposed to
do, then I will make every effort and attempt to bring
it back to the floor of this House to allow the membher:
to make some decision. But I do not feel that we can

arbitrarily make decisions without hearing f{rom the pezo-
ple first about a sitnation that is golng to invelve many
and thousands of lives,

I feel that if anyone feels that they are just going to
superimpose a tax on the city of Philadelphia without a
rumble, they are sadly mistaken. There definitely will
be a rumble. I definitely will be rumbling against any
tax inerease and I feel that we should make that very
clear now.

I think that when you talk about the kinds of taxes
that have been spoken about by the mayor, there is cer-
tainly something wrong somewhere, and I feel that the
invegtigation is the correct route.

I would just hope that the members of this House who
are interested and are certainly concerned about those
kinds of fiscal matters would also make sure—wherever
the meeting is going to he held, whenever the place is
so clarified or siluated—that we have members join us
and also have the members contact their constituency to
check it out, to observe and watch themselves to find
out where this whole investigation is going, and I think
they need to raise objections if they feel that it is
IFoing in a shaky manner.

In my closing remarks, Mr. Speaker, I would just like
to say that I feel this is certainly a strong and personal
type of matter that cannot be put under the table and
:annot be something that we turn our backs to, because
when you talk about the kind of increase of 29.3, which
is going to put many homeowners out in the sireets,
ind you talk about the added taxes that are going to be
illed in other areag, you are talking about making not
nly blacks and poor people but all the citizens of the
2ity of Philadelphia suffer to a great degree, and it is
:oing to be impossible for them to maintain not only
iving cuarters but to maintain existence for itheir own
survival, And I feel that that is what we have fo be
concerned about—the survival of the city of Philadelphia
at this present time relative to the tax situation.

I thank the Chair and the members of the House for
their indulgence.

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I welcome the re-
marks of our colleague, Mr. Richardson. I thought that
I had made it very clear, but apparently I did not, that
avery member of this House is invited to participate in
‘he hearings. Naturally, in precedence in asking of ques-
tions, the members of the commitiee will come first, but
then I intend to recognize any member who is present
who wants to be recognized.

I have also already extended a very informal invitation
to the members of the Senate Committee on Urban Af-
fairs, and 1 intend to make that a formal invitation. And
they will be recognized also.

I further welcome the remarks of Mr. Richardson
which in other words repeated my own in today’s paper,
that this must be neither a whitewash nor a witch-hunt
but a search for the truth of what is going on in Phila-
delphia. I really do not know what it is and T am rather
curious to find out just what the facts are,

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE (Sherman L. Hill)
IN THE CHAIR
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Washington, Mr. Fischer.

Mr. FISCHER. 1 rise to ask if Mr. Rappaport would
stand for further interrogation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport, consent to interrogation?

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, some earlier remarks by
the minority leader asked you whether these hearings
would be extended further than just the city of Phila-
delphia, and he indicated that a portion of his legislative
district, one of his municipalities, has similar problems.
This is true for a great many people, and it is true in
the case of the city of Washington, for example, in the
western part of the state.

I am wondering then if you intend to extend these
4-day hearings in Philadelphia to other areas of the
state. I realize that your committee is primarily con-
cerned with cities of the first class, but I think that this
problem is one of great magnitude right now that all of
us have concerns with and all of us will have to deal
with and vote for and be a part of the decision that is
made. So I would like to know, do you intend to extend
your hearings into other areas of the state? And,
specifically, do you intend to give everybody throughout
this Commonwealth an opportunity, whether they be a
persen of the particular backgrounds that you talked
about or, as I think, the general public who should have
every opportunity to participate in discussions on thig?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I am probably as
well aware of the problems of the municipalities through-
out this state as any member in this House, and I am
aware that the problems being faced by the city are the
problems that are being faced by any urban area in thig
Commonwealth regardless of size.

Again we look to New York, because that is the ex-
treme of everything. The city of Yonkers, which is a
suburh of New York, barely averted default last week
The problem, however, is that the city officials now tell
us—and I have no faects with which to contradiet them:
I would hope as a result of the hearings next week I will
have enough facts to discuss this issue intelligently—
that this present authorization that they are receiving is
essential to balance the budget for this year and is es-
sential to the immediate cash-flow problems of the city
of Philadelphia.

The city officials will not use the word “default” I
will. I think that is what is at stake right now from
what T know now. I may change my mind next week. I
do not have enough facts.

I think that this issue is of such immediacy that we
must deal with this Philadelphia problem immediately.
I might say to the gentleman, however, Mr. Speaker.
that several months ago I requested the Department of
Community Affairs to draw up legislation for introdue-
tion which would handle the problems of default of any
munijzcipality and set up a procedure to handle it, similar
to the New York procedures. Unfortunately, T have not
yet received a draft of legislation from that department.

It is not our present intention to hold hearings through-
out the state. The gentleman, Mr. Richardson, asked
whether these hearings would possibly be extended, 1
think we will have fo make that decision next week, after

we see what happens. I am not precluding that. I am
just saying that this is a matter of some urgency, which
is the only reason why these hearings are being held
before we even get the bills from the Senate. We usually
wait for the bills to come over from the Senate before we
do anything, But the matter is of some urgency.

I understand the problems the gentleman is raising, but
I do not think we can address ourselves to them at this
particular moment. All the bill does is request permis-
gion for cities of the first class to do one thing right
now, and that is what we will be addressing ourselves to.

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, you spoke of the urgency
of the situation in the city of Philadelphia. I can assure
you, Mr. Speaker, that the city of Philadelphia is not
the only community in Pennsylvania with urgent problems.
In the municipality that I represent, in the city of
Washington, there are critical problems right now that
have affected their budget dramatically and affected the
employes of that community and many aspects of ser-
vice that the municipality delivers fo that particular
area. I then am concerned about your problem, but I
am also hoping that this investigation will be extended
further into Pennsylvania and that you will provide
opportunities for officials of cities like Washington to
participate in discussions like this.

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

Mr. KATZ, Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to interrogate the gentleman from Phila-
delphia, Mr. Rappaport, on a couple of questions, and
then I would like to make a statement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport, consent to interrogation?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, it is always my plea-
sure to respond to the gentleman, Mr. Katz.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, would you please inform the
House as to how many members will be on this com-
mittee?

Mr., RAPPAPORT. They are the regular members of
the subcommittee., I really do not know exactly how
many there are. I know it is in the Legislative Directory.

Mr. KATZ. TIs it not so that there are three members
from the majority and two from the minority, I helieve?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. I do not helieve that is aeccurate.
{ do not know the answer to that question, however,

Mr. KATZ. You being the chairman, would you please
find out and I will wait?

Mr. RAPPAPORT., Mr. Speaker, the information is
available to the gentleman in any calendar on any mem-
her's desk, and I suggest that he consult it.

Mr. KATZ. Okay.

Mr. Speaker, are you geing to take testimony wunder
oath from the city officials?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. That will be up to the commitiee
to determine when we start the hearings on Monday.

Mr. KATZ., May I ask you why the minority was not
informed, being that I am the minority chairman of cities
of the first class, which to you, excuse me, Mr. Speaker,
may not mean a thing but to me means something? Why
was I not informed and why do I have to read about it
in the paper?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, the majority mem-
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bers of the committee have not yet been officially in-
formed,
Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, a point of information.
Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man from Allegheny, Mr. Caputo.

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

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, this matter was taken up
at the regular meeting of the Urban Affairs Committee a
week ago, and all members of the committee were noti-
fied of the hearings contemplated to be held in Phila-
delphia beginning Monday. 1 have not had a chance to
discuss with Mr. Rappaport the makeup of the com-
mittee, but it was announced to the members of the
Urban Affairs Committee that every member of that
committee, majority and minority, would be conducting
the hearings in Philadelphia.

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

Mr. KATZ, Mr. Speaker, would I be in order to make
a statement?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in order.

Mr, KATZ. 1 would appreciate the attention of the
members of the House.

I listened to the debate, and the minority leader raises
a very good question. You seem to have invited everyone
from the city of Philadelphia to speak except the captain
of the ship, except the mayor of Philadelphia, the man
who ran in 1971 and promised no taxes and the man who
ran again and promised no tax increases.

I feel that if the mayor of Philadelphia does not come
before this House to present his case for Philadelphia,
that the meetings really do not mean a thing with ILennox
L. Meak or whomever else you invite. The mayor has
been invited to speak to KYW for the past 2 weeks. He
refuses to address himself before KYW. I personally will
invite the mayor if you do not want to invite the mayor.
But I think the leadoff witness in the city of Philadelphia
should be the number one citizen, and that is the mayor
of Philadelphia.

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

Mr, RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I seem to be cast by
the gentleman in a rather unfamiliar role. He would
assume that I am a defender of the mayor of Philadelphia.
I would assure the gentleman that I am rather high on
the mayor’s list, and it is not the good list; it is the other
list that we talk about.

I, however, conceive my obligations as chairman of
these hearings to afford the city of Philadelphia the op-
portunity to make its case in any way it wants to make
it. If the gentleman and the minority leader feel that it
is impossible for the city to make its case without the
presence of the mayor, I am sure they will have every
opportunity to comment upon that on the floor of this
House when the package—if it comes out on the floor—
will be up for votes.

As 1 said four times previously, I have said to the
appropriate city officials, you send down everybody that
you think is necessary, but you have to understand that
you have got to make out a case. And it may very well
be that a number of members will think that the case
cannot be made out without the mayor being present.

That is the risk of nonpersuasion which is being run by
the city.

I think the gentleman’s remarks would be better ad-
dressed to the mayor and I would hope that he would urge
the mayor to appear before our committee. I would as-
sure the gentleman—I will be finished in a moment; be
patient—that should the mayor desire to appear, he will
be welcome and be treated with the respect due the
mayor of the city. He is the mayor. I did not support
him for that position, but he did win the election. And
he will be given every opportunity to make his case, and
the gentleman from the northeast will be given every
opportunity to interrogate him.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, I have one further question I
would like to ask of Mr. Rappaport.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr. Rappaport, consent to inferrogation?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may pro-
ceed.

Mr. KATZ, Mr. Speaker, as chairman of this eommitiee
to investigate the financial problems of the c¢ity of Phila-
delphia, did you or did you not at this time invite the
mayor of Philadelphia to speak?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, I have invited no spe-
cific officials of the city of Philadelphia. I have invited
the city to send such city officials as they think are ncces-
sary to make out the city’s case. That is the responsibility
of the city. If the gentleman wants the mayor, I would
suggest that he make his position clear. He has the op-
portunity now to do so. If the gentleman wants to say
that he will vote for nothing unless the mayor appears,
that is his privilege.

Mr. KATZ. Mr. Speaker, I would like the gentleman
to answer the gquestion directly and not walk away from
the microphone. He is going to be the chairman of this
committee. I want to know if he intends to invite the
mayor, yes or no. That is all T want to know.

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, the answer is no, be-
cause I have invited no specific officials in the executive
branch of the city of Philadelphia. That is the sixth {ime
I have said that. I have invited the city to send such offi-
cials as they think are necessary. That is not my decision
to make, The city must make out its case, and it is up
to the city to send whom they want. If they do not send
the people whom we think will convince us, it is our
privilege to vote againgt the legislation.

Mr. KATZ. Did you invite Lennox Moak?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. No.

Mr. KATZ. Did you not say he was the leadoff wit-
ness?

Mr. RAPPAPORT. The city has already informed me
that Mr. Moak will be one of their witnesses.

Mr. KATZ, Mr. Speaker-—and I will not belabor the
House—once again in order to really understand the prob-
lems of the city of Philadelphia and what we are heing
asked to do, I think the House has to understand that
there is a little more than $80 million that is involved
here, There is 380 million to balance this year’s fiscal
bhudget, and then come July 1, not only will the city he
looking for money but so will the Philadelphia School
Board.
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It would seem to me that you are talking of figures in
excess of or close to $250 million upon the people of Phila-
delphia, and once again I would like the mayor to know
from the floor of this House that if he iz going to rTun
the city of Philadelphia, he has an obligation, an obliga-
tion ag the number one citizen, to 1ell the people of Phila-
delphia why he needs all this tax money. He should be
the leadoff witness, and if he has been offered an oppor-
tunity by KYW and he has been offered by other groups,
I say he should come forward, out of the second floor of
city hall, and tell the public, because he was mandated into
office in 1975 by one of the largest majorities that a mayor
ever received in the city of Philadelphia. It is his obliga-
tion to do so, and T am going to write him and ask him
to be the leadoff witness.

Thank you.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE
ON HOUSE BILIL No. 826

Mr. ECKENSBERGER presented the report of the Com-
mittee of Conference on House bill No, 826.

The SPRAKER pro tempore. The report will be laid
over far printing under the rules.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE
ON HOUSE BILL No. 749

Mr. RHODES presented the report of the Committee of
Conference on House bill No. 749.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be laid
over for printing under the rules.

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES
HOUSE BILL No. 1350 By Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON

An Act amending the “Unfair Insurance Practices Act,”
approved July 22, 1874 (No, 205), further providing for
unfair methods of competition and unfair or deceptive
acts or practices.

Reported from Committee on Consutner Protection.

HOUSE BILL No. 2053 (Amended}
By Mr. A, K. HUTCHINSON

An Act amending “The Insurance Company Law of
1921, approved May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682, No. 284), author-
izing investments in interest bearing deposils and savings
accounts and certificates of deposit and providing for
limitations thereon.

Reported from Committee on Consumer Protection.

HOUSE BILL No. 2061 {Amended)
By Mr, A. K. HUTCHINSON

An Act amending the “Insurance Company Law of
1921, approved May 17, 1921 (P. L. 682, No. 284), extend-
ing certain restrictions regarding the investment of capi-
tal, surplus, ete.

Reported from Committee on Consumer Protection.

HOUSE BILL NMo. 2084 (Amended)
By Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON

An Act amending “The Insurance Company Law of
1921,” approved May 17, 1921 (P. L. €82, No. 284), mak-
ing workmen’s compensation insurance a separate under-
writing power and providing for capital stock and other
finanecial requirements to write such insurance.

Reported from Committee on Consumer Protection.

REMARKS DEFERRED

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

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

I would like to defer until there are more members in
the House. It would be appreciated if I could offer this
resolution on the return from the recess.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will honor the
request.

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
majority leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, T request a recess of this House until 2:30
p.m. I would at thig time like to announce a Democratic
caucus which will concern itself with the judges’ pay in-
crease bill. We will be caucusing at 1:45, and I would
suggest to the Democratic members that those of you who
wish to discuss this matter with the representatives of
the bench, make yourselves available in the caizcuse cham-
ber at 1:45. Those representatives will be present.

We shall return to the floor at 2:30. I anticipate that
we shall take up the judges’ pay increase bill at that time
and the child welfare bill at that time. I will be pre-
pared, I hope, to advise you then whether or not a session
will be necessary tomorrow.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

A recess until 2:30, please.

The Chair recognizes the

REPUBLICAN CAUCUS

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

Mr, O’CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to an-
nounce a Republican caucus at 2 pm. It will be tre-
mendously important. Be sure that we have as many
members there as we can possibly get. We have a very
important issue to discuss.

HOUSE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED
TO COMMITTEES

By Messrs. GREENFIELD, GIAMMARCO and
PIEVSKY HOUSE BILL No. 2166

An Act amending the “Liguor Code,” approved April 12,
1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), providing temporarily for the sale
of liquor and malt or brewed beverages by the glass, open
bottle or other container at outdoor facilities in cities of
the first class.

Referred to Committee on Liguor Control.

By Messrs. LEDERER, McINTYRE, O'KEEFE,
STAPLETON, GTAMMARCO, GREENFIELD and
SALVATORE HOUSE BILL No. 2167

An Act amending the act of July 19, 1917 (P. L. 1117,
No. 378), entitled “An act providing for the establishment,
in cities of the first class, of a house or houses of deten-
tion for witnesses and untried prisoners; for the commit-
ment of such prisoners and witnesses thereto: and for the
payment of the cost of establishing and maintaining the
same by the county wherein said cities are situated,” pro-
viding for frequency of meetings of board of managers at
the house of detention.

Referred to Committee on Law and Justice.
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By Messrs. LEDERER, O’KEEFE, STAPLETON,
GIAMMARCO, GREENFIELD and SALVATORE
HOUSE BILL No. 2168

An Act amending the act of April 14, 1835 (P. L. 232,
No. 140), entitled “A supplement to the act entitled An
act to provide for the erection of a new prison and a
debtors’ apartment within the city and county of Phila-
delphia, and for the sale of the county prison in Walnut
street in said city,” providing for frequency of meetings
at the prison.

Referred to Committee on Law and Justice.

By Messrs, LEDERER, McINTYRE, O'KEEFE,
STAPLETON, GIAMMARCO, GREENFIELD and
SALVATORE HOUSE BILL No. 2169

An Act amending the “Second Class County Code," ap-

proved July 28, 1953 (P. L. 723, No. 230), providing for
frequency of meetings of prison boards at the prisons.

Referred to Committee on Law and Justice.

By Messrs, TRELLO, ABRAHAM, SCHMITT,
FINEMAN, IRVIS, MANDERINO, Mrs. GILLETTE,
Mr. ROSS, Mrs. TOLL, Messrs, COHEN,
STAPLETON, GREEN, TAYLOR, McCALL,
JOHNSON, PERRY, BERLIN, BELLOMINI,
WOJIDAK, PIEVSKY, MORRIS, OLIVER,
GILLESPIE, O'KEEFE, GIAMMARCO, GLEESON,
HAMMOCK and ITKIN HOUSE BILL Na. 2170

An Act regulating contracts for health spa services and
membership and prescribing remedies and penalties,

Referred to Committee on Consumer Protection.

By Messrs. ABRAHAM, TRELLO, SCHMITT,
FINEMAN, IRVIS, MANDERINO, Mrs. TOLL,
Messrs, COHEN, STAPLETON, ROSS, TAYLOR,
MORRIS, GLEESON, OLIVER, O'KEEFE,
GIAMMARCO, McCALL, JOHNSON, PERRY,
BERLIN, GILLESPIE, BELLOMINI, PIEVSKY,
HAMMOCK and ITKIN HOUSE BILL No. 2171

An Act regulating contracts for future personal services
and prescribing penalties.

Referred to Committee on Consumer Protection.

By Messrs. FINEMAN, IRVIS, MANDERINO,
ENGLEHART, BUTERA, RYAN, PARKER, BERLIN,
REED, BENNETT, Mrs. TOLL, Messrs. MEBUS,
WOJDAK and PRENDERGAST

HOUSE BILL No. 2172

An Act creating and establishing the Legislative Office
for Research Liaison; providing for its functions and
duties, and creating the Legislative Committee for Re-
search Liaison and the University Committee for Re-
search Liaison; providing for the membership of each
such committee, prescribing the powers, functions and
duties of each such committee, and making an appropria-
tion.

Referred to Committee on Federal-State Relations,
By Messrs. D. S, HAYES, BELLOMINI, LETTERMAN,

DOMBROWSKI and HOPKINS
HOUSE BILL No. 2173

An Act repealing the act of October 10, 1974 (P. L. 705,
No. 235), known as the “Lethal Weapons Training Act.”

Referred to Committee on Law and Justice.

By Messrs. D. 8. HAYES, HOPKINS, BELLOMINI and
DOMBROWSKI HOUSE BILL No. 2174

An Act amending “The Adrainistrative Code of 1929,”
approved April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175}, creating the
Department on Aging and prescribing its functions, pow-
ers and duties.

Referred to Committee on State Government.

By Messrs. D. S. HAYES, HOPKINS, BELLOMINI and
DOMBROWSKI HOUSE BILL No. 2175
An Act authorizing loans equal to unpaid taxes on real

estate of certain corporations located in school districts,
and making an appropriation.

Referred to Committee on Appropriations.

By Messrs. SALVATORE and PERRI
HOUSE BILL No. 2176

An Act requiring interest to be paid to all professional
sports’ season ticket deposits.

Referred to Committee on Business and Commerce.

By Messrs. HEPFORD, KOWALYSHYN, LEHR,
MANMILLER, Miss SIRTIANNI, Messrs. THOMAS,
ZELLER, SCHEAFFER, ANDERSON, GRIECO and
GEESEY HOUSE BILL No. 2177

An Act regulating the housing of juvenile delinquents

and providing for the termination of certain contracts for
their care and supervision.

Referred to Commitiee on Law and Justice,
By Messrs. LAUDADIO, LAUGHLIN, MANDERINQO,

LINCOCLN, IRVIS and FINEMAN
HOUSE BILL No. 2178

An Act amending “The Land and Water Conservation
and Reclamation Act,” approved January 19, 1968 (P. L.
090, No. 443), redesignating funds for siream pollution
from mine damage to prevention of surface subsidence
and extinguishment of mine fires.

Referred to Committee on Conservation.

HOUSE BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER

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

HOUSE BILL No. 847

An Act amending the act of July 31, 1968 (P. L. 769, No.
240), entitled “Commonwealth Documents Law,” provid-
ing for certain certifications by the Legislative Reference
Bureau,

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

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now declares a
recess until 2:30 p.m.

AFTER RECESS

The time of recess having expired, the House was call-
ed to order.

THE SPEAKER (Herbert Fineman)
IN THE CHAIR

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
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from York, Mr. Dorr.
man rise?

Mr, DORR, I rise to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is
awfully hot in here, and some other members have said
the same thing. May we remove our coats this afternoon?

The SPEAKER, The members are privileged to remove
their jackets if they are unable to bear the heat of the
House.

RECONSIDERATION OF VOTE ON MOTION
TO RECOMMIT SENATE BILL No. 1282

Mr. DOMBROWSKI moved that the vote by which
SENATE BILL No. 1282 was recommitted to the Com-
mittee on Local Government on this day be reconsidered.

Mr. CAPUTO seconded the motion,

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

On the gquestion recurring,
Will the House agree to the motion to recommit?

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

Mr. CAPUTO. Will the Speaker please clear the board
so we can get the question posed properly?

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I think there seems tc
be some confusion as to what is going on here, and I
think Mr. Caputo and I could probably clear it up on a
brief interrogation.

The SPEAKER. Will the clerk clear the board and
wiil the members take their seats? Will the members
hreak off all conversation now?

A motion was made to reconsider the vote by which
Senate bill No. 1232 was recormnmitted, The motion to
reconsider prevailed, and the question now recurs on the
motion originally made by the gentleman, Mr. Knepper,
to recommit Senate hill No. 1282,

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Alle-
gheny, Mr, Caputo.

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, before the Chair poses
that question, I think that we may have an agreement
that the motion made on Senate bill No, 1284 which was
suceessful—I may be wrong on the number-—and resulted
in the recommittal of that hill is the one that we would
like to call up for reconsideration first.

The SPEAKER. The meotion on Senate bill No. 1284
to reeommit did not prevail.

Mr. CAPUTO. Then on Senate bill No. 1282

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit on Senate
hill No. 1282 prevailed.

Mr. CAPUTCO. Then I ask, Mr. Speaker, in that event
for a ‘no” vote on Mr., Knepper's motion.

.

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

Mr. KNEPPER. I would like to interrogate the gentle-
man, Mr. Caputo, if I could.

The SPEAKER. Is the interrogation on the motion of
recommittal?

Mr. KNEPPER. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

For what purpose does the gentle-

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I would like you just to
tell us why we might bring this bill back out on the floor.

Mr. CAPUTO. Mr. Speaker, in answer to Mr. Knep-
per’s interrogation, we have worked something out with
the county law department back in Pittsburgh which will
have the possibility of extending the necessary enactment
date to March 9 or 10. And in the event that this bill
~an be worked cut, we would like to have it in position
on the calendar to be acted on and save one day. For
that reason, 1 ask that the bill be placed back on the
calendar,

Mr, KNEPPER. Would it be my understanding then
that all we are doing is bringing the bill back out on the
calendar where it would be then in a position, along with
the other one, for debate when we return on that day?

Mr. CAPUTO. That is correct, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. KNEPPER. Mr. Speaker, on that basis, knowing
that we will have an opportunity to get a reaction from
the county and to debate the bill again, I would not
oppose the motion so that we have both bills back out.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT WITHDRAWN AND
VOTING TABULATION

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr,
withdraw his motion for recommittal?

Mr. KNEPPER. Yes; I will withdraw my motion.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

It is not only proper that the motien be withdrawn,
but a cloese examination of the wvote tabulation clearly
indicates that the vote was as follows: 92 for, 92 against,
and less than a majority having voted for the motion,
the motion to recommit had fallen.

Knepper,

On the question recurring,

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

Bill was agreed to.

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

The SPEAKER. Just so the record may be straight,
let me repeat that on Senate bill No. 1282, this bill was
taken from the table. It was submitted to the House on
a motion of the majority leader to waive the rules, The
House was asked, “Will the House agree to the bill?”
The House did agree to the bill.

Likewise, on Senate bill No. 1284, on a motion the bill
was taken from the table. The majority leader made a
motion to waive the rules, and the question was put,
“Will the ITouse agree to the bill?” on Senate bill No.
1284, So both bills will appear on the next dayv’s legis-
laiive calendar on third consideration,

JUDICIARY RILL
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
hill No. 2002, printer’s No. 2659, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 1, 1956 (P. L. 1959,
No. 657}, referred to as the Public Official Compensation
Law, further providing for the salaries of justices and
judges of the various courts,

On the question,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
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Mr. BELLOMINI reguested and obtained unanimous
congent to offer the following amendments, which were
read:

Amend Title, page 1, lines 1 through 12, by striking
out all of said lines and inserting: Amending the act of
December 2, 1968 (P. L. 1131, No. 352), entitled “An
act implementing the provision of subsection (b) of sec-
tion 7 of Article V of the Constitution of Pennsylvania
authorizing the General Assembly to establish clagses of
magigterial districts and salaries of distriet justices of
the peace and providing for their offices and the disposi-
tion of costs,” increasing the base and the minimum and
maximum salaries.

Amend Bill, page 1, lines 15 through 21; page 2, lines
1 through 30; page 3, lines 1 through 30; page 4, lines 1
through 5, by striking out all of said lines and inserting:

Section 1. Subsection {(a) of section 5, act of Decem-
ber 2, 1968 (P. L. 1131, No. 352), known as the “Magis-
terial Districts Aeci,” amended July 27, 1973 (P. L. 244,
No, 68), is amended to read:

Section 5 Salaries.—{a) A district justice shall receive
an annual salary paid by the Commonwealth and com-
puted by adding to [six thousand dollars {$6,000)] nine
thousand dollars ($9,000) the product of the population
of his magisterial district times forty cents (40¢), but in
no event shall the salary exceed [sixteen thousand five
hundred dollars ($16,500)1 nineteen thousand five hun-
dred dollars ($19,500) or be less than [seven thousand
five hundred dollars ($7,500)] ten thousand five hun-
drid Eol}‘ars {$10,500).

Section 2. This act shall take effect immediately.

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

AMENDMENTS RULED IMPROPER

The SPEAKER. For the information of the member-
ship of the House, the gentleman, Mr. Bellomini, has
offered amendments to House bill No. 2002.

The Chair is constrained to advise the gentleman, Mr.
Bellomini, that the amendments are not acceptable
amendments to the bill in question. What the gentleman,
Mr. Bellomini, seeks to do is to insert the provisions of
a magisterial districts act in a bill that is confined solely
to the matter of judicial salary increases, and the amend-
mentis are improper.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from FErie, Mr.
Bellomini.

Mr. BELLOMINI. Mr. Speaker, I did not quite hear
that. Are you ruling that my amendments are germane
to this bilk?

The SPEAKER. It is my opinion that the amendments
are improper to the bill.

RULING OF CHAIR APPEALED

Mr. BELLOMINI. Mr, Speaker, I would like to appeal
the ruling of the Chair, if I ean, with a roll-call vote.
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman appealing the deci-
sion of the Chair?
Mr. BELLOMINIL
The SPEAKER.
Mr., BELLOMINI.
The SPEAKER.

MR. ENGLEHART REQUESTED TO PRESIDE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Englehart,
come to the desk, please?

Yes,

Is there a second on the appeal?
Give me a second.

The gentleman, Mr. DiCarle, rises.

On the question,
Will the House sustain the decision of the Chair?

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman, Mr. Englehart,
takes the Chair temporarily, the Chair has ruled that
the amendments are improper for the reason that the
constitution and the rules of this House provide that “No
law shall be passed except by bill, and no bill shall be
g0 altered or amended, on its passage through either
House, as to change its original purpose.”

What your amendments do, Mr. Bellomini, iz to com-
pletely strike out all of the provisions of House bill No.
2002, all of the provisions of House bill No. 2002, and
insert a magisterial districts act bill.

The question recurs on the appeal taken from the ruling
of the Chair, and the Chair would ask the gentleman,
Mr. Englehart, to temporarily preside.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(Harry A. Englehart, Jr.) IN THE CHAIR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Erie, Mr. Bellomini. Does he have
any remarks on his appeal?

Mr. BELLOMINI. Mr. Speaker, the only remarks I
have are that I have seen many bills come to the House
from the Senate and we struck out the complete bill and
inserted other legislation in there that I thought was ap-
propriate and did not have anything to do with the piece
of legislation in front of us.

1 would appeal to the legislators as to a ruling in my
favor.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
minority leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, while I am in sympathy
with the gentleman’s amendments, I would ask that the
Houge support the Chair, because what the gentleman is
attempting to do here is to confuse an issue which is
very clear.

1 think the gentleman has tremendous suppeort in this
House on his position regarding district justices’ salaries.
I wish he would raise it as a separate issue and he will
receive, T think, substantial support. But to try to con-
fuse House bill No. 2002 with what is extraneous matter,
[ think jeopardizes both issues.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the appeal of the
gentleman from Erie, those voting “aye” vote to sustain
the Speaker; those voting “nay” vote fo overrule the
Speaker.

The Chair recognizes the

On the guestion recurring,
Will the House sustain the decision of the Chair?

The yveas and nays were required by Messrs. BELLO-
MINT and DiCARLQO and were as follows:

YEAS—1T1
ihraham Gillette MeGinnis Schweder
anderson, J. H, Gleason Mclntyre Seirica
Arthurs Gleeson WMcLane Seltzer
Barber Goodman Mebus Shane
RBennett Green Menhorn Shelhamer
Beren Greenfield Milanovieh Shelton
Beorlin Grieco Miller, M. E. Shuman
Berson aring Miller, M. E., Jr. Shupnik
Bittle Halverson Miscevich Sirianni
Bradley Hamilton, J. H., Mochlmann Smith, E.
Brandt Hngay Morrig Smith, L.
Frunner Haskell Mrkonic Spencer
Burns Hayes, 8. E. Mullen, M. P. Staht
Butera Heptord nizllen Stapleton
Caputo Hill Musto Stout
Cessar Hopkins Myers Taddonio
Cimini Hutchinson, A. Novak Taylor
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Cole Hutchinson, W, Noye Thomas
Cowell Tryls O'Brien Toll
Crawford Nkin &' Connetl Trello
Cumberland Johnson, J. O'Txonnell Turner
Davies Kelly, A. P. O'Keefe Ustynoski
DeMedio Kelly, I. B. Qliver Vroon
Deverter Kernick Pancoast Wagner
Diecsarlo Fistler Parker, H. 8. Walsh. T. P,
Distz Klingaman Pievsky Wansacz
Mninnt Kneppoer Pitts ‘Wargo
Norr Kolter Polite Weidner
Noyle Kowalyshyn Pratt Westerberg
Dreibelbis Ku:sse Pyles Wilson
fekensberger Laudadio Rappaport Wilt, R. W.
Faweett Laughlin avenstahl wilt, W. W,
Fue Lederer Reed Woldak
Tisher Lehr Renninger Warrilow
Flaherty Letterman Renwick Wright
Foster, A. Levi Richardson Yahner
Fryer Lincoln Rieger Zearfoss
“allagher i.vnch Ross Zeller
GGalten Manderino Ruggiero Zord

Jarzia Manmilier Ryan Zwikl
(Feesny MeCall Salvatore

Creigler MeClatchy Schesffer Fineman,
Cieorge McCue Schmitt Speak:r
Gillegpie

NAYS—6
Flellomint Fischer Katz Valicenti
Dombrowsk! Hayes, D. 8.
NOT VOTING—20

Ponetto Foster, W Milliron Rhodes
ohen Giammareo Perri Ritter
Navis. D.M. Hammack Perry Saloom
NiNonato LaMarea Petrarea Whelan
mnglenart MceGraw Prendergast Yohn

50 the question was determined in the affirmative, and

the ruling of the Chair was sustained.

GAVEL RETURNED TO THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gavel to the real Speaker.

The Chair returns the

THE SPEAKER (Herbert Fineman)
IN THE CHAIR

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, Mr.
Englehart, for temporarily presiding.

On the guestion recurring,
Will the House agree to the bhill on third consideration?
Bill was agreed to.

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

Mr.

BERSON.

1 have technical amendments to this

¥} which I would like to offer at this time.

DECISION OF CHAIR RECONSIDERED

The SPEAKER. The Chair reconsiderg its decision as
to this biil having bheen agreed to.

On the question recurring,
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?
Mr. BERSON requested and obtained unanimous ecn-
sent to offer the following amendments, which were read:

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 3.1), page 2, lines 16 through 19, by

striking out all of said lines and inserting:

Section 3.1. The annual salary of the President Judge
of the Commonwealth Court shall be $54,500. The annual
salary of each of the associate judges of the Common-
wealth Court shall he $53,000.

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 3 and 4:

Section 6. The following acts, parts of acts and report
are repealed:

(1) Section 2, act of October 17, 1969 (P. L. 239, No.

105), entitled “An act relating to the Philadelphia Muni-
cipal Court.”

(2) Section 3, act of October 17, 1969 (P. L. 263, No.
106), entitled “An act providing for the Traffic Court of
Philadelphia.”

(3) Section 5, act of January 6, 1970 (1969 P. L. 434,
No. 185), known as “The Commonwealth Court Act”

(4) The November 1972 report of the Commonwealth
Compensation Commission is repealed as to the compen-
sation of justices and judges of the wvarious courts.

Amend Sec. 6, page 4, line 4, by striking out “6.” and
inserting: 7.

Amend Sec. 6, page 4, lines 4 and 5, by striking out
“JULY, 1976.” and inserting: July 1, 1976.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chajr recognizes the gentleman
from Philadelphia, Mr. Berson.

Mr. BERSON. These are technical amendments to this
act which do the following: Section 3.1 is restated in
exactly the same language as it appears in the bill before
you except that the bracketed figures are siricken out.
Section 3.1 was drawn incorrectly as an amendment to
the act of June I, 1956 and should not have been. T¢
should just be plugged in there as $54,500 and $53,000
and just state the salaries.

Section 6 is amended to add additional repealer lan-
guage to take account of the fact that the Commonwealth
Compensation Commission statute controlling judicial
salarics has to be repealed and certain other parts of
statutes have to be repealed that were not included in
section 6.

inally, in existing section 6, the act becomes effective
“JULY, 1876”7 The figure “1” after July was omitted in
the printing of the hill and that is inserted in this
amendment. That is all these amendments do.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Lancaster, Mr. Brandt.

Mr., BRANDT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Would the gentleman, Mr. Wojdak, consent to a briel
interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the Appropriations Committee
chairman, Mr. Wojdak, consent to interrogation?

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. BRANDT. Excuse me, Mr. Speaker, were thoge
amendments by Mr. Berson accepted? Are we on tho
bill?

The SPEAKER. No; we are on the amendments.

Mr. BRANDT. Excuse me, T would like to be recog-
nized on the bill.

The SPEAKER, The Chair thanks the gentleman.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, would Mr. Berson consent
to a brief interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Mr. Berson, consent to interrogation?

Mr. BERSON. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, do your technical amend-
ments have anything to do with increasing the expenses
and allowances for the judges?
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Mr. BERSON. WNone whatsoever.

Mr. ZELLER. In other words, they have nothing to
do with increases or expenses or salaries or anything?
They are strictly technical in nature?

Mr, BERSON. They are purely technical. They do not
change the substance of the bill in any manner,

Mr. ZELLER., Thank you.

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
leader,

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to
submit. I would like to say it is purely technical in
nature, but somebody may have read it.

SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the majority

DECISION OF CHAIR RECONSIDERED

The SPEAKER. The Chair reconsiders its decision as
to the bill having been agreed to,

On the question,

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

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

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 2 and 3:

Section 4.3. When any former judge, learned in the law,
is assigned to assist the judge or judges of any judicial
district, the former judge so assigned shall be entitled to
receive, for each day he is actually engaged in the per-
formance of such duty, the sum of $140 per day and
traveling expenses of 15¢ for each mile traveled to and
from the place of holding eourt in such district.

Amend Bill, page 4, by inserting between lines 3 and 4:

Section 6. The following acts, parts of acts and reports
are repealed.

(1) Section 6, act of August 31, 1966 (1st Sp. Sess,, P. L.
47, No. 3}, entitled “An act providing for the assignment
of former judges learned in the law to sit temporarily in
the courts of any judicial district for the disposal of busi-~
ness, and providing for their compensation.”

(2) Section 2, act of Octcber 17, 19869 (P. L. 259, No.
105), entitled “An act relating to the Philadelphiz Munic-
ipal Court.”

(3} Section 3, act of October 17, 1969 (P. L. 263, No.
106), entitled “An act providing for the Traffic Court of
Philadelphia.”

(4) Section 5, act of January 6, 1970 (1969 P. L. 434, No.
185), known as “The Commonwealth Court Act.”

(5) The June 1972 and November 1972 reports of the
Commonwealth Compensation Commission are repealed
as to the compensation of justices and judges of the var-
ious courts.

Amend Sec. 6, page 4, line 4, by striking out “6.” and
inserting: 7.

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader. .

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, this amendment would in-
crease the stipend paid to senior judges who have re-
turned to official duties from $125 a day to $140 a day,
which is the precise increase percentagewise that is
being proposed for sitting judges.

It would not increase the mileage. It would cost $44,000
per fiscal year, and the estimate is that it would remain
at $44,000 projected over the next 5 fiscal years.

I submit to the members that retired judges are judges
who have spent 20 years or more on the hench who
have come back to active duty, who serve on a per diem
basis, and, in our jurisdiction at least, we would find it
absolutely impossible to maintain the court schedule in
their absence.

I would strongly support this amendment, Mr. Speaker,
and urge its acceptance by this membership.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, would the majority leader,
Mr. Irvis, consent to a brief interrogation?

The SPEAKER. Will the majority leader consent to
interrogation?

Mr. IRVIS, Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ZELLER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, in your opinion, would you consider that
this amendment you are proposing would need a fiscal
note?

Mr. IRVIS. I certainly would, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ZELLER, Would you mind informing us what that
would be if you have it?

Mr. IRVIS. It should be on your desk, Mr, Zeller. It
is on mine, It is listed “(Amendment—Irvis), Fiscal
Note, House Bill 2002, Printer's No. 2659.”

It was from that fiscal note that I read. For the fiscal
year 1978-77, the annual estimated increased cost is
$44,006 and, as I said, over the next 4 fiscal years, that
cost would remain the same. There would be no escala-
tion, A $44,000-a-year increase is what it says.

Mr. ZELLER. T have it in front of me, Mr. Speaker.
Thank you very kindly.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. IRVIS
and ZELLER and were as follows:

YEAS—68
Ancderson, J. H, Gring Mclntyre Rugglera
Arthure Haskell Milanovich Ryan
Barber Iizyes, D. 8. Morris Schweder
Bennett Hepford Mullen Sceirica
Beren 17i1 Musto Shelhamer
Berlin Haopkins Myers Shupnik
Brandt Hutchingon, A. Oliver Spencer
Brunner Hutchinson, W. Pancoast Toll
Caputo Irvis Pievsky Untynoski
Cohen Johnson, J. Polite Valicent]
DiDonato Keliy, A. P, Prendergast Wagner
Dorr Knlter Ravenstaht Wojdak
Fee Xowalyshyn Reed Worrilow
Fisher LaMarea, Rhodes Zearfoss
Geisler Laudadio Richardson
Gleason Laughiin Rieger Fineman.
Gleeson Lynch Ross Speaker
Greenffeld MeClatehy

NAYS-—116
Abraham . Gallagher MeCall’ " Schmitt
Bellomini Gallen MceCue Seltzer
Berson - Garzia McGinnis Shane -
Bittle Geesey . McLane Shuman-
Bradley George Mebus Sirianni
Burns Gillesple Menhorn Smith, E.
Butera Gillette Miller, M. E, Smith, L.
Cessar Goodman Miller, M, K., Jr. 5tahl
Cimini Green Milliron Stapleton
Cole Grieco Miscevich Stout
Cowell Halverson Moehlmann Taddonid
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Crawford Hamilton, ¥, H. Mrkonle Taylor
Cumberland Hasay Mullen, M. P. Thomas
Davies Hayes, S. E. Novak Trello
DeMedlo Itkin Noye Turner
Deverter Katz O'Brien Vroen
Dicarlo Kelly, T. B, O'Connell Walsh, T. P.
Dietz Kernick O’Donnell ‘Wansacz
Dininni Kistler O’Keefe Wargo
Nombrowskd Klingaman Parker, H. 8. Weidner
Doyle Knepper Perry ‘Westerberg
Dreibelbis Kusse Pitts Wilson
tickensberger Lederer Pratt Wiit, R. W.
Znglehart Lehr Pyles Wwiit, W. W,
Fawceett Letterman Rappaport Wright
Fischer Levi Renninger Yahner
Flaherty Lincoln Renwlick Zeller
Foster, A. Manderino Salvatore Zord
Fryer Manmiller Scheafler Zwikl
NOT VOTING—13
Ponetto ‘Hammock Petrarca Shelton
Mavis, D, M. MceGraw Ritter Whelan
Foster, W. Perri Saloom Yohn

Giammarco

So the question was determined in the negative and

I do not think we ought to delay this particular piece
of legislation any further. I would like to call for action
on it today. That is the reason it was scheduled today.
1 vigorously onpose the motion to table, and I ask a
negative vote,

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
leader,

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, I support the gentleman
in opposing the motion to table. I think we should get
on with this business. We are well aware of the issue
I think it is time we decide it one way or the other.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. BELLO-
MINI and IRVIS and were as follows:

the amendments were not agreed to.

On the question recurring,

Wiil 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
diiferent days and asgreed to and is now on final passage.
The question is, Shall the bill pass finally?

MOTION TO TABLE

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

Mr. BELLOMINI. Mr. Speaker, would it bs proper at
this time to ask the indulgence of the Speaker to inquire
whether a motion is in order?

The SPEAKER. A motion?

Mr. BELLOMINI. Yes. T would like to make a motion
to table House bill No. 2002 for the reason that I think
we should consider also the magisterial courts, the dis-
trit justices, and bring the packagcs together and vote
them all at once.

The SPEAKER. The motion tn table is in order if
the gentleman so desires to move.

Mr. BELLOMINI. T do, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Bellomini, has
moved that House bill No. 2002 he placed upon the table.

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

The SPEAKER.
leader.

Mr. IRVIS., Mr. Speaker, I oppose the motion of the
gentleman. The gentleman, as well as the rest of us,
has obviously agonized over this particular piece of legis-
lation. Both caucuses have extensively investigated this
pieca of legislation. )

There is a bill in the Appropriations Committes to
achieve the end that the gentleman is anxious to achieve.
I concur in the opinion of the minority leader. that we
must address ourselves to an increase in salary for the
mazisterial distriets. I will support that bill when it is
reported from commiftee. I have asked that the bill
be considerad in commitiee and be reporied to the floor
for action.

The Chair recognizes the majority

YEAS—35
Bellomini Fryer Kolter Shuman
Surns Geigler Laudadie Sirtanni
Davies George MeClatehy Stahl
DeMedio (3illespie Miscevieh Turner
etz Tireen Noye Yahner
Tombrowskd Halverson Pitts Wagner
Faweett Hayes, D. 8. Pratt Wilson
Fischer Hopkins Renwick Zeller
Foster, A. Hutchinson, A. Schmitt

NAYS—149
Abraham GGlecson “eLane Salvatore
“aderson, J. H, Goodman Mebus Scheaffer
Arthurs (ireenfield Menhorn Schweder
Aarber Grieco Milanovich Seirica
Sennett Gring Miller, M. E. Seltzer
Reren Hamilton, J. B. Miller, M. E., Jr. Shane
Berlin Tagay Milliron Sheihamer
Berson Haskell MoehImann Shelton
Bittle fTayes, 8, X. Morris Shupnik
Bradley Hepford Mrkonie $mith, E.
Hrondt Hil AMullen, M. P, Smith, L.
Ariinner Hutchinson, W. Mullen Spencer
Buiera Irvig Musto Stapicton
Caputo Ttkin Myers Haddonio
Cessar Johnson, J. Novak Taylor
Zimind Katz O Brien Thaomas
“‘ohen Kelly, A, P, O'Connell Toll
Cole Kelly, J. B. ¥ Daonnell Treilo
Cowell Kernick O'Keefe Ustynoski
Crawtord Kistler Oliver Valicentl
Tumberland Klingaman Pancoast Vroon
Deverter Knepper Parker, H. 8. Walsh, T. P,
i¥icarlo Howalyshyn Perri Wansacz,
JiDonato Kusse Perry Wargo
Nininnd LaMarca Pievsky Weidner
Dorr Laughlin Polite Westerberg
Doyle Lederer Prendergast Wwilt, R. W.
Drefbelbis Lehr Pyles Wi, W. W.
Zekensberger I.etterman Rappaport Wojdak
Fee Levi Ravenstahl Worrilow
Visher Lincoln eed Wright
Fiaherty Lynch Renninger Zearfoss
Lrallagher alanderiae Rhodes Zord
iallen vianmiller Richardson Zwikl
Garzla MeCall Rieger
“reCsey McCue Ross Fineman,
Gillette MeGinnds Ruggiero Speaker
Gleason Melntyre Ryan

NOT VOTING—I13

BGonetto Giammarco Petrarca Stout
Davig, D. M, Hammock Ritter Whelan
Englehart MceGraw Saloom Yobn
Faster, W, '

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

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Lancaster, Mr. Brandt.

Mr. BRANDT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Will the gentleman, Mr. Wojdak, consent to interroga-
tion?

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

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. BRANDT. Mr. Speaker, this bill came out of the
Appropriations Committee, Does this bill address itself
at all to district magistrates?

Mr. WOJDAK. No, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BRANDT. Is there a bill in your committee that
would take care of district magistrates?

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, there is, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BRANDT. Has your committee caucused on or
discussed that bill yet?

Mr. WOJDAK. The district magistrates’ bill has not
heen on the agenda in the Appropriations Committee.
The reason for that is because there is legitimate dis-
agreement among many of the members on both sides of
the aisle, first, as to the amount of the salary; and
secondly, as to the amount of the fees. Ag soon as
everyone gets together on what those figures should he,
that matter will be placed on the agenda in the Appro-
priations Committee and a vote will be taken for re-
porting it out.

Mr. BRANDT. 1 ean certainly understand that, Mr.
Speaker, but I draw your attention specifically to House

bill No. 706, which is the magistrates’ bill. Did you dis-
cuss that particular bill yet?
Mr., WOJDAK. No, we have not, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BRANDT. Do you intend fo discuss that in the
near future?

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, we do.

Mr. BRANDT. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, I would like everyone to
know at the wvery beginning that I think judges are
members of probably one of the meost important profes-
stons in our society, although I am very, very upset that
a $2-million judges’ pay bill is before the legislature
when we in Bucks County stand to Iose $4.5 million in
school aid subsidies. It means that our faxpayers in
Bucks County are facing millage increases up to 30 and
40 mills while we are here taking the $2 million, which
could help these people, to increase salaries.

I just do not think this is the time; we do not have
the money; and T just would have to object to it very
strenuously,

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

Mr. BELLOMINI, Mr. Speaker, I ask the Chair to
make certain that only those in their seats vote on this
piece of legislation.

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

Mr. POLITE. Mr. Spesaker, will the Appropriations
Committee chairman consent to a brief interrogation?

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

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. POLITE. Mr. Speaker, did you have a conversa-
tion with me last week concerning House bhill Neo. 7067

Mr. WOJDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. POLITE. What was your answer when I asked
you when you were going to discuss this bill?

Mr. WOJDAK. 1If I recall my response, it was that 1
would place it on the agenda of the Appropriations Com-
mittee for reporting it out.

Mr. POLITE. And report it out this week. Was that
not the answer?

Mr. WOJDAK, T believe I said, “at my next meeting.”
I had anticipated having a meeting this week. T did not
have a meeting this week. I will probably have one
next week.

Mr. POLITE. When you say that you are going to
place it on the agenda in the near future, just what does
the “near future” mean?

Mr. WOJDAK., Well, I do not want to specify—

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

The Chair hates to interrupt this conversation, but it
is an entirely inappropriate line of interrcgation, House
bill No. 706 is not before this House. The only thing
that is before this House is the final passage of House
bill No. 2002.

The Chair appreciates and understands the point the
gentleman is arriving at, and for your information, there
have been assurances given that the matter of salary
increases for magistrates is going to properly be on the
floor of this House in the not-too-distant future.

Mr. POLITE. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority
leader.

Mr. BUTERA. Mr. Speaker, T would like to speak just
very briefly in favor of the bill

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

Mr. BUTERA, 1T think too often, in my experience in
the legislature, when we have discussed the topic of the
salaries paid to the judicial branch of government alons
with all other governmental officials, the issue has been
clouded and confused unnecessarily.

The most powerful position in our system of govern-
ment, I think, is that of a common pleas judge. Tt is
that individual who holds the most direct responsibility
to the individuals in our society. The unique kind of
person who can properly serve in this capacity must
have an expertise which ig unexcelled in any other walk
of life in a free society. I think too often we have a
tendency as politicians to forget that when we apply
ourselves to scrutinizing judicial salaries.

Unfortunately, judges are still elected in Pennsylvania,
and we have a tendency to consider the office as a
political office not unlike ali the other political offices.
I think we ought to focus properly on this particular
office to understand the demands which are made upon
peoplé who serve there as well as the unbelievable
responsibility which they have as individuals over their
fellowmen,

The second area of confusion when it comes to judicial
salaries is a tendency on our part to look at the levels
of income among our censtituents and in doing so con-
clude that a judicial salary is among the highest levels
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of income among ordinary and normal people, and that
is true. However, what we forget to look &t is that the
number of people within our respective districts and
counties who gualify to serve on the bench is very, very
limited, From the number of lawyers in a particular
judicial jurisdiction who are qualified to serve, we must
exclude those who are very new in practice because they
lack the expertise and we must exciude those who are
at the conclusion, for the most part, of a legal career be-
cause of the, I think, artificial barrier of age 70 when one
must leave the bench. Therefore, the number of lawyers
who qualify to serve as judges is confined to a group of
people who are between the ages of 40 and 60 for all
practical purposes.

[ think those of us who have been involved in working
with and for judiciai candidates know that we should at-
tempt as politicians to attract people to the bench who
are in the prime of their lives and the prime of their
careers, which usually means someone between the ages
of 40 and 50. They have the expertise, the background,
the experience, and they have about 20 vears to give fo
the bench to become the kinds of seasoned judges we
should look for.

We are talking about a group of people who, usually,
are bringing up families rather than a group of people
who have already experienced that joy in life and
whose children have left them.

What | am saying is that woe are dealing with a very
small group of lawyers who should be judges and who
can make a very decent living at this particular junec-
iure in their careers. So when we look at judieial
salaries, we must look at it in the proper perspective of
where that individual might be on the economic scale,
which, unfortunately, is importiant to us in this society,
and compare where he might be privately with where he
will be publicly and then make the judgment.

I submit to you that we must permit judges to keep
pace with their colleagues at the bar or we will end up
with the wrong people seeking spots on the bench, which,
I submit to you, are the most powerfu! and important
single offices in our enfire governmental system. I
recommend that we vote in favor of this bill so as to
continue the high level of judicial caliber that we have
seen in Pennsylvania to this date.

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

Mr, NOYLE. Mr. Speaker, would the chairman of the
Appropriations Committee answer one brief question?

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

Mr. WOIDAK. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr, NOYE. Mr. Speaker, in computing the Governor’s
proposed budget, was this salary increase included in
the Tigures submitted by the Governor?

Mr, WOIDAK. Tt was not,

Mr. NOYE. Then thig $1.6 million is over and above
what the Governor is requesting and projecting as far as
revenues are concerned?

Mr. WOJIDAK. It is not included in the Governor's
budget. I do not know that it would necessarily be over
and sbove what the revenue projections would be as of
July 1, 1976,

Mr. NOYE. Thank you, Mr, Speaker.

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

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I had had amendments
drafted to this bill which would have changed the in-
creagses for judges from the $5,000-salary increase {o a
5-percent-per-year increase over a 5-year period, which
1 think would have better addressed the problems that
the judicial members have in meeting their expenses.
But in view of the fact that the leadership and the mom-
bers of the hench have requested that T not introduce
them, I will waive that at this time.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr. DAVIES. 1 rise tn a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The genileman will state it.

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I know that I am stepping
on eggs as I do so, but simply as a freshman for a sense
of direction—and it is with that in mind that T do so—
would there be anything like an opinion on submission
of an amendment for deletion of the sections of House
hill No. 2002 from line 21 on page 37

The SPEAKER. Would the gentleman suspend until
the Chair gets a copy of the hill?

Would you repeat that, sir? You propose an amend-
ment that will do what?

Mr. DAVIES. Just an amendment for deletion of the
provisions from line 21, page 3, to line 2, on page 4,
concerning the municipal court authorities in Philadel-
phia other than the common pleas judges and the com-
mon pleas judges throughout the Commonwealth. Would
that be possible or not possible, sir?

T am asking if there is such a thing as a sense of
opinion on this, not offering it as an amendment now,
sir?

The SPEAKER, Well, the question would not be ger-
mane to the discussion at hand because such an amend-
ment is not before the body. If in fact there were an
amendment, the membership would be expressing its
viewpoint on the amendment. But it is gpeculative to
ask the membership at this peoint, what do you think
would happen and how would you vote if I brought this
kind of amendment before you? That is, in essence,
what you are saying.

Mr. DAVIES., If you will bear with me sir. one other
question. Would there be any way possible to divide the
bill so as to vote those items separately from the rest of
the bill?

The SPEAKER. The Chair would think that that
would do viclence to the intent of the bill to try and
divide it at that point.

Mr. DAVIES. Thank you, sir.

The SPEAKER., The Chair recognizes the géntleman
from Armstrong, Mr. McCue.

Mr, McCUE., Mr. Speaker, to borrow a phrase from
the Speaker of the House, T feel constrained to make a
few remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may
proceed.
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Mr. McCUE. I find that T must respectfully disagree
with the remarks of the minority leader.

I believe that this principle which is being stated to-
day on hehalf of our judicial system is erroneous. I
feel that money in itself does not mean quality. I think
a person who wants to be a judge, as 1 feel that most of
the judges are—I would say that practically all of the
judges in this Commonwealth are—must be a dedicated
person.

For one thing, no one is required to be a judge; no
one has to be a judge; and no one is required to keep
his commission as a judge. I think, at least from the
incomes in the area which I represent, that the judge’s
income is truly far and above the income of most of the
people,

I think it is necessary that a judge, as the leader in the
community and also as a person who must make deci-
sions on disputes between private citizens and who must
make decizions as to the guilt or innocence of persons in
criminal trials, in addition to his learning and experience,
must also have a touch with the common people. I think
that it is not necessarily so that only a small and limited
group of the lawyers are qualified to be judges. I think
that it is necessary that a judge keep his contact with
people, and I feel that a judge, by the provisions of our
constitution, has a position superior to any other elected
official. He is initially elected for a term of 10 years, and
at the end of that time he runs in a referendum on a
vote of “yes” or ‘no” as to retention, which practically
insures his reelection and which makes it, for all prac-
tical purposss, a lifetime job, with a liberal pension
when he chooses to retire.

I feel that we, as members of the legislature repre-
senting our friends and neighbors, do make sacrifices in
order to be here. I feel that a person who wants to be a
judge and who is dedicated should be able to make a
sacrifice in order to have that honored position. T feel
at this time, when inflation is upon us so heavily and
there are many ordinary citizens suffering, that the
judges are fully and adequately compensated and that
we' should not support the bill at this time.

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr, Speaker, I am having a problem try-
ing to resolve certain sections of the bill with respect to
the Speaker’'s ruling on the admission of the magistrates
to the bill and the subsequent support of the member-
ship for the Speaker’s decision.

I see included in House bill No. 2002, in sections 4.1
and 4.2, officers of the Philadelphia courts that were
never included in the act to which this bill i3 an amenda-
tory act. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that these
various positions were created ‘under other legislation
similar 'to the magistrates’, and if the magistrates are
not germane to this bill, why are sections 4.1 and 4.2
relating to the Philadelphia municipal court and  the
Philadelphia traffic court germane? o

The SPEAKER. TIf the gentleman had raiséd his ques-
tions seasonably, he would have been entitled to an
answer directly on point, The questions were not raised
at the appropriate moment.” The decision of the Chair
was appealed; the House has expressed itself on the deci-
gsion of the Chair via the route of the appeal; and that

decision cannot at this point,
Manual be reviewed,

Mr. ITKIN. I am not objecting to the actions taken
previously by the House in rejecting the contention that
the magistrates are admissible under this acl. I go so far
as to ask the question of the Chair whether the Phila-
delphia municipal court and the Philadelphia traffic court
judges would be admissible as an amendment to the Act
of 1956 to which this is an amendatory bhill

The SPEAKER. The reason that the gentleman from
Erie’s amendments were not germane was because he had
stricken the entire bill that was in front of the House,
House bill No, 2002, and was attempting to put before
the membership of the House a bill that dealt with the
Magisterial Districts Act.

Mr. ITTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am not—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point is moot at any
rate.

Mr, ITKIN. No, Mr. Speaker, I feel not. I feel that—

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair has given its opinion
that the point is moot.

Mr., ITKIN. Well, let me express the point before you
rule that it is moot.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could go on. The
Chair will not preclude the gentleman from having fur-
ther conversation, but the Chair would advise the gentle-
man that the point he is raising is moot.

Mr. ITKIN. Since we are debating the bill, may I
not debhate the appropriateness of various sections of the
bill to which this bill is an amendatory piece of legisla-
ticn?

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

Mr. ITKIN. Okay.

The SPEAKER. But that will not alter the decision
that has heretofore been made.

Mr. ITKIN. 1 am not suggesting to the Chair that it
reverse ifs prior deecisions. 1 am contemplating a new
decision by the Chair relative to this particular subject
matter; that is, are section 4.1 and section 4.2 of House
bill No. 2002 appropriate for inclusion in this bill as an
amendatory bill to the act which claims to amend?
That is the question T am asking of you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER.
whip.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, is Mr. Itkin simply asking
whether or not thig bill is constitutional because the
traific court and the municipal court judges of Philadel-
phia are included in it?

The SPEAKER. I think that is in essence what he

according to Mason’s

The Chair recognizes the minority

is asking.
Mr. RYAN. TIs that your gquestion, Mr, Itkin?
Mr. ITKIN. Yes. I can understand the constitu-

tionality or the propriety of the piece of legislation for
all the other sections. I question that the addition of
these two sections would in fact make this bill then
inappropriate as an amendatory piece of legislation to the
act which it claims it wishes to amend.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not trying to usurp the
nowers and duties of the parliamentarian, but it seems
to me that the question Mr. Itkin is asking is whether or
not this bill is constitutional because of the ineclusion of
the municipal court judges and the traffic court judges.
and if that is the case, let us put the question and vote
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on the constitutionality of it. 1 think that is really what
Mr. Itkin is driving at.

Mr. ITKIN. Well, T am looking for a decision from
the Chair first before I—if the Chair can give me a
judicial answer to my guestion satisfying my intellect,
T will accept it. 1 think he is having a tough decision
up there.

The SPEAKER., No. I am having a tough time hearing
you, Mr. Itkin; I never have a tough time making up my
mind. Do you want fo pose your question again?

Mr. ITKIN., Yes. I would like to know whether sec-
tiong 4.1 and 4.2 should he in the bill and, if they are in
the bil!, whether it is a proper piece of Iegislation.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make no decision as to
whether those narticular sections should or should not
he in the bill, but the Chair will make a decizion that,
having included them in the bill, the bill in its present
form is constitutional.

Mr. ITTKIN. Okay. Mr. Speaker, could you provide
the House with your reasons for making that decision?

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman wants to challenge
the decisien of the Chair on constitutionality, the Chair
will submit the matier to the membership of the House

Mr. ITKIN. In other words, the Chair dees not wish
to provide the rationale for making its decision?

The SPEAKER. Let me try to state the proposition
to you once again. The reason that the Chair decided
that the amendment offered by the gentleman, Mr. Bel-
lomini, was improper was because there was an attempt
by that amendment to strike out completely the terms of
the provisions of House bill No. 2002, which flies in the
face of the eonstitutional proscription, and insert only the
Magisterial Districts Act.

Mr. ITKIN. T understand that, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER, Now if the gentleman wanted to sub-

mit an amendment deleting seetions 4.1 and 4.2, that
would be a matter properly before the House.

Mr, ITKIN. Would I have that opportunity, Mr.
Sneaker?

The SPEAKER. T do not think so.

Mr. ITKIN. That is why I asked the question.
me a lot of effort.

It saved

Mr. Speaker, but, in all sincerity, it seems to me that
the mct only covers in the title certain classes of offices
and that the bill has been drawn to extend the classes
in the scope of the original legislation.

" The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair can only repeat—and
it is worth reiteration—that the Chair bas decided that
the measure ag it is presently constituted is constitutional.
Now if the gentleman disagrees with that original de-
cision—and as a matter of fact, it is only an opinion of
the Chair because only the membership of the House can
rule on constitutionality—then I would suggest fo the

gentleman that he appeal the question of constitutionality.

and the matter will be submitted to the membership of
the House. :

~ CONSTITUTIONAL POINT OF ORDER .

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I will do exactly that. T
will test the constitutionality of the bill

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman §s in order.

| tions.

MR. ENGLEHART REQUESTED TO PRESIDE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Englehart,
please come back to the desk?

Mr. ITKIN. T would like to test the constitutionality
of that piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I am not appealing your decision; you
did not render one.

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(Harry A. Englehart, Jr.) IN THE CHAIR

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

Mr, ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, it is quite obvious to me that
this particular bill goes beyond the scope of the act which
it is amending. It includes both the judges of the Phila-
delphia municipal court and the judges of the Philadel-
phia traffic court, which, in faet, without the nomencla-
tural description of judges, are the same as magistrates.
They were never included in the original bill 10 which
this was amended, and obviously then, in my judgment,
it goes beyond the scope of the legislation.

I would agree with the Speaker insofar as if an amend-
ment were offered to include the magistrates, they foo
would not be germane because the original bill fo which
this is an amendment never included them, and it would
seem {o me that unless those two sections were struck
from the bill, then the bill as it now is drafted is, in my
judgment, unconstitutional because you are adding public
offices into a bill that never included them in the first
instance.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

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

Mr, DAVIES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I do not know if this point
is in order, so you will have to rule on it.

If T ask for a move to go to the prior printer’s number
of 2566 on this same bill instead of the ecurrent number of
2659, T think that would delete the question about the
very issue that we are on now.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
rect, but---

Mr. DAVIES. I am sorry, sir, I stand corrected.
wrong.

May I make an inquiry of Mr. Berson?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Philadelphia, Mr, Berson, submit to interrogation?

Mr. BERSON. I shall, Mr. Speaker.

In response to the gentleman, if what he is directing
his attention to is sections 4.1 and 4.2, a reversion to the
prior printer’s number would not affect those two sec-
The only change made in this bill from the prior
printer’s number was on page 4, line 4, which inserted
the word “July” as the effective date of the act, from
January. The effect of reverting to a prior printer’s num-
ber would be nothing more than to put all of these in-
creases, including sections 4.1 and 4.2, into effect as of

The gentleman is cor-

I am

{ January 1 of this year.

Mr. DAVIES., Thank you, sir.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore., The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Itkin.

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, could we pass over this bill
to consider another bill on the calendar and return to it
for the purpose of—

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
man’s question is “no.”

POINT OF ORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Greenfield. ¥or what
purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. GREENFIELD, I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state
it.

Mr, GREENFIELD. What is before this House, Mr.
Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question before
the House is whether or not House hill No. 2002, printer’s
No. 2659, is constitutional.

Mr. GREENFIELD. I think we should stop belaboring
the time of this House and get on with the business at
hand and stop the dilatory tactics so that we can meet
the issue, Mr. Speaker, and I urge that we do it expedi-
tiously.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
do that.

The question recurs, is House bill No. 2002, printer's No.
2659, constitutional? Those voting “aye” vote to uphold
the constitutionality; those voting “nay” vote to reject the
constitutionality,

The answer to the gentle-

The Chair is prepared to

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

The veas and nays were required by Messrs. ITKIN and
BERSON and were as follows:

YEAS—147
Anderson, J. H, George MeCall Schmitt
Arthurs Gillesple MeClatehy Schweder
Barber Gleason MeGinnia Selrica
Bennett Gleeson McIniyre Seltzer
Beren Goodman Mcel.ane Shane
Berlin Greentield Mebus Shelhamer
Berson Grieco Milanovich Shelton
Bittle Gring Miller. M. E. Shupnik
Bradley Hamilton, J H, WMiller. M. E,. Jr. Sirianni
Ersndt Hasay Milliren Smith, E.
Brunner Hayes, D. 8. Miscevich Smith, T..
Burns HHayes, 8. E. Moenlmann Spencer
Butera Heptord Morris Stapleton
Caputo Hilt Muilen, M. P, Stout
Cessar Hopkins Mullen Taylor
Cimin{ Hutchinson, A. Musto Thomas
Cohen Hutrhinson, W, Myers Toll
Cole Irvig O'Brien Trello
Crawiord Johnzon, J. G'Connell Turner
Cumberliand Katz O'Keefe Ustynoski
DNeMedio Kelly, A. P. Oliver Vallcenti
Deverter Helly, J. B. Pancoast Wagner
Diecarlo Klingaman Parker, H. 8. Walsh, T. P.
DiDonato Knepper Perri Wargo
TIininnt Kolter Plevsky Weidner
Dambrowsk] Kowalyshyn Polite Westerberg
Dorr Kusse Prendergast Wilson
Doyle Laudadio Rappaport Wi, R. W.
Eckensberger Laughlin Itavenstah! Wilt, w. W.
Fnglehart Loderer Reed Wojdak
Faweett Lehr Renninger Worrilow
Feoe Latterman Rieger Wright
Fiacher Levi Rosa Zearfoss
Fryer Lineoln Rugegiero Zwikl
Gallagher Lynch . Ryan
CGarzia *Ianderino Salvatore . Wineman,
Geegey Manmiller ScheafTer Speaker

Gelsler

NAYS—36

Abraham Gallen Menhorn Richardson
Bellominl Gillatie Mrkonie Shuman
Cowell Green Novak Rtahl
Davies Halverson Nave Taddonio
Dietz Haskell Pitts Vroon
Dreibelbia Iikin Pratt Wansacz
Tisher Kernick Pylos Yahner
Flaherty Kistler Renwick Zeller
Foster, A. MeCue Rhodes Zord

NOT VOTING—14
Conetto Hammeock Perry Saloom
Daviz, D. M. LaMarca Petrovea Whelan
Foster, W. McGraw Ritter Yohn
Giammarco O'Donnell

The majority required by the constitution having voted
in the affirmative, the question was determined in the
affirmative, and the constitutionality of the bill was sus-
tained.

THE SPEAKER (Herbert Fineman)
IN THE CHAIR

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority
leader.

Mr. IRVIS, Mr, Speaker, I rise in support of House
bill No. 2002 and I shall be brief in my remarks because I
can sense the feeling of the House. But T do want to state
for the record that in Allegheny County alone we have
recently lost three excellent judges from the bench al-
most solely because of the faet that they could not sup-
port, at least in Allegheny County, their families on the
income which was given to them.

Secondly, Mr, Speaker, T would like to point out to the
members of this House that since 1972 the income of the
judiciary has heen eroded by better than 35 percent, and
the increase which we are asking today is less than an
11-percent increage, on an average.

Thirdly and philosophically, Mr. Speaker, 1 would point
out to the members a statement I read about the United
States Senate which illustrates a growing problem in this
country. It was stated that better than 49 percent of the
United States Senate was composed of millionaires and
multimillionaires. There has been in this country, in my
opinion, a distressful growth towards electing only those
people who can afford to serve. That means gradually
we are turning over the government of this land not to
those people socially and intellectually prepared to serve
s0 much as to those people who have the financial support
to serve. If it were true that all integrity, all intelligence
were lodged in those people who are wealthy, I would
have no objection to that trend. But that is certainly not
the fact. What we are here trying to do is to maintain
the high standard of the judiciary of this Commonwealth,
and it does have a high standard.

I must beg to differ with some of my comrades on this
floor who have argued that if you wish to serve the
public, you need to be dedicated. I have no argument
with that statement, but if you follow it to its logical con-
clusion, as it was argued here today, you would he right
back in the Dark Ages when people gave teachers of our
children not enough money to live on or eat on because
teachers were such noble people, so dedicated to their
profession, that they ought to be above and beyond the
necessity of eating. If you argue that for the bench, you
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must equally argue it for yourselves, You must argue
that the members of the legislature ought to be so dedi-
cated to the public service that it is not necessary to pay
them an adequate salary, for unless you are prepared to
accept that argument for yourselves, you certainly cannot
sustain it for the bench.

I would urge that we vote this bill now, Mr. Speaker,
that we vote it in the affirmative now, Mr. Speaker, and
we get on with the business of the day.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from
Susquehanna, Migs Sirianni,

Miss SIRTANNI. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a
statement for the record, please.

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

Miss SIRIANNI. I would like to make the statement
that the income of the row offices in the counties of Penn-
sylvania has been eroded by 35 percent since 1972 when
the row offices had a raise the last time. While I prob-
ably am not in opposition to the judges receiving an in-
crease in salary, T fail to understand how this body can
vote an increase for one segment when they neglected
to do anything about the row-offices bill prior to the
November election.

In my county the judges now receive $40,000 a year plus
8125 a day for every day that they can sit on the bench in
another county, and they have many days when they can
do that. The fop row office in my county is paid $10,500.
If the judges need the 35-percent increase because of the
erosion, so do the rest of the row offices, and I fail to
understand how you can segregate. Thank you.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Schuylkill, Mr. Hutchinson.

Mr, W. D. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of this bill. It is a difficult vote; it is a difficult vote
for many. But it has been a strength of this Nation and
a strength of this system that the judiciary has attracted
the top people of its profession.

It was said by the Founding Fathers and said by the
ohservers of this country-—Alexis de Tocqueville and oth-
ers-——that it has been through the judiciary of this country
and to them that we look and to them that we have en-
trusted this great power to decide ultimately on constitu-
tionality or unconstitutionality of law. And there is
something wrong with the system that will say that we
will give those people who are supposed to be at the top
of their profession far less than the general practitioner
receives. And we are beginning to reap the fruits of that.
We are beginning to reap the {ruits of that in the fact that
we are not now in many areas able to attract the top peo-
ple in the profession to the bench.

Mr. Speaker, it is well to say that a person aspiring to
the bench should be dedicated-—and he should be—but it
ig also not correct to expect that person to run a political
campaign, to give up a practice, and to do it at the prime
of his life and the prime of his earning power and then
watch his undedicated brethren reap income far in excess
of what he can reap. It is not fair, Mr. Speaker, to a man
in his fifties, who perhaps has two children to educate
and has himself had the benefit of an education through
hig family at a college and at a law school and has a take-
home pay at that basis of approximately $24,000 a year,
it is not fair to ask him to be so dedicated as to assume

the bench, run a campaign, and then be unable to give
that same education to his children.

There was a time, and it was not too long ago, when
the members of the judiciary in our counties were ahead
of the other members of the bar in their income. That
time is gone. That time is no longer here. And this bill
simply makes an effort to redress it so that a person who
is dedicated can run without the extreme financial sacri-
fice that does create a very serious problem for him with
respect to education.

There was a time when the members of the judiciary
were entitled to hold membership on bank boards, on sav-
ings and loan boards, and have outside income in some
respects. But we have correctly and properly tightened
up that so that they do not have conflicts of interest. But
when we did that, we did not address ourselves properly
to the question of their salaries.

We have to think about what we are doing. If we want
to continue to have a strong judiciary, if we want to con-
tinue to attract the top people of the profession to the
bench, then this bill is necessary.

Thank you very much.

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

Mr. GARZIA. Mr. Speaker, I have been sitting here
Tor 2 hours now and my heart is not bleeding yet for the
judges making $40,000 a year. Now how do you tell a
person who is only making $5,000 or $6,000 a year in
salary, working 40 hours a week, that he is going to have
to pay for a judge to get a $5,000 increase in wages? I do
not think that is right.

I educated my son. I sent him through medical school.
I made half of the salary I am making now. I do not drive
a Cadillac; I drove a Chevy. I do not belong to the coun-
try club; I join a civic association if I want any kind of
amusement.

In Delaware County we have a waiting list of people
who want to be judges, and I think we have some judges
now who got a raise by becoming a judge. They never
made $40,000 as a lawyer.

I cannot see the credibility in saying that a so-called
man when he reaches 40 and 50 years of age is a good,
qualified judge. We have got some judges who are noth-
ing but a bunch of bums, and I think most of you agree
with me.

Now ihere is no one twisting anybody’s arm to run for
judge in any county or in any state. Right now I think
it is wrong to increase their salary by $5,000 when in my
own district I do not think there are 10 people who make
$40,000 a year. I oppose this bill.

Thank you.

The SPEAKER. If your rationale were correct, we
would be hard put as legislators to try and seek to in-
crease our salary of $15,600 because there is still that guy
out there making only $5,000 and we are making three
times as much as he is.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, a lot has been said, but T
think I am going to add a lit{le different angle to this
request.

Mr. Speaker, I have a request for a “no” vote for the
following reasons: This bill would increase the compen-
sation for judges and cost, I understand, approximately
$2 million-plus.
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It is certainly a means for us who represent the public,
who have become the vietims of the axes of foo many
judges with their rulings not based on what they observe
and bring forward by their own intelligence but rulings
given by other judges, and they call it convenience of
precedent rulings. They set a precedent in an area and
they use it. Too many of them have been following the
leader. What we need are leaders and not too many fol-
lowers.

Now I believe that for too long, judges—and we have
heard it here by legislators who have been very disen-
chanted by the so-called breakdown of separation of pow-
ers—the administrative, the legislative, and the judicial.
And we have seen too many judges in the past who have
been ruling legislatively, They have been doing this for
too long. I think our chance now is to give them a mes-
sage and let them know that we are sick and tired of their
acting as legislators, to start ruling on the law, and to
knock off this business of being everything, of being God.
I think it is about time we give them this message and
vote this bill down unanimously. Thank you very much.

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

Mr. CAPUTO. WMr. Speaker, I do not think I will make
any hard pleas either, but I do want to make a few com-
ments, in view of the statements made previcusly. Num-
ber one, there is no member of this House who, if his
child were ill, would not seek out some specialist, and he
would find that the fee charged by the specialist is much
in excess of the counfry doctor or the family doctor.
Judges are, first of all, lawyers, which does not make
them gods, 1 am sure, because I am also a lawyer and 1 am
not God. Someone said I am God only {0 my family be-
cause I provide well.

Mr, Speaker, I too am a legislator—and I might say to
Mr. Garzia, I drive a Cadillae, a Brougham—and I could
not afford to be a judge because my expenses exceed the
salaries that the judges are presently getting. In fact, in
1957, as many of the men from Allegheny County know,
I was offered a judgeship. I had to turn it down because
my income cn January ! exceeded the amount that the
judges got.

Now judges are specialists. They are selected by the
people on the basis of their ability to serve the people and
the law. They preside over some specialists with particu-
lar legal talents.

Just consider a case in point. In today’s paper the
headline, I believe, is that certain surgeons, certain doc-
tors, received tremendous amounts of money from Medi-
care, They got it because they worked for it and because
they have the particular talent to earn that kind of money.

There is a gentleman in California teday representing a
young lady who may get as high as $2 million for a fee,
and the judge who is hearing that case is going to be get-
ting $44,000 a year or less.

Judges are entitled to make as much as any practicing
lawyer. We can never get them up to the level of all
practicing lawyers, but we certainly should have them at
least living in comfort,

There is not one person in this House or one person in
Pennsylvania who will vote for a judge who walks around
with half soles on his shoes, without a pressed suit on, or
who does not attract a certain amount of respect by the
way he dresses. He has to dress every day. He has to
attend banquets, despite the fact that he is not in politics.

He has to make contributions to all the worthwhile causes.
He has {0 run a2 public relations job every day of his hfe,
And as we should want to be rewarded for the work we
do, they are entitled to be rewarded. I would say, let us
get on with the business and vote “yes” on this bill.

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

Mr, BEREN, Mr. Speaker, I know how I intend to ex-
plain my vote in favor of this judge pay increage fo those
people who are not as fortunate to earn the same amount
of money that judges do. I think there is one thing that
is very, very important to every citizen of this Common-
wealth, and that is, when he or she appears before a judge
to hear his or her case, that they get justice. That is
probably the most central factor in our quality of life in
this state and in this country.

If we do not have people in these offices who can dis-
pense justice, then the people on incomes which are not
as great as the judges’ are will suffer irreparable harm.
It will harm them in their pocketbooks; it will harm them
in their life; and it will set our system of government

back.

People are upset today. They are frustrated with our
system. Let us at least have in the judiciary, competent,
qualified, sensitive, able people to dispense justice.

On the guestion recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

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

YEAS—112
Anderson, 3. H.  Geesey MleClatchy Richardson
Arthurs Geisler MeGinrs Rieger
Barber Giammareo Melntyre Ross
Bennett Glicason McLane Ruggiero
Beren Goodman Mebus Ryan
Berlin Greenfield Milanovich Salvatore
Bersen Gring Miller, M. E. Scheaffer
Bittle Famiiton, J. H.  Moehlmann Schweder
Bradley Hazay Maorris Scirica
Brandt Haskel! Mullen Shane
Brunner Hayes, D. 8. Mullen, M. P, Shelhamer
Butera Hepford Musto Shupnik
Caputo Hill Myers Smith, E.
Cohen Hopkins ’'Brien Smith, L.
Crawtord Hutchinson, W. O’Connell Spencer
Cumberland Irvis O'Donnel’ Toll
DeMedio Itkin Qliver Turner
Dicarlo Johnson, J. Pancoast Ustynoski
DiDonato Katz Parker, H 8. Valicenti
Dininny Kelly, A.P. Perri Wagnet
Dorr Kistler Pievsky Wilt, W. W
Doyle Klingaman Polite Wojdak
Dreibelbis Kowalyshyn Pratt Worrilow
Fckensberger Lauvghlin Rappaport Zearfoss
Fawcett Lederer Ravenstahl Zwikl
Fee Letterman Reed
Fisher Levi Renninger Fineman,
Foster, A. Lynch Rhodes Speaict
Gallagher Manderino

NAYS—68
Abraham Gillespie Menborn Stout
Bellomini Gillette Mitter. M ¥, Jr. Taddonio
Burns Green Milliron Taylor
Cessar Crieco Miscaevich Thomas
Cimind Halverson Mrkonic Trello
Cole Hayes, 5. ¥ Novak Vroon
Cowell Hutchinson, A. Noye Walsh, T. P.
Davies Welly, J. B. O'Keefe Wansaez
Deverter Kernick Pitts Wargo
Dietz Knepper Renwick Weildner
Dombrowsid Kolter Ritter Westerberg
Fizcher Kusse Schmitt Wilson
Maherty Tehr Scltzer Wi, R. W
Fryer Lincoln Shuman Wright
CGallen Manmiller Sirianni Yahner
Ciarzia MeCall Stahl Zetler
George MeCue stapleton Zord
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NOT VOTING—17 The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Franklin, Mr.

Bonetto Hammock Perr Saloots Shuman. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Dgl:ries, D. M. LaMarea Petrgrca Shelton Mr. SHUMAN. I would like 1o ask the sponsor a ques-

Englehart Laudadio Prendergast Whelan tion. I think the House is under a misapprehension as

Foster, W. McGraw Pyles Yohn . .

Gleeson to whether this biil costs money.

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 fo the Senate
for concurrence.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Perry, Mr. Noye. For what purpose does the gentle-
man rise?

Mr, NOYE. I rige to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. NOYE. Mr. Speaker, I would like the record to
show ithat on House bill No. 2002, I was voted incorrectly.
I wish the record to show that I would have been voted
in the affirmative.

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be
spread upon the record.

RECONSIDERATION OF VOTE ON TABLING
OF HOUSE BILL No. 184

Mr, REED moved that the vote by which HOUSE BILL
No. 134, printer’s No, 205, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Pennsylvania Historical and
Museum Commission to acquire by gift on behalf of the
Commonwealth the real property connected with the Fort
Hunter Museum in Susquehanna Township, Dauphin
County, providing for its control, management, supervi-
sion, restoration, improvement and maintenance; and re-
ceipt of certain funds in connection therewith.

was tabled on this day be reconsidered.
Mr. KISTLER seconded ithe motion.

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

On the question recurring,
Shall the bill pass finally?

QUESTION OF INFORMATION

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

Mr. ARTHURS. I rise to a question of information,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ARTHURS., For the purpose of clarification, Mr.
Speaker, are we voting on final passage or just reconsid-
eration to lay the bill on the table?

The SPEAKER. We are voting on final passage of’

House bill No. 184,

Mr. ARTHURS. I think there was a misunderstanding.
Thank you.

The SPEAKER. For the information of the member-
ship of the House, a vote was taken on reconsideration
of the vote by which this bill was placed upon the table.

The question recurs, Shall the bill pass finally?

The vote now on the board is on the question of final
passage.

The SPEAKER. The clerk will strike the vote from the
board.

The gentleman, Mr. Shuman, may proceed.

Mr. SHUMAN. Should there be a fiscal note with this
bill, Mr. Speaker?

MR. HEPFORD REQUESTED TO PRESIDE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Dauphin, Mr.
Hepford, come to the desk for the purpose of temporarily
presiding?

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
(H. Joseph Hepford) IN THE CHAIR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, Mr. Shu-
man, will proceed with his interrogation.

Mr, SHUMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 asked the question as to
whether there should be a fiscal note attached to this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a fiscal note at-
tached, for the gentleman’s information,

Mr. SHUMAN. What is the cost?

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

Mr, WOJDAK. Mr. Speaker, the Governor's Budget
Office estimates that the cost of administering and main-
taining the property would be $12,000 annually.

Mr. SHUMAN. It was stated on the floor of the House
here by Mr. Kistler, when we voted on it, that it would
not cost the state anything.

Mr. WOJDAK. Mr. Speaker, the fiscal note has been
distributed to all the members.

Mr. SHUMAN. Yes. I only want to make it a part of
the record that when we voted it down, I believe it was
Mr, Kistler and others who said it would not cost the
state any money.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The statement that was
made by Mr. Kistler was relative to the funds that are in
trust that would be turned over to the state along with
the earnings on their use for maintenance.

Mr. SHUMAN. May I read from the resume that we
have on our desks, Mr. Speaker?

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

Mr. SHUMAN, “The property is accompanied by a
trust fund; however, the Governor’s Budget Office esti-
mates that the amount involved in this trust fund would
cover only part of the annual expense of upkeep of the
property.”

I would like that to be made part of the record, and also,
when you are voting for this bill, keep that in mind.

We have the only one-room schoolhouse back in our
county, which Mr, Bittle spoke ahout some months ago.

It was closed because the state did not have §7,000 to

keep it open, particularly during this Bicentennial year,
so how in the world can we afford to spend whatever it
is going to be for this new project?

Secondly, T would like to ask the sponsor of the bill,
what is the stand of the Historical and Museum Commis-
sion as to “vhether or not they can afford this transaction?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Dauphin, Mr. Reed, consent to interrogation?

Mr. REED. 1 certainly will.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ceed.

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. Speaker, first, Mr. Shuman’s
specific question was, does the Historical and Museum
Commission want the property? The answer is, yves, and
has been yes for a number of years.

Mr. SHUMAN. Well, they surely indicated in other
places in the state that they are closing down historical
places for the lack of money, and then we are going to
spend money on this item and an annual charge to keep
it open. I can hardly stand for that situation.

Mr. REED. Well, Mr, Speaker, with respect to what
Mr, Shuman has raised, it is really a point that is a legiti-
mate and justified point.

Yesterday, just out of curiosity, I gqueried the members
of the staff of the House Appropriations Committee as to
the origin of the figure of $12,000. I was then directed
to the Governor’s Budget Office from whence they had
received that figure, The Governor's Budget Office refer-
red me to a specific analyst who then referred me to the
Historical and Museum Commission. That was at 4 o’clock
yvesterday afternoon. I asked the individual in the com-
mission, how did he arrive at the figure of $12,000, and
he did not know. He said if he would find out, he would
get back to me, which he did not. I explained to him that
the bill was going to be voted upon this year.

I would respectfully suggest that the Museum Commis-
sion’s figure of $12,000, which originated several years
ago, I understand, is an incorrect figure for several rea-
sons: First, there is, along with the property and the
structures, an endowment fund in excess of $140,000. That
was the figure a year ago. It has since risen. There is
revenue in excess of $10,000 just from that particular
fund which is used presently to operate and to maintain
the facility.

Secondly, the staffing of that location, in the past as
well as now and for the future, is done by an organization
known as the Friends of Fort Hunter. It is a nonprofit
organization of citizens in the area who recognize the
historical importance and significance of that facility. So
the $12,000 that was anticipated to pay for staff is not ex-
pected, simply because they already have the volunteer
staff.

There is also additional revenue at the Fort Hunter
Museum realized from a shop there where they gell var-
ious items. They also have an admission fee for adulis
and a whole series of other periodic and regular fund-
raising activities, not the least of which is the additional
receipt of endowments and outright gifts from wvarious
persons as well as from the state.

I should mention also that the Department of Transpor-
tation has taken a small portion of that property in the
last 18 months for the purpose of construction, and there
is due, very, very soon, this year a settlement from Penn-
DOT to the Fort Hunter Museum, which would go into
their endowment fund, for the land which PennDOT took,
and that would be added as well to the amount of revenue.
So in actuality, there is not going to be any cost in oper-
ating it.

I would finalize my comments with this additional
point: The buildings are not in ramshackle condition,
They have been completely restored, completely ren-
ovated, and have heen in that condition for years. It did

The gentleman may pro-

not just occur. They meet all the Life Safety Code re-
quirements, to the best of my knowledge. They have new
lighting and so forth, so we are not attaching to the
Commonwealth’s Historical and Museum Commission a
financial or renovative liability.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Erie, Mr. Dombrowski.

Mr, DOMBROWSKI, Mr. Speaker, may I interrogate
the gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Wright?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from
Bucks consent to interrcgation?
Mr. WRIGHT, Yes, sir, I do.
The SPEAKER pro tempore.

ceed.

Mr, DOMBROWSKI. Mr, Speaker, are you still a mem-
ber of the Historical and Museum Commission?

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, T am.

Mr. DOMBROWSKI, Are there any of these places
throughout the Commonwealth that are closed down now
because of lack of funds?

Mr. WRIGHT. There are a number of historical sites
owned by the Historical and Museum Commission which
are closed down for lack of funds, and every other site is
operating under curtailed hours because of lack of funds.

Mr. DOMBROWSKI. Thank you, sir.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Butler, Mr. Arthurs.

Mr. ARTHURS. DMr. Speaker, I think under the cir-
cumstances that the Friends of Fort Hunter are operating
the facility, perhaps this move could be delayed for at
least a year because this is our Bicentennial year.

As it has been brought out here, we legislators who
have historical sites in our areas know they are now suf-
tering. I have one particular site in Butler County—the
0Old Stone House—for which we cannot even get enough
money to put up a new fence for this Bicentennial year.
They are working at this site on curtailed employment,
and they cannot keep it open the way it ghould be kept
open.

I am afraid, with inflation and with the Governor’s
budget not calling for any more money this year than it
did last year, in our Bicentennial year we are absolutely
going to find that more of these places, which should be
open, are going to have to close, so I would ask for a nega-
tive vote on this piece of legislation to delay it for at
least this year.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
wright, desire to be recognized?

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, Mr. Speaker.

The gentleman may pro-

Does the gentleman, Mr.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman. The gentleman may proceed.

Mr. WRIGHT, As a legislative representative on the
Tistorical and Museum Commission, I think it is incum-
bent upon me to add some comments.

It is trus that the Historical and Muscum Commission
would like to see this property maintained as an historic
site, and the commission has no objection if they are given
that responsibility, provided there are additional moneys
appropriated in the general fund for that purpese. As
you all know, there are not sufficient moneys in the gen-
eral fund, either in the present budget or in the proposed
budget, to operate all the historic sites across the Com-
monwealth.
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It has been said by a previous speaker that volunteers
will do certain things. It is true that volunteers can act
as tour guides, but volunteers are not going to do mainte-
nance work and are not going to do some of the daily
operating chores. General fund money must be used for
that, and by no streich of the imagination will a gift shop
or a 50-cent-admission fee cover maintenance and operat-
ing costs. I suggest that you keep that in mind as you
vote on this particular piece of legislation.’

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

Mr. KISTLER. Mr. Speaker, we are arguing a bunch
of, what I consider to be, illogical concepts. In the first
place, this project has been before the House of Repre-
sentatives since 1973. It is not new. The Fort Hunter
Museum is a going operation. It operates today; it will
operate tomorrow. It will not cost the state any money.

Contrariwise, you are saying to us, we have a place in
my county which we want faken over, but you do not
come along with this place with a trust fund which will
earn more than is essentially necessary to keep it going.
There is no comparison. You are arguing chickens and
peaches. What we are saying here is that the income
from the Fort Hunter Museum and the moneys in the
trust fund, and so forth, put on interest, will provide
more money than it costs to operate it currently. That is
the history of the place.

Now Mr. Wright is saying something else. As a mem-
ber of the Historical and Museum Commission, he i3 say-
ing that he wants the General Assembly to say that it is
going to appropriate the money necessary to the Historical?
and Museum Commission to operate this Fort Hunter
Museum.

I do not know what the details of the trust fund are,
but it may very well be that the details of the trust fund
are such that that fund would have to go to operate the
facilify. On the other hand, if they go to the general
fund of the Commonwealth, then they can charge us with
irresponsibility or say, well, we do not want to take this
unless you guarantee us what the legislature of 1985 or
1995 or 2005 will do.

I submit to you that this is an opportunity to get a new
historical site, which iz very much needed, with a trust
fund, the earnings of which will more than fund it and
that there will be no cost to this thing.

Just as Mr. Reed has said to you, the fiscal facts that
you have before you are not facts at all; they are fiction.
They were dreamed up by somebody, and we cannot even
find cut who tssued them. They are iust so much hog-
wash.

It just seems a shame that every time we try to get
something through in central Pennsylvania, we have all
kinds of difficulties. It was the same way with other
projects that we have had, and for us to stand here and
make these silly arguments is ridiculous. And I would
hope, Mr. Speaker, that the House would vote favorably
on the bill. We have the moneys in the trust fund, the
earnings of which will more than operate the museum.

The museum is not in the run-down condition that I
have heard members of the Historical and Museum Com-
mission complain about, saying that they did not have
any money to rehabilitate the place. You do not have to
rehabilitate this. It is up to snuff right now. It is a going
institution, and the trust funds following the grant to the

state will more than pay for its operation. To turn it

down is ridiculous.
HOUSE BILL No. 184 RECOMMITTED

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lackawanna, Mr. McLane.

Mr. McLLANE. Mr. Speaker, as most members know, I
spoke extensively on this question this morning. To me,
right now, the question is a plain one—we do not know
the fiscal solvency of this project. The sponsors of the
bill themselves admit that the Appropriations Commit-
tee’s note attached to this bill is no longer a valid one,

that we do not have the facts.

Therefore, I would like to

move to recommit this bill to the Committee on State

Government.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The motion is in order.

The gentleman has made a motion to recommit this bill
to the State Government Committee.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. McLANE
and KISTLER and were as follows:

YEAS—G7
Abraham Ctleeson Mizeevich Shelhamer
Arthurs Greenfleld Morris Shelton
Bellomint Grieco Mrkonic Shuman
Bradley Hamilton. J. H.  Mullen Shupnik
Brunner Hasay Musto Sirianni
Burns Haskell Novak Smith, E.
Caputo Itkin O'Brien Stapleton
Ciminy Johnson, J. O’Keefe Stout
Crawford Katz Perri ‘Taylor
DeMedio Kelly. A. P. Perry Thomas
Dicarlo Kernick Petrarca Toll
ombrowskd Kolter Pievsky Trello
Boyle Kusse Pitts Turner
Ferensberger Laudadio Prendergast Vroon
Ertlehart Laughlin Pyles Wagner
Faweett Letterman Ravenstahl ‘Walsh, T, P.
Fee Lewi Renminger Wansacz
Fischer Lincoln Renwick ‘Wargo
™aherty MeCall Rhodes Weidner
Fryer McClatchy Rugglero Wilson
Garzia McCue Saloom Wilt, . W.
Geisler MeIntyre Salvatore Wright
Giammaren MeLane Schmitt ‘Yahner
Gillesple Milliron Schweder Zeller
Giliette

NAYS--77
Arderson, J. H. Geesey Lynch Reed
Bennett George Manderino Richardson
Beren Goodman Manmiller Ryan
Berlin Green McGinnis Scheaffer
Berson Gring Mebus Seirica
Bittle Halverson Menhorn Seltzer
Brandt Haves. D. 8. Milanovich Smith, L.
Butera Hayes, S.F. Miller, M. E. Spencer
Cessar Hepford Miller, M. K., Jr. Stahl
Cole Hil Moehlmann Taddoaio
Cowell Hopkins Mullen, M. P. Ustynoski
Cumberland Hutchinson. A. Myers Westerberg
Davies Hutichinson, W. Noye WIElt, W. W.
Deverter Irvis 'Connell Worrilow
Dietz Kelly, J. B. Oliver Zord
Dininnd Kistler Pancoast Zwikd
Dorr Klingaman Parker, H. S.
Foster, A, Knepper Polite Fineman,
Gallagher Kowalyshyn Pratt Speaker
Gallen Lehr Rappaport

NOT VOTING--23

Barher Fisher McGraw Valieentl
Bonetto Foster. W. O'Donnell ‘Whelan
Cohen Gleason Rieger Woidak
Davis, D, M. ‘Hammock Ritter Yokn
DiDonato LaMarea Ross Zearfosa
Dreibelbia Lederer Shane
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S0 the question was determined in the affirmative and
the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ted.

The bill is so recommit-

STATEMENT ON RESOLUTION
TO BE INTRODUCED

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

Mr., O'CONNELL., Mr. Speaker, I have a resolution
here and 1 would like to offer it at this time and allow
it to lie on the table for just a few minutes. If anyone
wishes to join with me, I would be happy to have their
signatures.

I would like to make a brief statement in regards to
this,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Heuse will be in
order, and the gentleman may proceed.

Mr. O’CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I think that something
very serious has taken place in regards to the legislative
process. As youn are all aware, we have been actively
inveolved in a floodplain management bill for a good bit
of this session. There has been a great deal of work that
has gone into this particular issue, but at this very min-
ute this bill is on our calendar and has not been con-
sidered. Now if it is the wisdom of this House not to
consider this legislation, then so be it

But what I think is important here is the end run or
the circumventiion of the legislature by the Secretary of
the Department of Community Affairs, Mr. Wilcox, who
has by rule and regulation implemented those particular
provisions of Senate hill No. 1. I think this is a blatant
misuse of discretion and powers. I think it is an abuse
and I think it is a direct confrontation with and to the
House of Representatives. This particular deeree does by
rule and regulation what Senate bill No. 1 wishes to
accomplish, and without it he has taken the prercgative
of issuing an order and publishing it in the Pennsylvania
Bulletin, indicating that in 30 days or so it will actually
become law,

I think that if this legislature is going to condone these
kinds of actions, if we have to submit amendments and
bills to the Appropriations Committee for fiscal notes and
the bureaucracy and the bureaucrats can do this at their
will and circumvent this legislature and we allow it to
happen and tolerate it, I think we are foolish. If that is
the case, all you need to do is send any other bunch of
dummies down here and use the computers. You do not
need to have legislators or this body if this is going to be
tolerated and if these departments are going to he allowed
to circumvent the legislature.

I feel very strongly about this. I think it iz an utter
disregard for the legislative process and I think it is
actually an insult to the legislature. So I would hope
that anybody else who might feel this way would join
with me in signing this resolution so that the secretary
would guickly and loudly get the mesage that the legisla-
ture is not going to stand still for these kinds of end runs.

Thank you.

STATE GOVERNMENT BIIL.L
ON THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of House
hill No. 1893, printer’s No. 2770, entitled:

An Act authorizing the Department of General Services,
with the approval of the Governor and the Department of
Military Affairs, to transfer a portion of the Fort Indian-
town Gap to the United States of America.

On the question,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Schuylkill, Mr. Klingaman.

Mr. KELINGAMAN, Mr, Speaker, this morning when I
asked to be recognized on this issue, Mr. Fineman told me
that the bill would not be run today. So, I respectfully
ask that it be held over at least until tomorrow or until
we come back. Mr, Fineman said that it was not to be run
today.

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

Mr. TRVIS. Mr, Speaker, Mr. Fineman gave informa-
tion to the gentleman which at the time was accurate.
When I marked the agenda for today, on my calendar
there were two holds on the bill, one of them placed by
Mr. Bennett: the other one by some party unknown. Mr.
Bennett removed his hold on the bill, and those people
interested in the passage of the bill came to me and asked
if I could tell them who else objected to the movement of
the bill, and I could not., ‘Therefore, I changed the
agenda, submitted the bill to Mr. Fineman and asked him
to place it on the agenda for roll call.

If the gentleman is asking that we hold the bill over
now, I will leave it up to those people who are the sup-
porters of the bill as to whether they will agree to that,
for we shall not be here tomorrow and we shall not be
back here in voting session until March 8. 1 told them
that, and that is when they insisted that we call the bill
up.

And I will point out to the gentleman that if they insist
on calling the bill up, there really is nothing he can do
about that nor ean I, unless he wishes to place a motion
to table the bill or to recommit the bill. He may do that,
but they may call the bill up as they wish.

MOTION TO TAELE

Mr, KLINGAMAN. Mr, Speaker, I move te table House
bill No. 1893,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Washington, Mr. DeMedio.

Mr. DeMEDIO. Mr, Speaker, I rise in opposition to the
motion. House bill No. 1823 is a very simple bill. It has
been on the calendar and it is imperative that this bill
be acted on.

The Veterans Administration has in their current fiscal
year budget approximately $650,000 programmed for engi-
neering to develop the first 50 acres of this national shrine
that will be constructed at Indiantown Gap.

I say to you that we should move with dispatch. I see
no good reason, no merit, to the motion to table it or to
hold this bill up, and, therefore, I urge the members on
both sides of the aisle to vote in opposition to the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Schuylkill, Mr. Klingaman.

Mr. KLINGAMAN. Mr. Speaker, upon the vote on my
motion, if it is defeated, I will speak on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Bucks, Mr. Wright.
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Mr. WRIGHT. As past chairman of the Veterans Af-
fairs Committee and one who has received a tremendous
amount of communications from the veterans organiza-
tions and one who is familiar with the interests in creat-
ing a national cemetery for deceased veterans in Penn-
sylvania, I would like to see the biil moved and moved as
rapidly as possible, But I think the gentleman, Mr.
Klingaman, should explain to us why he wants the bill
tabled. If his explanation is adequate, maybe we will
abide by his suggestion, bul we have not heard a reason
as yet as to why the bill should be tabled. I would appre-
ciate hearing it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman desires
to be recognized for the meriis of the bill, not the motion
to table.

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, I, too, would like to hear
Mr. Klingaman’s reasons for wanting the bill tabled, be-
cause I believe that what he is going to talk ahout is in
reference to Schuylkill County, 1 think I have some
information that might be beneficial, too. So, I want to s=e
-like Mr. Wright and Mr. DeMedio—this bill passed, be-
cause I think we can bring out a lot of information that
will tell the members here as to why this should be set
at Indiantown Gap. And I would like to see the move
to table be defeated.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs, KLINGA-
MAN and DeMEDIO and were as follows:

Fischer

YEAS—41

Brandt Hill O’Brien Stahl
Cessar Hutchinson, W. Parker, H. 5. Taddonic
Crawford Kelly, J. B. Petrarca Thomas
Deverter Klingaman Pitts Turner
Dietz Knepper Polite Vroon
Gallen Kusse Prendergast Wagner
Goodman Levi Salocom Weidner
Gring MeCall Smith, E. Westerberg
Halverson McClatchy Smith, L. Wilt, R. W.
Hasay McGinnis Spencer Wilt, W. W.
Hayes, S. E.

NAYS-—136
Abraham Gallagher McCue Ruggiero
Anderson, J.H. Garzia MeLane Ryan
Arthurs Geesey Mebus Salvatore
Barber Geisler Menhorn Scheaffer
Bellomini George Milanovich Schmitt
Bennett Gillespie Miller, M. E. Schweder
Beren Gillette Miller, M. E., Jr. Scirica
Berlin Gleeson Milliron Seltzer
Berson Green Miscevich Shane
Bittle Greenfield Moenlmann Shelhamer
Bradley Grieco Morris Shuman
Brunner Hamilton, J. H. Mrkonic Shupnik
Burns Haskell Mullen, M. P, Sirianni
Butera Hayes, D. S. Mullen Stapleton
Caputo Hepford Musto Stout
Cimini Hopkins Novak Taylor
Cole Hutchinson, A. Noye Toll
Cowell Irvis O’'Connell Trello
Cumberland Itkin O’Keefe Ustynoski
Davies Johnson, J. Cliver Valicenti
DeMedio Katz Pancoast ‘Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kelly, A. P, Perri Wansacz
Dininnd Kernick Pievsky Wargo
Dombrowskl Kistler Pratt Wilson
Dorr Kolter Pyles Woajdak
Doyle Kowalyshyn Rappaport Worrilow
Eckensberger Laudadio Ravenstahl Wright
Englehart Laughlin Reed Yahner
Fawcett Lederer Renninger Zeller
Fee Lehr Renwick Zord

Letterman Rhodes Zwikl
Fisher Lincoln Richardson
Flaherty Lynch Ritter Fineman,
Foster, A. Manderino Ross Speaket
Fryer Manmiller

NOT VOTING—20

Bonetto Foster, W. MceGraw Rieger
Cohen Giammarco Melntyre Shelton
Davis, D, M. Gleason Myers Whelan
DiDonato Hammock O'Donnell Yohn
Direibelbig LaMarca Perry Zearfoss

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

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

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

The question is, Shall the bill pass finally?

The SPEAKER pro temmpore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Schuylkill, Mr. Klingaman.

Mr. KLINGAMAN, Mr. Speaker, I have a great deal
of information on this issue on my desk and, unfor-
tunately, not before me because I had not intended to
speak on it at this time.

However, I recegnize that the gquestion before us is
not where the national shrine and cemetery should be
located. That decision will be made by bureaucrats in
Washington. However, this bill would turn over 600
acres at Indiantown Gap for the building of a national
shrine and cemetery. Now just 29 miles to the east on
route §1—it would be north on 8!—the commissioners of
Schuylkill County have offered to give free some 2,100
acres, almost 2,200 acres. They even agreed to dispose of
the Schuylkill County Airport to be included in the site.
They even agreed to clear the 2,100 acres.

Now, Fort Indiantown Gap is the last military instal-
lation in this Commonwealth for training purposes, and
the 600 acres there will be filled up belore the band stops
playing at the dedication.

Mr. Speaker, as I said, the question I realize is not
where it should be located, but I see no reason to give
away 600 acres of the only military installation, the only
military training installation, in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania when another adequate site is available to
the Commonwealth at no cost.

Ancther thought that occurs to me, Mr. Speaker—
coming south on 81 just a few miles after you pass the
Fort Indiantown Gap installation, there is a sign that
says ‘“You are now approaching a congested area.”” Now
what we need, certainly—do we not?—in the congested
Harrisburg area is a national shrine and cemetery, when
it could be located just 29 miles northward on 81 in an
area that is not at the present time being used produec-
tively for anything. That, Mr. Speaker, is my reason for
asking for a “no” vote on this bill, so that the Veterans
Administration might be able to take advantage of the
2,200 acres being oifered to them in Schuylkill County
just a short distance from the area that is proposed.

Mr. Speaker, thank you.

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

Mr. SELTZER. Mr. Speaker, for the information of
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the House, the Veterans Administration reviewed three

locations in Pennsylvania to be considered for a national
shrine and cemetery. One of the locations was the loca-
tion just discussed by Mr. Klingaman, the gentleman
from Schuylkill. A second location was in Lycoming
County south of the city of Williamsport, and the third
location was Fort Indiantown Gap. The Veterans Ad-
ministration several months ago made their decision, and
their decision was Fort Indiantown Gap.

The bill that you have before you is the necessary
legislation to transfer the land to the Federal Govern-
ment so they can begin in the near future for the con-
struction of this national shrine and cemetery. The
description of the land which is found in the bill is the
land which has been surveyed by the Federal Govern-
ment for ihis national shrine and cemetery. The De-
partment of Military Affairs in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania is in agreement. The Federal Government,
through the Veterans Administration, wants this land.
and it is their first selection. Mr. Speaker, T ask the
members of this House to vote “aye” on the passage of
this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Washington, Mr. DeMedio.

Mr. DeMEDIO. Just briefly, at Indiantown Gap we
have an area comprised of 18,000 acres. We are speaking
here of approximately 600 acres which are not being
used for training. This acreage which will be devoted
to a national shrine or cemetery will not take any of the
acreage that is presently being used for training and will
not in any way hurt Indiantown Gap as a military train-
ing post. Therefore, I request that the members on beth
sides vote for the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Snyder, Mr. Thomas.

Mr. THOMAS. Thank you, Mr, Speaker,

I concur with the remarks of the gentleman, Mr. Selt-
zer. I too have a large file in my office, which I do
not have here, which pertains to the structure of this
naticnal shrine and cemetery.

My primary concern was because of the one site that
Mr. Seltzer spoke about which is in the northern part of
my legislative district and the southern part of Mr.
Grieco’s district, on the Allenwood prison grounds, which
is already owned by the Federal Government.

Now we have nothing to do as a body here with the
selection of this site. That was done by other officials
through proper channels, and I worked long and hard to
try to get this site up into our country, because we had
adequate transportation routes for ingress and egress.
We could very well afford to have such a facility in the
area because of the tax base that we could use that we
do not have now as it is primarily rural country. And
all the while this whole thing was being discussed, I
was present at many meetings. And even though we
lost in our area, Pennsylvania gained, and Pennsylvania
could have lost the thing, so I recommend that we vote
“ves” on this bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Armstrong, Mr. MeCue,

Mr. McCUE. Mr. Speaker, I too rise in support of
this bill. There are additional reasons, Indiantown Gap

is a location that has had much to do with the militaryl

personnel in all of the eastern United States. It is a
place even prior to World War II, during World War II
and the Korean War, where many citizens were inducted
into service and where the same citizens were mustered
out of gervice. It has been a place where many persons
have served in training in the National Guard and the
Reserve units as well as the college students taking
ROTC, Reserve Officers Training Corps. I think that
there is a connection with active military service which
makes Indiantown Gap a very appropriate area for the
veterans to have their final resting place.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller, for a very brief
statement.

Mr. ZELLER.

Seriously, Mr. Speaker, I am sure Mr. Klingaman and
possibly my good [riend, Reid Bennett, and many others
would at one time have felt—and from the goodness of
their hearts and being real veterans—they would like to
see this cemetery in their areas probably or nearby as an
honor, a real honor. But the problem is that there is a
neutral move here, as Mr. Seltzer mentioned, because it
is a very touchy issue, There is no guestion about it.
We would all like to have it in our areas I am sure.

Thank you, guidance counselor.

One of the problems they had up in Schuylkill, when
the engineers checked the area out, was that there was a
subsidence problem in the particular area that he is
talking about. And with no disrespect to Schuylkill
County and the fine coal region that it is and has been
and probably always will be, the problem is subsidence,
felt that they were going to run into a serious problem.
This is really the reason for it, an engineering problem.

So 1 just wanted you fo know that I think we should
pass this because it is in a neutral area and it is going
to be in an area which is a military installation; it has
good iransportation facilities; and it would be the best for
all the people concerned. If we let this go much longer,
I am sure the Federal Government is going to say we
will find some place else, and it may not bhe Pennsyl-
vania. Thank you very much.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Mercer, Mr. Bennett.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I am going to vote
against this bill. I want the membhers of this House to
know why. It is rather difficult to rise to the floor of
the House and vote against a veterans bill. Tt iz almost
like wvoling agsinst motherhood. However, Mr. Speaker,
my reason, I believe, is not a selfish one. I do not want
the cemetery in my distriet. I am not in favor of placing
it somewhere else in Pennsylvania. Perhaps for a philo-
sophical reason that only I can understand, however, I
want to try to make others understand it.

I have heen given information, Mr. Speaker, that the
Veterans Administration and the chairman of the Mili-
tary Affairs Committee has concurred that the Veterans
Administration has now something in the neighborhood
of $651,000 for site development for this cemetery at Fort
Indiantown Gap. 1 would only say to the members of
this House, Mr. Speaker, the further information that I
have been given is that the Veterans Administration is
now building two additional veterans cemeteries in
Maryland, one additional cemetery in Quantico, Virginia,
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and they have just acquired 661 acres in addition to
Arlington Cemetery.

Mr. Speaker, my purely philosophical reason is this:
We here in this House of Representatives, on one hand,
bitterly complain that the Federal Government dictates
to us and says, you must do this or you will do that.
And, Mr. Speaker, it just seems to me a wonder why we,
as members of this House of Representatives, sit here
and are dictated to by a Federal bureaucracy that con-
tinues to grow and grow and grow. We are eaten up by
it every day. We are told that it is not going to cost
us any money. DBaloney. It is going to cost money; it is
going to cost tax dollars whether it comes from the state
coffers or the Federal coffers or wherever. Mr. Speaker,
I am going to vote against 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—159
Abrpham Gillespie McIntyre Schmitt
Anderson, J. H, Gilllette McLane Schweder
Arthurs Gleeson Mebus Scirica
Barber Green Menhorn Seltzer
Bellomini Greenfield Milanovich Shane
Beren Grieco Miller, M. E. Shelhamer
Berlin Gring Milter, M. K., Jr. Shelton
Berson Halverson Milliron Shuman
Bittle Hamilton, J. H, Miscevich Shupnik
Brandt Hasay Moehlmann Sirtanni
Brunner Haskell Morris Smith, E,
Butera Hayes, D. 8, Mrkonie 8mith, L.
Caputo Hayes, S, E. Mullen, M, P, Spencer
Cessar Hepford Mullen Stahl
Cimint Hill Musto Stapleton
Cole Hopkins Kovak Stout
Cowall Hutchingon, A. Noye Taddonio
Crawtord Irvis O'Brien Taylor
Cumberland Itkin O'Keefe Thomas
Davies Fohnson, J, Qliver Toll
DeMedio Katz Pancoast Trello
Deverter Kelly, A, P. Parker, H. 8. Ustynoski
Dicarlo iKelly, I, B, Perri Vroon
Digtz Kernick Pievsky Walsh, T. P.
Dundand Kistler Puolite Wansacz
ombrowskd Kolter Pratt Wargo
Dorr Kowalyshyn Pyles Weidner
Dovle Laudadio Rappaport Westerberg
Eckensberger Laughlin Reed Wik, R. W.
Englehart Lederer Renninger Wik, W. w.
Fee Lehr Renwick Wojdak
Fischer Letterman Rhodes Worrilow
Fisher Levi Richardson Wright
Flaherty Lincoln Rieger Yahner
'oster, A. Lynch Ritter Zeller
Fryer Manderino Romanelli Zord
Gallagher Manmiller Ross Zwikl
(zarzia McClatchy Ruggiero
Geesey McCue Salvatore Fineman,
Geisler McGinnia Scheaffer Speaker
George

NAYS—15
Bennett Gallen Knepper Pitts
Bradley Goodman Kusse Turner
Burns Hutchinson, W. MeCall Wilson
Fawcett Klingaman O’'Connell

NOT VOTING—23

Bonetto Glammarco O'Dounnell Valicenti
Cohen Gleason Perry Wagner
Davis, D. M. Hammock Petrarca Whelan
DiDonato LaMarca Prendergast Yohn
Dreibelbis MeGraw Ryan Zearfoss
Foster, W, Myers Salonm

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 MESSAGE

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, presented
Senate Bill numbered and entitled as follows, together
with the objections of the Governor:

SENATE BILL No. 612

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P. L. 1208,
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.

With the information that said bill had been passed by
both Houses and vetoed by His Excellency, the Governor,
and has since been reconsidered in the Senate and passed
by the necessary two-thirds vote, the objections of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Governor’s Office
Harrisburg

November 26, 1975

To the Honorable, the Senate of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania:

I return herewith, without my approval, Senate Bill
No. 612, Printer’s No. 1240, entitled “An Act amending
the act of June 24, 1831 (P. L. 1206, No. 331), entitled
"The First Class Township Code, further providing for
provisions relating to fixing the salary, compensation
and emoluments of elected officers of the township.”

This Bill provides for the fixing of the salary, compen-
sation and emoluments of elected officers of first class
lownships, It provides that any change in salary shall
become effective at the beginning of the next term of
elected officers. Prior provisions deleted by this Bill
state that no increase or reduction in salary may take
place after the election of the particular officer.

I believe that existing law is in the best public interest.

The salary of the officer must be known at the time
he runs for the office. Furthermore, the public is en-
titled to know exactly what the elected oificer is to re-
cejive in compensation at the time they are voting for
that officer. By this Bill, the change in salary could
come after the election of a particular officer but before
he begins his term. In other words, a board of com-
missioners could be re-elected for a new term and after
their election they could raise their salary, and the voters
would be deprived of the opportunity to express their
sentiment on the increase in salary.

The State Constitution provides in Article III, Section
27 for the prohibition similar to current law in the first
class township code. The State Constitution sets the
proper rule on these matters, and 1 do not believe that
the first class townships should be allowed to deviate
from that salutary rule.

For these reasons, I return Senate Bill No. 612 without

my signature.
MILTON J. SHAPP
Governor

On the question,
Shall the bill become a law, the objections of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding?

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
majority leader.

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I am going to read some
more details on Senate bill No. 612 from the Governor's
veto message becauge this bill has been on the table in
the House since December. Many members have, of

The Chair recognizes the
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course, forgotten the bill, and I do not wish to ask them
to vote to override a veto unless I have at least refreshed
their memories.

Senate bill No. 612, printer's No. 1240, provides for the
fixing of the salary, compensation and emoluments of
the elected officers of first class townships. It provides
that any change in salary shall become effective at the
beginning of the next term of elected officers. Prior
provisions deleted by this bill state that no increase or
reduction in salary may take place affer the election of
the particular officer. Now that was the major change.
The present law states that no increase or reduction in
salary may take place after the election of the particular
officer,

We passed Senate bill No. 612 on October 15 by a vote
of 186 to 8, changing the law or proposing a change in
the law so that at the beginning of the next term of the
elected officers a change in emolument could take place.
The Senate passed the bill. I do not have the vote on
their passage. The Governor vetoed this bill on Novem-
ber 26; the Senate overrode the veto on December 9,
1975 by a vote of 40 to 7.

The question now before the House is whether Senate
bill No. 612, printer’s No. 1240, shall become the law of
the Commonwealth, the veto of the Governor to the con-
trary notwithstanding.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs,
Shall the bill become law the objections of the Governor
to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor of the
bill becoming law will vote “aye”” Those in favor of

sustaining the Governor's veto will vote “no.”

Apgreeable to the provisions of the constitution,
veas and nays were taken and were as follows:

YEAS—173
Abraham George McClatehy Schweder
Anderson, J. H. Gillesple MeCue Scirica
Arthurs Gillette MeGinnis Seltzer
Barber Gleason MceIntyre Shane
Bellomind Gleeson McLane Shelhamer
Bennett Goodman Mebus Shelton
Beren Green Menhorn Shupnik
Berlin Greenfleld Milanovich Sirfanni
Lerson Grieco Miller, M. E, Smith, E,
Bittle Gring Miller, M. E., Jr. Smith, L.
Bradley Halverson Milliron Spencer
Brandt Yamilton, J.H. Miscevich Stahl
Brunner Hasay Moehlmann Stapleton
Burns Haskell Morris Stout
Butera Hayes, D. 8. Mrkoenie Taddonio
Caputo Hayes, S. E, Mullen, M. P. Taylor
Cessar Hepford Mullen Thomas
Cimini Hill Musto Tolt
Cole Hopkins Myers Trello
Cowell Hutchinson, A, Novak Turner
Crawford Hutchinson, W, Noye Ustynoski
Cumberland Irvis O'Brien Valicenti
Davies Itkin O’Connell Vroon
DeMedio Johnson, J. Olver Wagner
Deverter Katz Pancoast ‘Walsh, T. P.
Dicarlo Kelly, A. P. Parker, H. S. Wansacz
Dietz Kelly, J. B. Perri Wargo
Dininnt Kernlck Perry Weidner
Dombrowski Kistler Plevsky Westerberg
Dorr Klingaman Fitts Wilson
Doyle Knepper Polite Wilt, . W.
Drelbelbis Kowalyshyn Pratt Wiit, W. 'w.
Eckensberger Kusse Pyles Woldak
Englehart Laudadio Ravenstahl Worrilow
Fawcett Laughlin Reed Wright
Fee Lederer Renninger ‘Yahner
Fisher Lehr Rhodes Zearfoss
Foster, A. Letterman Richardson Zeller
Flaherty Levi Rieger Zord
Fryer Lincoln Ross Zwikl
Gallagher Lynch Ruggiero

the

Gallen Manderino Salvatore Fineman,
Geesey Manmiller Scheafler Speaker
Geisler McCall Schmitt

NAYS—5
Fischer O'Keefe Renwick Bhuman
Garzia

NOT VOTING—I19

Bonetto Giammareco O'Donnell Ryan
Cohen Hammock Petrarca Saloom
Davis, D. M. Kolter Prendergast Whelan
DiDonato LaMarca Rappaport Yohn
Foster, W. McGraw Ritter

More than the two-thirds majority of the elected
members having voted in the affirmative, the question
was determined in the affirmative, that the bill become
a law, the objections of His Excellency, the Governor,
to the contrary notwithstanding.

APPROPRIATION BILL ON
THIRD CONSIDERATION

Agreeable to order,
The House proceeded to third consideration of Senate
bill No. 852, prinfer’s No. 1300, entitled:

An Act amending the act of June 13, 1967 (P. L. 31,
No. 21), entitled “Public Welfare Code,” further provid-
ing for the payment of the costs and expenses for the
care of the child; making certain repeals; and placing a
duty upon the Auditor General to ascertain and certify
certain costs.

On the gquestion,

Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration?

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

Amend See. 2 (Sec. 704.1), page 3, line 2, by inserting
after “COST": including staff costs

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 704.1), page 3, line 12, by inserting
after “DEPARTMENT”: except for those staff costs in-
cluded in clause (2) of this section

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. M. P. Mullen.

Mr. M. P. MULLEN. Mr. Speaker, this is a clarifying
amendment.

The gquestion arose when we were reading over this
bill, as to whether, when we were referring 1o reasonable
cost, it included staff. The Department of Welfare said
that it did include the staff cost. However, we did not
want to take a chance, so I am including the three words:
“including staff costs’.

There is no additional money involved. It is what the
department thought was there, but T want to keep the
department honest and put it in there to make sure.
That is all the amendment does.

On the guestion 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?

Mr. MANDERINO requested and obtained unanimous
consent to offer the following amendments, which were
read:
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Amend Title, page 1, line 5, by inserting after [“pro-
grams.”]: increasing the maximum annual State grants
to county institution districts or their successors for cost
of child welfare programs; .

Amend Bill, page 2, lines 19 through 21, by striking out
all of said lines and inserting:

Section 1. Sections 346 and 354, act of June 13, 1967
(P. L. 31, No. 21), known as the “Public Welfare Code,”
are repealed.

Section 2. Section 704 of the act, amended December 6,
1972 (P. L. 1434, No. 316), i3z amended to read:

Section 704, Annual Grants.—(a) The department shall
make annual grants to county institution districts or their
successors to defray part or all, as the case may be, of the
cost of child welfare programs authorized by law and
developed jointly with the department in an amount [up
to sixty percent of the total of all such approved expendi-
tures for all county institution districts or their succes-
sors:] of no more than ninety percent from January 1,
1976 to December 31, 1976.

{b) In the event that sufficient State funds t{o pay the
full amount of the grants to which county institution dis-
tricts or their successors may be entitled under the provi-
sions of this section have not been appropriated, the de-
partment shall distribute State funds among the county
institution districts or their successors by a formula rea-
sonably designed to achieve the objectives of section T01
of this article.

Section 3. Section 704 of the act is repealed on Decem-
her 31, 1976,

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 22, by striking out “2.” and
inserting: 4.

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec, 704.1), page 3, line 15, by inserting
after “CHILD”: placed by a county child welfare agency
or a child

Amend Sec. 2 (Sec. 704.1), page 6, line 1 by inserting
after “COMMISSIONERS"”: In lieu of payments by the
county to the Commonwealth, the department may deduct
the amount due the Commonwealth from the reimburse-
ment payments by the department to the county institu-
tion districts or their successors.

Amend See, 3, page 7, line 11, by siriking out “3." and
inserting; 5.

Amend Sec. 4, page 7, line 13, by striking out *“4.” and
inserting: 6.

Amend Sec. 5, page 8, line 18, by =triking out “5.” and
ingserting: 7.

Amend Sec. 6, page 8, line 21, by striking out “8. THIS”
and inserting: 8. Clauses (1), (2), (3) and (4) of subsec-
tion (a) of section 704.1 shall take effect as follows:

(1) January 1, 1977 unless a county chooses to remain
under the provisions of existing law and to receive up to
90% of child welfare reimbursement and not be liable for
any youth development center costs.

(2) Effective January 1, 1978 the provisions of clauses
(1), (2}, (3) and {4) of subsection (a) of section 704.1
shall apply to all counties. The remainder of this

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
majority whip,

Mr. MANDERINO, Mr, Speaker, it is my understand-
ing these amendments are agreed to also,

Mr, Speaker, the amendment, although agreed to, does
several things: The first thing that the amendment does
is to amend the title so that it is consistent with the con-
tents of the bill. The second thing that the amendment
does is to provide enabling legislation for a provision that
we added in House bill No. 1333—which was the supple-
mental Appropriation Act—which allowed the state {o pay
up to 90 percent of child welfare costs. We did not pass
implementing legislation. It is put in here for a tem-
porary period.

The third thing that is done by the amendments is to
provide consistent payments to counties for child welfare
entrustment agreements consistent with the juvenile ecourt
commitments.

The Chair recognizes the

The amendment also provides a simple method by
which the state will insure collection of the county pay-
ment for juvenile court commitments.

The Iast thing that the amendment does is to provide
for 1 year an option by the counties to either take the 90
percent payment being provided in this bill or the provi-

sions of the new act,

They will, in effect, take whichever

is better for their particular situation, so that any harsh
treatment for several counties can be avoided in the first

year.

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

The yeas and nays were required by Messrs. MAN-
DERINQO and M. P. MULLEN and were as follows:

Abraham
Anderson, J. H.
Arthurs
Barber
Bellomind
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Aradley
Brandt
Srunner
Burns
Butera
Caputo
Cessar
Ciminj
Cola
Cowell
Cumberland
Davies
DeMedio
Deverter
Nicarlo
Dietz
Dininni
Nombrowskl
Dorr
Doyle
Dreibelbls
Tckensberger
fnrlehart
Taweett
Fee
Fischer
Fisher
fizherty
Foster, A.
Fryer
“taNagher
Gallen
Tarzia
Geesey

Crawford
Hasay

Bonetto
Cohen
Davis, D, M.
DiDonato
Toster, W,

YEAS—173
Geisler McClatehy
George MeGinnis
Giammarce Melntyre
Grillezple McLane
Gillette Mebhus
Gleason Menhorn
Gleetson Milanovich
Goodman Miiler, M. E.
Green Mitler, M. E., Jr.
Greenfield Milliron
Grieco Miscevich
Gring Moehlmann
Hzlverson Morris
Hamilton, J. H. Mrkonic
Haskell Mullen, M. P.
Mayes, D, 8. Mullen
Hayes, S. K. Musto
Hepford Myers
Hill Novak
Hopkinag Noye
Hutchingon, W. ©O'Brien
Irvis O'Connell
Itkin O'Donnell
Johnson, J. O'Keefe
Katz Oliver
Kelly, A. P. Pancoast
Kelly, J. B, Parker, H, S,
Kernick Perrl
Kistler Pievsky
Klingaman Polite
Knepper Pratt
Kowalyshyn Rappaport
Kusse Eavenstahl
Laudadio Reed
Laughlin Renninger
Lederer Renwick
Lehr Rhodes
Letterman Richardson
Levi Rieger
Lincoln Ritter
Lymch Ross
Mandering Rugglero
Manmiller Ryan
MeCail Salvatore
NAYS—6
Pitts Vroon
Pyles
NOT VOTING—I18
Hammock MeGraw
Hutchinson, A. Perry
Kolter Petrarca
L.aMarce Prendergast
MeCue

Scheaffer
Schmitt
Schweder
Seirica
Seltzer
Shane
Shelhamer
Shelton
Shumam
Shupnik
Sirlanni
Smith, E.
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonio
Taylor
Thomas
Toll

Trello
Turner
Ustynoskd
Wagner
Walsh, T. P.
‘Wansacz
Wargo
‘Westerberg
Wilson
Wi, R. W.
Wilt, W. W.
Woidak
Worrilow
Wright
Yahner
Zeartoss
Zeller
Zord
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Weldner

Saloom
Valicent1
Whelan
Yohn

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

On the guestion recurring,

Will the House agree to the bill as amended on third

consideration?

Bill as amended 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.
The question is, shall the bill pass finally?

Agreeable to the provision of the Constitution, the yeas

and nays will now be taken.

Abraham
Barber
Bellomini
Bennett
Beren
Berlin
Berson
Bittle
Bradley
Brandt
Brunner
Burns
Butera
Caputo
Cesgar
Clmini
Cole
Cowell
Crawford
Davies
DeMedio
Deverter
Dicarle
Dietz
Dininnt
Dombrowski
Doyle
Dreibelbis
Eckensberger
Englehart
Fawcett
Fee
Fischer
Fisher
Flaherty
Fryer
Gallagher
Garzia
Getsler
George
Glammatco
Gillespie

Anderson, J. H.
Cumberland
Dorr

Foster, A.

Arthura
Bonetto
Cohen
Davis, 1. M.
DiDonato

YEAS—164
Glllette Mebus
Gleason Menhorn
Goodman Milanovich
Green Miller, M, E,
Greenfield Miller, M. E., Jr.
Grieco Milliron
Gring Miscevich
Haskell Moehlmann
Hayes, D. S. Morris
Hayes. 8. E. Mrkonic
Hepford Mullen
Hinl Mullen, M. P,
Hopkins Musto
Hutchinson, A. Myers
Hutchinson, W. Naovak
Irvis Noye
Itkin O'Brien
Johnsgon, J. O'Connell
Katz O’Donnell
Kelly, A. P. O'Keefe
Kelly, J. B. Oliver
Kernick Pancoast
Kistler Parker, I1. S.
Klingaman Perri
Knepper Paolite
Kowalyshyn Pratt
Kusse Pyles
Laudadio Rappaport
Laughlin Ravenstahl
Lederer Reed
Letterman Rennjnger
Levi Renwick
Lincoin Rhodes
Lynech Richardson
Manderino Rieger
Manmilier Ritter
MeCall Ross
MeClatchy Ruggiero
McCue Ryan
MceGinnis Salvatore
Mcintyre Scheaffer
McLane

NAYS—14
Gallen Lehr
Geesey Pitis
Halverson Shane
Hasay

NOT VOTING—19

Foster, W,
Gleeson
Hamilton, J. H.
Hammock
Kolter

LaMarca
McGraw
Perry
Petrarca
Pievsky

Schmitt
Schweder
Scirica
Seltzer
Shelhamer
Shelton
Saupnik
Siriannt
Smith, E.
Smith, L.
Spencer
Stahl
Stapleton
Stout
Taddonlo
Taylor
Thomas
Toll

Trello
Turner
Ustynoski
Valicentd
Wagner
Walsh, T. P,
Wansacz
Wargo
Westerberg
Wilsen
WIilt, R. W
Wilt, W. W
Woidak
Worrllow
Wright
Yahner
Zearfoss
Zeller
Zord
Zwikl

Fineman,
Speaker

Shuman
Vroon
Weildner

Prendergast
Saloom
Whelan
Yohn

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.

BILLS AND RESOLUTION NOT CALLED UP

The SPEAKER. AIl remaining bills and resclution on
today’s calendar are not called up.

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

gentleman from York, Mr. Anderson.

The Chair recognizes the

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have some remarks
here that I wished to give, but at this late hour I think
the best thing to do is to submit them for the record.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thanks the
gentleman. The remarks may be submitted to the clerk.

Mr. ANDERSON presented the following remarks for
the Legislative Journal:

I want today to place on the record, and to notify the
Governor of this state, of the disenchantment we members
of the House Finance Committee feel about the Governor’s
continuing neglect of state financial affairs,

He has before us a budget in excess of $5 billion which
is balanced on paper by unusually optimistic predictions
of full prosperity just around the corner in Pennsylvania,
plus a $48 million tax increase which he says will come
through the enactment of a $2.30-per-carton tax on ciga-
rettes.

It is our understanding that this regressive cigarette
tax—which would only encourage bootlegging of ciga-
rettes—has very little support among Pennsylvania tax-
payers or this House. However, until we place it before
the people and this legislature, no one will know for
certain.

Mr, Speaker, I want the record to show that Governor
Milton J. Shapp has a budget before us which he is “bal-
ancing” with a tax propoesal which he doesn't even have in
print. As far as I am concerned, it doesn't exist.

I now ask the majority leadership, and the Governor,
to introduce the cigarette tax bill or any other tax they
magrl_have in mind so that we can get them before the
public.

If the Governor can get the votes to get his cigarette
tax, he can then proceed to ask us to pass his budget.
However, if he cannot get a tax increase through, then
he will have to advise the legislature of just how he wants
his budget reduced by $48 million.

If we continue on the course of evasion which we now
seem to be following, we will he allowing ourselves to he-
come entrapped in a maneuver which can only damage
the welfare of taxpayers, jeopardize the solvency of the
state budget, and submit this legislature to ridicule for
abdication of our fiscal responsihility.

STATEMENT ON RESOLUTION
TO BE INTRODUCED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Lehigh, Mr. Zeller.
Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, before the members leave

. the House, I have a resolution they may want to get their

names on because of the closing of the post offices
throughout Pennsylvania.

When the act was passed by the quasi-government and
private enterprises, they stated that no post offices would
be closed due to economic reasons. Now we find over
some 100 post offices are being closed throughout Penn-
sylvania. And for the benefit of those fellows up around
Cameron and Potter, McKean, Tioga and those areas, some
44 are going to be closed.

I would like to ask these folks, if they want, to get on
this resolution and let the Federal Government memo-
rialize the Congress to knock it off. Thank you.

ADDITION TO COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP

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

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, please have the name
of Herhert Zearfoss added to thé Committee on Urban
Affairs.

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be
spread upon the record.
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SENATE BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER

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

SENATE BILL No. 1106

An act providing for the protection of Pennsylvania
corporations, shareholders, employees and the public and
to prevent fraud and deception by requiring certain per-
sons purchasing equity securities of any corporation in-
corporated in Pennsylvania or having its principal office
and substantial assets located in this Commonwealth to
make a full and fair disclosure to offerees of all material
information in regard to takeover offers.

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

LEGISLATIVE CITATIONS ADOPTED

Mrs., KERNICK, chairman of Select Committee on Leg-
islative Citations, presented citations, which were read,
considered, adopted, and forwarded to the (following
recipients:

Williarn E. Scanlon, 726 Gail Drive, Sharon, Pennsyl-
vania 16146,

Detective Jerry P. Crump, 329 Peach Bottom Road, Wil-
low Street, Pennsylvania 17584.

Officer Henry F. Soders, R. D. 6, Box 152, Lancaster,
Pennsylvania 17604,

Philip Loht, 838 Edinburgh Drive, Lancaster, Pennsyl-
vania 17601,

Harry Litwack, 1818 Oakwyn Hoad, Huntingdon Val-
ley, Pennsylvania 19008.

Kenneth Gaines, 23716 Phipps Sireet,
Pennsylvania.

Michael Washington, 1723 Prospect Avenue,
Grove, Pennsylvania 18090,

Jeff Desman, 1110 Irvin Road, Huntingdon Valley,
Pennsylvania.

Derek Harvey, 330 Tulpehocken Street, Elkins Park,
Pennsylvania 19117,

Chris Moore, 1512 Edgewood Avenue, Roslyn, Pennsyl-
vania 19001,

Tyrene Solomon,
Pennsylvania 19090,

Martin Knell, 804 Clarendon Road, Jenkintown, Penn-
sylvania 190486.

%ike Gorni, 1001 Bradfield Road, Roslyn, Pennsylvania
19001,

19%&1 Backer, 609 Roslyn Avenue, Glenside, Pennsylvania
8.

Robert Melvin, 2828 Susquehanna Road, Roslyn, Penn-
sylvania 19001.
190R‘Ja:',r Foisy, 1164 Bradfield Avenue, Roslyn, Pennsylvania

1.
191{}%&1‘1{ Duncan, 1251 Hall Avenue, Roslyn, Pennsylvania
1.

David Flood, 1508 Edgewood Avenue, Roslyn, Pennsyl-
vania 19001.

Edward Purvis, 1506 Edgewood Avenue, Roslyn, Penn-
sylvania 19001,

Greater Hazleton Council on Aleoholism, Ine., United
Community Services Building, 67 North Church Street,
Harzleton, Pennsylvania 18201.

Mr, and Mrs. James J. Evans, St. Mary’s Manor, 701
Lansdale Avenue, Lansdale, Pennsylvania 19446,

The Harrisburg Area YMCA, Front and North Street,
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101.

Mr. and Mrs. Freeman Heffner, 554 Broad Street, Em-
maus, Pennsylvania 18049,

Jeffrey Burke, 4121 Orchard Lane, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania 19154,

Mr. Carl Shoemaker, 504 South Grand Street, Lewis-
town, Pennsylvania 17044.

Janie Layton, 585 Sanger Street, Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania 19120.

Willow Grove,

Willow

1612 Park Avenue, Willow Grove,

Reverend Gerald J, Bischof, Pastor, St. Mary of the
Assumption Parish, Pittston, Pennsylvania 18640.

The Emmaus Rotary Club, Emmaus, Pennsylvania 13049,

Lance Baral, 317 Meadowbrook Drive, Huntingdon Val-
ley, Pennsylvania 19006,

Richard N. Humes, 102 Davis Drive, Edinboro, Pennsyl-
vania 16412,

Mr. Leo Simbeck, South Michael Road, St. Marys, Penn-
sylvania 15857.

Mr. and Mrs. Patsy Nero, 317 Phillips Street, New Cas-
tle, Pennsylvania 16101,

Gil Muhl, 1462 Doris Road, Roslyn, Pennsylvania 1%001.

Dr. and Mrs, Gordon Massey, 60 North Lake Street,
North East, Pennsylvania 16428.

Mr. and Mrs. Warren D. Neff, R. D. 1, Landisburg, Penn-
sylvania 17040,

Nancy McGinley, 6220 Hasbrook Street, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 19120.

Peter A. Costello, 140 East Sheridan Avenue, New Cas-
tle, Penmsylvania 16101.

Frank Jarecki, 6310 West Ridge Road, Fairview, Penn-
sylvania 16415.

David Parker, Highland Avenue, Jenkintown, Pennsyl-
vania 19046.

The Slatington Rotary Club, Slatington, Pennsylvania
18080.

Bryant Geating, 2134 Wayne Avenue, Abington, Penn-
sylvania 19001.

Scott Endy, 1409 Edgewood Avenue, Roslyn, Pennsyl-
vania 19001.

James Robold, 2805 Mt. Vernon Avenue, Willow Grove,
Pennsylvania 19090,

Michael J. Eberl, Cherry Road, Kersey, Pennsylvania
15846.

Charles F. Moore, ¢/o0 The York Dispatch, York, Penn-
sylvania.

The Lawncrest Cheerleading Squad.

John B. Peters, Aspers, Pennsylvania 17304,

Albert Eugene Glossner, 415 Bellefonte Avenue, Lock
Haven, Pennsylvania 17745.

Sarah Shore, 5004 Griscom Street, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania 19124,

Color Guard Unit, Neshaminy High School Band, Lang-
horne, Pennsylvania 13047.

George William Marley, R. D. 1, Jonestown, Pennsyl-
vania 17038.

Mrs. Elvera Fulgenzo Yerskey,
Girard, Pennsylvania 16417.

Lester J. Carpenter, Glen Mawr Drive, Ambler, Penn-
sylvania 19002,

John William Malvin, R. D. 2, Box 740, Elizabethtown,
Pennsylvania 17022.

Reverend Edwin L. Koczmarek, St. Anthony’s Parish,
Monongahela, Pennsylvania 15063.

Mr. and Mrs. Andrew J. Huhra, 486 Seventh Street,
Donora, Pennsylvania 15033.

Rabbi Harold B. Waintrup, 1404 Shoemaker Road,
Abinglon, Pennsylvania 19001.

Derry Presbyterian Church, 301 North Chestnut Street,
Derry, Pennsylvania 15627.

Mrs. William Gotthardt, 731 Saville Avenue, Eddystone,
Pennsylvania 13013,

Judge Salvatore DeMeo and Anthony DeMeo, Jr., 626
Cross Street, South Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19147.

Harold Stanley Banner, 4301 North Broad Sireet, Phila-
delphia, Pennsyivania 19140.

Dr. Fount B. Robinson, Oxford, Chester County, Penn-
sylvania.

William P. Hammer, 633 Logan Boulevard, Lakemont,
Altoona, Pennsylvania 16602.

Mr. and Mrs. Charles Cashman, R. D. 2, New Oxford,
Pennsylvania 17350.

Dr. and Mrs. Gordon Massey, 60 North Lake Street,
North East, Pennsylvania 16428.

Mrs. Hertha Grausmann, 21 West Phil-Ellena Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19119.

Paul A. Gill, R. D. 7, Mercer, Pennsylvania 16137.

géSMason Spancake, R. D. 2, Pine Grove, Pennsylvania
17 .

Mark Coffin, Seven Silver Spruce Road, Levitfown,
Pennsylvania 19056.

Mrs. Antoinette DiSipio, 2313 South 17th Street, Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania 19145.

118 Myrtle Street,
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152%. and Mrs. Kenneth Cross, Coal Center, Pennsylvania

Miss Christine Furstnau, 173 Hares Hill Road, Phoenix-
ville, Pennsylvania 19460,

John E. Watkins, 820 Corbin Street, West Mifflin, Penn-
sylvana 15122,

Ted “Butch” Marchibroda, Falls Church, Virginia.

The Honorable G. E. Gangloff, 83 Avenue C, Schuylkill
Haven, Pennsylvania 17972.

John Tanner, Savannah-Gardner Road, New Castle,
Pennsylvania 16101,

444 Second Street,

Mr. and Mrs. Gary Leone Sr,
Donora, Pennsylvania 15033.
651 Graff Avenue, Meadville,

Mr. F. L. Alexander,
Pennsylvania 16335.

The Polish Falcons of America, New Castle, Pennsyl-
vania.

Mr. and Mrs. Curtis Long, New Grenada, Pennsylvania.

WELCOMES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair welcomes the
Honorable President Judge of Luzerne County, Bernard
Brominski, as guest of the Luzerne County delegation.

The Chair also recognizes Judge Charles Margiotti from
my own city of Philadelphia.

The Chair welcomes Mr. William Byham, an education

and sports announcer for Lycoming County, South Wil-
liamsport, Pennsylvania, He is the guest of Messrs, Cimini
and Grieco.

Now, we would also like to welcome a group of Repub-
lican committee persons and their friends from Lancaster
County. They are the guests of the Representatives from
Lancaster County, Messrs. Brandt, Hill, Gring, Moechi-
mann, M. E. Miller and M. E. Miller, Jr,

The Chair would like to introduce some guests, the
mayor of Boswell, who is accompanied by his wife and
daughter and her family, Mr. and Mrs. James Woy and
daughter Kathy. They are the guests of the gentleman
from Somerset, Mr. Halverson.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GEORGE moved that this House do now adjourn
until Monday, March 1, 1976, at 1 p.m., es.t,

On the question,

Will the House agree to the motion?

Motion was agreed to, and (at 5:53 p.m., e.s.t.) the House
adjourned.
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