
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 25,1979 

PRAYER 

Session of 1979 163rd of the General Assembly Vol. 1, No. 67 

I No. 1722 By Mr. GOEBEL 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The House convened a t  11 a.m., e.d.t. 

THE SPEAKER (H. JACK SELTZER) IN THE CHAIR 

An Act amending "The Administrative Code of 1929," ap- 
proved April 9 ,  1929 (P. L. 177, No. 175), further providing for 
the holidays of State employes. 

Referred to Committee on State Government. 

REV. DR. S. senior pastor of 
United Methodist Church of Delaware County, guest chaplain 
and brother of the lady from Bucks, Mrs. George, offered the 
following prayer: 

Let us pray: 
Our Gracious Heavenly Father, we ask Your blessing upon 

these legislators who this day will make decisions that af. 
fect the livesof many people for years to come. 

Amid high emotion, let them understand that the Eternal 
God is their refuge and underneath are the everlasting arms, 
guiding them to make decisions in the light of permanent 

An Act amending the "Public School Code of 1949," approved 
~~~~h 10, 1949 (p ,  L. :10, No. 14), further providing for the 
transportation of 

Referred to Education, 

No. 1723 By Mr. GOEBEL 

An Act amending "The Administrative Code of 1929," ap- 
proved April 9, 1929 (P. L. 177. No. 175). requiring that rules 
and regulations relating to inmates a t  penal and correctional 
institutions apply equally to both male and female inmates. 

Referred to Committee on State Government. 

N,. 1724 B~ M ~ .  GOEBEL 
standards. As we belong to You, so let each one know that 
while he and she are individuals, they are members of this 
House, belonging to one another, and while they may disagree, 
help them to refrain from heing disagreeable, that out of di- 
versity there may come unity, out of discord there may come 
harmony, and as evening shadows fall, Almighty God, may 

~ ~ 

An Act amending thr "Public School Code of 1949," approved 
March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), further providing for the 
elet:tion of school directors. 

Referred to Committeeon Education, 

No. 1725 Hy Mr. GOEBE:L 
each legislator, looking back over their activities of this day, be 
able still to like themselves and be able to say it mattered that I 
was in the House today. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

An Act amending Title 71 (State Government) of the Penn- 
sylvania Consolidated statutes, provldlng for the terminatlo,, 
of an annuity of a person who renders services to the Common- 
wealth as an independent contractor. 

Referred to Committee on State Government. 
(The Pledge of Allegiance was enunciated by members.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the Journal 

for Monday, September 24,1979, will be postponed until print- 
ed. 

No. 1726 By Mr. GOEBEL 

An Act amending the "Public Employe Relations Act," 
approved July 23, 1970 (P. L. 563, No. 195). further p ruv~d~ng  
for collective bargainingagreements, 

Referred to Committee on State Government. 

JOURNALS APPROVED 
The SPEAKER. Are there any corrections to the Journals of 

January 2 and 16, February 5, 6, 12, 13, 19, 20 and 21, March 
5, 6, 7, 12, 13, 19, 20, 26, 27 and 28, April 23, 24, 25, 30, and 
May 1 ,2 ,7 ,8 ,17,and21,1979? 

If not, and without objection, the Journals are approved. 

No. 1727 By Messrs. I). R. WRIGHT and WILT 

An Act amending the "Liquor Code," approved April 12, 
1951 (p. L, go, N ~ ,  211, exempting 
ethyl alcohol solely for use as motor fuel or experimental pnr- 
Poses fromcertainlicenserequirements. 

Referred to Committee on Liquor Control. 

No. 1728 Hv Messrs. GOEBEL. KUKOVICH. PERZEL 

HOUSE BILLS INTRODUCED 
AND REFERRED TO COMMITTEES 

No. 1721 By Mr. GOEREL 

and LETTERMAN 

An Act amending "The Local Tax Enabling Act," approved 
December 31, 1965 (P. L. 1257, No. 511), excluding residential 
construction from taxation. 
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Ilrferrcd to C o n ~ m ~ t t e r  on  F ~ n a n c i  /No .  1736 By Mes5rs SWEET, NOYE and WACHOB 

No. 1729 1 % ~  Mrssrs. WASS. WI.:N(;ER, MANMII.I.ER, 
1)ININNI end CIJNNIN(;HAM 

An Act amending the art US .itin? 22. 1!1:11 (1'. !,. 594, No. 
203). referred to as  the Township State  Highway I.aw, amend- 
inga route in Indianir County. 

Referred to  Committee onTransportation. I 
No. 1730 By Messrs A K IIUTCHINSON, 

LETTERMAN, TRELLO, KNIGHT, 
GEORGE, Fb;b:, KOLTEK, 1,1VENGOOI) 
and STAIllS 

An Act amending the a r t  of June 17, 1976 (P. I,. 162, No. 81), 
entitled "An act  amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the  Pennsylva- 
nia Consolidated Statutes, adding revised, compiled and codi- 
fied provisions relating to vehicles and pedestrians," further 
providing for exemption of drivers from examination. 

Referred to Committee on Transportation. 

No. 1731 Hy Messrs. A. K. HUTCHINSON, FRYER. 
IJVENGOOD, CLARK, ITKIN and STAIRS I 

An Art  amending the "Pennsylvania Election Code," ap- 
proved June  3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, No. 320)), providing reim- 
bursement by the Commonwealth for county administration 
expenses for campaign expense reports. 

Referred to  Committee on Appropriations. 

No. 1732 By Messrs. A. K. HUTCHINSON, FRYER, 
l,lVENGOOD, CLARK. ITKIN and STAIRS I 

An Act providing for a productivity improvement program 
for the development and utilization of productivity measure- 
ments in the application of State resources; and requiring the 
submission of productivity improvement reports hy the  Gover- 
nor to  the General Assembly. 

Referred to Committee on State Government 

No. 1737 Ry Messrs. SWEETand NOYE 

An Art  providing for the  establishment of the  Common- 
wealth Productivity Council and prescribing its powers and du- 
ties. 

Referred to  Committee on State  Government. 

No. 1738 Ry Messrs. SALVATORE, I). M. O'RRIEN, 
McKELVEY. ROCKS and PHKLEL 

An Act amending "The Controlled Substance. Drug. Device 
and Cosmetic Act," approved April 14.1972 (P. L. 293, No. 641, 
making i t  illegal to possess or deliver controlled paraphernaha. 

Referred to Committee on Judiciary. 

No. 1739 By Messrs DOMBROWSKI, D S. HAYES, 
BENNETT, ROWSER, KLINGAMAN, 
CAPPABIANCA, IIiCARLO, DORR and 
A C. FOSTER 

An Act amending Title 9 (Burial Grounds) of the Pennsylva- 
nia Consolidated Statutes, further providing for the filing of 
accounts 

Referred to Committee on Judiciary. 

No. 1733 By Messrs. J .  L. WKIGHT, KODGERSand N,. 1741 ny Messrs. PRATT, CAPPABIANCA and 
BlJRNS STURAN 

An Act amendiug the act of October 4, 1978 (P. L. 883, No. 
170), referred to  as  the I'uhlir Official and Employee Ethics 
Law, providing reimbursement by the Commonwealth for 
county administration expenses incurred for filing rertain re. 
ports. 

Referred to (hmmittee on Appropriations. 

No. 1740 By Messrs. PRATT, CAPPABIANCA and 
MILANOVICH 

An Act providing for the licensing of clubs to conduct certain 
games of chance; providing for suspension and revocations of 
licenses; requiring records, and prescribing penalties. 

I Referred to Committee on Liquor Control. 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing 
for summary offenses involving vehicles. 

Referred to  Committee on Judiciary. 

A ~~i~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l ~ ~ i ~ ~  proposing an  amendment to the 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i t ~ t i ~ ~  of the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l t h  of pennsylvania, 
for recall of elected public officers. 

Referred to Committee on State Government. 

No. 1734 i3y Mr. HOEFFEI, 

An Act amending the "I'ennsylvania No-Fault Motor Vehicle 
Insurance Act," approved July 19, 1974 (P. L. 489, No. 176). 
providing for the disclosure of dcrnerit rating plan information. 

Referred tn Committee on Insurance. 

Referred to  Committee on Transportation. 1 No. 1744 By Mr. PRATT 

No. 1742 By Messrs. PRATT, CAPPABIANCAand 
STUBAN 

An Act amending the  "Pennsylvania Election Code," av- 
proved June 3, 1937 (P. L. 1333, NO. 320), providing for special 
elections in the recall of elective officers. 

Referred to Committee on State Government. 

No. 173.5 By Messrs PHTRAHCA, KOLTER, 
DeMF,LIlO, SCHEAFFER and W. W. 
FOSTER 

An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for disabled veteran 
registration plates. 

No. 1743 By Messrs. PRATT and MOEHLMANN 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," approved 
March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), further providing for periodicals 
and puhlications excluded from the  sales tax.  

Referred to Committee on Finance, 
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No. 1745 Hy Messrs. l'F:THAK(';\. I)clZlEI)I0. 
YAHNl:R. TAI)I)ONIO. C1,AKK. 
I , IVKK(~001~; rnd  MAN1)EKINO 

- 

ANNOUNCEMENT RY SPEAKER 
Thr, SPEAKEH. 'The, ('hair asks  the niemhrrs who h a w  

amendments to  HH (i40. the  divorce reforrrr hill, to  please have 
thcir amentiments circulated so  tha t  the  various caucuses will 

An Act ;~rnt,ndinc t l i t  i1c.1 of :Il ,r~1 2 i .  l i l2 i  ( I '  I, Jti5. No. 
2!1!)), rt,Si,rred to  ; ~ s  th r  l.'iri, : ~ n d  I'ani, Act. ~ . i , i~ l~ i r iny  the  i r ~ s t a l  
lation of smoke rlcti.<t<wi iauil Si1.e alilrnl s ) .s t tv~~s in 110tels and 
nlotels. 

258). entit1i.d. :is nnri~ndetl. "'l'ransf'er Inhrritsrrrt  'Tax Law." 
ctl;inginp tliv rate i)i'~~rln>rnission ;rnd incrtvlsing the  m;~xinlum. 

vin;,ll,~,,. 

Referred to  Committci. on Consi.rvation 

An Act amending the, "I'enniylv;inia Si,aage Facilities Act." 
approved janunrg 24,  I!)(;(; (I>)~T, 1). L. 1~,:j',, N ~ .  s:]i), further 
defining thc  responsibility of the  1)epar tmmt of i*:nvironmen 
tal Kesourcps to ahat(, pollution in certain rivers and strralns.  

HOUSE RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 
AND REFERRED 

have their amendmr,rlts to  discusss. 311d also i t  is the  intent of 
the  Chair to call t h t  bill up as  quickly as  wc can a f t e r  the  ceu- 
ruses have discussed the  amendments and t h e  merits of the  bill. 
As of now, thp Chair has been are fivf 

No. 126 
(Concurrent) By Messrs. PEWLEI.. NOYE. COCHKAN. 

RITTEK. SA1,VATOKF.. VROON. Mrs. 
TAYI,OK, Mrs. ARTY, Mr. PI(:(:OLA, Mrs. 
1)IJKHAM and Mr.  CLARK 

The General Assr:mbly of the  Commonu,ealth of Pennsylva- 
nia memorialize the  Congress and the President of the  United 
States  of Anrerica tha t  the  free economic and political system 
of the  People of Tz~iwan should continue. 

Referred to  Committee on Fed~ra l -S ta te  Relations. 

amendments which have heen prepared and circulated 

MASTER ROLL CALL RECORDED 
The SPEAKKIt. The (:hair is ;~hou t  to  take the  master roll 

call. 

The following roll call was recorded. 

Aldrn 
And~rson 
Armstn,ng 
Arty 
Austin 
Rarher 
Rrlardi 
Beluff 
Rmnvtt 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE GRANTED 
The SPEAKER. Th? Chair rrcognizes the  majority whip. 
Mr.  S, k;. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I request leaves of absence 

for Messrs. HELFKICK and DINlNNI for  today's session. 

~~ ~ ~ 

Berson 
Hittlr 
Howser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Rrunner 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the  minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I have no requests for  leaves of ah- 

sence 
The SPEAKER. Without ohjection. leaves are  granted. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, 

AND TABLED 

HB 606. P N  2153 (Amended) Rv Mr. F. J .  LYNCH 

Rurd 

Caltagironr 
Cappahirncs 
Cessar 
Chrw 
Cimini 
Clark. B. 
Clark, K .  
Cochrar 
Cohen 
Colc 
Corndl 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," approved 
March 4,  1971 (P. L. 6,  No. 2), fur ther  providing for  exclusion 
from sales tax. 

SB 602, PN 634 By Mr.  F. J. L Y N M  
R,  R,  

An Act amending the  act  of J u n e  20, 1919 (P. L.  521, No. Fisher. 11. M. 

Cc,slrtt 
~ ~ ~ ~ l l  
Cunningham 
navies 

Finance. 

HB 1683, P N  2055 (Unanimous) Hy Mr. ZORI) 

An Act relating t o  the  inspection and visitation of hospitals 
and hospital-related health care facilities: providing t h a t  the  
Ilepartment of Health coordinate inspections by all Sta te  agen- 
cies: providing for a single inspection of hospitals by the  Ue- 
par tment  of Health: and repealing the  annual inspection re- 
quirement by the  ilepartment of Health. 

Health and Welfare. 

G ~ o r g e .  C. 
(;eorgr. M. 
Giammarro 
(;ladeck 
Gorhrl 
Goodman 
Grahowski 
Gniy 
Gr~ml'ield 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Halverson 
Harper 
Ilas;ly 
Hsyes. D.  S. 
Hayes. S. E. 
Horffel 
ITonarnan 
ITutrhinson, A. 
Hutchinson. W. 
Trvis 
Ilkin 
.Johnson, E. 
.Johnson. J .  
d o n ~ s  
Kanuck 
Kcrnirk 
Klingnmsn 
Knepp~r 
Knight 
Kolter 
Kukovirh 
l . t~shing~r 
Laughlin 
I.ehr 
I,rttrrman 
1.n.i 
I.rvin 

Ilswida 
DrMedio 
D~Verter 
DeWccsr 
~ i c a r l o  
~ i r t z  
~ ~ t n b r o n s k i  
norr 
1 ) ~ f f ~  
Tlumas 
Durham 
Earlcy 

I.ynrh, E. H 
I.ynch. I.'. 
M;ickowski 
Madigan 
Mandrrino 
Manmiller 
McCall 
M~.Clalrhy 
MrInlvn, 
Mr~clvey 
McVrrry 
Mirhlovir 
Micoizir 
Milanorich 
Miller 
Moohlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen. M. P. 
Murphy 
Musto 
Nahill 
Nornk 
Novr 

Pirrola 
Pirvsky 
l'i~t?U<, 
I'itts 
I'olite 
Pott 
1'r;itt 
I'ur~i~irclli 
Punt 

Rilppaport 
Rerd 
Rhodrs 
Kieprr 
Ritter 
Rocks 

Salv;~torr 
Srhml'irr 
Srhmitt 
Schnrder 
S~.irira 
Srrafini 
Srvrlity 
Shadding 
Sbuonik 
Sicminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. b;. 
Smith. I.. 
S~P"." 
Spit% 
Stairs 
Strixhner 
Strw;irl 
Strret 
Stuhnn 
s,ri,.t 
Swift 
Tadilonio 
Taylor, E. 
Tdck 
'llhom:+s 
Trrllr, 
Vroon 
Wachoh 
Wagnrr 
Warm 
Wnss 
Weidn~r 
Wrnger 
White 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright. I ) .  
Wright. .I. 1, 
Yahnrr 
Yohri 
Zeller 
Zitterman. 
Zord 
Zwikl 
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Faster. A. Lewis Rodgers Seltzer, 
Foster. W. Livengood Ryan Speaker 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-9 

Borski Donatucci Kawalyshyn Richardson 
Cianciulli Helfrick McMonagle Taylor, F. 
Dininni 

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

Coslett 
An Act reenacting and amending the  act of November 26, Cowell 

1978 (P. L. 1179, No. 276), entitled "An act authorizing the De- cunningham 
~ a r t m e n t  of General Services with the approval of the Gover- n,,,;,, 

By way of background, this legislation had been adopted and 
signed into law last session; and the reason for the hill is be- 
cause of an  improper deed description. 

This amendment will limit the use of the land, and if for any 
reason the city would not need the land for tha t  purpose, i t  
would revert back t o  the  Commonwealth or the Commonwealth 
would have to  change the conditions of the grant .  

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

CALENDAR BILLS AGREED TO 
ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

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

HB 1011, P N  2036; HB 1514, P N  1779; HB 1618, P N  
1946: SB 603, P N  1081; SB 731, P N  981;  SB 732, P N  982; 
SB 733, P N  983; SB 734, P N  984; SB 8 5 6 ,  P N  987; HB 1340, 
P N  1863; HB 1468, P N  1696; SB 525, P N  545; and HB 1155, 
P N  2068. 

FILMING PERMISSION GRANTED 
The SPEAKER. The Chair gives notice tha t  it  has  given per- 

mission to WIIC TV and to  WTAE TV and WTVI TV to  shoot 
silent footage. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
CALENDAR BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to  third consideration of SB 357,  P N  
913,  entitled: 

nor and the Secretary of Public Welfare-to convey a certain ~ ~ ~ i d ~  
tract of ground situate in Susquehanna Township, Dauphin D ~ M ~ ~ ~ ~  
County," further describing the tract.  DeVerte~ 

Alden 
Anderson 
A~~~~~~~~ 
Arty 
Austin 
Barber 

Eee;$ 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bitt'e 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Bmnner 
Burd 

Caltagirone 
cappabianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Clark. B. 
Clark, R. 
Cochran 

E:p 
Cornell 

On the  question, 
Will the House agree to  the hill on third consideration? 
Mr. PICCOLA offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 5 ,  line 18, by striking out "puh1,ic 
purposes" and i n s e r t i n g e e r  filtration and treatment fac~l: 
zL.. 

IIeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Dietz 
Domhrowski 
norr 
Duffy 
Dumas 
Durham 

'Ly 
Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 2), page 5 ,  line 21. by striking out "public 

purposes," and inserting a water filtration and treatment facil- 

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

YEAS-191 

Freind Livengmd 
Fryer Lynch, E. R. 
Gallagher Lynch, F. 
Gallen Mackowski 
Gamble Madigan 
Gannon Manderino 
Gatski Manmiller 
Geesey McCall 
Geist McClatchy 
George, C. McIntyre 
George, M. McKelvey 
Giammarca McVerry 
Gladeck Michlovic 
Goebel Micozzie 
Goodman Milanovich 
Grabowski Miller 
Gray Moehlmann 
Greenfield Mowery 
Grieco Mrkonic 
Gruppo Mul1en.M. P. 
Halverson Murphy 
Harper Musto 
Hasay Nahill 
Hayes, D. S. Novak 
Hayes, S. E. Noye 
Hoeffel O'Brien, B. 
Honaman O'Brien, D. 
Hutchinson, A. O'DonneU 
Hutchinson. W. Oliver 
Irvls Perzel 
Itkin Peterson 
Johnson. E. Prtrarca 
Johnson. J. Pirrola 
Jones Pievsky 
Kanuck Pistella 
Kernick Pitts 
Klineaman Polite 

Earley 
F,, 
~ i ~ ~ h ~ ~ ,  R. R. 
Fisher, D. M. 
Foster. A. 
Foster. W. 

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

Mr. PICCOLA. This amendment will limit the use to  which 
the city of Harrishurg can put the land to a water filtration and 
treatment facility which is, in fact,  what  they intend to use i t  
for. 

Lashinger Pyles 
Laughlin Rappaport 
lxhr R e d  

Borski 
cianriulli 
Dininni 

Letterman Rhodes 
Levi Rieger 
Levin Ritter 
1,ewis Kwks 

NOT VOTING-12 

Donatucri MeMonagle 
Hdfrick Rlrhardsan 
Kowalyshyn Strwt 

Rodgers 
Ryan 
Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Schmitt 
Sehweder 
Scirica 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shadding 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. 
Smith, L. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. 
Telek 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wagner 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weidner 
Wenger 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright, D. 
Wright, J .  L 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zitterman 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Speaker 

Taylor, F 
Trello 
Williams 



NAYS-2 

Clerk. B. Fryrr 

NOT VO'i'liiC-l:i 

1979. LEGISLAnVE 

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

On the question. 
Will the House agree to the hill as amended on third consid- 

eration? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This hill has been considered on three differ- 
ent 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-186 

Alden Foster. W. Lewis Radgers 
Anderson Frpind Livengood Ryan 
Armstronp Gallagher I.ynch, E. R.  Salvatore 
Arty Gallrn Lynch. F. Scheaffer 
Austin Gamble Maekowski Schmitt 
B a r h ~ r  Gannon Madipan S c h w ~ d e r  
Belardi Gatski Manmiller Scirica 
Rdolf Oeesey McCall Serafini 
Bennett Geist McClatchy Seventy 
Berson George. C. McIntyre Shadding 
Bittle George. M. McKelvey Shupnik 
Bawser Giammarco McVerry Sieminski 
Brandt Gladeck Michlovic Sirianni 
Brown Gaebrl Micozzie Smith, L. 
Brunner Goodman Milanuvich Spencer 
Burd Grahowski Miller Spitz 
Burns Gray Moehlmann Stairs 
Caltagirone Greenfield Mowery Steighner 
Cappabianca Grirco Mrkonic Stewart 
Cessar Gruppo Mullen, M. P .  Stuhan 
Chess Halverson Murphy Sweet 
Cimini Harper Nahill Swift 
Clark, R. Hasay Novak Taddonio 
Cochran Hayes,D. S. Noye Taylor. E. 
Cohen Hayes, S .  E. O'Brien, B. Trlek 
Cole H o r f f ~ l  0'Brien.D. Thomas 
Cornell Honaman O'Donnell Vroon 
Coslett Hutchinson. A. Oliver Wachob 
Cowell Hutchinsun, W. Perzel Wagner 
Cunningham Irvis Peterson Wargo 
Davies Itkin Petrarca Wass 
Dawida Johnson. E. Pircola Wpidner 
DeMedio Johnson, J. Pievsky Wenger 
DeVerter Jones Pistella White 
DeWeese Kanuck Pitts Wilson 
DiCarlo Kernick Polit? Wilt 
Dietz Klinpaman Pott Wright, D. 
Dombrawski Knepper Pra t t  wripht ,  J L. 
Dorr Knight Pucciarelli Yahner 
Duffy Kolter Punt Yohn 
Dumas Kukovich P yles Zeller 
Durham 1,ashinper Rappaport Zitterman 
Earlev Laughlin Rerd Zord 
Fee 1.ehr Rhodes Zwikl 
Fischer. R. R. 1,etterman Rieger 
Fisher, D. M. I.evi Ritter Seltzer, 
Foster. A. I.evin Korks Speaker 

I Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 19). page 3,  by inserting between lines 11 
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Dininni Manderino Smith, E .  Williams 
Donatucci McMonagle Street 

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

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

CALENDAR BILL ON FINAL PASSAGE POSTPONED 

Agreeable to order, 
The hill having been called up from the ~ostponed calendar 

by Mr. KUKOVICH, the House resumed consideration on final 
passage of HB 630, PN 1858, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act,"ap- 
proved June 28, 1947 (P. L. 1110, No. 476), further provid~ng 
for the finance charge of certain motor vehicles. 

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

The question is, shall the hill pass finally? 

RECONSIDERATION OF VOTE 
ON HB 630 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the vote by which 
HB 630 was placed on the final passage postponed calendar be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. ZIVERMAN. I second the motion. 

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

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

eration? 

Mr. KUKOVICH offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 1,  (Sec. 19), page 2, line 14, by striking out the 
brackets before "six" and after "(6%)" 

Amend Sec. 1, (Sec. 19), page 2, line 15, by striking out 
"SEVEN PERCENT (7%)" 

Amend Sec. 1,  (Sec. 19). page 2, line 15,  by removing the peri- 
od after "year" and inserting, except that for the period be- 
tween the effective date of this amendatory act and October 1, 
1980, the simple interest rate per annum calculated on the 
unpaid balance of the principal amount financed as  determined 
under section 14B.6., which yields the same finance charge 
over the term of the contract as a contract for the same term 
with the finance charge calculated a t  six and one-half percent 
(6'/2°/0) on such principal amount financed. 

~ ~ 

and 12 
Section 2. Subsection C of section 22 of the act, amended 

May 2,1949 (P L. 812, No. 211), is amended to read: 
Section 22. Refund for Prepayment of Contract.- 
, * *  

C. [The] Except for the actuarial rebates required for simple 
Borski Helfrirk Must0 Taylor, F. - -. 

Cianriulli Kowalyshyn Richardson Trello interest rate loans for Class~mdttvehicle contracts, the un- 
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~ ~ ~ t r n r c l  C ~ ~ I L I I I ~  r l ~ r ~ t ,  L C >  I,,, rcl>;~tc,~l I , )  the, I ) L I ~ ( T  sh:~Il rt , l~rrsent 
:it 1e;ist ;IS grt,:iL ; $  pr1111<w[i<n1 ot' t t ~ v  t<> t ; t l  ~ ~ I I ; O I , , < ,  cl~tirgt, :IS the I 
sum of thp 11e.rirrdi~il til~lc, I ~ : i l : i i t ~ ~ ~ ' :  (af11.1. tht, d :~ t t ,  O F  prep:iv 
ruent bears 1 0  the  sum oi' ill1 thr. i~t ,~. iodir ;~l  t in t ,  h;~l;rni,es under 
the schrdul i  of ~,ayn~t>l i ts  in thc  orixit1:ll ;rgr.uvmrnt: l ' ro~ id t~d .  
Iiowcvrr. Thr  holdi.r ih;ill ilot 11,. r.tvl;iiri.(l to rrh,ite ;inv trot.tion 

romI~uted a s  herrin s ~ t  for th ,  is I(.ss ilr:rn one dollar ($1.00). 
Amend S e c  2. u;iy<, :i. linr 1%. lly striking rlut "2." : ~ n d  insrrt- I 

prrssrd 11y til t  majority chairman of the liusincss and Currr~ 
nlc,rce Cotilniitte<.. 

'This bill h;rs heen comprun~ist~d ~ I I  a gre;lt f'xtmt. It actually 
h : ~ s  trvtw 1oaert.d from X perccnt down t r ~  7 prrcent.  I would ask 
;In opposition vote to the Kukovich omcndment. 

On t h ~  <juestiori rrcurring. 
Will the House agree to the am<,ndmc.nts'.' 

The following roll call w;~s rrcorr1t.d: 

man,  please? Burns 
Caltagirane The SI'EAKER. The gentleman indicates he will s tand for in- Cappahianca 

terropation. The gentleman, Mr. Smith, may proceed. Cessar 

ing :i. 

On the c~ut'stiot~, 
Will the House zrgrrr t r ~  thc~:~r~~encInients ' i  

The SPb;AKb:K, The ('hair wrognizrs t h r  gentlr,man from 
Westmoreland. Mr. Kukovicii. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Spe;lker. thp number of this amend- 
ment is  A2991 

Very hriefly, i t  does thrcr things, the most inlportant of 
which is a compromise on the rat(!. This would make it  a (i'fir 
percent udd~on rate. Tht, o th i~r  two changes are  that  i t  would 
put in a sunset provision so that  ;is Octoher 1. 1980, the rate 
would go hack to what i t  currently is. Thirdly, down in section c 
of the amendment, i t  would change the way prepayments are 
made hased on an actuarial rate,  whi~dt means tha t  the actual 
amounts and the actual timtx involved would he the basis rather 
than the current rule. called the rule of '78, which is h;rsrd on 
a n  approximation which is in hias of the lender. 

So this is a proronsumer amendment from tha t  standpoint. 1 
think it  is a reasonable compromise. I)ue to the fluctuation we 
have seen in various ititerest rates,  1 think a sunset provision is 
a wise thing to do a t  this point in time and can he reconsidered 
a t  a later date. 

I would appreciate your support for this amendment. 

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

Mr. I,. E. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, could I interrogate the gentle- 

Armstrong 
Austin 

Brrson 
Brown 
Chess 
Clark. R .  
(hchrnn 
cohen 
Cowcll 
D"wida 
DeWrrsr 

Dumas 
I+"' 
Fisvhpr, R .  K 
F~~~~ 
Gamhl~ 

Aldm 
Anderson 
Artv 
Hplardi 
Brloff 
Rennett 
Biltle 
 BOWS^^ 
Hrandt 
Hrunner 
B u d  

. . 

Mr. L. E.  SMITH. Mr. Speaker. I really have not had a n  op- 
portunity t o  examine this amendment, hut  can you tell me, 
would the sunset provision apply only toclass  1 vehicles? 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Yes, i t  would. 
Mr. I,. li. SMITH. That  is all. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair r eco~nizes  the gentleman from 1 

Cimini 
Clark, R. 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
Davirs 

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

Mr. I,. li. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, Ioppose this amendment. 
When this  hill was introduced, i t  was introduced a t  X percent 

add on. We then accepted a 7-percent amendment. I think we 
have compromised a s  far  a s  we can go. 

The 7 percent is not even meaningful in today's money 
market.  So  I would ask for a "no" vote on the 6% percent. 

YEAS-69 

Gtltski Kuk<,rii.h 
Ororgr. C. I.rvin 
Grorpr. M. M;tndrrino 
Goehel Mclntyrr 
Grahowski Michkivir 
(; nly ?rfrkonic 
Grernfi~U Murphv 
Hiwper Musto 
Hasay Olivrr 
Ilocffel Pirvsk.~ 
Hutrhinion. A .  Pistrlla 
lrvis Pr:M 
Itkin Pucriarelli 
Johnson. J .  Rwd 
Krrnick Rhudes 
Klirrgamsn Ri rg~r  
Knight Hitter 

I)cVerter 

nietz 
Do"hfllwski 
Durr 
Durllam 
~~~i~~ 
Fishrr, D. M. 
Foster. A. 

NAYS-122 

Foster, W. Markowski 
Freind Madigan 
Gallagher Manmiller 
Gzlllen McCaII 
Gannon MrClatrhy 
Gees~v MrKrlvry 
Geist MrVerry 
Ginmmarro Mirozzie 
Gl:ideck Mihmovirh 
Goodman Miller 
Gr i~ro  Moehlmsnn 
Gruppc Mowrrg 
Halversnn Mullm. M .  P. 
Hayes. D. S. Nahill 
Hayes. S. E. Novak 
Hunarrran Noyp 
Hutchinson, W. O'Brirn. H. 
Johnson. E.  o 'Rr i?~~ ,  I ) ,  
J o n ~ s  O'Donnell 
Ksnurk I'crzcl 
Knrpprr I'ptrrson 
K ~ l t e r  Prtrarra 
1,sshinger I'i~colu 
1.aughlin Pitts 
Lphr Polite 
1.ettprman I'ott 
Levi Punt 
I.~wis I ' y l r  
Livrngood Kappaport 
Lynch. E. R. Rocks 
Lynch. F. Kvan 

NOT VOTING-12 

Kodgrrs 
Srhmitt 
Spvpntr 
Shadding 
Shupnik 
Stziirs 
Stewart 
Trlrk 
Trellu 
Wnchoh 
Warpo 
Whit" 
Wright. D 
Zellrr 
Zitterman 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Salvatore 
Srhiwffrr 
Schweder 
Sririrn 
Senifini 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. 
Smith. 1.. 
S p r n r ~ r  
Spita 
Steighnrr 
Stuhan 
Swrrt 
Swift 
Taddonio 
T;lylor. E.  
Thomas 
Vmon 
W:,gner 
Wass 
Weidnrr 
Wrnprr 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright..I. L. 
Yahner 
Yohn 

Mercer, Mr. Rennett. 
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition t o  the 

Kukovich amendment and would just share  the thoughts ex- 

Rorski 1)ininni Kowalyshyn Strwt 
~ i ~ ~ ~ i ~ l l i  Donalucci MrMonaplf Taylor. F 
DeMedio Helfrick Rirhsrdsr~n Williams 
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'The question was determined in thf. new1 i .. . : ~ n d  t h r  a m e n d  
ments u e r e  not agr<:cd to. 

On t h r  question recurring. 
Will the f{ousr axrrc lo the hill as ;ll,,mrird ,,n ti,ir,f ,~r,nsi,j,,r. 

alion? 

Mr. KUKO\'I('FI o I ' I ' I ~ I . ~ ~ ~  th,, S O I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ! ~ : ~ ~ ~ I ~ I I ( I I T I ~ ~ ~ I I :  

Amend Spr. 1 (SP(.. 19). pagc 2. line 15, hy rcmovin the 
perir~d aftcr "yrar" and fur  the ,!f 

fective date ;,mr,,(~;,tory iIct and ~ ~ , ~ ~ h ~ ~  1980 and ;,; 
p~ - - - 

six pcrrrnt (6'%1) on the. principal amount fin;invcii ;rs deter- 
~~ - ~~ -- 

mined undrr section 14H.6. hcginoing Ortoiirr 1. 1980 anti 
----- - -~~ ~ ~ 

thc.rti:jftt,r. 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recopizes the gentleman from 
Westmoreland. Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Spt:aker, this is amendment A29'13. All 
this does is once again create ;r sunset provision whereby the 
rate would he restored a s  of Octoher I ,  1980. The current rate 
would he restored if this hody doesnot  move to  do otherwise. 

I would again speak to the wisdom of doing this hecause of 
the fluctuation and because of thc confusion among the hank- 
ing and lending industry. 

If you rememher. last J u n e  when we debated this hill and this 
hill was defeated, I read on the  record letters from Chase Man- 
hattan Rank and other nlajor banks which said that  the  prime 
rate is going down. They had in fact reduced i t  in May. We 
come hack after the  summer recess and the  prime rate  has gone 
back up. 

Obviously, thosc people who should know what is going on, 
do not. So, 1 would suggest to  you t h a t  once we give in and raise 
the  rete legislatively, rarely do we ever rescind tha t  and bring 
i t  hark down. 1 think i t  would he very wise to put on a sunset 
provision and force us to  take a positive action in the  future, if 
i t  is justified. I would ask for your support of this amendment. 

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

Mr. I,. E. SMITH. I see no reason to  put a sunset provision on 
one srct ionof  a hill t h a t  encompasses six different categoriesof 
vehicles. Any time we decide tha t  tha t  ceiling is too high, we 
can come back and reduce it. I see no need for a sunset provi- 
sion and I would ask for a "no" vote on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes thp gentleman from Le- 
high. Mr. Zeller. 

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, whenever the hankiug institu- 
tionti or any other investment company gives you an  increase, i t  
usually comes in what you call quarter percent on your invest- 
ment. half, quarter,  and there arc big sign boards all over the 
place ahout how they a re  taking carp of you and they a re  com- 
peting against other banks, and other hanks do not do i t ,  we do 
it. Originally they came out with an  almost one-third increase, 
and then i t  is down to  ahout 15. Now we tried to  get one a t  five- 
tenths, or half of it. which rvould he a 13pr rcen t  inrrense. Now 
thc cost~of-living increase around t h ~  country. I guess, was a t  

s,v,,,,, ,,,*,, ,,, r luml i ,  :! 
I know there are  ;I lot of hlg slirnders in hr~n:, evidmtly, with 

th(,sr, Itankrrs. I just Ginnot, uridltrstand the proteetion for the 
ror~simic~r. All we :ire7 ;isking for is sunset i~.gislatiun, hecause I 
rcrn<,mt~tsr tuick-there mils a 1 livrcent put in havk, I $:lievrt. 
during the Bonorat~l(. (;overnor Scr;mt<,n's administration, in 
t.he 'Srt~nsl~ortation ih:p;rrtment on gasoline, and that  has never 
left the hooks, and it  is not going to the vetrrans; it  is going 
somewhere elsr. That niivcrr hnrl sunset legislation, and if you 
do nut do it ,  you will never get rid of i t .  That is why these 
pt!oplr. do not want sunset. Icgislation, because they do not want 
to get rid of i t .  That is the whole secret to i t ,  so if you are really 
out to prot~:r t  the consumer, what is wrong in having a sunset 
legislation. In ot,hor words. you have to stund up and he 
counted, tha t  is all. Whose sidr a rc  you on? 

On thequestion recurring, 
Will thc  House agree to  the  amendment? 

The f,,llowing roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-79 

~~~~t~~~~ Fryer Kukovich Kittrr 
Austiti (;:ilk~gl,cv l.rvirt Kodprrs 

O;ilrnhlr Manderino Srhrnitt :::':: Getski McCall Seventy 
Brown G<mrge. C. Mclntyrr Sliadding 
Burns George. M. Mi,:hlovir Shupnik 

(:oehrl Miller Stairs E',":yr (;r:>howski Mrkonic Strighnrr 
clark, R. (:my Murphy Stmvsrt 
C1ark.R. Greenfivld Novak T~lek 

Harp' O'Drmnrll 'Srcdlc) cnPh"'n 
Cohrn Hasay Oliver Wavhoh 
Cowrll Hoeffrl Petrarra Wargo 
Ihwida Hotchinson. A. Piersky White 

Irris I'istrlla Wright, D. i:z:r Itkin I'ratt Zrller 
",,ify ,Iohnson. J .  Purciarelli Zitlerman 
llumas Kernirk R ~ r d  Zord 

Klingaman Khodrs Zwikl 
Fischrr. H. R .  Knight Rirger 

NAYS-112 

Aldrn Frcind Markowski Srhwrdrr 
~~d~~~~~ Callcn M;idi~an Sririra 
Art? Gannon Manmiller Serafini 
Rrlarrii Gersry hIc(;latchy Sirrninski 
Beluff' Grist M~.Kelvey Sirianni 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t t  Giammarro MiVrrry Smith. E.  
Bittlr Gladeck Micozzir Smith. L. 
Bowser (;ootlman Mi1;inovich S p a r e r  
I3randt Grirro Mothlm;rnn Spilz 
Rrunner Gruppo Mowrry Stuhsn 
Rurd Halvrrson Musto SIVPP~ 
cappahianra H ~ ~ ~ ~ , D ,  S,  hill Swift 
Ces'a: I l s y ~ s ,  S. E. Noye Taddonio 
Cimlnl Elonaman O'Hrien, B. Taylor, E. 
Col? Hutchinson. W .  O'Bricn. D. Thomas 
c,,,,,,u Johnson. E. I'erscl Vroan 
(:oslett ,Tones t'eterson Wagner 
g:':'gham K"nuck Picrole Wass 

Knrppw Pitts W ~ i d n r r  
~ ~ ~ ~ d i ~  Koltpr Polit- Wpnper 
LleVrrter Lashinger Pott Wilson 

f:)2,rr,wski I.suehlin Punt Wilt 
I.rhr Pyles Wright. J. L. 

I),,,, Letterman Kappaport Yahrrer 
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Will the House agree to the amendment? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-77 

Armstrong 
Austin 
Rarhrr 
Rrrson 
Rrown 
Burns 
(:altseironr 
Chess 
Cl:grk. B.  
Clark, R .  
Cochran 
Colrcn 
Cowell 
Dawida 
DeWecs? 
nufry 
Dumas 
FPC 
Fischer, R. R. 
Gallagher 

Alden 
Anderson 
Arty 
Rdardi 
Beloff 
Brnnett 
Rittle 
Howser 
Hrandt 
Brunner 
Burd 
Cappahlanca 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Cole 
Cornfll 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
Davies 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DiCarlo 
Dietz 
Donihrowski 
Dorr 
Durham 
F,nrlry 
Fishrr. D. hl.  
Foster. A. 

Borski 
Cianriulli 
Dininni 
Donatucri 

Gamble 
Gcitski 
Gcorgr, (:. 
Gcorgr. M. 
Gorhrl 
(;rshou~ski 
Grav 

Kukovirh 
Lrvin 
Mand~r ino  
McCall 
Michlovir 
Milanovich 
Miller ~ ~~~~~ 

Grppnfield Mrkonic 
Harper Murphy 
Hasay Novak 
Rorffel Oliver 
Hutchinson, A. Pievskv 
lrvis I'istrlla 
Itkin Pott  
.Johnson, J. Pra t t  
.Tones Pucciar*lli 
Krrnick Reed 
Klingaman Rirgar 
Knicht Hitter 

NAYS-I 12 

Fostrr. W.  
Freind 
Fryer 
Gsllm 
(Zannon 
Gepsry 
Geist 
Giammarco 
Gladrrk 
Goodman 
Grir<:o 
Gruppo 
Halverson 
Hayes. D, S .  
H a y s ,  S .  R .  
Honamzm 
Hutchinson, 
,lohnson. E. 
Kanuek 
K n e p p ~ r  
Koltrr 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Letterman 
1.rvi 
1,pwis 
Li \ .eng<d 
Lvnrh. E. K 

1.vnch. k'. 
Markowski 
Madigan 
Manmillfr 
McCla tchy 
MrKelvey 
McV~r ry  
Mirozzi* 
Morhlrnann 
Mowery 
Musto 
Nahill 
Noye 
()'Brie", R. 
O'Rrien, 11. 
O'llonn~li  

W, Prrarl  
Prtfrson 
Prtrarra 
Piccola 
Pit ts  
Polit? 
Punt  
Pyl*s 
Kappaport 
Rocks 
Ryan 
Salvatore 

NOT VOTING-14 

Heifrick Mullm, hl.  P .  
Kowalyshyn Khodrs 
MeIntyrr Richardson 
MrMonngle 

Kodgers 
Schmitt 
Seventy 
Shadding 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
T o l d  
Trello 
Wachob 
Wargo 
Wass 
White 
Wilson 
Wright. 11. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Zeller 
Zitterman 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Scheaffer 
Schweder 
Scirica 
Serafini 
S ie~~l inski  
Sirianni 
Smith. E.  
Smith. L. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Stewart 
Stuhan 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E.  
Thomas 
Vroun 
Wagner 
Wridner 
Wrnger 
Wilt 
Yahnrr 
Yohn 

Seltzer, 
Sppakcr 

Strret  
Taylor. F. 
Williams 

The question was determined in the negative, and the amend 
ment was not agreed to. 

Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 11 and 12 
Section 2. Subsection C of section 22 of the act, amended 

May 2,1949 (P. L. 812, No. 211). is amended to read: 
Sectiyn 22. Refund for Prepayment of Contract.- * ,  
C. The unearned finance charge to he rebated to the buyer 

shall [represent a t  least as great a proportion of the total fi- 
nance charge as the sum of the periodical time balances after 
the date of prepayment hears to the sum of all the periodical 
time balances under the schedule of payments in the original 
agreement] be determined by the actuarial method of computa. 
tion: Provided, however, The holder shall not he required tore- - 
bate any portion of such unearned finance charge which results 
in a net minimum finance charge on the contract less than ten 
dollars ($10.00); And provided further, the holder shall not he 
required to rebate any unearned finance charge when the 
amount due, computed as herein set forth, is less than one dol- 
lar ($1.00). 

Amend Sec. 2, page 3, line 12, hy striking out "2." and insert- 
ing 3. 

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

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

Mr. ZITTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it appears that the House a t  
this time is willing to increase the hank rates and the interest 
rates on new-car loans from 11.07 percent to 13.68 percent. 
This amendment will ensure that the rate of 13.68 percent, 
should this bill be passed, remains constant throughout the 
term of that  contract. 

This amendment amends Section 2, subsection C, section 22, 
"Refund for Prepayment of Contract." And what this does is to 
guarantee the fact that if we are going to charge a customer 
13.36- or 13.68-percent interest, that the rate throughout the 
contract for the amount of money that was borrowed will re- 
main constant. 

Currently, the provision in the law allows hanks and new-car 
dealers to rebate on what we call a Rule of 78. The Rule of 78 is 
a very simple process. It says, for 1 year we will add up the 
months from 1-2-:<-4, up to 12 and that addsup to 78. 

If a customer pays off his loan a t  the end of the first month, 
the finance chargeis 12.78 percent of theoriginal cost or thefi- 
nance charge. 

I am saying that we should have an actuarial, a steady rate. 
Now, let me give you an example of how this affects our con- 

sumers. We have under the current law a $1,000 contract a t  a 
rate of 12 percent for interest. If the gentleman pays his regu- 
lar monthly payments for 6 months, his total finance charge 
for the yearly contract is $120. If he pays off the contract in 6 
months, under the actuarial method his interest would cost him 
approximately $60, or one-half of'the $120 interest charge. 

The current law now states that if this gentleman pays 6 
monthlv navments on his 12-month contract. and after 6 

" A d  

months pays off hls contract, his interest charge is almost $100 
In comparison to the $60. 

This amendment. Mr Speaker, will keep the rates constant, 
On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the hill as amended on third consid- 

eration? 
Mr. ZITTERMAN offered the following amendments: 

because under the current provision we are penalizing the con- 
sumer for paying off his account in advance. Under the current 
law. Mr. Speaker, a t  the end of 12 months, the actuarial rate of 
a payoff or a rebate is 20-percent simple interest. 
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Mr. L. E. SMITH. Mr. Speakcr, I have no way of checking the The question was determined in the negative, and the amend. 
gentleman'smath. I t  wt.nt a little too fast for me. I ments wrr r  not agreed to. 

I am :~sking tor support for this consumer amrndmt'nt. Mr. 
Spetikrr. 

The SPEAKER. 'l'he (:hair rerognizt.~ thr  gentleman frrrn~ 
Jefferson. Mr. Smith. 

I would hope tha t  we would not do this to onp section of this 
Motor Vehicle Finance Act and cause the confusion in the in- 
dustry. I would ask for a "no" vote. 

NO?' VOTIN(:-12 

Ih,rski lI,,n;ttwvi M I  Stn.c.1 

~ ~ ! ~ ~ ~ ' ~ " i  
Hi.II'1.it.k Rh<~i<,s  T;iylr~r. F. 
K o n ; t l ~ s h r - n  Rich;~rclson Willi;lms 

On the  question rerurring. 
Will the House agree to  the amendments? 

The following roll call was recorded. 

Armstrong 
Austin 
Barher 
Brlardi 
Rrloff 
Herson 
Brown 
Burns 
Caltapironr 
Chess 
Cltqrk, H. 
(:ochritn 
(:<,hen 
Cowrll 
Dawida 
DeMedio 
DeWeesr 
Duffy 
Dumas 
Fee 
Fisrhrr. R. R .  
Foster. W. 
Fryer 

Alden 
Anderson 
Arty 
Rrnnett 
Bittlr 
Rowser 
Rrandt 
R r u n n ~ r  
Rurd 
Csppahianc:~ 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Clark, R. 
Cole 
Corncll 
Cosl*tt 
Cunningharn 
Llavi~s 
IIeVerter 
IIiCarlo 
Diet?. 
Domhrowski 
Dorr 
Durham 
Earley 
Fisher. D. M. 

G:~Ihgh~r  
(;amble 
Gatski 
Georpr, C. 
Gnxgr. M.  
C.o~hc.1 
Grahowski 
(;ray 
(;retmfirkl 
H a r p ~ r  
Hiisay 
Rileff~l 
Ilutrhinson, A. 
lrvis 
ltkin 
.Johi,son. .I 
.Tonrs 
Kanuck 
Krrnirk 
Klingaman 
Kliight 
KIIIIPI. 
Kukuvieh 

Lrvi 
I.cvin 
Irynch, E. R. 
Manderino 
MrCall 
Mclntyrr 
hlirhlovic 
Milnnovirh 
Miller 
Mrkonir 
Mullcn. M. P 
Murphy 
Nuvak 
Oliver 
Pirvsky 
Pistella 
Prett 
Pucciarrlli 
Pyles 
Rred 
Rieger 
Kittrr 

Foster. A. 
Freind 
Gallm 
Gannon 
Geesey 
Grist 
G iamrnarro 
Gladerk 
G<,<xlman 
Griern 
Cruppo 
Hnlverson 
liayrs. D. S. 
I iay~s.  S. E.  
Honaman 
Flutchinson. W. 
Johnson. E. 
Kn~pper 
Lashing~r 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lettermen 
Ir.wia 
Liv~ngood 
Lynch, P. 
Mackawski 

Madigan 
Manmiller 
McClatchy 
McKrlvey 
MrVcrry 
Mirozzie 
Mcwhlmann 
Mowery 
Musto 
Nahill 
N o w  
O'Rrirn. R. 
O'Brien. D. 
O'LIonnell 
Prrzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Piccola 
Pitts 
Politr 
Pott 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Rocks 
Ryan 
Salvatore 

Rorlgrrs 
ScheaCfrr 
Srhmitt 
Srventy 
Shatlding 
Shupnik 
Stairs 
Stt,ixhner 
Stewzrrt 
Taddonio 
Telek 
Trello 
Warlroh 
Warxrl 
White 
Wilson 
Wright. 11. 
Wright, J. L. 
Zrller 
Zitterman 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Schwrder 
Scirira 
Serafini 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. 
Smith. L. 
Sprncer 
Spitz 
Stuhan 
Swept 
Swift 
Taylor, E.  
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wagncr 
Wass 
Weidner 
Wrng~r  
Wilt 
Yahner 
Yohn 

Seltzer. 
Speaker 

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

The SPEAKER. This bill has  been considered on three differ- 
en t  days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

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

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I would urge tha t  we vote in 
opposition to  this hill and I would just like to relate a few rea- 
sons why. 

I am a little discouraged tha t  the attempts to be reasonable 
were rejected, and before we vote on final passage, I would like 
the  members to reflect on what was rejected. 

First of all, an  increase tha t  would he within Federal guide- 
lines means tha t  if yon vote for this bill, you will be voting in 
essence for a 16-percent increase in the interest rates. You re- 
jected a more equitable system of rebates tha t  is based on true 
facts and figures, not approximations tha t  favor the lender. 
And, thirdly, you rejected a sunset provision which was impor- 
t a n t  because, a s  I said earlier, I think the last few months have 
shown how volatile interest rates can he. And you also know 
tha t  every time this body gives something away o r  raises an in- 
terest rate, the  chances of bringing that  back down, no matter 
what the economy says, is very slim. 

I am disappointed those amendments failed. What  we a re  do- 
ing is once again adding theinflationary spiral to  the tuneof  1 6  
percent. We are putting another extra burden on the con- 
sumers. And I would like to  remind you tha t  on J u n e  29 this bill 
failed 110 to 85. One of the reasons why it  failed was that  no- 
body showed a need for this increase. I would suggest to you 
tha t  tha t  need still has  not been shown, although we have re- 
ceived letters tha t  the new-car dealers are promoting and sell- 
ing and they have not hpen suffering whatsoever. I think the 
mere facts of the last 3 months prove even more conclusively 
t h a t  w e  were right on J u n e 2 9  when we defeated this hill. 

I was reading the  New YorkTimes the other day and I read in 
the Sunday Times-and it  surprised me herause I have heard 
the  argument tha t  banks just do not have the  money to  put into 
car financing-and I was shocked to  see t h a t  Bank of America 
andCiticorp, for example, a t  theendof  this quarter,  will proha- 
hly have $100 billion in assets. Now I cannot even comprehend 
a figure like that .  Rut what tha t  means is tha t  hanks with their 
amounts of assets a re  only $5 billion less than the  entire United 
States Defense Budget for 1978. I t  could pay for 13 Trans- 
Alaskan oil pipelines. I t  could renovate 10.000 Yankee Sta- 
diums and i t  could finance the constructionof 100 World Trade 
Centers. They do not seem to  he doing too hadly. 
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The SPRAKER. The Chair recognizes tht! gentleman from 
Mifflin, Mr. DeVerter. 

Mr. DeVERTER. Mr. Speaker, in my way of thinking this is a 
relatively simple problem that we have in some ways tried to 
complicate. 

The prior speaker indicates that the automohile dealers have 
continued to promote and sell automobiles. And that is true in 
my area as well in many others. But the problem I have is that 
my people are paying a much higher rate, a much higher rate 
now for that automohile financing than they will if we raise the 
rate from 6 percent to 7 percent. Now. I would like to prove 
that point, if I may. And I have checked this out with my 
financial institutions and have asked others to do the same and 
it is what is happening all over the Commonwealth, maybe not 
in toto, but it is happening. 

If you were to go into an automohile dealer today and pur- 
chase a new motor vehicle that you had to finance $4,000 of 
and yon went under the Motor Finance Act a t  the current 6- 
percent rate, say for a 3-year period, the rate would be 11.08 
percent. Now that sounds like a lot, 1 grant you. But that is not 
what is happening. What is happening is, the banks are paying 
it out on investments a t  10,  10'h percent, and, yes, some a t  11 
percent, and what they are saying is, there is no variance he. 
tween what they are investing money a t  and what they are re- 
ceiving on the money they loan. So they are effectively shut- 
ting off the money under the Motor Vehicle Finance Act. And 
what they are saying to the customers and to the new-car deal- 
ers is, send your customer into us and we will finance his paper 
on a 6-percent discount rate. You know what that rate is for a 
3-year contract? It is 1:3.:38 percent. And if he goes for 4 years, 
it is 14.17percent. 

Now, even moving the 6-percent discount rate to 7 percent on 
a 4-year contract, the maximum rate he can charge is not what 
Mr. Zitterman said of 1.3.68 percent. He missed a percentage 
someplace. It is 12.68 prrcent, and that is almost a full percent 
less than he can get the same loan on a personal discounted 
note a t  the hank. 

I do not know how your constituency feels, but if they do not 
have the ability to go in and get the loan under a normal situa- 
tion through their new-car dealer, they are going to have to go 
in for that personal loan. And when they do. I assure you, as I 
have been assured hack home as to what is happening, they are 
going to pay that higher discount rate on 6 percent, which as I 
say, totals up to 14 percent if yougo for a 4-year contract. 

Now, in addition to that, nobody is looking a t  those who per- 
haps do not have the best credit rating in the world and are 

Icouldrun through a littlelitany hereof how theother hanks 
are doing, including Chase Manhattan, which htrs assets of 
ahout $63 billion and it will close this quarter with ahout $70 
billion, hut I am not going to horc you with those figures. 

I think we have to seriously r:onsider exactly what we are do- 
ing. Those little figures of 6 to 7 percent might not seem like 
much to you, but they are going to hit very hard un the people 
of this Commonwealth. I wonld appreciate it if you would think 
seriously before voting on this bill and vote in thr negative. 
Thank vrn~. . .. 

into that other money market, they are going to pay a far high- 
er percentaEe than they currently do. I would ask for an af- 
firmative voteon HB 630. Thank you. 

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

Mr. SCHMITT. Mr. Speaker, HI3 630 certainly does not help 
the consumer. If this bill is passed, the consumer will be forced 
to reduce his purchasing power for other commodities and 
goods. 

1 think that the auto merchants ought Lo recognize the fact 
that the more money that is put into the automohile financing, 
the more dollars that are taken out of the consumers' pockets 
and the less purchasing power he might have for other com- 
modities, such as a refrigerator, a pair of shoes or, for that mat- 
ter, even groceries. 

I think that the membersof this Houseought to recognize the 
fact that they represent certainly a lot more people than they 
do banks. If we go through with this hill, it only means one 
thing: The hanks will get richer and the rest of us will get poor- 
er. 

I think it is time that we, asmemhers of this liouse, recognize 
the fact that we represent an awful lot of people who are going 
to he affected by this interest rate because everyone a t  some 
time in his lifetime needs to buy a new car. And in view of the 
fact that we are paying $1 for gasoline, you are going to pay a 
lot more for energy. The consumer is getting hit from all sides, 
and all we are doing is contrihuting to this man's misfortune by 
adding interest rates that benefit only the banks which need 
more money like they need a hole in the head. 

If you take a look a t  the statistics, you will find out that they 
had the most profitable quarter they have ever had in their his- 
tory. I think we owe it to our consumers to oppose this hill, Mr. 
Speaker. 

forced tr, a finance c:r>rnpany. Dr, you know what they tire pay- 
ing a finance company, df.pending on the term of the contract? 
lJp to as high as 2:3~point plus percent. Now is that what you 
want for your people, to force them to a finance company posi- 
tion when an auto d e e l ~ r  is willing to go into a financial inrtitu- 
tionandrnsurealoan?I thinknot. 

Mr. Speaker, we have taken an awful lot of time, perhaps, on 
this suhject All I am saying is: I feel that I will he cheating the 
people in my district if they do not get this because they are go- 
ine to he fort,ed into another money market. And onre they r o  

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

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to urge the 
House to vote against this hill. I think one of the contrihuting 
causes to inflation in this country is the credit mechanism. Or- 
dinarily, I think the theory is that the supply and demand will 
determine the price of goods. 

When people go into the marketplace to buy something and it 
turns out they do not have enough money to buy it, the theory 
is that the price of the goods will have to come down so that it 
meets the available demand. That is supposed to make the sys- 
tem work. 
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Well, the system is not going to work if a t  that point when 
folks cannot afford an item, somehody steps in and says, it is 
okay. We can raise the price and sell you the item anyway 
simply because we can lend you the money. 

The credit mechanism is completely haywire and has con- 

to remind the members that this hill applies only to new cars. I t  
applies only to third-party paper. This rate has been in place 
since 1947 and we are not estahlishinga rate. We are establish- 
ing a new ceiling on new automobile third-party paper. I would 
askforanaffirmativevote. 

trihuted to the undermining of those laws of supply and de- 
mand and jacking the price of everything up, and certainly new 
cars is no exception. 

The second point I want to make is one that was made by a 
banker in a letter to me. He indicated that government is now 
involved with the regulation of that part of the marketplace 
and that unless we approve this bill, there was a good chance 
that banks would divert their capital away from the financing 
of new-car purchases. 

I think that is okay. I think hanks, if the return is not good 
enough, ought to divert their flow of capital away from there. 
And that flow of capital ought to he diverted away from things 
that are not really that socially productive. Now that is kind of 
presumptuous for us to decide what is socially productive and 
what is not. But as long as we as government have gotten in- 
volved in the marketplace and in fact we are going to decide one 
way or another what the rate of return is going to he for differ- 
ent  types of investment, and as long as we are going to decide 
whether the rate of return for investment in financing new cars 
is going to be high or low, then I say, let us make it low. Let us 
let that capital flow into things like the financing of new 
homes, the financing of small apartment buildings, that need to 
he rehabilitated, and away from the financing of purchasing of 
$10,000 and less cars. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker. I rise in opposition to HB 

630 for a number of reasons. 
I think that there is no more complicated suhject matter that 

comes before the floor of this House when we begin talking 
about interest rates and how they affect the flow of money, and 
there have been many valid points made today taken in their 
context. 

Mr. DeVerter talked about the money and the interest that is 
paid to people for their deposits. He talked in terms of 10 per- 
cent and 11 percent being paid on deposits. There are some 
deposits that are receiving that kind of return. There are a lot 
of deposits that are still receiving a 5'/2-percent return. There is 
money in banks that is receiving no return when it lays in a 
checking account. There are 6-percent notes. There are certifi- 
cates of deposit for 1 month, for 3 months, for 6 months, for 3 
years, up to 5 years, and each one of those, each one of those 
different kinds of deposits pays a different interest rate. But 
the longer the money is there, the hetter chance you have of 
earning more interest on your money. 

Mr. Speaker, I do know this, that Mr. O'Donnell when he 
talks about this kind of a hill, raising the interest rate on the 
money in Pennsylvania that people use in financing the new 
cars through the dealers, is certainly going to contribute to the 

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

Mr. ZITTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I totally agree with my col- 
league, Mr. O'Donnell, and not to belabor the point, Mr. 
Speaker, the proponents of this bill say, let us raise the rate 
from 11.07 percent to 13.68 percent because we will help the 
poor people. Mr. Speaker, I want you to know that the poor peo- 
ple in my district cannot afford to pay $7,000 for a car. 

Secondly, when we talk about sending customers, potential 
customers, to other finance companies where they are going to 
pay an astronomical rate of 23 percent, let usnow reflect in the 
code that the finance companies and the car dealers are allowed 
to charge 20 percent on a used car. 

I would be the first to say, if my colleague on theother sideof 
the aisle would like to reduce those rates to an appropriate 15 
percent, I would he happy to goalong with him. 

And, Mr. Speaker, in closing, when we talk about the low in- 
terest rates at hanks versus the high interest rates in the 
hanks, the philosophy of banking is: The higher the risk, the 
higher the rate. The customers who go in who are able to pay 
hack will pay a lower rate, and the higher risks, the higher rate. 

Mr. Speaker, I am asking my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to vote against HB 630. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. L. E. SMITH. I just want to make a very short statement 

~ ~~ 

double-digit inflation that we have. 
Mr. Speaker, just on the 24th of September-I do not know if 

that yesterday or today-the Wall Street .Tournal ran an article 
which spoke that the boosts in state usury ceilings were hurt- 
ing the Federal Government's effort to slow down the demand 
for credit. That is what we are doing here today. 

We have a Federal Government, through the Federal Reserve 
Bank, through rediscount rates, which few of us understand, 
that is trying to tighten the flow of credit so as to control this 
double-digit inflation that hurts all of our constituents. We on 
the state level work contrary to those attempts by just simply 
saying, well, we will raise what can he charged for credit in 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, we do take out of the consumer's pocket as Mr. 
Schmitt indicated. This is very costly to theconsumer. 

What are the arguments that have been made for the bill? 
The Rankers Association in its testimony before the committee 
or a t  least submitted to the memhers-I am not sure where the 
information came from. I know that I read it-talked in terms 
of the prime rate. The prime rate, as Mr. Zitterman says, has 
very little, has maybe a small effect, hut very little to do with 
what we are talking about today in the Motor Vehicle Sales Fi- 
nancing Act. 

The prime rate is what is lent to customers, unsecured on a 
very short term. And the shorter the term, the higher the inter- 
est rate you are going to pay. 

We have heard the argument so often in this General Assem- 



1979. LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 1817 

bly, just take that cap off and it is not going to go up. It will 
seek its own level and it will come hack down. I t  has never come 
back down. I t  has never come back down on home financing 
since we put in the add-on over and above the cost of money a t  
the Federal Reserve. We have tagged i t  to some index and it has 
just gone up and always stayed a t  the top of what was allowed. 
The cost of money does seek its own level, and that level is the 

favor our friends in considering this kind of legislation. What 
we ought to do is to see whether it is right a t  this time, con- 
sidering the national economy, considering the purchasing 
power of the dollar, considering the need to pass such legisla- 
tion, and, Mr. Speaker, on all of these criteria this hill fails to 
meet the standards, and I ask for a negative vote. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

level at which the General Assembly pegs the cost of that 
money usury. It seeks that level and stays there and costs the 
consumer money. 

The AFL-CIO - American Federation of Labor and Congress 
of Industrial Organizations - was up here to meet with many 
of the members last week. Some of us were here and some of us 
had gone away. Rut they had picked out areas of concern for 
the working people of Pennsylvania and they numbered about 
seven areas, as I rememher. And one of the areas of their con- 
cern was the rising interest rates not only in motor vehicle 
sales financing hut across the board. And, specifically, they 
pointed to HB 630 and made a specific point with the members 
with whom they met that they were vehemently opposed to the 
passage of HB 630. 

Mr. Speaker, HB 630 is not necessary. I t  will not do a thing, 
Mr. Speaker, except bring more money in for those who lend 
money. Those who lend money-and the banks are ultimately 
the moneylenders-I do not know any of them that their profit 
return sheets a t  the end of the year show any red ink. They are 
making terrific profits and they play one field of financing 
against the other. When they want the mortgage interest rate 
to go up, they come in and tell us that they can make more 
money financing cars than they can lending money on home 
mortgages; and when we raise that, then they come in and say 
we can lend more money and make better profit on home mort- 
gages than we can on cars this year, so you had better move 
that up; and if we move this up next year, they will come in and 
say that they can make more money in another area or in sales 
financing of cars, and so they want another area raised. All of 
this contributes to the declining purchasing power of our dollar 
and our constituents'paychecks. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that there has been much activity on 
both sides of this question, and I try to view, when I get this 
kind of hill before me, what is it that we are trying to correct? I 
am told that what we are really trying to correct is the unavail- 
ability of money in this market, and, Mr. Speaker, then I read 
the Philadelphia paper and the Pittsburgh paper and the auto 
dealers' ads, and I see that there is plenty of money available. 
Every one of them is advertising for you to come in and get 
some of that money and finance a new automohile, and they ad- 
vertise the rates, and the rates are the present rates. I know 
that we were told before we broke for our summer recess that 
there was not going to be this kind of credit available unless we 
passed HB 630 a t  that time, that there would he no sales fi- 
nancing of new cars and that we would see that this was so and 
that the hanks would withdraw from that market. And we are 
here several months later and it has not happened, and it will 
not happen, because that market is lucrative and remains lucra- 
tive. 

We ought not just to favor our allies or we ought not just to 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. It  is indeed encouraging that a dull, dry 
field of economics and interest rates can arouse such emotion. 
Mr. Speaker, I was particularly interested in the comments of 
my good friend from Philadelphia, Mr. O'Donnell, and I think 
he summed up the issues very well. If you are in favor of reduc- . 
rng the sales of new cars and of a contracting economy a t  this 
time, then you should vote against this hill, and there is a lot to 
he said for that argument, a tremendous amount to he said for . 
r t .  I do not happen to agree with i t  a t  this particular point; how- 
ever, it is a valid philosophical position. If, however, you be- 
lieve in an expanding economy, especially since Pennsylvania is 
becoming a producer of new cars, then we must look a t  what is 
going on in the world of finance and the world of interest rates. 

Yes, a 13-percent interest rate is inflationary, and the Wall 
Street Journal 2 days ago made that very point. To be defla- 
. 

t~onary,  interest rates must go up to I 6  or 17 percent, and that 
IS what the Federal Reserve is afraid to do politically right now, 
hut it may come to that, because our inflation rate is 13  per- 
cent. When you loan your money out a t  anything less than 10 
percent, you are losing money. People who buy savings bonds 
are foolish in today's economy. That is why the interest rates 
per dollars in Europe are about 1 3  percent. 

Now let me ask you, if you were the chief lending officer for 
one of the major banks in Pennsylvania-let us pay tribute to 
our colleagues from western Pennsylvania and say Mellon 
Bank-and every day you have to invest $50 million or $100 
million, how are you going to lend that money out? In gobs of 
$7.000 a t  11% percent interest, where you have collection 
problems and somebody misses his payment and you have to go 
through a lot of clerical work to put it on your computer? Or are 
you going to lend it out i11 globs of $10 million and $50 million 
a t  13 and 14 percent interest? Now, hankers are not stupid. Oc- 
casionally, I admit, they may he greedy, hut they are not 
stupid, and that is what the major money market hanks are go- . 
mg to do. 

If you do not want credit for people to be able to buy new 
cars, you vote "no"on this bill. If, on the other hand, you think 
credit should be available for the purchase of new cars, then I 
think you must vote for this bill, and I hold up the example of 
Arkansas. Unlike this General Assembly, they did not set in- 
creased rates for home mortgages. Their usury rate, according 
to their constitution, I helieve, is 8 percent, and you cannot get 
a homemortgage today in thes ta te  of Arkansas. Everything is 
at a standstill. I do not think we want that for Pennsylvania. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Le- 
high. Mr. Zeller. 
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Mr. ZF:I.I,F:R. Mr. S~,t,:~kc,t.. I i ~ g t . ~  with tvhi11 Mr. M a n d r r i n ~  As to  their inmme ta r .  as nr s ta t id  hefore. I talkcd to  a lot of 
i d  t i  1 e 1 g  1 1 I 1 t i  i t  t i  I .  h;inks r1vt.r th r  ~.pr .~ss .  and ;I lot of then, said thcy would not he 
We tried 10 reiacti il ( ~ o r ~ ~ l > l . ~ ~ ~ > i i i ~ .  

One of th r  prohli.ms 1h:it I ~ , , l h i ~ s  mi, :lnd w;rs not rnvntionid 
is mass t r ;~nsi t .  As long i ts wt. ;lrr3 going ti, ht, huying f,,t.~ign 
wrs-and thxt m;lrkrl is hving 11ushr.d h ; ~ r d  in this iwuntry- 
with 500.000 uneni))loy,d in 1)etroit :alone. and find that 
Chrysler ;md o thr r  com[x~tii?c Irving trl push thr>ir merrh:~n- 
dise, American mrr,.handisi,. : I I . ~ ,  ilffrring $400 rhtxrks, and 
other American, Ami~ric;rn. Amr,riran institutionsarc trying to 
get employrnc!nt for thpir pn~ple-that is why the AF1,-CIO has 
hecn fighting to gpt t~rnploymmt. to get p e t ~ ~ ~ l ( ,  johs-thm we 
say to  allow this m;rnipulation. I say tha t  I am for the free m- 
terprise system a s  long izs i t  is fiiir, hut thp Wall S t r r r t  brokers, 
the coupon clippers, :lrr playing games with you. and you are 
walking right into their hands. As long a s  you keep raising tha t  
interest rate and stopping the gnvrrnment from heing ahle to 
hold down thp inflation;lry trend, then you run heck home :and 
you tell your constituents, I ;am in llarrishurg and I am fighting 
to  stop this inflation: it  is t t ~ r r i t ~ l i ~ ,  herause your paycheck does 
not go very far,  and I know that .  At the same time you turn 
around and play intc the hands of an inflationary move. I can- 
not understand i t .  I just cannot he l iev~  the thinking, and l am 
not a financier. I have ;I hard time ruhhing two dimes together, 
and I have a heck of a time making the paycheck stretch. hut I 
can say this: I know a little hit a h u t  the fact of what is going 
on right now from not r~nly trying to rrad someof the  stuff tha t  
comes out of the newsp;rpers hut also going to institutions tha t  
a re  involved and assessing the prohlem. 

Now to wind it  up, I have never since I have heen down here- 
outside of the Sunday sales deal, hy taking people on trips all 
over and getting that  hill through-I have not found anything 
t h a t  has  had more pressure than this one, even the  divorce hill, 
any one of them. This is the higgest move I have sef7n. I have 
never been clohhered harder by hanks, and I have always 
worked closely with the  free enterprise system, hut this has  
gotten ahsurd. They call me almost daily. Half of them, I he- 
lieve, want  to go to  hed with me. They are calling me all night. 
all hours of the day, so interested in getting this hill through, 
and it  really bothers me when they use the tactics that  Mr. 
Manderino stated. I rememher when the interest rate on real 
estate, on homes, was increased, they used the  move ahout we 
a re  going to put the money in automobiles, other areas. Now 
they are using the  scalper deal we heard here. The scalpers are 
going to get you. You are going to he paying 1 6  percent. They 
use every tactic in the world to get their hill through, and if you 
want  to  fall for it ,  that  is your problem, hut I lulow what 1 am 
going to  tell my constituents. 

we forgot about the hanks. They do not pay corporate net in- Jefferson, Mr. Smith. 
come tax. We just completely overlooked them. Mr. I,. E. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a brief re- 

piaying inconle taxes. Fcdt>r;ll inrr,n~t, t :~xrs .  of any sigriifir:rnrc~ 
until 1982 trc~ause nf ii i.h;ingi~ in t h r  Federal lcveis, hut, th ty  do 
s;ry the" pay ;I lot of v;il~it;ll stock taxes. ;and I think the figurr 
quoted was ;around $70 million. We'll. I did sonir rpsearch on 
this, and this iwmes out to bix:ilx~ut :{'A prrct7nt. Srr whert, other 
~:orpor;~tions in Pennsylv:!ni;~ p;~y 10"2 pt , rc~nt ,  they pay ap- 
proximately 3% percent. 

I ;im not saying raise their taxrs, hut whvn you consider wc 
raised the corporatf n r t  income tax and the pi>rsonal income 
tax and forgot ahout tht> i)anks, it is not quite fair. Thry say 
that  this will get morc.money for t h ~  consumers and will lower 
our ~rosts and louzer their c ~ s t s .  Well, if you lower t h l  taxes on 
Volkswagen, they will lower the price of their autornot)iles. 
They havr  to pay taxes, too. You lower anyhody's taxes and 
they will lower their costs. Their argument is tha t  the discount, 
rate is now around 11 percent; this is the price thry tmrrow 
money at .  Thry cannot borrow money a t  11 ptirctmt ;rnd then 
have it  a ) s t  them 11 percent on the other side. Well, they are 
forgetting about the  18-percent installment loans; they are for- 
getting about the free checking accounts; they are forgetting 
about the 5%-percent. 5'/z-percent vacation and Christmas 
clubs you join. Their average cost of money is several percent- 
age points lower than 11 percent. They still have money now 
for mortgages, and the mortgage rate is nhout 11 percent or 
lo3% percent. Most of these loans through dealers are non-re- 
course o r  guaranteed loans. If someone t~hsconds with a car, 
they can write back to the dealer and say, we want our money 
hark, and most dealers have to  come up with themoney. So this 
is a guaranteed loan for the hank. 

Those of you who voted against this the  last time have gotten 
a lot of political pressure, I am s u r c  All of your banker friends 
have notified you and maybe free lunches and things like this. 

But I think we should do what is right for the consumers this 
timc and vote against HB 630 for various reasons: They do not 
pay their fair share of taxes. They have had record earnings. 
They are complaining about high interest rates, hut their earn- 
ings are a t  record high. Each quarter they have record earn- 
ings. 

Their average cost is not 11 percent, which they say it  is, for 
borrowing money. Their average cost is several percentage 
points lower. And these a re  guaranteed non-recourse loans. 

We all rememher ahout a year, a year and a half ago when the 
hanks were advertising and saying, come in to see us and we 
will pay for your tags. Come in and see us and we will give you a 
toaster. Well, tha t  was only about a year or a year and a half 
ago. Things were pretty nice t h m .  They were m a k ~ n g  all kinds 

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

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker. I rise t o  oppose HB 630 and 
for various reasons. You look hack herc a couple of years and 
we raised the corporate net  income tax from 9% to  10% per- 
cent; we raised the personal income tax from 2 to 2.2 percent; 

of money. Well, you go through these cycles. So I think in the 
long run they will make money on these loans. And if interest 
rates continue higher, perhaps then we should look a t  it .  But let 
us see where interest rates go, say 6 months from now. If they 
s ta r t  heading down, they will make their fair share. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
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sponse to Mr. M;zridi.rin<i. / shar1,ly over the next :i to 5 years. Mr. Speaker, using its econo- 
Hark 2 months :ai.o whrm wt, rlrl~:ltivl this Ijill. 11,. i ; i i c l  th;it wt, metrlc model. i ts c~,miiutcr.  thc: Wharton Econometric Fore- 

'The SPEAKER. Thr! (:hair r c~ogni rc~s  the gentleman from On the question recurring, 
Mcn:rr, Mr. 11ennett. Shall thf  hill r~;tss finally? 

should not pass it  t11c.n hr,<~:lnsr~ thr, ~ ~ r i r n v  t.:itr wo~>lcl l~rol,:ihly 
h t ~  mming  down. W1.11. primi, h : ~  gonr, U ~ I  1 p<'wvnt s i n w  hi. 
made tha t  statement.  Now lip pl*;lds that  rve should h~,lrl i n t e r  
r s t  r a t r s  in I'r~nnsvlvania, the. s ta te  shoulcl hold interest rates 
hrc;rus<. the, I. '<~lt . i . ; i l  ( ; . , V , . I ~ I I I ~ I ~ , I ~ /  is +~~l<.oilr:zgi~zg I h i ~  t o  slow 
down credit. CVc.11. i t t h i  Fcdvr:~l (:ovt,~.nmrtnt i s s ~ , , n t r r r ~ s t r d  in 
slowing down interrst rates and crrdi t ,  why did thcy raist: the. 
discount rate in t h e  past 2 months hy 1 perrrnt? They ctlnnot 
have it  hoth ways. If thvy a rc  going t o  rontinor trl r;tise the dis- 
rount rates on hanks. they a re  going to have trt live with the i n  
flationary spirzrl tha t  they ;lrc r r t~at ing.  

Mr. BENNETT Mr. Speaker, it would hc nire, I am sure, if 
Agrocahlc, to thr: provision of tht, Cr~nstit 

we here in I'mnsylvania in the House ofKepn:sent;itives rould 
nzrys will now he taken. 

control the inflationarv snirul and if we here hv our vote todav 

i.;,stitrg A s s < r i ; ~ t t ~ s ,  In?. 01' the! linivc,rsity of I 'en~~sylvania has 
1,ndir.t.r.d tha t  t h r  11rimr rat? of intr:rr:st will hr 8.7 perrent 
ov<.r thr, "<.at :i ycars ;and 8.3 p ~ r v m t  r1vt.r thc  nc.xt 5 years. 'The 
(:h;~sr: Manhattan Hank, also [~roviding infnrrn:rtion from its 
i.conometric model, tells us that  t h t  prim(,-rate forecast that  
they usrd is 9.1 percent over tht, ncxt :1 ycars and 51 .1  percent 
ovc t h e  next 5 ycL;irs. 

Mr. Speaker. thcsc are  not my figures. 'Thpy art. t h r ~  hrst in- 
fr~rrnation availahlc to m r  and, I think. tri :any mi.mht!r of this 
Assc~mhly. Mr. Spr,;rkt!r, if eimetrne has better information, ;I 

hvtter forecast, using:rcceptahie data ,  h r ing i t  forth. 

" .  
could create a panacea for all the  world to look a t  and say, is i t  
not wonderful tha t  the Pennsylvania Houseof Representatives 
has  solved all the problems? I t  would ht, nice, but i t  is not  going 
to happen. You know i t  and I know i t .  

I think just in summary. Mr. Speaker, I ought to make some 
comments about some statements t h a t  were made hy my c o l  
leagues. A couple of them have said that  all you need to do is  
pick up a newspaper and sec the ads tha t  hanks are  saying, 
come on in and we will lend you money on n new car. Hut you do 
not  see those anymore. You have not seen them for a long time. 
The f a d  of t h e  matter  is, Mr. Speaker, as  Mr. Smith has i n d i  
cater1 t o  you just a moment ago, t h e  prime rate  is up, The other 
interest ra tes  are  up. We a re  not  going t o  solve tha t  on a nation- 
al level. Rut here. Mr. Speaker, we talk about compromise. 
When this hill came out,  i t  came out  from fi to 8 percent. Those 
of us who sought compromise said, fine, let us cut i t  in half and 
let us go a t  7 percent. Politics is t h e  a r t  of compromise. Mr. 
Speaker. W e  who a re  in favor of this hill helieve tha t  we had. I 
would ask for a n  affirmative voteon the bill. 

YEAS-121 

Freind Lynrh. F. 
Gallrn Mackowski 
Gannon Madigan 
Gres~y Manmiller 
(kist McCall 
(;eorg~. h.1 McClatchy 
Giammar~.o MrKelvey 
Gtadrck MrVerry 
Gwdmsln Micozzir 
Grifco Miller 
Gruppo Mowery 
Halvprson Mush 
Haws, 1). S. Nahili 
IIayes,S. E. Noye 
Honaman O'Rri*n,B. 
FIutchinson. A. O'Brien, D. 
Hutchinson, W. Perzel 
Johnson. E.  Peterson 
Johnson. J.  P~t ra r ra  
Jones Piccola 
Kanuck Pitts 
Kernick Polite 
Klinraman Pott 

Alden 

Arty 
B'loff 
Brnnrtt 
Bittlr 
Rowser 
Brandl 
Brunnrr 
Burd 
Cappahianra 

Chess 
Cimini 
Clark. H. 

Cornell 
Caslptt 
Cunningham 
D"vi'" 
DrVerter 
UiCarlo 
Dirtz 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rerognires t h e  minority whip. 
Mr. MANDERINO. Mr. Speaker, there  a re  two speakers who 

spoke after I spoke who questioned some of the things I had 
said. One of them indicated that  I was using old information 
when I said tha t  t h e  car dealers were still advertising, come on 
in and hear the interest rates tha t  you will pay. Mr. Speaker, 
what I pointed out-and t h e  artirles tha t  I held up are  Septem- 
ber 20. 1979 artirles and Septemher 19 ,  1979  z~rticles-they a p ~  
peared in major newspapers in our major cities just over this 
past weekend. This is not old information still advertising, 
come in. Themoney is  available. W e  will finance the car.  

Mr. Speaker, when we talk about predicting what tha t  prime 
rate  is  going t o  he, I d o  not hope to give vou m v  nredictions. he- 

Knepper Pucciarelli 
Lashinger Punt 
Lrhr Pyles 
Lrtterman Rappapart 
Lrvi Rocks 
Lewis Ryan 
Livengood Salvatorp 
1.ynr.h. E. R. Scheaffer 

Domhrowski 
Dorr 
Durh"m 
Earley 
Fischfr, R ,  R ,  
Fishrr,D. M. 

Foster. W. 

Armstrong 
Austin 
Barhfr 
Brlardi 
Berson 
Brown 

Fryer I.evin 
Gallagher Manderino 
Gamhle McIntyrr 
Gatski Michluvic 
George, C. Milanovich 
Goehel Mnehlmann 

utlon, the yeas and 

. . " .  
cause I would not  know where t o  s t a r t  to predict what that  
prime rat? is going t o  be. 

I do know this,  Mr. Speaker, that  there  a re  two econometric 
models. Chase and W h a r t m  in this  state,  Mr. Speaker, whom 
we asked for the p r~d ic t ion  from. And the available economic 
evidence overwhelming indicates tha t  the prime rate  will drop 

Schwed~r 
Scirica 
Serafini 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith.E. 
Smith,L. 
Spenrer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Stuhan 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. 
Thomas 
Vroon 
Wagner 
Wass 
Wridner 
Wenger 
White 
Wilt 
Wright. D. 
Wrieht..J. 1. 

Grahowski Mrkonic 
Caltaglrone Gray Mullen, M. P. 
Clark. B. Greenfield Murphy 
Ci,chran Harper Novak 
Cohen Hasay O'DonneU 
Cowell Hoeffel Oliver 
nawida Irvis Pievsky 
LIeMedio Itkin Pistella 

~ a h ; ; e r  
Yohn 

Seltzer. 
Sp~aker  

Rodgers 
Schmitt 
Seventy 
Shaddlng 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stwet 
Tdek 
Trello 
Wachoh 
Wargo 
Wilson 
ZrUer 
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DeWeese Knight Pratt Zitterman 
Duffy Kolter Reed Zord 
Dumas Kukovich Rhodes Zwikl 
Fee Laughlin Ritter 

NOT VOTING-11 

Borski Donatucci McMonagle Taylor, F. 
Cianciulli Helfrick Richardson Williams 
Dininni Kowalyshyn Rieeer 

The Chair would like to  get the concurrent resolution over to 
the  other body a s  quickly a s  possible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the  minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. I had been aware of the fact tha t  there was 

another resolution hut I did not know tha t  it  was a House 
resolution. I think tha t  might satisfy those people who had 
made the request to us to add their names to the first resolu- 

The m a p i t y  required by the  Constitution having voted in I in the chairss iudment on that.  

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS I YEAS-192 

the  affirmative, the  question was determined in the affirma- 
tive. 

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

RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

Messrs. RYAN and IRVIS called up HR 125, PN 2104, enti 
tled: 

. - 
On the  question recurring, 

the House adopt the 

The following roll call was recorded: 

General Assembly welcomes Pope John  Paul I1 to  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

On the  question, 
Will the  House adopt the  resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes t h e  minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. On the  resolution, Mr. Speaker, the  majority lead- 

e r  and I co-signed the resolution out of convenience, recogniz- 
ing tha t  there was a time limit on this. We have been requested 
by a number of memhers for permission to add their names to  
the  resolution. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, tha t  two things he 
done with this resolution. One, once i t  is passed tha t  i t  he held 
available for the additions of names of all the memhers of the  
House of Representatives, and if there he any who does not 
wish his o r  her name added, he or she should privately notify 
the  chief clerk, privately notify the chief clerk if any name is 
not to  he added to  this resolution of welcome. That  means tha t  
anyone who does not notify the chief clerk will find his or her 
name attached t o  the resolution. 

Secondly, I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, t h a t  once the resolu- 
tion is passed, t h a t  it  be given to  the  delegation going from the 
House of Representatives to  the  mass to  deliver to  His Holiness 
o r  to  the  delegate from His Holiness's office so tha t  there would 
he an  official reason for the visit of the  delegation to the mass 
in Philadelphia. 

Other than that.  Mr. Sveaker. I call for the uassane of the 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Austin 

1 Barber 
1 Rrlardi 

Bowser 1 Brandt 
1 Brown 

Brunner 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
~appahianca 
Cessar 
Chess 
Cimini 
Clark, B. 
Clark, R. 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
Davies 
Dawida 
DeMedio , I 

' I DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 

I Dietz 
Domhrawski - 

resolution. Iluffy 
The SPEAKER. For the information of the  minority leader, I numas 

Freind Lynch. E. R. 
Fryer Lynch,F. 
Gallagher Mackowski 
Gallen Madigan 
Gamble Manderino 
Gannon Manmiller 
Gatski McCall 
Geesey McClatchy 
Geist McIntyre 
George. C. McKelvey 
George, M. McVerry 
Giammareo Mirhlovic 
Gladeck Micozzie 
Gwbel Milanovich 
Goodman Morhlmann 
Grahowski Mowery 
Gray Mrkonic 
Greenfield Mullen,M. P. 
Grieco Murphy 
Gruppo Musto 
Halversan Nahlll 
Harper Novak 
Hasay Noy? 
Hayes. D. S. O'Brien, B. 
Hayes, S. E. O'Brien, D. 
Hwffel O'Donnell 
Honaman Oliver 
Hutchinson, A. Perzel 
Hutchinson. W. Peterson 
Irvis Petrarca 
Itkin Pircola 
Johnson. E. Pievsky 
Johnson, J.  Pistella 
Jones Pitts 
Kanuck Polite 
Kernick Pott 
Klingaman Pratt 
Knepper Puceiarelli 
Knight Punt 
Kolter Pyles 
Kukovich Rappaport 
Lashinpr Reed 
Laughlin Rhodes 
Lehr Rieger 
Letterman Hitter 
Levi Rocks 
Levin Rodgers 
Lewis Ryan 
Livpngood 

NAYS--0 

Mr. Irvis, i t  was the  hope of the  Chair t h a t  this resolution could 
he considered by this House and sent  on to  the Senate with the 
sponsorship, which i t  now has, because i t  is a concurrent resolu- 
tion. The Chair would suggest as an  alternative that  there is a 
second resolution which is going to  he offered by Mr. Mackow- 
ski on behalf of himself and a long list of other members, which 
h e  is going to  ask unanimous consent to  have considered imme- 
diately, and i t  might he possible a t  tha t  time to  have the  other 
memhers added to  tha t  one, hecause tha t  is only a House resolu- 
tion. 

NOT VOTING-11 

Donatucci McMonaglr 

I)urham Eley 
~ i ~ ~ h ~ ~ .  R .  R.  
Fisher. D. M. 
Foster. A. 
Foster, W. 

Borski 

Salvatore 
Scheaffer 
Srhmitt 
Schweder 
Scirica 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Shadding 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Slrianni 
Smith.E. 
Smith. L. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Street 
Stuhan 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. 
Telek 
Thomas 
TreUo 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wagner 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weidner 
Wenger 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright, D. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Yahner 
Yohn 
Z~ller 
Zitterman 
Zord 
Zwikl 

Seltzer, 
Soeaker 
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Cianciulli Helfrick Miller Williams 
Dinlnni Kowalyshyn Richardson 

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

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

Dumas 1,ashlnger Rappaport Zitterman 
Durham Laughlin Reed Zord 
Earley Lehr Rieger Zwikl 
Fee Letterman Ritter 
Pischer, R. R. Lrvin Rocks Seltzer. 
Fisher,D. M. Lewis Rodgers Speaker 
F ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , A .  Livengood Ryan 

concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, theonly thing that  would have been 

funnier is if i t  had been Marty Mullen who did that. 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask that  the House consider the imme- 

diate adoption of a resolution about to he presented by Mr. 
Mackowski. 

RULES SUSPENDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
McKean, Mr. Mackowski. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I would request that  the 
rules he suspended so that  a resolution tha t  I am about t o  offer 
may he considered immediately. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-189 

Alden Foster, W. Lynch, E. R. Salvatore 
Anderson Fr~ind Lynch, F. Scheaffer 
Armstrong Frypr Mackowski Schmitt 
Arty Gallagher Madigan Schweder 
Austin Gallen Manderino Seirica 
Barber Gamhle Manmiller Serafini 
Belardi Gannon MaCall Seventy 
Reloff Gatski McClatrhy Shadding 

Melntyrf Shupnik Bennrtt Geesey 
Berson Geist McKelvey Sieminski 
Hittle George, C. McVerry Sirianni 
Rowser George. M. Michlavic Smith, E:. 
Rrandt Giarnmara, Micozzi? Smith, I,. 

Mllanovich Spencer Brown Gladeck 
Miller Spitz Brunner Go*b~l 
Moehlmann Stairs Burd Goodman 

Steighner Burns Grabowski Mowery 
Mrkonic Stewart Caltagirone Gray 
Mullen. M. P. Stuban Cappabianra Greenfield 

Cessar Grieco Murphy Sweet 
Musto Swift Chess Gruppo 
Nahill Taddanio Cimini Halverson 
Novak Tnvlor. E.  Clark. B. Harper 

Telek Clark, R. Hasay Noye 
Thomas Cochran Hayes, D. S. O'Brien, R. 
Trello Cohen Hayes.S. E. O'Brien. D. 

O'DonnrU Vroon Cole Hopffel 
Wachob Cornell Hurramall Oliver 

Hutchinson, A.  Perzel Wagner Coslett 
Hutchinson, W. Peterson Wargo Cowell 

Prtrarca Wass Cunningham Irvis 
Piecola Weidner Llavies Itkin 

Wengrr Dawida Johnson,E. Pievsky 
Jones Pistella White DeMedio 
Kanuck Pitts Wilson DeVerter 

Polite Wilt DrWeese Kernick 
DiCarlo Klingaman Pott Wright, D ,  
Uietz Knepper Pratt Wright. J.  L. 

Yahner Dombrowski Knight Purciarelli 
Llorr Kolter Punt Yohn 
nuffy Kukovich Pv l~s  Zeller 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-14 

~ ~ ~ ~ k i  Hrlfrick McMonagle Street 
Cianciulli Johnson, J. Rhodes Taylor. F. 
Dininni Kawalyshyn Richardson Williams 
Danatueci I.evi 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 
The SPEAKER, me chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Venango, Mr. Levi. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. LEVI. Mr. Speaker, I was out of my seat when the vote 

was taken to suspend the rules on the Mackowski resolution. 
Had I been in my seat, I would have voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His re- 
marks will he spread upon the record. 

RESOLUTION 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
McKean, Mr. Mackowski. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I offer the followingresolu- 
tion a s  corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will he read. 
The following resolution was read by the clerk: 

In the House of Representatives, 

WHEREAS, Pope John Paul I1 is scheduled to visit the 
United States from October 1 through October 7,1979; and 

WHEREAS, The Pope's itinerary includes a stop in the "City 
of Brotherly Love" on October 3 and 4,1979; and 

WHEREAS, Pope John Paul I1 is the first reigning pope to 
travel extensively in the United States; and 

WHEREAS, Po e John Paul I1 is the first man of Polish ori- 
gin to attain the  8ffice of Pope in the Roman Catholic Church; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Polish-American community is exceedingly 
proud of this outstanding accomplishment; and 

WHEREAS, All residents of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania are honored by the Pope's visit; therefore be i t  

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the Cqm- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania welcomes this dist~nguished v~s l -  
tor; and he i t  further 

RESOLVED, That on behalf of the citizens of Pennsylvania 
the House of Representatives wishes Pope John Paul I1 a most 
pleasant and rewarding stay in the United States and extends 
to him an invitation to return to the Commonwealth in the fu- 
ture; and he i t  further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution he presented to 
Pope John Paul I1 on theocresion of his visit to  t hec i t y  of Phil- 
adelphia. 

MACKOWSKI, WILLIAM B. 
ALDEN, JOHN 
ANDERSON, JOHN HOPE 
ARMSTRONG. GIBSON E. 
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HUTCHINSON, WII.I,IAM D. 
IRVIS. K. LEROY 
ITKIN. IVAN 
JOHNSON. EDWIN G. 
JOHNSON. JOEI, J .  
JONES, JAMES F., J R .  
KANUCK, GEORGE J .  
KERNICK, PHYLLIS T. 
KIJNGAMAN. WI1,LIAM K., SK. 
KNEPPER, JAMES W., J R .  
KNIGHT, WILLIAM W. 
KOLTER, JOSEPH P .  
KOWALYSHYN. RUSSELL 
KUKOVICH, ALLEN G. 
LASHINGER, JOSEPH A,, JR.  
LAUGHLIN, CHARLES P .  
LEHK, STANFORD I. 
LETTERMAN. RUSSELI, P .  
LEVI, ,JOSEPH, I1 
LEVIN, STEPHEN E. 
LEWIS, MARILYN S. 
LIVENGOOD, HENRY 
LYNCH, E. RAYMOND 
LYNCH. FRANK J .  
McCALL, THOMAS J .  
McCLATCHY. RICHARD A,. JR.  
McKELVEY, GERALD J. 
McINTYRE, JAMES 
McMONAGLE. GERALD 
McVERRY. TERRENCE F. 
MADIGAN. ROGER A. 
MANDERINO, JAMES J. 
MANMILLER. JOSEPH C. 
MICHLOVIC, THOMAS A. 
MICOZZIE, NICHOI.AS A. 
MILANOVICH. FRED R. 
MILLER. MARVIN E., J R .  
MOEHLMANN, NICHOLAS B. 
MOWERY, HAROLD F., JR.  
MRKONIC, EMII, 
MULLEN, MARTIN P. 
MURPHY, THOMAS J., J R .  
MUSTO, RAPHAEL 
NAHILL, CHARLES F. 
NOVAK, BERNARD R. 
NOYE, FRED C. 
O'BRIEN, BERNARD F. 
O'BRIEN, DENNIS M. 
O'DONNELL, ROBERT W. 
OLIVER, FRANK L. 
PERZEL. JOHN M. 
PETERSON, JOHN E. 
PETRARCA, JOSEPH A. 
PICCOLA. JEFFREY E. 
PIEVSKY. MAX 
PISTELLA, FRANK J. 
PITTS, JOSEPH R. 
POLITE, ROOSEVELT I. 
POTT, GEORGE F. ,  J R .  
PRATT, RALPH D. 
PUCCIARELLI, NICHOLAS A. 
PUNT, TERRY L. 
PYLES. VERN 
RAPPAPORT, SAMUEL 
REED, STEPHEN R. 
RHODES, JOSEPH, JR.  
RICHARDSON, DAVID P.. J R .  
RIEGER. WILLIAM W. 
RITTER, JAMES P. 
ROCKS, M. JOSEPH 
RODGERS, JOHN M. 
RYAN. MATTHEW J .  
SALVATORE. FRANK A. 
SCHEAFFER, JOHN E. 
SCHMITT, C. I,. 
SCHWEDER. J .  MICHAEL 
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sCiKI(:A, ~h l'liuh l .I 
SELTZER, H. JACK 
SERAFINI, FRANK A. 
SEVENTY, STEVE 
SHADDING, 1)AVID I,. 
SHUPNIK, FRED ,I. 
SIEMINSKI, EDMUND .T. 
SIRIANNI, CARMEL 
SMITH. EARL H. 
SMITH. I.. EUGENE 
SPENCER. WARREN FI. 
SPITZ, GEHALI) J 
STAIRS, JESS  M. 
STEIGHNER, JOSEPH A. 
STEWART. WILLIAM J. 
STREET, T. MILTON 
STUBAN, TED 
SWEET, DAVID W .  
SWIFT. TOM 
TADLIONIO, LEE C. 
TAYLOR, ELINOR Z. 
TAYLOR, FRED 
TELEK. WILLIAM 
THOMAS, RENO H. 
TKELLO, FRED A. 
VItOON, PETER R. 
WACHOR, WILldAM 
WAGNER, (;EORGE 0 .  
WARGO, JOSEPH G. 
WASS, PAUL 
WEIDNER, MARVIN D. 
WENGEH, NOAH W. 
WHITE, JOHN F.. JR .  
WT1,LIAMS. HARDY 
WII.SON, BENJAMIN H. 
WILT, ROY W. 
WRIGHT, DAVIL) K. 
WRIGHT, JAMES I,., JR.  
YAHNER, PAUL J .  
YOHN, WII.LIAMH., JR .  
ZELLEK, JOSEPH R. 
ZITTERMAN, FRANK J .  
ZORD, JOSEPH V., JR .  
ZWIKI,. KURT 

On the  question, 
Will the  House adopt the  resolution? 

The SPEAKER. For the  information of the  members, i t  is the  
intention of the  Chair tha t  as  soon a s  this  resolution isadopted, 
the resolution will be laid here on the  floor of the  House for ad- 
ditional sponsors until the endof today's session. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from McKean, Mr. 
Mackowski. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker. I thank you very much for 
this opportunity. However. I am sure tha t  there are many mem- 
hers who would like to  be on there, but I have asked in the 
resolution for the Senate's concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been made aware of that .  The 
Chair wasin error and we will get i t  to  thesena te  this evening. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the  minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, would i t  not be possihle for the  gen- 

tleman to  offer a n  amendment to  strike the  concurrence of the  
Senate? The concurrence of the Senate is not necessary for the  
House to  send its congratulations and welcome and if that  were 
stricken from the  resolution, it would then be a simple House 

I resolution and could be immediately passed and there would be 
no delay. 

The SPEAKb;':R. Thc (:hair recognizes thl: gentlemirn from 
McKran, Mr. M;~,:kowski. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Spr,akt:r. I have nr, nhj<:r.ti<rn to hav- 
ing those words stricken from the rea)luLion. 

'I'hcSPEAKEK. Will the gcmtleman yield? 
It i s  the  suggestir,n of thr! Chair that if those members will 

follow on thr, r,:sr,lulion which has hc:en circulated, that  on line 
I:< o f  the first pitgr "(the Senate concurring)" should he struck, 
and continuing on that  line, "General Assembly" should he 
struck and "House of Representatives" inserted therein; and, 
on line 1 7 ,  "General Assemhly" he struck for the second time 
and "House of Representzrtives" be inserted therein. Is the  gen- 
tleman in accord with that.? 

Mr. MACKOWSKI It is perfectly agreeable with me, Mr. 
Speaker. 

On the question recurring. 
Will the  IIouse adopt the  resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 
k hAS-192 

Aldrn F r ~ i n d  I.ynch, II. K. Salvatur? 
Andrrson Frycr Lynch, F. Schraffer 
Armstrong G a l l a ~ h r r  Markowski Schmitt 
Arty Gallrn Madigan Srhwrder 
Austin Gamhlr Mandrrino Scirica 
Harlrer Gennr,n Manmillrr Serafini 
Hrlardi Gatski MrCall Seventy 
Rrloff Gswry  Mr(:latrhy Shadding 
Bennett Geist MrIntyrr Shupnik 
Brrson I ; N ~ R P ,  C. MrKelvey Sieminski 
nittle George. M. McVprry Siri;~nni 
Howser Criammnrr:~ Mirhlovic Smith, E.  
I3randt Gladerk Micozzir Smith. I,. 
R n w n  ( :uc~PI  Milanovich S p ~ n c e r  
Rrunncr (:r,odn~an Miller Spitz 
Burd Grabowski Morhlmann Stairs  
Burns (:ray Mowrry Steighner 
Caltagirone (;reafield Mrkonir Stewart  
Cagpahianca Griri:o Mull~n. M.  P. Street  
Cessnr Cruppo Murphy Stuhan 
Chess Halvrrson Musto Swept 
Cimini l fa rpr r  Nahill Swift  
Clark, H ,  Unsay N w a k  Taddonio 
Clark, R .  Hayes. D. S Noye Taylor, E.  
(:ochr:~n Hayes, S .  E. (YBrien, R .  Trlek 
Cnhrn l l o ~ f f e l  O'Hrirn. D. Thomas 
C(JI' Honaman O'llonneU Trello 
Cornrll Hut~.hinson, A.  Oliver Vroon 
Coslrtt Hutchinson. W. P e r z ~ l  Wachoh 
C O W ~ U  Irvis Peterson Wagncr 
Cu"ni"gham Itkin Prtrarca Wargo 
Ilavies Johnson, E. Pirrols Wass 
I,awid;, .Johnson. .I. Pievsky W r i d n ~ r  
DeMedio .Jones Pistella Wpngcr 
D e V c r t ~ ~  Kanuck Pit ts  White 
DrWeesc Kerniek Polite Wilsrm 
Di(;arlc, Klingsrnan Pott Wilt 
D i r k  Knrpper Prat t  Wright, 11. 
Domhrowski Knight I'ucciarrUi Wricht, J .  L. 
Dorr Koltrr Punt  Yahner 
11uffy Kukovich Pyles Yohn 
Dumas I.ashing*r Rappaport ZeUer 
Ilurham Laughlin R w d  Zitterman 
Earley Lehr Rieger Zord 
wee 1,ettrrman Ritter Zwikl 
Fixher, Lrvi Rocks 
Vishpr, D. M .  Levin Rodgers Seltzer. 
F o s t r r , ~ ,  Lewis Ryan Speaker 
k'ostrr. W. 1,ivpngood 
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NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-11 

Borski Donatucci MrMonagle Taylor, P. 
Cianciulli Helfrirk Rhodes Williams 
Dininni Kowalyshyn Richardson 

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from ~ 1 .  

legheny, M ~ ,  ~ h ~ d ~ ~ ,  F~~ what purpose does the 
rise? 

M ~ ,  RHODES. M ~ ,  speaker, I was out of my seat on the last 
rollcall vote on the ~ ~ ~ k ~ ~ ~ k i  resolution, I would like to be re. 
cordedin the affirmative had I been in my seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. His re- 
marks will be spread upon the record. 

~h~ SPEAKER, ~h~ chair  recognizes the minority leader, 
M ~ ,  IRVIS, M ~ ,  speaker, all due respect to the chair ,  it 

was my suggestion that  names be automatically to 
this resolution, unless we were privately instructed to do other- 
wise. ~ h ~ t  would i t  rather than to have people walking 
up and adding their names. 

me SPEAKER, without the chair will change its 
decision as  to sponsorship and that all membersx names will be 
added as sponsors of the resolution which is adopted, unless 
specifically asked by not to have their names added. 
Is there any ohjection to that? The Chair hears none. 

BILLS REMOVED FROM TABLE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I call from the table, HBs 176 and 

211. 
The SPEAKER. It is moved by the majority leader that  HB 

176 and HB 211 he taken from the table. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the motion? 
Motion wasagreed to. 

REQUEST FOR RECESS AND REPUBLICAN CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, a t  this time I am going to suggest 

that  we recess for the purpose of lunch and caucus. I am going 
to suggest to our caucus chairman tha t  we go to caucus a t  2::30, 
which gives the memhers an hour to eat, answer their mail or 
whatever they are going to do; tha t  we stay in caucus until 3:30 
and tha t  during that  hour period we review the no-fault divorce 
hill; tha t  we return to the floor at  3:30 and begin to take 
amendments on the hill and that  we rontinue taking those 
amendments until 5:30 or 6 tonight, and if we have not fin- 
ished them, then we star t  up again the first thing tomorrow 
morning with the amendments to no-fault divorce. 

I would ask tha t  thosemembers who haveamendments give a 

copy to the respective caucus chairman and also-and this is 
important-I would ask that  those memhers who are going to 
offer amendments be prepared to pxplain them on the floor at  
the time of offering them. I t  is my feeling-and I think this 
feeling is shared by the leadership on the other side-that it 
will not he necessary to caucus in detail on each amendment he- 
cause we feel they may very well he cumulative and the prime 
sponsors, Mr. Berson and Mr. Scirica, in the respective cau- 
cuses can tell us what we might anticipate, hut the fine points 
of some of the amendments may he required to he reviewed by 
the person offering the amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, hy way of further announcement, I think the 
memhers should understand that we will not he in session next 
Monday because of the Jewish holidays; that  we will he in ses- 
sion on Tuesday, with a joint session with thesenate to hear an 
add'es"~ the Governor of the Commonwealth. We will not be 
in session next Wednesday, hut we will he in on Tuesday. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to announce that  mem- 
bers of the House are being invited to attend the celebration 
next Wednesday, and that  those Democratic memhers who are 
interested in going see Mr. and Mr. Goodman 
and those Republican members who are interested in going 
should speak with Mr. McClatchy. I t  is urgent that  the mem- 
bers who wish t u b e  included, talk to those respective memhers 
immediately. because a report must he given to the proper au- 
thorities this afternoon. So will those Republican memhers 

to Mr. McClatchy and those Democratic memhers to Mr. 
Goodman and Mr. Mullen. 

REMARKS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I request unanimous consent to 
suhmit a statement for the legislative record relative to the last 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for consent to submit 
some remarks for the record. The Chair hears no objection. The 
gentleman may submit them. 

Mr. DAVIES presented the following remarks for the Legis- 
lative ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l :  

Mr. Speaker: 

I voted for both resolutions to Pope John Paul I1 to 
clearly indicate my vote and sponsorshi of the 
same as  the recognition to a chief of state of t i e  Vati- 
can. This action is in keeping with my constant posi- 
tion for maintaining a clear separation between 
churchand state, 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, before all the Democratic memhers 

leave, we will meet in caucus in 2 3 0  also, and especially on the 
no-fault divorce bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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AFTER RECESS 

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

RECESS 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, this House now stands in 

recessuntil S:30 p.m. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

Amend Tahle of Contents, page 2. line 16, hy striking out all 
of said line 

Amend Set. 103, page 4, line 27, by inserting after "ACT." 
This act shall not affect any marital agreement executed prlor 
to the effective date of this art  or any amendment or modifica- 

SENATE CONCURRENCE IN HOUSE RESOLUTION 

The Senate informed that the Senate has concurred in HR 
125, PN 2104. 

BILLS SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

The following bills, having heen prepared for presentation tr 
the Governor, were signed by the Speaker: 

An Act amending the act of June 23, 1931 (P. L. 932, No 
317). entitled "The Third Class Citv Code." authorizine the es 

An Act amcnding the act of August 9, 1955 (P. L. 323, No 
1301, entitled "The County Code, authorizing the establish 
mentor designation of certain reserved areas to be used solel) 
for parking by handicapped individuals. 

SB 595, PN 627 

An Act amending the act of February 1, 1966 (1965 P. L 
1656, No. 5811, entitled "The Borough Code," authorizing tht 
establishment or designation of certain reserved areas to be 
used solely for parking by handicapped individuals. 

SB 596, PN 628  

An Act amending the act of May 1, 1933 (P. L. 103, No. 69) 
entitled "The Second Class Township Code," authorizing the es 
tablishment or designation of certain reserved areas to he user 
solely for parking hy handicapped persons. 

SB 597, PN 629 

An Act amending the act of June 24, 1931 (P.  L. 1206, No 
3311, entitled "The First Class Township Code," authorizing the 
establishment or designation of certain reserved areas to he 
used solely for parking by handicapped individuals. 

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
CALENDAR BILL ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

The House prr~ceeded to third consideration of HB 640. P1\ 
1571, entitled: 

An Act consolidating, revising and amending the divorce ant 
annulment laws of the Commonwealth and making certain re 
peals. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. SCIRICA offered the following amendments: 

tion thereto. 
Amend Sec  104, page 5, line 4, hy inserting after "a" where it 

appears the second time decree grantlnga 
Amend Sec. 301, page 11, line 13, by striking out "of" where 

it appears the first time and insertingin 
1 Amend Sec, 301, page 11, lines 1 5  and 16, by striking out 
I "the divorce action or in one separate action" and inserting in 
conjunction with any decree granting a divorce or annulment 

Amend Sec  301, page 12, line 2, by striking out "The ap- 
proval of any" and inserting Any 

Amend Sec. 401. page 14, line 26, hy removing the period 
after "SUBSECTION" and inserting and upon final disposition, 
thp court may award costs to the party in whose favor the order 
or decree shall he entered, or may order that each party shall 
pay hisor her own costs, as it shtrll appear just andreasonahle. 

Amend Sec. 401, page 16, line 2, by striking out all of said 
llne 

Amend Sec. 401, page 16, line 4. by striking out "suhsequent 
to" and inserting during 

Amend Sec. 401, page 16, line 10. hy inserting after "before" 
,during 

Amend Sec. 401, page 16, line 18, hy striking out "sub- 
sequent to" and insertingduring 

Amend Sec. 403, page 17, line 30, hy inserting after "child 
and spousal 

Amend Sec. 403, page 18, line 13, by removing the comma 
after "annulment and insertingor 

Amend Sec. 403, page 18, lines 1 3  and 14, by strikingout "or 
legal separation" 

Amend Sec. 404, page 18, lines 26 through 30, by striking 
out all of said lines 

Amend Sec. 501, page 119, line 12, by inserting aftor 
"amount." duration. 

Amend Sec. 501, page 19, line 23, by inserting after "THE" 
other 

Amend Sec. 503, page 20, line 23, by removing the comma af- 
ter "alimony" and inserting or 

Amend Sec. 503, page 20, line 23, by striking out "or counsel 
fees and expenses," 

Amend Sec. 503, page 21, by inserting between lines 1 and 2 
(4) Award interest on unpaid installments. (5) Require secur- 
ity to insure future payments. 

Amend Sec. 503. Daae 21. line 2. by striking out "(4)" and in- . .  - - 
serting(6) 

Amend Sec. 703, page 26, line 22, by inserting after "any" 
matrimonial 

Amend Sec. 801, page 27, lines 4 through 8, by striking out 
all of said lines 

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

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

Mr. SCIRICA. This may be the only noncontroversial amend- 
ment offered today. This is an omnibus amendment that is 
largely technical in nature, hut I would like to explain a couple 
of the provisions. 

This amendment is primarily technical in that it removes 
some of the amhiguities in the hill that came to our attention 
after the hill was reported out of committee. However, it does 
make some changes that I would like to hring to your attention. 

i In the first place, it provides that "This act," i f  it passes, 
1 "shall not affwt any marital agreement executed prior to the 
effective date of this act or any amendment or modification 
thereto." 'This is consistr?nt with another ~rovision of the hill 
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that  says t h ; ~ l  onr,t .  ;i dtvrt7r. i l l  divrll.vr h;ls hrrn enterrd prior to 
the cffertivi ri;rtc. it [,:innot hr r<r,pt.nrd. and th+, intimt of this 
part of the amrndmt.nt is to t r r ; ~ t  thosr matters that have heen 
settled, either in cnurt rlr i l i i t  r ~ f  i , ~ ~ u r t .  ;is settlrd, and not allow 
parties to open them up. 

Secondly, it clears up nnothcr ambiguity with respect to the 
awarding of alimony or equituble distrihotion of property hy 
making it clear that those awards will only he made in ronjunc- 
tion with the granting of the decrer in divorre, whirh was what 
we intended. It moves the section on payment of costs from 
one part of t h ~  hill to another part of the hill. hut it retains 
that. It  clears up somi. languagr with rrspert to the acquisition 
of marital property to makr sure that it applies after the date 
of marriage and not after th r  dateof the divorcr 

I t  makes an important change in the standards for awarding 
alimony hy inserting the word "duration" into those criteria, so 
that  the court in considering the award of alimony would nls<~ 
consider first whether alimony should be awarded, and. second- 
ly, the amount and the duration, which means that  in certain 
cases i t  would he for a fixed or  limited periodof time. 

Lastly, it makes clear that  the confidentiality hetween lawyer 
and client and any matrimonial counselor is confined only to 
matrimonial causes of action. 

If there are any questions, I would he delighted to explain 
them. Mr. Berson and Mr. O'Donnell have gone over these 
amendments, and I helieve they areagreed to by them. 

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

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, on the section 501 portion, I 
would like to ask Mr. Scirica i f  he would consent to a hrief 
interrogation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Scirica, indicates that  he 
will stand for interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 

Llelawarr, Mr. Alden. 
Mr. ALDEN. Will Mr. Scirira sland for intrrrngat,ion? 
Thr SPEAKER. Thc g~~nt lpman,  Mr. Scirica. indicates that  he 

will. The grntleman, Mr. Alden. may proceed. 
Mr. ALDEN. Mr. Sprakrr. directed to your ;rmendment. look- 

 in^ to the amendment of section 503, page 20, line 23.  where 
you strike out "or a~unse l  feps and expenses," what would be 
the result of that? What would that  do? 

Mr. SCIRICA. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for additional 
economic protections in the way of increased remedies to en- 
force court-ordered alimony or property distribution or  child 
support, what have you, and tha t  is the section that  deals with 
enforcement of arrearages. We made a determination after the 
bill came out of committee that those remedies which are in 
most cases pretty extraordinary remedies should apply only to 
the matrimonial or familial obligations and should not apply to 
counsel fees or  expenses. So, therefore, we have deleted that  in 
this amendment from the enforcement of arrearages section. 

Mr. ALDEN. Mr. Speaker, would that in effect make those 
fees and expenses uncollertible? 

Mr. SCIRICA. No, it would not, but i t  means that  they would 
not be ahle to he collected under the remedies that  are outlined 
in that  section. 

Mr. ALDEN. How would they becollected under the bill? 
Mr. SCIRICA. The court could order that these be paid, hut 

they would not, for example, be able to attach wages in order to 
pay counsel fees and expenses. 

Mr. ALDEN. They could not enter a judgment on those fees 
and expenses? 

Mr. SCIRICA. That is correct. The court still would have its 
general contempt power in order to enforce counsel fees and ex- 
penses. 

Mr. ALDEN. Thank you. 

Mr. ZELLER. Mr. Speaker, would you explain to me and to 
other memhers who may he concerned, are you clearing the por- 
tion in 501 where an individual leaves their spouse? In other 
words, they have created a problem, and the provider now who 
was innocent of any of these actions has to pay alimony. Be- 
cause I know the fathers are in distress: many of them have 
sent letters in; and also there are some women who are the pro- 
viders where the hushand left, and I would like to know if you 
would clear that  for us, please. 

Mr. SCIRICA. No. Mr. Speaker, this amendment does not af- 
fect that  problem a t  all. I t  simply inserts into the standard the 
fact that  the court shall consider the possible duration of any 
alimony. So they may impose i t  for a fixed periodof time, hut i t  
does not affect your prohlemone way or  theother .  

Mr. ZELLER. Well, the reason why I asked that  is, by includ- 
ing it in here i t  will not have any affect on an amendment I 
understand is coming up that  will cnrrect this, because the 
wording may conflict. That is why I am wondering. 

Mr. SCIRICA Yes. No, I was aware of those other amend- 
ments tha t  were drawn to the alimony section, and this will not 
in any way conflict with that. 

Mr. ZELLER. I thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recohnizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. McVerry. 

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, would Mr. Scirica submit to a 
hrief interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman indicates that  he  will, and the 
gentleman, Mr. McVerry, may proceed. 

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, with respect to your amend- 
ment of section 301, page 12,  line 2 ,  strikingout "The approval 
of any" and inserting the word "Any", may I ask if it is the in- 
tention of the drafter of the bill that  any and all property set- 
tlement agreements that  are entered into pursuant to a divorce 
action between consenting adults be approved by a court in 
. e ~ t h e r  a consentual, a unilateral no-fault or a fault-type divorce, 

under this bill? 
Mr. SCIRICA. No. We struck the word "approval," Mr. 

Speaker, in this amendment so that  the court, if it were 
presented with that  property settlement agreement, would 
have to accept it .  

Mr. McVERRY. Although you struck the word "approval." it 
appears to me that  the act as currently written with this 
amendment could be interpreted to mean that  any property set- 
tlement agreement must he submitted as  compared to being ap- 
proved, but must he in fact the subject of being incorporated in 
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the decree of divorce. I lb::~rlr~v I.;iucI~lirl I<wd %wilil 

It is a practice in many other statrs, upon the granting of 
alimonvor the yrantingof ;I divorvc, that the final cIe~,rt!e 1nt.or 

1,nrates property srttlr~mcilt agrrf'mtmt. 
My question to you is: Does this hill contemplate the incorpo 

ration of property settlement agreements into every decree o 
divorce? 

Mr. SCIKICA. Mr. Speaker, it does, if the parties agree to i n  
corporate it. 

If you look a t  the langwage on page 12, line 4, it says 
". . . any property settlement, . . . as suhmitted by the parties.' 
If the parties did not submit that agreement, then it would no1 
he incorporated. 

Mr. McVERRY. So it is your intrntion then that the hill hc, in 
terprett~d in such a fashion that it is noi a requirement that 
such hills be submitted? 

Mr. SCIRICA. Yes. Mr. Speaker, that iscorrect. 
Mr. MrVERKY. Thank you. 

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

The following roll call wasrecorded: 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Austin 
Rerhrr 
Relardi 
Brloff 
Bennrlt 
Rprson 
Hittle 
Bowser 
Rrsndt 

YEAS-189 

Fostfr, W.  Lewis 
Frpind Livcngood 
Fryrr 1,ynch.E. R 
Call;ighrr I.ynch. F. 
(;ailen Markowski 
Camhlc Madigan 
(:anno" Mnndrrino 
Gatski Manmiller 
Cersry McCell 
Grist MrClatrhv 
Crorgr, C McKelvey 
George, M. MrVrrry 
( ; i a m m ; ~ n o  Mi~.hlovir ~ ~ 

Bmwn (;lad~rk Mi~.orrie 
Rrunnrr i;oehel Milanovich 
Rurd Goodman Millrr 
Rurns Grahowski Moehlmenn 
Caltagironp Grey Mowrry 
Cappahiance Grr~nfipld Mrkonic 
Crsssr Cricro Muilm. M.  P 
Chess (;ruppo Murphy 
Cimini Halverson Musto 
Clerk, R .  Harper Nahill 
Clark. K. linssy Novak 
C<,~.hran Havrs. 1). S. Nove 
Cohm 
Colc 
Cornrll 
Coslrtt 
Cowrll 
Cunninghami 
Ilsvies 
Ilawida 
DrMrdio 
DrVrrtrr 
DrWeesr 
DiC;lrlo 
Ilietz 
Domhrowskl 
I)orr 
Duff" 
Dumas 
1)urh;lm 

Heyrs,S. ' 
Horffel 
Honaman 
Hutchinson, A 
Hiltchinson. W. 
lrvis 
ltkin 
.Johnson. E. 
.Ir,hnson. .I. 
.Jones 
Konuck 
Krrnick 
Klingaman 
Knrpprr 
Knight 
Koltrr 
Kukovi~.h 
1,ushing~r 

~'Hricn. H.  
O'Rrien. D. 
O'Donnrll 
Oliver 
Frrrel 
I'etcrson 
I'ctrerr;~ 
Pirrola 
Pievsky 
Pist~U;, 
Pitts 
I'alitr 
Pott 
Prlrtt 
Pucciarelli 
Punt 
Pylrs 
Kappaport 

Kvan 
Salvatore 
Scheaff~r 
Schmitt 
Srhw~der 
Sriri1.a 
Serafini 
Spventv 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E. 
Smith. L 
Spencer 
Spitc 
Stairs 
Steighnrr 
Stewart 
Stuhan 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
T;iyh,r. E. 
'Tclrk 
Thomas 
Trello 
Vroon 
Warhob 
Wagner 
Wargo 
Wass 
Weidner 
Wenprr 
Whit? 
Wilson 
Wilt 
Wright. D. 
Wright. J .  L 
Yahn~r 
Yohn 
Zeller 
Zitterman 
Xord 

I NOT VOTING-14 

Hnrski Hrlfrirk Kictl;~rdson Street 
i~ianviulli K,>walysliyn Kirgrr 'Taylor. F 
I l in ioni  Mclntvrr Shiidrling Willianls 
I)r,n;$tuc,.i M<.Mon;~plr 

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

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the hill as amended on third consid- 

eration? 
Mr. SCIKICA offered the following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 201, page 6, l~nes  22 through 24 by striking out 
"specifying that the spouses are" in line 22 and all of lines 23 
and 24 and insertinp alleginr that the marriage is irretrievably .. .. . 
broken and: 

(1) ninety days has elapsed from the date of filing of the 
complaint and an affidavit has been filed by each of the parties 
evidencing that each of the parties consents to the divorce; or 

Amend Sec. 201, page 6 ,  lines 25 through 30, and page 7, line 
1 by striking out all of said lines 

Amend Sec. 201. nage 7. line 2 bv strikine out "(2) when 12" 
and inserting (2) twel< 

Amend Sec. 202, page 7, by inserting between lines 8 and 9 
(a) Whenever section 201(aX6) is the ground for divorce, the 

court shall require up to a maximum of three counseling ses- 
sions where either of the parties requests it. 

(h) Whenever section 201(c)(l) is the ground for divorce, the 
court shall require up to a maxlruum of three counseling ses- 
sions within the 90 davs followine the filing of the comnlaint 
where either of the parties requesG it. 

- 
Amend Sec. 202, page 7, line 9 by striking out "(a)" and in- 

serting (c) 
Amend Sec. 202, page 7, lines 16 through 18  by striking out 

all of s a ~ d  lines and inserting 
(d) Whenever section 201(aX6) or (cX1) or (2) is the ground 

for divorce, the court shall upon filing of the complaint, notify 
hoth parties of the availability of counsel~ng and upon request, 
provide hoth partles a list of qualified professionals who pro- 
vide such services. 

Amend Sec. 202, page 7, l ~ n e  19 by striking out "(c)" and in- 
~ ~ 

serting(e) 
Amend Sec. 202, page 7, line 22 by striking out "(d)" and in- 

serting(f) 

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

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

Mr. SCIRICA. Mr. Speaker, this is an important amendment 
to this hill. Mr. Speaker, this is a major amendment in that it 
changes one of the two no-fault grounds for divorce. The 
amendment is being offered by 1Mr. Rocks and myself, not as a 
compromise measure, hut I think as  an improvement over what 
was in the hill and an amendment that he had prepared prior to 
today's session. We present i t  jointly for your consideration. 

Under the bill as written, hoth spouses may obtain a divorce 
by mutual consent if they have lived separate and apart for a 
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period of 3 months and a witness has so testified to that  and if 
both parties file an affidavit with the court that they are con- 
senting to the divorce. 

This amendment would maintain the ground of mutual con- 
sent hut would delete the rcquirement that  they live separate 
and apart fur 3 months prior to filing the divorce action and in- 
stead suhstitute a 90-day cooling off period from the time of 
t,he filing of the complaint. So i t  would read, that  a divorce by 
mutual consent could he obtained where one spouse files the 
complaint, where both spouses file affidavits evidencing their 
consent and where 90 days have elapsed from the filing of the 
complaint. Wr  felt that  it was hetter to allow this cooling-off 
period to give people a chance to reconsider and perhaps take 
advantage of the <,onciliation sections that are also a part of 
this amendment. 

The second part of the amendment does a couple of things. It  
extends the conciliation provision that we have provided for 

~ ~ 

I would ask for your favorable consideration for this amend- The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
ment. I Westmoreland, Mr. Hutchinson. For what purpose does the 

in Mr. Scirica's amendment. It is unilateral. In other words, if 
only one person requires it, okay, hut i t  is nut mandatory and i t  
should he mandatory. 

So if you do not mind, Mr. Scirica, what I would like to do- 
and I think we can prohahly separate this, and you can help me 
do it-1 would like to make a motion to separate it and to go 
along with the other provisions in the amendment and delete 
tha t  particular provision and then offer a separate amendment 
to reflect what was originally Mr. Rock's opinion and my 
opinion. Would you have any objection to that? In other words, 
we would go along with the amendment as  is except that we 
would delete that  onesection. 

Mr. SCIRICA. No. I will not agree, Mr. Speaker, hut certainly 
the gentleman can divide the amendments and we can vote on 
the various sections. 

REQUEST TO DIVIDE AMENDMENTS 
under the unilateral grounds to the grounds of indignities and 
mutual consent where one of the spouses requests it, hut only 
where one of the spouses requests it. I think it is not likely that  
it will he requested under those circumstances, but it may he, 
and if i t  is, partit,s will have i t  available to them. 

I t  also provides that when a divorce is filed under these 
enumerated grounds, the court shall notify the party who was 
not filing the complaint and also the party who filed the com- 
plaint of the availability of counseling and upon request would 
provide the parties a list of qualified professionals who provide 
for  such services. "Qualified professionals" is defined in the bill 
a s  marriage counselors, psychiatrists, psychologists or priests, 
ministers, rahhis or  other persons who are competent to deal in 
this area. 

Mr. MULLEN. Well, I would prefer to have i t  that  way then, 
Mr. Speaker. I would suggest that  the amendment be divided. I 
think probably the easiest way to divide i t  is just take the one 
section I referred to and we could star t  where i t  says, "Amend 
Sect. 202, page 7, by inserting between lines 8 and 9" and then 
. ~t says. "where either of the parties requests it." I would like to 
keep that  as  a separate amendment and then I have no objec- 
tions to therest.  

Could we just have a minute until I discuss it with Mr. 
Scirica? 

The SPEAKER. The House will be a t  ease. 
Will the gentleman, Mr. Mullen, and the gentleman, Mr. 

Scirica, please come to the desk? 

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

Mr. MULLEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to do that also hut I 
cannot. 

First of all, in my disrussions with Mr. Rocks. Mr. Rocks had 
indicated to me that  the subject matter of this amendment was 
to cover a couple of amendments that  he and I had introduced. 
This is not so. There is a provision in here, and I think this 
ought to he deleted, which provides that under Section 201, 
(6) the particular clause dealing with indignities to the person 
on page fi, lines 7 to 9 .  It  provides now that the conciliation 
services will only he provided if one of the parties requests tha t  
it he providrd. 

Now the amendrncnts tha t  Mr. Rorks and I had, p r ~ v i d ~ d  
that  it would he mandatory, that  thp provisions of serhon 202. 
which are going tn he the conr:iliation provisions, would he 
mandatory 21s to  that, particular sprtian and i t  is not mandatory 

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

Mr. ROCKS. Mr. Speaker. very hriefly, I would like to thank 
Mr. Scirica for his agreement, offer also my support to it and 
ask that  all the members would please vote "yes" on this 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, Mr. 
Hutchinson, rise? 

Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON. All these people who are arguing 
today and have amendments for this hill, are they all from the 
Judiciary Committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was unable to hear the gentleman. 
Will the gentleman please repeat his question? 

Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON. All these amendments that are on 
my desk, they seem to all be from lawyers. Are all the lawyers 
of this Houseon the Judiciary Committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is the impression of the Chair that  the 
answer is "no." 

Mr. A.  K.  HIJTCHINSON. All right. 
I have read in the paper the last 2 months that  they had a 

beautiful hill for no-fault divorce and everything was worked 
out. I come here and there are about 60 amendments. I would 
like to make a motion that we send this back to the Judiciary 

gentleman rise? 
Mr. A. K.  HUTCHINSON. I would like to ask a couple of 

questions before I make a motion. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield until the conference 

. 
1s completed a t  the rostrum? 

A ,  K, HUTCHINSON, Well, they mightnotneedthecon- 
ference if I get my motion on the floor. 
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Committee, recommit i t ,  and come hack with a hill tha t  we can 
look a t  and not have 60 amendments by all of the lawyers. 
Thank you very much. 

REQUEST T O  DIVIDE AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Mul- 
Im. has removed his suggestion that  the  amendment he 
divided, and the question recurs, Will the House agree to  
amendment A3024? 

Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON. 1 have a motion to recommit the  
hill to  the Judiciary Committee to  recommit it .  

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

The SPEAKER. Thp Chair recognizes the  gentleman from 
Mercer, Mr. Bennett. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. BENNETT. I rise to  a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it .  
Mr. BENNETT. My point of parliamentary inquiry is, does a 

motion to  recommit precede the motion tha t  i son  the  floor? 
The SPEAKER. For the information of the  gentleman, Mr. 

Bennett, the  Chair did not recognize the  gentleman from West- 
moreland for the  purpose of making a motion. The Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman t o  ask for what purpose he  arose. 

The question before the House is the amendment offered by 
the gentleman. Mr. Scirica. 

The Chair recognizes the majority leader. For what purpose 
does the  gentleman rise? 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the Speaker, however, 
we are not going to  hear the end of Mr. Hutchinson, so let us 
just take his motion, defeat i t ,  get on with the  husiness of the  
House and he done with it .  I hate  to  ask the  Speaker to  reverse 
himself, hut I know Amos is chomping a t  the  hit to continut? to  
press for his motion. I think we should just vote it, get rid of it, 
stay here, take these amendments, and get rid of this hill. 

MOTION WITHDRAWN 

The SPEAKER. Thp Chair is agreeable to  first take the vote 
on the  amendment. When the amendment has been considered. 
the Chair will then recognize Mr. Hutchinson. 

Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON. I withdraw rr~il~t:. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-177 

Alden Fisher. 1). M .  I.vnih. F:. R. Schniitt 

Bowser Gwrge. C. Miller Spitz E::''"," Grorge. M. Morhlmsnn Stairs 
Giammarro Mowery Steighner 

Hrunner Gladrck Mrkonir Strwart 
Burd Goodman Mullm. M. P. Stuhan 
R u m s  Grreirfirld Murphy Sweet 
Csltagiron? Grieco Musto Swift 
Cappahiancn (;ruppo Nahill Tarldonio 
Cessar Halvrrsan Nnvak Taylor. E. 
Chess Hasay Noyr Telrk 
cimini Ilayrs. 1). S. O'nrirn, R .  Thomas 
Clark. R .  Hnyrs. S. E. O'Rrirn, L). Trrllo 

::',";A Haeffrl O'1)onnrU Vroon 
Hmsrn;~n Olivcr Wa~.hob 

Cahrn Hutchinson. W. Prrzel Wagner 
(:ole lrvis P~trrson Wargo 
(hrnell l tkin Petrarca Wass 
Coslett Johnson. E:. Piccola W~idner 
CowrU .Johnson,J. Pievsky Wcngrr 
Cun!'ingham Pistella White 
Uar~es Kanuvk Pitts Wilson 
Dawida Krrnick Politr Wilt 
1)cMrdio Klingaman I'urriarrlli Wright. I). 
1)cVrrter Knrpper I'unt Wright. J .  L. 
DrWeese Knight I'ylrs Yahner 
D i ~ a r l , ,  Kolter Kappaport Yohn 
L)irtz T.;lshinger Rced Zeller 
Dnmbrowski Laughkn Rhodes Zitterman 
nuffy Lehr Rittrr Zord 
numas Lettrrman Rnrks Zwikl 
Llurham Levi Kodgrrs 
Earlry Levin Kyan Seltzrr, 
Frr Lewis Salvatore Speaker 
visrher, R .  R. ~~~~~~~~d Scheeffrr 

NAYS-7 

Ilorr Goehel Kukovich MrVerry 
Geesrs Grahowski Mackowski 

NOT VOTING-19 

Borski Harper McMonnplr Shadding 
~innciulli Hrlfrick Pott Street 
Dininni Hutchinson, A. Pratt 'Paylor. F. 
Donoturci Kowalyshyn Richardson Williams 
Gray Mrlntyr~ Rirgrr 

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

On the  question recurring, 
Will the  House agree to the  hill as  amended on third consid- 

eration? 
Mr. ROCKS offered the  following amendments: 

Amend Sec. 201, page 6, lines 24 and 25 hy striking out 
"and:" in line 24 and all of line 25 and inserting where an af- 
fidavit is filed hy eachof the  parties 

Amend Sec. 201, page 6, line 30 by removing the semicolon 
after "divorce" and inserting a period 

Amend Sec. 201. page 7. lines 1 through 7 hy striking out all 
of said lines 

Andcrson Fost,c.r. A I.ynrh. F Schmpdrr 
Armstrong Poster. W. Msdigan Sciric;, 
Arty Frcinil Manderioo Srrafini 
A~istin Fryer Menmillrr Sevnnty 
Barhcr Gallsahrr MrCall Shupnik 
Helariii Gnllrn MdXatchy Sictilinski 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the  gentleman from 
Philadelphia. Mr. Rocks. 

Brloff (:i~mhlr MvKrlvry Sirianni 
Hrnnctt Cannon Michlovic Smith. II. 
I3rrson Gatski Mkorzir Smlth. I. 
Bittlt. Gvist Mil;,novirh S,,rncc.r 

Mr. ROCKS. Mr. Speaker, tht, purpose or  the effect of this 
amendment is to  elimin;ite the unilateral no-fault provision 
from H R  640. 
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If we werr gathcrrd i~rrr,  todiiy in ;in ilttrmpt to vv;lluate uni- I)cl,c~nrlc~nt sli~iusrs o ~ ~ ~ i r , s r d  to  rrrrepting fault divorcrs filrd 
lateral no-fault divorr!r and wprr not faced with a serious ag;~inst thrm might hr  more disprisrd to ronsrnting to :I  no^ 

dilemma. I would suggest that  there would he nu controversy 
regarding i t .  It would be very r.li.arly seen as srr rlhviously grrod 
or so obviously had that it u ~ ~ u l d  he relatively easy to accept or  
reject. 

I would sucgrsr.  MI.. Slll'ilkt~. lhiit t h ~  r O n t r ~ ) v ~ ~ r s y  ~ O ? S  ('xist 
a* this is thtt most r;~rlic:il :~n(l :ilso ~.r~ntrovrrsial provision in 
this hill arid rrmoving it cr~uld well hring  hut the nect.ss;iry 
amtmnsus to pass thc hill. I urge you to vntP "yc,s" on this 
amendment and I would like, if 1 may, to state some reasons 
tha t  I think a r r  very imprirt;~nt for the rrcord. 

This rirovision is not nr<,rssary ti1 hring a h u t  hsrdly nrrdrd 
divorre reform in Pf~nnsylvania. 0thi.r states, Ncw York a s  an 
example, havr reformed their divorrt. laws, rliminated a d  
versdry proceedings in the majority of casrs. and ypt have not 
adopted this cxtrrmr provision which makes divorce availnhlc 
to  everyone regardless of merit and makes defending against 
divorce impossible for  evrryonc also r ~ ~ a r d l r s s  of merit. It is 
not just the e l imina t i~~n  of  fault which this feuture provides, ad- 
vantageous a s  tha t  might be in some cases; i t  is the elimination 
of justice and due process in many othrr  cases, too, that  we 
should not enact as puhlic policy in the Commonweelth of 
Pennsylvania. 

Advocates of unilateral no-fault argue tha t  the s tate  has no 
stake in preserving dead marriages. True as this might he, the 
problem with unilateral no-fault divorce in  the  10 short yearsi t  
has  been tried in the United States is tha t  i t  eliminates the  
state's stake in preserving any marriages, not just dead ones, 
for by making unilateral no-fault the state divorce policy, the 
only thing ahont any marriage the state is empowered to 
preserve is either partner's right to a divorce. I would suggest 
t h a t  this is a very dangerous legal framework for us to  put 
every citizen in the  Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Unilateral no-fault divorce looks upon marriage not a s  a com- 
mitment or a relationship involving serious mutual rights and 
responsibilities. hut rather as an involuntary state of mind or 
emotion which escdpcs human control. But there is more to 
marriage than this, and when the emotional hond does sadly 
dissolve, same of the  most serious responsibilities remain in a 
marriage. This is especially true in marriages of long duration, 
when a dependent spouse is incapahle of supporting the 
partners o f  two marriages. Unilateral no-fault h a s  no answer to  
these tragic rases except to say tha t  they will exist anyway, hut 
it  is one thing to exist outside the law and another to he con- 
doned a s  a policy a s a  matter of law in this Commonwealth. 

A reform law which does not include unilateral no-fault hut 
does include theo ther  major provisionsof HR 640 will solve the 
problems being experienced hy the overwhelming majority of 
cases under the current law. For example. if I may, 30,321 
couples divorrrd hy mutual consent under the indignities 
grounds in 1977 in this state, out of a total, if you are inter- 
ested, of 37,RfiX divorces in Pennsylvania, would not have had 
to resort to allegations of guilt and innocence. Dependent 
spouses with serious grounds for divorce hu t  no economic pro- 
tection under current law would he able to free themselves 
from intolerable situations without being reduced to poverty. 

fault rlivon.t,. Thosf, who%. ir.onomic di.m;inds might tic, too 
high iuould ire inrlinrd to prcfvr :I re;,sonahlt~ st.ttlrmtwt to an 
out~ofst;rtc. nci-f:iult divorcr obt;iined hy thcir sliriusr. Most of 
thost. whrl would s u f f t ~  f r r ~ n ~  the ahsrnr~r. rif unilatrr;~l n r ~ ~ f a u l t  
\could hr  final~(,iillly illdrprndent spouses with 110 grnunds and 
without sufficient mohility to movr. to ;inotht%r s t ; ~ t r ,  and in 
most i.;isc,s like this, the depmdt7nt spoust, would suffer much 
more from the avni1;ihility of unilatrral no-fault than the indr- 
pendent spousr would from its unavailaliility. Most, spouses, 
then, suffering unjustly under 1'mnsylvsni;r's current law 
r i ther  from unnrcessary ilr unrealistic alleg;>tions of f;lult or 
from inadequate economic pnrtettion would expc,rience signifi- 
cant rrlirf under ;I hill like HB 640 without t h ~  unilateral no- 
fault provision. For the rest, thus? who wrruld suffer from the 
inclusions of unil;~tpral no-fault are hoth more numerous and 
more vulnerahlr than those who would henefit from it, and of 
theseaminori ty  would henefit justly. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me state that  this hill is 
significantly more important than the highly technical legal 
language in the compilation of facts and statistics that  are in 
front of us. What we ;ire t~ddressing is an  effort to reform 
Pennsylvania's divorce law, a reform that  I fervently feel is 
necessary. Many areas of the proposed HB 640 I stand here in 
agreemrnt with. hut not the unilateral concept. for i t  is an  issue 
that  touches the most hasic unit 01' our society, that  most im- 
portant grouping of people tha t  wc tenderly call thr: family. 

I do not mean tooutline for any member of thisasscmhly the 
growing list of dangers that  you so well know tha t  have wcak- 
ened the family structure in this country, hut I can assure you 
tha t  HB 640, including the very controversial unilnteral no- 
fault provision, can do nothing hut further pndangcr the family 
unit. 

Please cast a "yes" vote for this amendment which will 
eliminate unilateral no-fault divorce from HR 640. I thank you. 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. SCIRICA. I am afraid this is a complicated issue. I would 
ask the indulgence of the  House while I t ry  to go through some 
of the  arguments here. 

I am afraid t h a t  this amendment goes t o  the heart of the  hill 
and tha t  if i t  goes in, i t  seriously changes the entire effect of 
the  bill. 

I think tha t  you should all understand tha t  if this hill be- 
comes law, we will enact a modern divorce code in Pennsyl- 
vania, hut we will not he in the vanguard of divorce reform in 
this country. Forty-four states have adopted some form of uni- 
lateral ground for divorce. Again. I apologize to my nrlleagues 
because I am afrzrid you are going to htivr to bear with Mr. 
Rocks and myself and listen tn these arguments because it  is 
something that  even people who practice law in this arne have a 
difficult time in understanding. 

As you know, Pennsylvania is only one of three states in the 
country tha t  does not have a fault ground for divorce. If this 
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amendmc>nt is adoptrd ;lnd we delete unilstrr:ll gn,untl, wr will 
join three othrr st;lt,,s. Mississiplii. l'mnrsstw ;~nd Nt.w York. 
:Is havingonly :I mutu;rl consent ground as  our no-fault gvr,unil. 

l'hv r,tht.r 43 states will, I think. havr thr 1;lws t,h;it :art, t'air 
and eqnitahl<,. So this is nirt ;I r;rdic;ll liro11os;tl 21s was stated in 

thr  argummt. In on,. form or  ;lnr,thrr, it exists in 44  other 
siates. 

In trying to i,ome trl an ;rgrrr;lhlr. solution on thr provisions 
of this hill, wr havc made many rompromises and allrnved much 
lerway. But, I think everyone should onderstanil that this hill 
has fivr main compr,nents: Thl  no-fault gnlunds of mutual con- 
sent and unilatcml, the ;rlimony, tnc rquitahlr distrihution rlf 
property and the rwnciliation section. Each one of thosc is inter- 
d e p m d t ~ ~ t .  To delete one nect,ssarily afft~(:ts the othrrs. To de- 
lete any onr changes the rrlationships and substantially ;iltcrs 
therrhjectivesof thc hill. 

We can cornpromist: within those five components. We can 
make many changes, hut, if we knock any one of them out, we 
have defeated divorrc reform. 

1 think a question that ought to he presented is: Would the 
addition of' this unilateral ground contribute to increased di- 
vorces in Pennsylvania? It is a qucstion that many people have 
asked. I think the answer has to he "no." If rue look a t  the ex- 
perience of other states that have adopted no-fault and those 
that have not adopted no-fault, there is simply no rorrelation 
between the incidents of divorce and the kind of law they have 
got on thc hooks. 

Pennsylvania happens to have a fairly Iow incidence of di- 
vorce. 3.2 in 1977 out of 1,000 population. But New Jersey, 
which adopted no-fault in 1972, has an even lower incidence 
than we do - :1.0 I think every commentutor agrees that the 
rise in divorce that occurred in the mid-sixties had nothing to 
do with thc: kind of law that wason the books. 

In the first place, the first unilateral no-fault hill was not 
even in effpct until 1970 and that was in the State of Cali- 
fornia. I think all of you have some understanding as to what 
the grounds for divorco are under the present law and the fact 
that we have been operating since 1815 on a fault ground for 
divorce. The ground for indignities was not added until 1895. 
One spouse must allege that he or she is the innocent and in- 
jured party and the other spouse is eoilty of one of the fault 
grounds. 

1 think many of you have read and have heard from people 
who have heen through that process and know that it causes a 
great deal of hitterness and, in certain cases, sanctions, perjury 
and lying. 

If we allow unilateral divorce to stay in this law, it will not 
provide for divorce on demand. I t  provides that one couple can 
get the divorce only after they have lived separate and apart 
for a 12-month period. And, most importantly, it mandates 
conciliation when one spousr: asks for it. Further it provides for 
economic protection for the dependent spouse in a way that is 
not even dreamed of under present law. 

If the members could just hear with me a few more minutes, I 
think that it is important to understand what the effect will he 
of deleting the unilateral ground. It will do three things. In the 
first place, it will leave us with only two grounds for divorce: 
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mutualconsent and the old traditional fault grounds. 
Now undrv nn~tu:~l i.r,nsent, since hoth 1)artics haw to file an 

;ifSid;ivit r~vi<lcnr.ing their cr,nst,nt, it is axiomatic that both will 
not dr, that or neither will do that until they have worked out 
their rconrrmir differences. If they can do that, they will go 
ahead with thrmutu~~li : r~nsentgr<rund.  

If they cannot agrer! on the property settlement and on the 
quc,stion of custody and child support and visitation and dis- 
tribution of property and post-divorce alimony, if they cannot 
agree, then they have got two options availahle to them. 

One is to go out of state and ohtain a divorce there and the 
other is to proceed under the traditional fault grounds. I think 
you should he aware that a t  least in the southeastern part of 
this state, wherc the partics are a t  loggerheads, the one spoust! 
or tht! other-and it is usually the male who moves to Delaware 
or New .Jersey and estahlishes a residence there-obtains a uni- 
lateral no-fault divorce, and the party who is left in Pennsyl- 
vania-and it is usually the woman-has no recourse except to 
go to that other state and ask for alimony there. 

The only problem is that the Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
has said that alimony is against public policy, since the legisla- 
ture has decided it is not part of our law, and find alimony 
decrees, that is alimony decrees from other states, are not en- 
forceable in Pennsylvania. When that happens, the dependent 
spouse, who is usually thewoman, is left high and dry. And the 
only recourse she hasis topetitionjointly held property. 

The other problem perhaps is even more insidious. I t  is the 
main reason why I think we should not accept the deletion of 
the unilateral ground. The reason is this: It would condemn a 
party seeking the economic protections of alimony and equit- 
able property distrihution to proceed under the old fault 
grounds. That will he the only way that individual can take ad- 
vantageof theeconomic henefits. 

Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of changes in this law, but there 
prohahly is no greater change than the concept of marital prop- 
erty. I think everyhody should understand that hefore they 
vote on this hill. 

Pennsylvania is a common-law property state. We are one of 
eight states left in the country that is a common law property 
state, which means that, upon the dissolution of a marriage, 
what is in your name is yours and what is in the other spouse's 
name ishisor hers, and any joint property is divided equally. 

Eight of the other states are community property jurisdic- 
tions, which means that everything that comes into the mar- 
riage is community property and upon a divorce it is split 50- 
50. The remainder of the states, which I would hope we would 
join since they are the great majority, are equitable distribution 
states. And it works this way: Upon the dissolution of a mar- 
riage, the court has the power to equitably divide property ac- 
cording to certain standards that are listed in the bill. Marital 
property is defined as all property acquired after the date of 
marriage regardless of who holds title to it. 

There are certain exceptions to that which are also in the bill; 
specifically, property that is brought to the marriage by either 
spouse is excluded. Property acquired by bequest or by gift is 
excludd. Property also may he excluded by antenuptial or 
postnuptial agreements. This, Mr. Speaker, is probably the 
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major change in our law, changing the concept of marital prop- 
erty from common law to equitable distribution. 

What does it mean now in practical terms? Well, for many 
women in this state it means a great deal hecause they have 
viewed marriage as a copartnership where there has been 
agreed-upon division of tasks. In most cases where there are 
children, the women have decided to keep the home and raise 
the children while the man is the principal or  only wage earner. 

In those cases where property is held in one name alone, i t  is 
more likely since the man is the wage carner that i t  will he held 
in his name rather than in the woman's name. So if there is a 
divorce in this state right now, the only thing the woman is en- 
titled to is a division of jointly held property. 

If we become an equitahle property state and change the 
definition of marital property, i t  will mean that  a woman, a de- 
pendent spouse, in nlost cases, would have a chance to get a 
share of all of tha t  property. 

Bringing it hack to the unilateral debate, it means, Mr. 
Speaker, that  if a dependent spouse were to take advantage of 
the alimony and equitahle property sections, he or  she-and it 
is usually the woman-would have to proceed in a contested 
divorce under theald fault grounds. 

For those of you who do not know anything contested 
divorces let me tell you that it is a lawyer,s I 
been through a couple of them in representing clients. The 
scars rarely heal. It  is the adversary system of justice tha t  is 
most painful. I t  is a raw, searing battle that  some commenta- 
tors have likened to guerrilla warfare. The rancor and bitter- 
ness tha t  comes out of a contested divorce almost guarantees 
the scaring of children, and i t  all goes into the notes of testi- 
many which a document unless it is impounded 

the court, Is that what we want to do? I do not think that we 
do. 

I think we have compromised many areas of this hill, hut in 
my opinion, this is theoperative section- 

POINT OF ORDER 

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

Mr. GANNON. I rise to a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 
Mr. GANNON. Mr. Spraker, will the gentleman please con- 

fine his remarks to the amendment under consideration? 
Mr. SCIRICA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am doing that. 
The problem with this amendment is tha t  i t  cannot be consid- 

ered only by itself because it affects other portions of the hill, 
and I am trying to explain why it does that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine his remarks as  
closely as  possihln to the amendment at  hand, and the Chair 
will listen diligently to keep the gentleman on the proper track. 
The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. SCIRICA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In my opinion, this is 
the operative section of the hill. If this is deleted, the sections 
on alimony and equitahle property distribution will not work, 

I think that  i t  is hypocritical for us in this bill to  hold out the 
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promise of equity hut then say to get it you have to run the 
gauntlet of a protracted, expensive, bitter contested divorce. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. MULLEN. Mr. Speaker, I support Mr. Rocks' amend- 
ment. I support his amendment because, first of all, i t  is a good 
amendment. Mr. Scirica has clearly indicated to you that  this is 
the meat of the hill. There is no question a h u t  that. They talk 
ahout divorce reform. What they really mean by divorce reform 
is ahsolute divorce. In other words, what they want to do, if 
they keep this provision in the hill, which Mr. Rocks' amend- 
ment will delete, is to say to every person or  persons who get 
married, we can guarantee yon a divorce. 

This is wrong from the standpoint of public policy. I think 
tha t  i t  is important that  the State of Pennsylvania, in devising 
laws under which people are going to he governed, let it he 
made clear to all of the people who enter into marriage, that  
marriage is supposed to he a permanent thing. 

We know, realistically, that marriage is not a permanent 
thing or we would not have had :38,000 divorces in Pennsyl- 
vania last year, but we have to r rco~qize  that  if we change our 
laws to provide for unilateral divorce-and I think all of you 
understand what unilateral divorce is. It  just means simply 
this: You can get a divorce regardless of what you did or what 
your spouse did. If you wani a divorce, you file for a divorce 
and after l2 mouths you gets divorce' 

Mr. Scirica stated that if we do not have unilateral divorce, 
which we do not have now in Pennsylvania, a spouse who 
wishes to secure a divorce will go into another state and get a 
divorce and will thereby possihly deprive his spouse living in 
Pennsylvania of property rights. Rut even with unilateral 
divorce, what is going to prevent such a spouse from doing 
that? This is exactly what they will do. A man with substantial 
funds and substantial money will probably go into another 
state and secure a divorce, hut what they are asking us to do in 
adopting this bill and what Mr. Rocks is trying to do with his 
amendment is to t ry to put into the Divorce Code an absolute 
divorce guarantee. If you put that  into the bill, you may as  well 
forget about marriage. You might as  well not have any mar- 
riage a t  all because it is nothing more than ;I trial, because you 
know you are going to get a divorce, and this is wrong. No man 
or  woman should he given a divorce where their wife contests 
the divorce, unless they have cause. 

I am not denying tha t  spouse the right to get a divorce if they 
have cause, hut I do not think that we should eliminate cause 
where it is contested. We are all willing to go along with con- 
sensual separation where a man and wife have agreed that  they 
cannot get along together as  man and wife. They have ex- 
hausted all remedies of conciliation. I am not ohjecting to 
granting a divorce in that situation, hut I am ohjecting to uni- 
lateral divorce herausr i t  is changing the concept of marriage 
and divorce in Pennsylvania 100 percent and it is going to do a 
great injustice to theother  spouse, the person whom we usually 
consider the injured spouse, and I do not think that this is fair 
hecause in most instances that innocent spouse is usually a 



LEGISLATIVE JOURNAL-HOUSE 

woman with children and this can work a great hardship on 
that particular woman and, regardlessof what Mr. Scirica says, 
that spouse can go into another state and get a unilateral 
divorce. He can go to California, for example, and get a uni- 
lateral divorce. I t  is not going to help the spouse in Pennsyl- 
vania, but if that man or  woman is entitled to a divorce and 
they have existing grounds now, they can get a divorce, if they 
have reason, but i f  a sroundrel comes in there who is living 
with another woman or is doing all kinds of other things which 
arenot morally right, why should he be granted a divorce under 
the laws of Pennsylvania against an innocent and injured 
spoust!? This is wrong and this is why it is important that u.s 
should adopt Mr. Rocks' amendment, hecanse it will eliminate 
this cause for divorce, and then I think the hill. with further 
additional amendments. will he satisfactory to pass, because it 
will provide for consensual separation, and I think that this is 
as far as we should xo in Pt.nnsylvania. To go ally further is 
going all of thc way, and I do not think that we should go all of 
the way hecanse it is had for public policy. 

Let us look a t  the historv of unilateral divorce in the United 

fault divorce from this hill 
Mr. GOEBEI,. It has nothing to do with property settle- 

ments? 
Mr. ROCKS. No. If my amendment passes, the no-fault por- 

tion of this hill will he limited to one area, that of mutual con- 
sent where two people say that they want to terminate themar- 
riage. I do not see that that has any impact on the economic 
provisions of the hill. I support the economic provisions of this 
hill. 

Mr. GOEREL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think what we are 
doing here then is making it not so much a no-fault divorce hill 
as an alimony hill. So I think that I would he opposed to your 
amendment. 

A marriage is like an egg. When you drop it,  yon cannot paste 
that shell hack together again. If one person wants out of it,  I 
do not see how you can force him into liking his situation and 
just staying there. I think that if we are going toconsider a no- 
fault hill, then we may as well make it a no-fault hill and not 
just an alimony hill. So 1 will then oppose your amendment. 
Thank vou. 

States when it was first adopted in California, as  Mr. Scirica in- 
dicated, hack in the early 70's and it sprrad throughout the 
land. What happened? The divorce rate has skyrocketed. Mr. 
Scirica indicated to you t,hat the divorce rate in Pennsylvania is 
nowhere near as high as it is in nearby neighboring states on a 
percentage basis. The reason why it is not that high is because 
it is difficult, in a consent situation to get a divorce, and it 
should be that way if a guy does not have a right under the law 
to get a divorce. So I strongly urge everyone to vote for Mr. 
Rocks' amendment and eliminate unilateral divorce as a cause 
for a divorce in Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montour, Mr. Wagner. 

Mr. WAGNER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I t  has been talked 
about as the family unit. I am going to ask that, for the sake of 
the family unit, the members oppose the amendment. For the 
decency of the family unit, for the common welfare of the fam- 
ily unit, I think that  we have tooppose this amendment. 

I guess it comes to how you define a family unit. I define a 
family unit as a unit where there is warmth, where there are 
feelings, where there is mutual respect, where there is decent 
conversation, whether it is serious conversation or small talk. I 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Al- 
legheny. Mr. Geohel. 

Mr. GEOREL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think hy now they 
have thoroughly confused all of us pretty well, so would the 
gentleman, Mr. Rocks, consent to interrogation please? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman, Mr. Rocks, consent to in- 
terrogation? 

Mr. ROCKS. Anything to help unconfuse you. 
The SPEAKEK. The gentleman indicates that he will, and the 

gentleman, Mr. Goehel, may proceed. 
Mr. GOEBEL. Mr. Spraker, could you tell me. in 30 words or 

less or thereabouts, what your amendment does? 
Mr. ROCKS. The amendment eliminates unilateral divorce as 

a provision of no-fault divorce in HR 640. Twenty-three words. 
Mr. GOEBEL. And what do you define "unilateral divorce" 

as? 
Mr. ROCKS. I think the sponsor of the hill could probahly 

give his interpretation of it. Mine would be interpreted as uni- 
lateral divorce to me when any spouse who, for any reason, 
would want to terminate a marriagr, given the one provision of 
this bill, that they he separated for a period of 12 months, they 
could file and be granted a divorce in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GOEBEL. How does your amcndment affect properly set- 
tlements? 

Mr. ROCKS. My amendmrnt simply strikes unilatrral no- 

define the family unit as the unit where any member of that 
unit can come and talk about common problems. I would rather 
have a family unit of warm relationships as  I described between 
a parent and a child than absolutely no relationship. I would 
rather have a family unit with a father and a mother, parent 
and child, hut if you have a family unit where the mother and 
the father have lost respect, where there is constant belittling, 
constant bickering, arguing, settled hatred, you no longer have 
a family unit. I think you all have seen children who are 
products of such a marriage. 

We do have unilateral divorce in Pennsylvania for a cause. If 
a husband is running around, if he beats up his wife, if he is a 
drunk, if he publicly humiliates her, she has grounds and can 
unilaterally ask for a divorce. All we are saying is that we 
would like the same thing for civilized couples who do not run 
around, who do not heat each other up, who do not constantly 
belittle each other. We are asking, in the case where you have a 
civilized marriage but they just do not get along. The hall game 
is over but there is settled hatred. There is no more family unit, 
and as long as  the father and the mother do not get along, there 
will never he family picnics. There will never be the family out- 
ings. There will never he fun vacations. I think it is much better 
to have a warm relationship develop between the mother and 
the child or the father and the child on an individual basis than 
to have absolutely no relationship a t  all, and I would ask that 
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the amendment he defeated. 

The SI'EAKEK. Thr Ch;iir i.rw,gnizr,s the grntlem;~n f n ~ m  
Westmoreland, Mr. Kukovich. 

Mr. KUKOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1 think1 ran speak to this suh- 
ject with some expertise. 

As an attorney I have heen involved in a legal capacity in over 
80 divorces, and I am aware of the kind of emotional hardship 
that people go through in trying to prove this fiction of fault in 
a divorce, and it is a very damaging thing to people emotional- 
ly. I have seen it damage people, whether they were in their 
teens and had only been married a short time or whether they 
were in their later years and had been married for 30 and 40 
years, and I think that this is the first step that we have ever 
made to try to address that problem and deal with it honestly. 

There have been some comments made about being profamily 
and worrying atmut an increasing divorce rate. The statistics 
would show that a unilateral divorce or any type of divorce re- 
form similar to what is being proposed here today will have no 
effect whatsoever on promoting the family or increasing the 
divorce rate. 

As a matter of fact, in the State of California, which has had 
no-fault divorce for the longest period of time, they have had a 
lower rate of increase in divorce than the nation as a whole. As 
a matter of fact, in the year 1977 they had a decrease in the 
divorce rate. 

I would also say that if we do defeat this hill or if this amend- 
merit goes in, you are going to he putting an adverse effect on 
the women, who I had hoped could he most helped by this bill, 
and I am talking about, the women who are in their 40's and 
50's who have been married for a long period of time. If this 
goes through, what you will have, for the most part, are bus- 
hands who will he shopping around in the 40-odd other states 
where they can get a unilateral divorce, and once again these 
women will be left without any economic protection what- 
soever. That would he the result of passing this amendment. 

I "ggest that what we are doing this amendment 
and in this hill is balancing, on one hand, by adding a touch of 
decency and humaneness and fairness in our divorce laws and, 
on the other hand, sticking to tradition, without any basis in 
fact, and 1 would urge your defeat of this amendment. 

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support this amendment. I 
think of all of the amendments offered today this is the most 
important. 

The hill provides two grounds for no-fault divorce, one for the 
unilateral provision and one for mutual consent. I think the 
unilateral no-fault provision goes to the extreme and it 
guarantees really only one thing, and that is the absolute right 
to dissolve the marriage, even for a frivolous, the most 
frivolous and unjustifiable reason. 

I think that we should he very careful in passing a state law 
and establishing the policy of our state with regard to marrlage 
to make sure that marriages are dissolved for only serious rea- 
sons. We should discourage irresponsible decisions to abandon 
the marriage vows and the ohligations of marriage and the fam- 

ily. Marriage and the concept of marriage and family has al- 
ways been a permanent union, and I think that unless we con- 
ticue this policy of encouraging stable permanent marriages, 
we are doing damage to our society. 

The aspect of including no.fault under mutual consent and 
the traditional fault grounds with the other provisions, I think, 
is an acceptable reform, hut the unilateral provision which is 

sponsored this as a I think, would do 
damage to our marriage and structure of the family in this 
state and I oppose that provision, Therefore, I urge the adop. 
tionofthisamendment, 

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

VROON, Speaker, I also feel that this is one of the 
most important issues that we will ever discuss in this H~~~~ 
and I am not one to belabor a point, M,,~. has heen said already 
with which I wholeheartedly agree, I too support this amend. 
merit, 

From the very beginning marriage was instituted by ~ ~ d ,  ln 
the very first chapters of the hook of the Bible, called Genesis, 
it says, shall a man leave his father and mother 
cleave to his wife and they shall be one flesh, *herefore ,+.hat 
God has put together, let no man put mis is basic 
and whether you agree to the judeo.~hristian philosophy or 
not, this is the very basis on which our society was established. 
It is very important for us in this day and age to all of 
the forces that are being mastered to destroy our society. 

on our television screens and on our movie screens, what do 
we see? we see an assault on christian morals. we are seeing 
people act as if it is perfectly right to have immoral affairs 
all of the time, right and left. our society is deteriorating, and 
now we are to make divorce easy, 

This unilateral provision here is a provision for easy 
divorcism, nothing else but, T~~~ is damaging to our society, 

is the kind of thing that is going to eat at the very of 
our society and it is going to destroy it. In all past civilizations, 

Speaker, the heginning of the end of that civilization was a 
decay of the family, thehome and the morals, L~~ us not go into 
that kindof thing here, 

I know that there are prohlems. I know there are prohlems 
that must be solved, and I understand the mutual consent very 
well and I am very pleased to see some provision being made 
here for alimony, hut I certainly do not see the advisability or 
the responsibility of this legislature making an easy divorce bill 
in Pennsylvania. I think our duty is to protect society from 
further deterioration and decay. I think it is very important for 
us to eliminate this section from the hill altogether and do our 
very best to encourage people to live together. When they know 
that unilateral divorce is present in Pennsylvania, they are 
going to be married very flippantly, whereas before i t  took two 
people to consent to marry, and i t  is still that way. Thank God 
i t  takes two people to consent to marry and to enter into the 
marriage contract. Now we are saying that a contract can he 
blithely broken by one person, and I see people right nextdoor 
to me where the woman is going to he exploited. That poor 
woman has given her whole life to a man having no possibility 
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of making a proper living and she is heing thrown over for a 
young frill who seduced her husband. This kind of thing is 
going to he aimed a t  wompn. 

I say very emphatically that this unilateral section of this bill 
is aimed a t  women, poor, innocent women who are going to he 
exploited by men. who, where they have it in this bill, are not, 
and they want to exploit the woman economically and he is 
going to go to another ~ t a t e  if he wants to, but one way or 
another he is going to deprive that woman of her accustomed 
standard of living which she is entitled to. 

I do not like this at all, from a Christian point of view. which 
I espouse, and from the point of view of the good of our society. 
Let us not go along with this. 1,et us go along with the rest of 
the hill, which is proper, and I think it can work perfectly all 
right if we eliminate this part of it. I strongly support this 
amendment. 

security. 
The second reason for entry of a contest to a divorce under 

today's status of the law is to secure a greater economic ad- 
vantage from the standpoint of property division. As Mr. 
Scirica pointed out, we are a common-law property state. That 
which is titled to individual members of a marriage belongs 
their property, and under no circumstances can the other 
spouse deprive another spouse of his or her property rights. 
However, the entry of a contest to a divorce and the keeping of 
one's spouse from getting that which he or she desperately 
wants in fact puts the responding spouse in a position to give 
up certain property or economic protections which that spouse 
has in order to get what he or she wants. Many lawyers, myself 
as one, have used the axiom in advising a person who has been 
sued for divorce or is suing for divorce that he or she who waits 
the longest gets the most, and what that means is that if you as  

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

Mr. McVERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposition to the 
amendment of Mr. Rocks. I would like to comment briefly that 
much ado has been made about the introduction of unilateral 
divorce in Pennsylvania being simply a guarantee of a right to a 
divorce. Isuhmit to you, Mr. Speaker. that that is not theinten- 
tion of the hill, and it is not the effect of the hill. In fact, you 
will have a right, if you are separated from your spouse for a 
period of 1 year under the knowledge that that marriage has ir- 
retrievably hroken down, to dissolve that marriage. That is a 
recopition, however, that two humans should not he bound to 
one another to suffer, to cause the lives of their children and 
other persons in society to suffer because the state has said 
that you cannot he free from this yoke. 

I suhmit to you, Mr. Speaker, that  under the current status of 
our law-and I, too, am a practicing lawyer with a good deal of 
experience in domestic relations law-I will say to you that for 
all intents and purposes in Pennsylvania today we have mutual- 
consent divorce. People, lawyers, legislators, litigants may not 
like the machinations that must be gone through to accomplish 
the end; that is, severance of the marital hond. However, I can 
assure you that when two people in Pennsylvania want to be 
divorced, that divorce can he accomplished, so that the in- 
troduction of mutual consent, although it takes away some of 
the litigation-and, frankly, that will be very good for the legal 
community and the community a t  large-it is not giving us 
something that we do not already have. In Pennsylvania you 
can secure a divorce as  uncontested if you have mutual consent. 
In order to stop one from securing a divorce who wants to be 
free from the marital hond, the responding spouse need only 
contest thegrantingof that divorce. 

1 can tell you that there are three basic reasons for the entry 
of a contest to a divorce in Pennsylvania under the current 
statusof our law. Number one is theguaranteeof support to an 
economically dependent spouse who has not the means or abil- 
ity to support himself or herself, and since divorce under 
today's law cuts off all right of support, an economically de- 
pendent spouse must contest the divorce and maintain that 
marital bond in order to assure his or her future economic 

the defendant in a divorce actionenter a contest, thelonger you 
keep your spouse from getting that which he or she wants, the 
more property they will give up to get what they want - free- 
dom from that 

I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, that the new divorce reform 
code as proposed by Mr. Scirica and Mr. Berson solves that 
problem. I t  grants that economic security that has been woe- 
fully missing from the rights of an economically dependent 
spouse since the inception of this great Commonwealth, Not 
only does it grant alimony to which an economically dependent 
spouse is justly entitled; it also provides for the equitable dis- 
tribution of property, Therefore, it in fact takes away the two 
most significant reasons for entering a contest to divorce under 
current law. 

Lastly, I would point out to you that the final reason that 
comes to mind as  to why people enter a contest to a divorce, 
other than the economics and property of the matter, is simply 
spite and hardheartedness, and by elimination of the unilateral 
ground for divorce from this bill, we will he saying, continue, 
married persons of Pennsylvania, continue to be spiteful and 
hardhearted; continue to require your spouse to he married to 
you and live in a hellacious circumstance because the state will 
not grant you freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge you to defeat this amendment. 
Thank you. 

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

Mr. ROCKS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to answer a couple of 
points that have been raised by several colleagues. First, I 
should tell Mr. Kukovich that I am not a lawyer. I do not know 
that that makes me any more or less expert in any area of dis- 
cussion on this floor. I do know this, that each one of us is here 
today as  a lawmaker, and what we are considering is a matter 
of grave import to every person in the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania. 

I, too, and I think every speaker who has spoken on this issue 
have alluded to a concern that Mr. Wagner has brought for- 
ward about the family. What he speaks of is an ideal. This 
amendment, however, is not an amendment, as it sounds to me 
and it has been referred to. It is not the entire hill. I t  is an 
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amendment that removes unilateral no-fault divorce from HB 
640. 

As the sponsor of the hill has indicated, there are five major 
provisions to this bill. I personally stand in support of the 
provisions of alimony and equitable property settlement and 
mutual consent and conciliation as we have considered it in the 
previous amendment. However, unilateral no-fault divorce is 

I have to repeat, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a radical pro- 
posal. I t  has been adopted in one form or another in 44 other 
states. Without the option of unilateral no-fault, the economic 
protections offered by this hill are in fact a sham and you have 
condemned those seeking the economic benefits to proceed in a 
contested divorce under the fault grounds. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

radical, and it is controversial. I t  does two things in a thumb 
nail. I t  eliminates permanence as a matter of state policy in 
every marriage. Secondly, it poses a serious economic threat to 
many dependent spouses divorced against their will, without 
having committed any marital misconduct. 

I would suggest that we can pass HB 640 after having passed 
the amendment that is in front of you and we have taken a step 
in the direction of divorce reform. I do not believe that with one 
stroke of a broad reform hrush in this state today we need to in- 
clude unilateral no-fault divorce. Let us. 1 year, 2 years from 
now, see how mutual-consent, no-fault divorce is evaluated; 
look a t  it; if we need further reform, consider it then. 

It brings me to a final point that was made by Mr. Scirica 
when he spoke about what has happened in this country in the 
last 10 years, beginning in the State of California. I do not ac- 
cept as justification for what we must do here today and tomor- 
row the fact that other states have gone in a given direction. 
The rapid spread of unilateral no-fault divorce since its original 
enactment 10 years ago in California has not provided suffi- 
cient time to evaluate it as a policy which profoundly alters 
society's traditional concept of marriage. But since it is avail- 
able in other states, the argument goes, Pennsylvania's law- 
makers here today should adopt it, whether it is good or bad, 
just or unjust, helpful or harmful, as long-term social policy. I 
suggest that to succumb to this argument without weighing 
more substantive aspects of this issue would not he responsible 
lawmaking. 

I would urge you finally, please, to consider a "yes" vote on 
the amendment which strikes unilateral from the no-fault di- 
vorce hill that is in front of us. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair reco&wizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Mullen. 

Mr. MULLEN. I will only be brief. Mr. Speaker, in answer to 
Mr. Scirica. 

First of all, divorce, not only in California and every other 
state in the Union but in Pennsylvania, is a very serious mat- 
ter. One out of every four of our marriages ends in divorce. 
Now if you make divorce easy, which is what you are going to 
do if you retain this provision in the bill, common sense will tell 
you you are going to have more divorces, because possibly some 
of these people who may seek divorces may not be able to get 
them, especially if they are a t  fault. This is what we are trying 
to prevent. We do not feel that a person who is a t  fault should 
he entitled to a divorce and work a great economic hardship on 
a spouse and children. We are interested in protecting the fam- 
. 
~ l y ,  and you protect the family by trying to protect the mar- 
riage and hoping that the man will see the light of day and 
come hack to his family and do something about it. 

Do not let anybody tell you that hy having absolute divorce in 
Pennsylvania you are going to reduce the divorce rate. You are 
not. The divorce rate will go up. Even by putting in consensual 
separation or mutual consent in this hill, you are going to in- 
crease the divorce rate. Now if you leave this thing in, this uni- 
lateral divorce, yon are just going to increase it that much 
more, and I think that is bad, both for the state and for the 
family especially, the innocent spouse and children. 

. So I do urge you to vote for Mr. Rocks'amendmemt. I think i t  
IS a good amendment, and i t  will put a little sanity into this bill 
so it will not he so-called reform when i t  is not reform a t  all. I t  
is an easy divorce bill. 

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

Mr. SCIRICA. Mr. Speaker, there are just a couple of factors I 

Serafini 
S e v ~ n t y  
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. E.  
Smith, L. 
Spitz 
Stairs 

On thequestionrecurring, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

would like to clear up. We have in our office the divorce statis- 
tics for all the 50 states in the last 15 years, and I invite anyone 
to come up and look a t  them. They will see that the incidence of 
divorce rose rapidly, starting in the mid-1960's. The first no- 
fault divorce bill was enacted in California in 1970. They will 
see that the rate of divorce has continued to go up hut that in 
the last couple of years it has not risen as rapidly as it did dur- 
ing those first 10 years. They will see that in a state like New 
Jersey, which has had unilateral no-fault since 1972 and which 
is a state similar to Pennsylvania, their incidence of divorce is 
slightly lower than Pennsylvania's. They will see that in 11- 
linois, which is a fault state, one of the last three fault states. 
the incidence of divorce is twice as high as Pennsylvania's. I say 
this not to convince anyone that passing unilateral no-fault is 
going to help, hut merely that it is going to have no effect what- 
soever except making the law more fair. 

Stuighner 
Stewart 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-96 

Aldpn Gatski McKelvey 
Armstrong Geist Mieorzie 
Arty George. C. Milanovich 
~~~~i~ Giammarcu Mrkonir 
Belardi Goodman Mullrn. M. P. 
BrUnnPr Gray Murphy 
Cappabianca Grieeo Musto 
c,,,,, Gruppo Novak 
Cimini Hasay VBrien. H. 

IIayes, I). S .  O'Brien. D. 
Lole Hayes. S. E. Prrzrl 
coslett Johnson. E.  Peterson 
Cunningham Jones Prtrarca 
L'awida Klingamsn Pitts 
IIeMedio Knight Polite 
~i~~~ Laughlin Pott 
nomhrowski Lehr l'ratt 

Stuhan 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. 
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Anderson 
Barber 
Bennett 
Berson 
Bittlr 
Bowser 
Brandt 
Brown 
Hurd 
Burns 
Caltagironr 
Chess 
Clark. B. 
Cochran 
(:ohen 
Cornell 
Cow~l l  
Daviea 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
DiCarlo 
Dorr 
Dumas 
Durham 
Earley 

I)uffy Letterman Pucriarelli Wargo 
Fee I.ymh. E.  K. Pylrs Wass 
Fisrhrr. R. K. 1.ym.h. F .  R i ~ g r r  Wengcr 
Foster. A. Markowski Rocks Yahnrr 
Frrind Mr(!all Rodgers Zitterman 
Gallen McClstrhy Sa lva to r~  Zord 
Gannon Schmitt Mc ln ty r~  

Fisher, D. M.  Lashlnger 
Foster. W. Lrvi 
Fryer Lrvln 
Ga l l agh~r  Lpwis 
Gamhlp Livrngood 
Gresey Madigan 
Grorgr. M .  Mand~r ino  
Ghdeck Manmiller 
Goehcl Mr:Verry 
Grabowski Mirhkwic: 
Greenfipld Miller 
I lnlverson Morhlmann 
Harper Mowery 
Ho~f f e l  Nahill 
Hnnaman Noye 
Hutchinson.A. O'DonneU 
Hutchinson. W. Oliver 
lrvis Piccola 
Itkin Pievsky 
Johnson, .I. PisteUa 
Kanuck Punt 
Krrnirk Rappaport 
Knepper Reed 
Kolter Rhodes 
Kukovich 

Does the majority leader have any further business? 
Mr. RYAN. No, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Does the minority leader have any further 

husiness? 
Mr. IRVIS. No, Mr. Speaker. 

Hitter 
Ryan 
Srheaffrr 
Schweder 
Scirica 
Shadding 
Sopnrrr 
~ W r e t  
Swift 
Thamas 
Warhob 
Wagncr 
Weidncr 
White 
Wilson 
Wilt 
~ F , g h t ,  D. 
Wright, .I. L 
Yohn 
ZeUer 
Zwikl 

Seltzer. 
Speaker 

I BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, all remaining bills and 
resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 
PRESENTED 

Mr. BITTLE presented the Report of the Committee of Con- 
ference on SB 181, PN 1108. 

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

I WELCOMES 
The SPEAKER. The Chair welcomes to the hall of the House 

from Altoona Mr. George Toth andMr. Bill Ernest, who are the 
guestsof Mr. Geist. 

The Chair welcomes to the hall of the House the mother of a 
member, Mrs. Mary Johnson, and a group of Senior Wheels 
from West Philadelphia, who are the guests of Mr. Joel John- 
son. 

The Chair welcomes to the hall of the House Mr. and Mrs. 

I Robert New of Johnstown, who are the guests of Mrs. Rita 
NOT VOTING-12 Clark. 

I The question was determined in the negative, and the amend- now adjourn until Wednesday, September 26, 1979, a t  11 a.m., 
ments were not agreed to. e.d.t. 

Beloff Dininni Kowalyshyn Street 
Borski Donatucci McMonagle Taylor, F. 
Cianciulli Helfrick Richardson Williams 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. ALDEN moved that this House of Renresentatives do 

The SPEAKER. It  is the suggestion of the Chair that this 
would be a logical point to break for the day. When we recon- 
vene tomorrow a t  11, the first item of business will he the 
further consideration of amendments to this hill. 

On thequestion, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and a t  5:55 p.m., e.d.t., the House ad- 

journed. 
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