
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 26, 1982 

HOUSE BILLS I An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 

INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, increasing the 
number of judges of the Commonwealth Court and providing for 

SESSION OF 1982 166TH OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY No. 6 

No. 2176 By Representatives ITKIN, POTT, 
MICHLOVIC, SWEET, JOHNSON, 
LAUGHLIN, COWEI.1. and KUKOVICH 

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

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J .  RYAN) 
IN THE CHAIR 

PRAYER 

REV. DARWYN J .  NACE, chaplain of the House o f  Rep- 
resentatives and pastor o f  Felton Bethany United Methodist 
Church, Felton, Pennsylvania, offered the following prayer: 

Let us pray: 
Our kind Heavenly Father, we count it a privilege to come 

to You in prayer. We ask that You would help us to be more 
thankful during our daily walk of life, for surely we appreci- 
ate Your watchful eye and Your tender love. Bless each one of 
us this day as we go about our separate tasks o f  life, for we 
ask these blessings in Your preciousname. Amen. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

(The Pledge of Allegiance was enunciated by members.) 

JOURNAL APPROVAL POSTPONED 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, approval of the 
Journal for  Monday, January 25, 1982, will be postponed 
until printed. The Chair hears no objection. 

An Act amending the "Second Class County Port Authority 
Act," approved April 6, 1956 (1955 P. L. 1414, No. 469,  further 
providing for powers of Port Authorities. 

Referred to Committee on HEALTH AND WELFARE, 
January 25, 1982. 

No. 2178 By Representatives LEVI, 
A. C.  FOSTER, JR., BURD, FRYER, 
MERRY, TRELLO, STUBAN, 
MACKOWSKI, NAHILL, SAURMAN, 
SNYDER, PICCOLA, BOWSER, CESSAR, 
HONAMAN, STEIGHNER, WASS, 
MANMILLER, D. R. WRIGHT; 
SHOWERS, GALLEN and PETRARCA 

An Act amending Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
costs in certain civil and criminal matters, 

Referred to  Committee On January 25, 
1982. 

NO. 2179 By RepresentativeSALVATORE 

An Act amending the act of December 18, 1980 (P. L. 1252, 
No. 228). entitled "A supplement to the act of October 6 ,  I980 
(P. L. 784, No. 145), entitled 'An act providing for the capital 
budget for the fiscal year 1980-1981,' *** providing for the adop- 
tion of capital projects to be financed from current revenues of 
the Boating Fund and the Fish Fund and making an appropri- 
ation," deleting authorization for certain projects relating to the 
Philadelphia Youth Development Center. 

Referred to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS, 
January 25, 1982. 

No. 2180 By Representatives SPENCER and BERSON 

Referred to  Committee on URBAN AFFAIRS, 
January 25, 1982. 

No. 2177 By Representatives LLOYD, 
D. R. WRIGHT, HALUSKA and SWAlM 

An Act amending the "Public Welfare Code," approved June 
13, 1967 (P. L. 31, No. 2l) ,  further changing and restricting the 
qualifications for recipients of general assistance, aid for families 
with dependent children, food stamps, medical assistance, and 
other forms of payments and providing for community work 
projects. 

. . 
their appointment. 

Referred to Committee on JUDICIARY, January 25, 
1982. 

HOUSE RESOLtJTIONS 
INTRODUCED AND REFERRED 

No. 145 By Representatives COLAFELLA, 
MANDERINO, CLSSAR, TRELLO, 
KOLTER, LESCOVITZ, CLARK, FEE, 
DeMEDIO, CORDISCO, PRATT, 
VAN HORNE and STEIGHNER 

House encourage United Slates Commerce Department move 
quickly o n  trade complaints filed against foreign steel exporting 
countrie). 
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Referred to Committee on FEDERAL-STATE RELA- 
TIONS, January 25, 1982. 

No. 146 By Representatives JOHNSON, PlTTS and 
HAYES 

House memorializes Congress enact legislation granting per- 
manent residency to Vaschenko and Chmykhalov families emi- 
grating from Soviet Union. 

Referred to Committee on FEDERAL-STATE RELA- 
TIONS, January 25, 1982. 

No. 147 
(Concurrent) By Representatives CALTAGIRONE, 

HALUSKA and SALVATORE 

General Assembly memorialize Congress to propose an 
amendment to the Constitution creating a Board of Arbitration 
to review cases where violations of the Constitution are charged 
and sustained. 

Referred to Committee on FEDERAL-STATE RELA- 
TIONS, January 25, 1982. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE GRANTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes [he majority whip 
for  the purpose of taking Republican leaves o f  absence. 

Mr. CESSAR. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have n o  requests for  leaves for today. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Philadelphia, Mr. Pievsky, for the purpose of taking minority 
leaves of absence. 

Mr. PIEVSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I ask leave for the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 

GRAY, for today's session. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave will be granted. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

BILLS REPORTED FROM COMMITTEES, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

HB 1723, P N  2037 By Rep. TADDONIO 
An Act amending Title 66 (Public Utilities) of the Pennsyl- 

vania Consolidated Statutes, providing for certain exceptions to 
the payment of damages. 

CONSUMER AFFAIRS. 

HB 1791, PN 2778 (Amended) (Unanimous) 
By Rep. TADDONIO 

An Act amending Titles 66 (Public Utilities) and 75 (Vehicles) 
of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, further providing for 
the transportation of school chaperons. 

CONSUMER.AFFAIRS. 

SB 179, PN 1545 By Rep. SPENCER 
An Act amending-Title 42 (Judiciary and Judicial Procedure) 

of the Pennsylvania Consolidated Statutes, providing for certain 
expenses. 

JUDICIARY. 

SB 937, P N  1605 (Amended) 

I An Act establishing fees which shall be charged by a 
prothonotary in a county of the second class. 

I MASTER ROLL CALL RECORDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to take today's master 
roll call. Members will proceed to vote. 

I The following roll call was recorded: 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Bclfanti 
Beloff 
Berson 
Bitrle 
Blaum 
Borski 
Bawrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cerrar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Coinell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dieu 
Dininni 
Dombrawski 
Donarucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Emerson 
Evans 

Fargo Livengoad 
Fee Lloyd 
Fischer Lucyk 
Fleck McClatchy 
Foster, W .  W .  Mclntyre 
Foster, J r . ,  A. McMonagle 
Frarier McVerry 
Freind Mackowski 
Fryer Madigan 
Gallagher Maiale 
Gallen Mandrrino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Gannon Marmion 
Geiit Merry 
George Michlovic 
Gladeck Micozzie 
Grabowski Miller 
Greenfield Miscevich 
Greenwood Moehlmann 
Grieco Morris 
Gruitza Mowery 
Gruppa Mrkonic 
Hagarty Mullen 
Halurka Murphy 
Harper Nahill 
Haray Noye 
Hayes O'Donnell 
Heiser Olasr 
Hoeffel Oliver 
Honaman Pendleton 
Horgos Perzel 
Hutchinson, A. Peterson 
l rv i r  Petrarca 
l t k i n  Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Kanuck Pirvrky 
Kennedy Pistella 
Klingaman Pirrs 
Kolter Pott 
Kowalyshyn Pratt 
Kukovich Pucciarelli 
Laihinger Punt 
Laughlin Rappaport 
Lehr Rasca 
Lescavitz Reber 
Letterman Richardson 
Levi Rieger 
Levin Ritter 
Lewis Rocks 

I NOT VOTING-0 

EXCUSED-I 

Gray 

LEAVE CANCELED-] 

Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Sevenly 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith. E. H.  
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweer 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroan 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams, H. 
Williams. J. D. 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright. J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

By Rep. SPENCER ( Gray 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

CALENDAR 

BILLS ON SECOND CONSIDERATION 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 748, 
PN 2733, entitled: 

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

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that HB 748, PN 2733, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 
fiscal note. 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 754, 
PN 2164, entitled: 

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

* * 1 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1095, 
p~ 2736, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of 1971," approved 
March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), further providing for special tax 
provisions for poverty. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1095, PN 2736, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of 1971 ," approved 
March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2), further defining taxable income 
under the Corporate Net Income Tax. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

fiscal note. 

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1128, 
PN 2737, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of 1971,'' approved 
March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6, No. 2). allowing the employer collecting 
the personal income tax a collection fee of one per cent against 
the total amount collected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that HB 754, PN 2164, 

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

be recommitted to 
fiscal note. 

On the question, 

the Committee on Appropriations for a 

Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to. 

* * *  

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 827, 
PN 2734, entitled: 

An Act amendine the "Tax Reform Code of 1971 ." a~oroved 
March 4, 1971 (P. t. 6, No. 21, further providing for eiciusions 
from the sales and use tax. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1128, PN 2737, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 
fiscal note. 

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

* * * 

The House oroceeded to second consideration of HB 1129, 
PN 2738, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Local Tax Enabling Act," approved 
December 31, 1965 (P. L. 1257, No. 51 I), allowing employer col- 
lecting the tax on earned income a collection fee of one percent 
against the total amount collected requiring monthly returns of 
certain taxes deducted by employers. 

On the question, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. Will the House agree to the bill on second consideration? 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Soeaker. I move that HB 827. PN 2734. 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 
fiscal note. 
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BILL RECOMMITTED 1 Motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1129, PN 2738, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 
fiscal note. 

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

The House proceeded to second consideration of HR 1463, 
PN 2739, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Tax Reform Code of 1971 ," approved 
March 4, 1971 (P. L. 6 ,  No. 2) ,  excluding the imposition of sales 
taxes on Federal excise taxes on the sale o f  tires. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1463, PN 2739, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 
fiscal note. 

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

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: 

SB 1010, PN 1574; SB 1011, PN 1190; and SB 1012, PN 
1471. 

* * * 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HR 390, 
PN 2731, entitled: 

An Act amending the "Community College Act of 1963," 
approved August 24, 1963 (P. L. 1132, No. 484), further provid- 
ing for payments by the Commonwealth. 

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

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 390, PN 2731, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for a 
fiscal note. 

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

BILLS AGREED TO ON SECOND 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

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

HB 525, PN 2732; HB 1010, PN 2735; HB 1349, PN 2742; 
and HB 1578, PN 1840. 

1 1  1 

The House proceeded to second consideration of HB 1765, 
PN 2092, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 24 (Education) of the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, providing for the transfer of employer 
contributions to certain other public pension systems. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree t o  the bill on second consideration? 

BILL RECOMMITTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I move that HB 1765, PN 2092, 

be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations for an 
actuarial note. 

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

BILLS AGREED TO ON SECOND 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

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

HB 1815, PN 2740; HB 1816, PN 2741; HB 1878, PN 2271; 
HB 1884, PN 2277; HB 1885, PN 2278; HB 1886, PN 2279; 
HB 1887, PN 2280; SB 680, PN 707; HB 118, PN 2710; HB 
1190, PN 2711; HB 1413, PN 2712; HB 2000, PN 2713; HB 
936, PN 1007; and HB 1813, PN 2183. 

STATEMENT BY MR. ZWIKL 

TERCENTENARY COMMITTEE 
ON THIS DAY IN HISTORY 

The SPEAKER. At yesterday's session Representative Pitts 
from Chester County advised the members that each day for 
the balance of this year he or  Representative Zwikl will make 
a brief announcement as to what took place at  some time in 
history on this particular date, as it pertains to Pennsylvania, 
I believe. 

Today the Chair recognizes for that purpose the gentleman 
from Lehigh, Mr. Zwikl. 

Mr. ZWIKL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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On this day in history, January 26, 1757, the conflict 
between the Pennsylvania Assembly and the Penn Proprietors 
marked the pre-Revolutionary years. On  this date the Assem- 
bly identifying itself as  "The Representatives of the Freemen 
of  Pennsylvania" had offered to raise funds for  taxation to 
support military action in the French and Indian War. 
However, the Proprietors refused to approve such action if 
their holdings were to be taxed. In its protest the Assembly 
said: 

Matthew J .  Rvan 
Speaker 

ATTEST: 
John J. Zubeck 

Chief Clerk 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the resolution will please 
rise and remain standing as a further mark o f  respect for a 

Maiestv's enemies .... I 

That great as the Sum is, and hard for this People 
to pay, we freely offer it to our gracious king for his 
service, and the defense of this his colony from his 

w e  orrceive (the Proprietaries refusal to pay taxes) 
to be injurious to the Interests of the Crown, and I CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION SUBMITTED 

tyrannical with regard to the People. FOR THE RECORD 

deceased colleague. 
(Members stood.) 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is unanimously adopted 

That is the way i t  was, January 26, 1757. 

CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at this time recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Armstrong, hlr.  Livengood. 

Mr.  LIVENGOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged con- 
dolence resolution to offer. 

The following resolution was read: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
HARRISBURG, PA. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK 

RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, William H. Claypoole, a former member of the 
Pennsylvania House of Representatives, passed away February 
25, 1981 at the age of seventy-three: and 

WHEREAS, Mr. Claypoole served with distinction as a 
member of the House of  Representatives from 1967 to 1971; and 

WHEREAS, An Armstrong County Commissioner for many 
years, Mr. Claypoole was a past president of  the Pennsylvania 
Association of County Commissioners; vice president of  the 
Pennsylvania Home Rule Association; and a member of the Leg- 
islative Committee. National Association of Elected Countv Offi- 
cials; and 

WHEREAS, He was a dedicated and community-minded 
person as evidenced by his service as a member of the Chamber of  
Commerce, Pennsylvania Citizens Council, Southwestern 
Regional Planning Commission, Pioneer Trails Council and the 
Boards of Directors of  the Merchants National Bank, Mental 
Health Association of Armstrong County, Cerehral Palsy Board 
of Western Pennsylvania, Armstrong County Chapter of the 
American Red Cross, and the Armstrong County Community 
Action. Mr. Claypoole was also actively involved in the Arm- 
strong County Historical Society and the Orphans of the Storm; 
now therefore be it 

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania notes with sadness the passing of  a 
distinguished public servant and former member of the House. 
William H. Claypoole; and extends its heartfelt condolences to 
his wife, E. Pearl; and son, William R.; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of  this resolution be delivered to 
Mrs. E. Pearl Claypoole. 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is an exact copy of a Reso- 
lution introduced in the House of Representatives by the Honor- 
able Henry Livengood, and adopted by the House of  Represenla- 
tives the 18th day of January 1982. 

I The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Armstrong, Mr. Livengood. 

MI. LIVENGOOD. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to submit 
for the record another condolence resolution on behalf of 
Judge J .  Frank Graff, who passed away on November 2, 
1981. Judge Graff  served the longest continuous tenure on the 
bench of any judge in the history, 58 years. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send the resolution to 
the desk. 

Mr. I . IVENG00D submitted the following resolution for 
the Legislative Journal: 

HOlJSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
HARRISBURG, PA. 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK 

RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, Judge J. Frank Graff, Armstrong County Senior 
Judge 5ince 1971, passed away November 2, 1981 at the age of 
ninety-two; and 

WHEREAS. Educated at Mercersbure. Academy, Princeton - 
liniversity, Harvard Law School and the University of  Pittsburgh 
Law School. he received an honorary doctorate of  law degree 
from Thiel College and was admitted to the bar in 1915:~e 
joined the National Guard Company K and served as a major in 
the 112th Infantry of the 28th Division during World War I. He 
also served on the Mexican Border Campaign in 1916 and in 
France in 1918 and was a member of the original Paris Caucus, 
founders of American Legion. Judge Graff was a past com- 
mander of American Legion Post No. 122 and past commander 
of American Legion District No. 27; and 

WHEREAS, In 1923, he wab elected Judge of the Court of 
Common Pleas of Armstrong County and holds the distinction of 
serving the longest continuous tenure on the bench of any judge; 
and 

WHEREAS, Judge Graff was highly respected and admired by 
his colleagues, friends and the citizens of  Armstrong County and 
this Commonwealth as representing the finest in American life; 
now therefore be i t  

RESOLVED, That the House of  Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of  Pennsylvania notes with sadness the passing of a 
distinguished, honorable and dedicated man, Judge 1. Frank 
Craff; and extends its heartfelt condolences to his wife, Sue; son, 
Peter Crdff IV; and daughter, Sara Hope Waingrow; and be it 
further 

RESOLVED, That a copy of this resolution be delivered to 
Mrs. Sue Graff. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Greenfield. 

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, HB 1066 has not been 
caucused on recently by the Democratic Caucus. It had been 

We hereby certify that the foregoing is an exact copy of a Reso- 
lution introduced in the House of Representatives by the Honor- 
able Henry Livengood, and adopted by the House of  Representa- 
tives the 18th day of  January 1982. 

Matthew J .  Ryan 
Speaker 

ATTEST: 
John J .  Zubeck 

Chief Clerk 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATlON 

~ ~ 

considered last year. I am asking that it be held over tempo- 
rarily. There is a conference going on on that matter now. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, HB 1066 will be passed 
over temporarily. The Chair hears no  objection. 

* * *  

Colafella lfeiser Olasz Telek 
Cole Hoeffel Oliver Tigue 
Cordisco Honaman Pendleton Trello 
Cornell Horgos Perzel Vroan 
Coslett Hutchinson. A .  Peterson Wambach 
Cowell irvis Petrarca Wargo 
Cunningham l tk in  Petrone Wass 
DeMedio Jackson Phillips Wenger 
DeVerter Johnson Piccala Westan 
DeWeese Kennedy Pievsky Wiggins 
Daikeler Klingaman Pistella Williams, I. D. 
Davies Kalter Pitts Wilson 
Dawida Kawalyshyn Pott Wogan 

The House proceeded t o  third consideration of SB 496, PN 
503, entitled: 

A Joint Resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the Commonwealth of  Pennsylvania, permitting the use 
of suppressed voluntary admissions or confessions to impeach a 
defendant's credibility. 

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

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

Thequestion is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-191 

Alden Evans Livengood Rocks 
Anderson Farga Lloyd Rybak 
Armstrong Fee Lucyk Salvatore 
Arty Fircher McClatchy Saurman 
Barber Fleck Mclntyre Serafini 
Belardi Foster, W. W .  McMonagle Scvcnty 
Belfanti Foster. J i . ,  A. McVerry Showeri 
Beloff Frazier Mackowski Shupnik 
Birtle Frcind Madigan Sieminrki 
Blaum Frver Maiale Sirianni 

Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrorski 
Donatucci 
Doir 
Duff? 
Durham 

Larhinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 
Lewis 

Pratt Worniak 
Pucciarelli Wright, D. R. 
Punt Wright. J. L. 
Rappapart Wright, R. C. 
RBSCO Zwikl 
Reber 
Rieger Ryan. 
Ritter Speaker 

Emerson 
NAYS-6 

Berson Richardson Wachob Williams. H.  
Kukovich Van Horne 

NOT VOTING-2 

Gladeck Kanuck 

EXCUSED-I 

Gray 

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

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

* * * 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 585, PN 
1456, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of June 22, 1964 (1st Sp. Sess.. P. L. 
84, No. 6 ) ,  entitled "Eminent Domain Code," prohibiting the 
imposition of taxes or fees on certain condemned property. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. PIEVSKY offered the following amendments No. 

A5806: 

Amend Title, page I ,  line 4, by removing the period after 
"property" and inserting 

and providing for the resale of certain condemned prop- 
.,.*,. 

cappabianca Greenwood Moehlmann Stevens condition or in 
Cawley Grieco Morri5 Stewart was upon acqu 
Cessar Gruitza Maweiv Stuban 

Clymer Harper Nah~l l  Taddonio 
Cochran Haia y Noye Taylor. E.  Z. 3 
Cahen Hayes O'Dannell Taylor. F. E. 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

This amendment will provide that when a property is taken 
from a person for underground construction and when the 
project is completed the surface is available for sale in an 

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

Mr. PIEVSKY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Kanuck Rappaport Williams, J .  D 

EXCUSED-1 

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

unimproved condition, the original property owner shall have 
the option to purchase back his property at its appraised fair 
market value. That is all it does, Mr. Speaker. 1 urge adoption 
of this amendment. 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-196 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was anreed to. 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrang 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Bersan 
Bittle 
Blaum 
Boriki 
Bowrer 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dielz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Emerson 

Evans 
Fargo 
Fee 
Fischer 
Fleck 
Foster. W.  W. 
Faster, Jr. .  A .  
Frazier 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Grabowski 
Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Grieca 
Gruitla 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Hargos 
Hutchinsan, A .  
Irvis 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kalter 
Kowalyihyn 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitr 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 
Lewis 

Lirengaod 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marmion 
Mcriy 
Michlavic 
Micorrie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahili 
Noyr 
O'Donnell 
Olaiz 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pot1 
Pratt 
Pucciarelli 
Punt 
Rasco 
Keber 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Rirtcr 
Rocks 

Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminrki 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith. E .  H .  
Smith. L. E .  
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Su I ?t 
Taddonlo 
Taylor, E .  2. 
Tavlar. F. E. 

Tigue 
Trella 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wengcr 
Westan 
Wiggins 
Williams, H .  
Wilson 
Wagan 
Worniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

- 
The SPEAKER. This bill has been considered on three dif- 

ferent days and agreed to and is now on final passage. 
The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Berron 
Bittle 
Blaum 
Borski 
Bawser 
Bayei 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltaeirone - 
Cappabianca 
Cawlry 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymcr 
Cochian 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Curdisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davier 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrawski 
Donatucci 
Doir 
Duff) 
Durham 
Emerson 

Evans 
Farga 
Fee 
Fiicher 
Fleck 
Foster, W.  W. 
Foster, Jr . ,  A. 
Frazier 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamblc 
Gannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Grabowski 
Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Cruitra 
Cruppo 
Hagarty 
Halurka 
Harper 
Haray 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Haeffel 
Honaman 
Hoigos 
Hutchinson. A .  
livir 
Itkin 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Koltrr 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovilz 
Letterman 
Lev, 
Lev!" 
I.cwls 

Livengoad 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marmion 
Merry 
Mirhlavic 
Micazzie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkanic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahili 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pitts 
pot1 
Pratt 
Pucciarelli 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Rasfo 
Reber 
Richardson 
Riegcr 
Ritter 
Rocks 

Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H .  
Smith. L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E.  Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams, H. 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright. R. C .  
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 
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NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-2 

Kanuck William,. J .  D. 

EXCUSED-I 

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

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

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Barber, desire recognition? 

Mr.  BARBER. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
On SB 496, PN 503, 1 voted "yes." 1 would like to be 

recorded in the negative, please. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 

spread upon the record. 
Does the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Deal, desire 

recognition? 
Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the affirmative on SB 

496, PN 503, and i t  was my intention to have voted in the neg- 
ative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

Does the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Oliver, desire 
recognition? 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I also voted in error. I would 
like to be recorded in the negative on SB 496. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will he 
spread upon the record. 

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

Mr. A .  K. HUTCHINSON. Same for me. 
The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 

spread upon the record. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 

Emerson; the gentleman from Allegheny, Mr. Pendleton; and 
the lady from Philadelphia, Mrs. Harper, each of whom 
wants the record to reflect that they intended to vote in the 
negative on SB 496. 

The remarks of the members will be spread upon the 
record. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of SB 995, PN 
1169, entitled: 

An Act amending the act of October 4, 1978 (P. L. 876, No. 
169), entitled "Pennsylvania Crime Commiision Act," further 
providing for the enforcement of subpoenas. 

On the question, 
Will [he House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. STEVENS offered the following amendments No. 

A4965: 

Amend Title, page I, line 4, by removing the period after 
"subpoenas" and inserting 

and further providing for the publication of  reports. 
Amend Bill, page 2,  by inserting between lines 10 and 1 l 

Section 2. The act is amended by adding a section to 
read: 

I A m e x ~ e c .  2, page 2, line I I, by striking out "2" and insert- 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Luzerne, Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. STEVENS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The purpose of this amendment is not to hamper the Penn- 

sylvania Crime Commission in any way. What it would do  is it 
would require that before a name be published in a Crime 
Commission report, there would have to be, first, either an 
approval of a criminal complaint against that person filed by 
some district attorney or U.S. attorney, or a grand jury indic- 
tment in those counties that have grand juries. 

Under present law there is no such requirement, and 
anybody can be named in those reports. There is no recourse 
for a person to be named, because the commission is free 
from the laws of libel and slander; they have protection. So 
this amendment is not to hamper the work of thecommission. 
All i t  says is, if there is enough evidence by a DA to approve a 
criminal complaint and have an arrest, then the name can be 
put in the report. But if there is not enough evidence to do  
that, then the name should not be put in a report of the Crime 
Commission. It is a very simple amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Montgomery, Mrs. Hagarty. 

Mrs. HACARTY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this amendment. The amend- 

ment offered by Representative Stevens would, the Crime 
Commission believes, practically stop their work in invest- 
igating organized crime in Pennsylvania. A large part of the 
work of the Crime Commission in investigating organized 
crime is to make the public and the legislature aware in a 
report that is issued of the people who are involved, busi- 
nesses that are believed involved, so that these activities can he 
guarded against. If names could not be published of people 
involved in organized crime, the Crime Commission feels that 
their work could not continue. 
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The Crime Commission was set up under, I guess, Federal 
approval and Federal suggestion that this would be an appro- 
priate way to  fight organized crime. I believe that to vote for 
this amendment would stop the fight against organized crime 
in Pennsylvania, and we should not support the Stevens 
amendment. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Berks, Mr. 
Davies, desire recognition on this? 

Mr. DAVIES. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I would like t o  ask just 
one or  two questions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Stevens, indicates he 
will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Davies, may 
proceed. 

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, to the maker of the amend- 
ment, in the proceedings or  the filing of a report, if, let us 
suppose, several major incidents occurred, let us say, on the 
parking lot of the premises of a public licensee, would there be 
a prohibition against the printing of that location with this 
amendment as t o  where this had occurred? Let us suppose it is 
a murder or  something of that nature, or, let us say, several 
arrests had taken place on or  about the premises. Would this 
mean then that that corporate structure or  the individual's 
name which would occur as the licensee could not be used in 
the proceedings of the Crime Commission in their reporting, 
because there was no indictment or  any proceedings of crimi- 
nal record against those individuals as specified in your 
amendment? 

Mr. STEVENS. No, Mr. Speaker. The location of the place 
would be able t o  be mentioned, of course. This only applies to 
identifying a person or corporation as being part of organized 
crime. It does not involve a place where an illegal incident 
takes place. The location would still be permitted to be 
named. 

Mr. DAVIES. In other words, even though there was no 
specific criminal proceedings or anything like that against 
either the corporate structure that owned it or the individual 
or partnership involved, then there would be no prohibition 
for  the commission to put that into print? 

Mr. STEVENS. No; that would be a statement of fact at 
the location. This amendment is trying to do  away with gossip 
and rumor, not with statements of fact. 

Mr. DAVIES. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I appreciate what you are 
trying to  do,  and I am in agreement with what you are trying 
to do. The only fear that I have in extending that protection to 
those individuals is the fact that then we will some way or 
another take away from the ability of the commission to  relate 
certain instances, occurrences, and so forth and so on,  that 
may be associated with organized crime as to the occurrences 
or incidents of that type o f  activity in those locations. That 
probably is more my concern. But I still want lo have the 
guarantee that you are seeking for the individual rather than 
just hearsay without fact or association that may be injurious 
t o  the individual, his career, his family, and so forth. I appre- 
ciate that. My only concern is that I want some guarantee that 
that could not occur in this instance. 

Mr. STEVENS. Well, I can only tell you that the location 
where any incident took place would be fair game to be 

reported, because first of all, there could be n o  criminal infor- 
mation filed against a location of a place. That would just be 
a fact. 

Mr. DAVIES. All right. Now, also, Mr. Speaker, in the 
matter of association, either in the corporate structure or  in 
partnership or in some other way with a business association, 
could those names be used in the reporting of the Crime Com- 
mission, or  would it only be those officers t o  which there had 
been purportedly some illicit or illegal activities or  indictments 
in reference to those specific activities? 

Mr. STEVENS. The names of the officers and so on would 
not be able to be put in the report under my amendment if 
there has never been any arrest or  if any DA has not approved 
a criminal information and allowed an arrest and if there has 
been no grand jury indictment. Just a rumor of an association 
would not be permissible under my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIES. All right. Now, in the occurrence, Mr. 
Speaker, if it did take place on the corporate properties of 
corporation X,  i t  would not then be permissible under this to 
say that this was corporation X and the president or  the trea- 
surer of this corporation was Mr. Y.  Mr. Y would be, of 
course, protected by your amendment and could not be 
named then in the commission report. Is that correct? 

Mr. STEVENS. The name of the person in that case, Mr. 
Speaker, would be permitted to be put in as the owner of the 
location on which an incident occurred. For example, if there 
is a robbery in John's Restaurant in Philadelphia and John's 
Restaurant is named as the place of the robbery, there would 
be nothing wrong with putting that in or  the owner of John's 
Restaurant. What would be wrong would be to say that John 
is part of organized crime because a robbery took place in his 
restaurant, unless for some reason Mr. John had been 
charged with the crime or arrested with the crime. 

Mr. DAVIES. All right. Then, Mr. Speaker, as 1 under- 
stand it, it would have to have some sort of identifying factor 
as to the exact type of activity that, in your example, Mr. 
John was involved in, rather than the fact that it was just the 
premises of his corporation, partnership, or  establishment. 

Mr. STEVENS. That is correct. Really, the amendment is 
just to say, let us fight organized crime, but you cannot do  it 
by gossip and innuendo. It has to be done by evidence and 
arrests, and what you are saying isexactly true. 

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

Philadelphia, Mr. Hardy Williams. 
Mr. H .  WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would the speaker consent t o  interrogation? 
Mr. STEVENS. Yes. 
Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, could you give us a clear explanation of what 

you are trying to accomplish here? 
Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir. The purpose of this amendment is 

to stop gossip and rumor from circulating in reports of orga- 
nized crime and to focus in on people who have at least 
enough evidence against them that a district attorney has 
approved a criminal information. As you know, being a 
lawyer yourself, that would involve at least an arrest or  a 
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grand jury indictment. This gives people who are named at 
least some protection under the court process. It is not to 
hamper the commission in any way. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, would it be fair to say 
that the heart of your amendment is to prevent an unfair char- 
acterization or implication by individuals that was not 
merited? Would it be fair t o  say that you are trying to correct 
the unfair impact on people who might be identified in such a 
report that would not otherwise be fairly merited or earned? 

Mr. STEVENS. That would be correct, and that goes on 
the assumption that when the public reads a name in one of 
those reports, they assume that there is some evidence, and yet 
if there is no  arrest or- 1 am not even saying a conviction. 1 
am saying an arrest would be enough to be put in the report, 
because at least there will be defense counsel and certain con- 
stitutional rights. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I strongly agree with 
your main concept. There are a few factors that concern me, 
however. Suppose there was a description of a pattern of 
activities over a long period of time involving certain individ- 
uals, even though there is no conviction, no charge, no arrest, 
or anything of that nature, but that pattern of activities was 
connected with an identifiable person in organized crime or 
already convicted in those activities, and assume that that 
pattern of activities resulted in some negative, dangerous, or 
illegal results. Would your prohibition prevent the commis- 
sion from reporting what they know and the people who are 
involved in any kind of way, and would it prevent the public 
from getting that information, even though that pattern of 
activities had not been charged to anyone yet but certain nega- 
tive things have already happened, like drugs or something 
like that? Your amendment would prevent the reporting of  
any individuals who might have been associated in any way 
with a pattern of activities. Is that correct? 

Mr. STEVENS. To an extent it would, Mr. Speaker. The 
point is that if there were a pattern of activities and there were 
illegal activities in this pattern, if there were enough evidence 
to bring an arrest or a charge, then the commission would be 
entitled to print the name. The important thing to remember 
is that the commission is permitted to give this pattern of 
activities to the responsible district attorney or U.S. attorney 
if a Federal crime is invoked. My amendment does not stop 
the commission from turning over its information to district 
attorneys, but if the district attorney feels there is not enough 
evidence to even warrant an arrest, then my amendment 
would prevent that name from going into the report as being 
part of  organized crime. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Two specific concerns on this discus- 
sion: The amendment calls for a prohibition on publishing. I 
wonder if the commission did turn over its evidence and those 
names to a district attorney or a Federal prosecutor and wrote 
it down, whether or not it might be publishing to write those 
names and activities down and turn them over to even a dis- 
trict attorney. I am not positive of that, but it may just be that 
they could not publish them even in that limited way, accord- 
ing to the writing of the amendment, and you do not intend 
that. 

Mr. STEVENS. No, and 1 understand your question. No; 
you are asking a technical, legal question. If you look in my 
amendment, after the words "publish the name of," it contin- 
ues on, "...business entity in its annual report ...." That is the 
limit of the amendment. Publication would not be giving it to 
a district attorney. They would still be permitted to do that. In 
fact, 1 would hope that that would be encouraged, that they 
cooperate with local DA's. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. You are absolutely right. The annual 
report does take care of that problem. 

The other problem I am wrestling with is in a pattern of 
bombings or drug traffic and that sort of thing, and in fact 
over a period of maybe 6 months, five individuals were associ- 
ated in some way with other individuals and certain logical 
things seemed to have happened. Even though there is no 
charge, no proof to publish, you are saying that this pattern 
could not be reported to the public as to who is involved or 
who is associated? 

Mr. STEVENS. It could be reported in the next report as 
soon as there is enough evidence to warrant an arrest. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I guess my final ques- 
tion is, I am assuming that what you want to get at-and I 
agree with it-is that if someone's name is used in a report 
where it could convey an association of illegality, that would 
be wrong to do unless there is something to back that up. 1 
wonder whether or not your amendment or your idea could he 
drafted in such a way that it would not prevent the commis- 
sion from reporting names with a certain quality of informa- 
tion, even though there is no charge, as opposed to a specu- 
lation, as opposed to a suspicion, as opposed to a personal, 
you know, conjuring up. 1 just wonder if the amendment 
could be more precisely drafted to give the commission guide- 
lines of quality that would allow them to do some reporting 
even though no charge has been made and disallow them from 
doing others that would he purely in the mind speculation of 
some investigators. I wonder if you think in your study or 
research an amendment could be drafted to meet that kind of 
standard. 

Mr. STEVENS. I understand what you are getting at, Mr. 
Speaker, and 1 support your concept. 1 would just ask that 
you consider supporting this amendment in its present form. 
If it does cause a problem to the commission in the publi- 
cation of its reports, we can always get their recommendations 
on working it out. Their only recommendation basically has 
been what Representative Hagarty has said, that they are 
against the amendment. 1 asked for some ideas on another 
way to approach it, and they have not offered any, so I would 
stand by the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

MR. SPENCER REQUESTED TO PRESIDE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked the gentleman from 
Tioga, Mr. Spencer, to preside temporarily. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
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THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE I PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
(WARREN H.  SPENCER) IN THE CHAIR 

CONSIDERATION OF SB 995 CONTINUED 

Mr. H .  WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I totally agree with your 
objective. I do  not think one person, two people, or four 
people should be permitted to, you know, I started to say 
blacken the name, but to damage someone's good name just 
because of their own standard. I totally agree with that. I 
think it is unfair; I think it is despotic; I think it is noncon- 
structive and all of that. On the other hand, 1 think there is a 
basic concern where some things should be reported, and my 
question to you is, have you had the time to sit down with the 
commission or  their staff t o  develop a standard that might 
solve your problem and might not limit them, and if you have 
not, do  you think if you had time to do  that, you could come 
up with something that might be able to help both of those 
important factors? 

Mr. STEVENS. I would certainly, you know, make time to 
do  something like that. I certainly have no objection to that. 
What I am trying to prevent is, as  you said, right now under 
the present guidelines, if you go into a restaurant in 
Philadelphia and you do  not know who the owner is, and you 
happen to like their food and you go there every week for a 
couple months, and later on you find out that that was owned 
by a reputed crime boss, you could end up in the report just 
because you visited the restaurant on occasion, and there is 
nothing to  prohibit that. 

Mr. H .  WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, 1 dono t  know whether I 
have gleaned from your last responses that if you had the time 
you would he willing to  work out a standard that would solve 
your problem. Did I get an affirmativeon that? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes; I would. In fact, I sent the Crime 
Commission a copy of this amendment, and 1 said that if you 
oppose it, do  you have any alternatives, and I have not had a 
response, but I would be willing to sit down with them. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker? 

BILL PLACED ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 
POSTPONED CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. H. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker. I would like to move 
that SB 995 be put on the postponed calendar or  something 
like that in order t o  give Mr. Stevens an opportunity to come 
forth with what 1 think is an extremely important amendment 
which might have some pitfalls right now, but the thrust of his 
amendment absolutely should have a fundamental concern to 
all of us on both sides. 

For those reasons I would like to move to put the bill on the 
postponed calendar in order to give Mr. Stevens an opportu- 
nity to step through the factors from both sides and come up 
with what might be satisfying to all of us. I so move. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to  place SB 995 on the third consideration postponed calen- 
dar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Berks, Mr. Davies. 

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, with your guidance, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Could it he proper t o  continue a line of interrogation with 
the maker of the amendment to determine whether or  not 1 
would then have to  assume support for Mr. Williams' motion 
because of the lack o f  input or  not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Davies, the question 
before the House is whether or  not t o  place SB 995 on the 
third consideration postponed calendar. Now, if your inter- 
rogation is going to  take this into consideration, then it would 
be proper. However, I must admonish you that if your inter- 
rogation is on the amendment, then your request would have 
to be denied. 

Mr. DAVIES. All right, sir. It would be impossible for me 
then, so I will have to withhold that until I would be able t o  
interrogate the maker of the amendment further on the 
amendment itself. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Luzerne, Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. STEVENS. I agree with whatever the House would 
decide here. 1 have no objection to it going on a postponed 
calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All those in favor of placing 
SB 995 on the third consideration postponed calendar will be 
voting "aye"; those in the negative, "nay." 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-145 

Anderson Danatucci Livengoad Serafini 
Armstrong Dorr Lloyd Seventy 
Arty Duffy Lucyk Shupnik 
Barbcr Durham McClatchy Sirianni 
Belardi Emerson Mclntyre Smith, B. 
Bellanti Evans McMonagle Smith, E. H.  
Beloff Fargo Madigan Smith, L. E. 
Berron Fee Maiale Snyder 
Bittie Foster, W. W. Manmiller Spencer 
Blaum Foster, J r . ,  A .  Michlavic Spitz 
Barski Frarier Micazrie Stairs 
Bowser Fiycr Miller Steighner 
Rrandr Gamble Miscevich Stevens 
Bro\rn Cannon Maehlmann Stuban 
Burns Geiit Morris Swaim 
Caitagirone Grahowski Mullen Swift 
Cappabianca Greenfield Murphy Taylor. E. Z. 
Cawiey Greenwood O'Dannell Taylor, F. E. 
Cessar Cirieco Olasz Telek 
Cimini Gruppo Oliver Tigue 
Civcra Haluska Pendletan Trello 
Clark Harper Petrarca Vroon 
Clymer Hasay Phillips Wambach 
Cochran Hayes Piccola Wargo 
Cohen Hoeffel Pievsky Wenger 
Cole Honaman Pistella Weston 
Coslett ltkin Pratr Wiggins 
Cowell Jackson Pucciarelli Williams. H. 
DeMedio Johnson Punt Williams, J .  D. 
DeVerter Kolter Rappaport Wilson 
DcWeese Kowaiyshyn Rarco Wogan 
Davies Kukovich Richardson Wozniak 
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Alden Gruitza Marmion Saurman 
Boyes Hagarty Merry Showers 
Burd Heiser Mrkonic Sierninski 
Calafella Hargas Nahill Stewart 
Cordisco Hutchinson, A .  Noye Sweet 
Cornell Klingaman Pcrzel Taddonio 
Cunnineham Lashineer Peterson Van Horne 

Dawida Lehr Rieger Wright, D. R. 
Deal Lescovitz Racks Wright, 1. L. 
Dietz Letterman Rybak Wright. R. C. 
Dininni Levin Salvatore Zwikl 
Dambrowski 

NAYS-47 

~a ike l e ;  
- 

Laughlin Petrone Wachob 
Fischer Levi Pitts Wass 
Fleck Lewis Pot1 
Gallagher McVerry Reber Ryan, 
George Mackowrki Ritrer Speaker 
Gladeck 

NOT VOTING-7 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to correct my vote 
and make it "no" on SB 496 on final passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 

Freind lrvis Kennedy Mowery 
Gallen Kanuck Manderino 

EXCUSED-I 

Gray 

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Allegheny, Mr. Pistella. 

Mr. PISTELLA. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, on the vote of final passage for SB 496, PN 

503,I was recorded in the affirmative. I wish to be recorded in 
the negative. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 

REQUEST FOR RECESS 

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

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I request that we recess the 
House of Representatives at this time for the purpose, of 
taking lunch and reconvene after the recess sharply at 2 p.m. 
this afternoon. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Dauphin, Mr. Dininni. 

Mr. DININNI. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call a meeting 
of the Transportation Committee immediately in B-l l to con- 
sider two bills, and it should only take a few minutes. 

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Evans. 

James Williams. 
Mr. J .  D. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, 1 would also like to be 

recorded in the negative. I voted in the affirmative on SB 496. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 

will be spread upon the record. 

DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Mr. O'Donnell. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, before the Democrats 
leave the House, I want them to know that there is going to be 
an immediate Democratic caucus to consider two matters, 
including HB 1066. The caucus will be held immediately, and 
it will not take very long if we start right away. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have a reconsideration motion, Mr. 
Speaker, that I would like to send up to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please 
send it up to the desk? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Montgomery, Mr. Gladeck. 

Mr. GLADECK. Mr. Speaker, I was out of my seat when 
the House voted on SB 496, and 1 would like to be recorded in 
the affirmative. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 

WELCOMES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes Dr. 
Francis Matika, 1U director of Beaver County, who is the 
guest of the Representatives of Beaver County. 

The Chair also would like to recognize Sim Edgar, who is 
the guest of Representative George Saurman. 

Lastly, the Chair recognizes Gary Babin of the Lancaster 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, who is the guest of the 
Lancaster County delegation. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the House 
stands in recess until 2 p.m. The Chair hears none. 

AFTER RECESS 

The time of recess having expired, the House was called to 
order. 
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THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
IN THE CHAIR 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE PRESENTED 

Mr. GALLEN presented the Report of the Committee of 
Conference on SB 725, PN 1598. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE PRESENTED 

Mr. WENGER presented the Report of the Committee of 
Conference on SB 919, PN 1614. 

BILL REPORTED AND REREFERRED TO 
COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS AND COMMERCE 

HB 1757, PN 2084 By Rep. DlNlNNl 
An Act amending the "Motor Vehicle Sales Finance Act," 

approved June 28, 1947 (P. L. 1110, No. 476), further providing 
for finance charges of mobile homes and requiring certain sales 
contracts to contain either a fixed or adjustable finance charge 
for the purchase of certain classes of vehicles. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

BILL REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE, 
CONSIDERED FIRST TIME, AND TABLED 

SB 457, PN 464 By Rep. DINlNNl 
An Act amending Title 75 (Vehicles) of the Pennsylvania Con- 

solidated Statutes, further providing for exceptions to vehicle reg- 
istration and inspection requirements. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

WELCOME 

when the chairman of the State Government Committee said, 
1 am against the amendment. The gentleman, Mr. Trello, 
offered an amendment that was going to just juggle a couple 
of precincts around, and that was summarily rejected. 

I think that congressional reapportionment is too compli- 
cated, too technical, too complex, too political, and too math- 
ematical to be decided on the floor of this House, and so, Mr. 
Speaker, I am going to be working on presenting a constitu- 
tional amendment which would add to the duties of the Legis- 
lative Reapportionment Commission the duty of redrawing 
our congressional boundaries. If it is good enough to draw 
our districts and our lines, it is good enough to redraft the 
congressional boundaries. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that 
we ought to be involved in the crass gerrymandering that was 
done here last week. Most likely, from what I hear from the 
Senate, we are going to end up with a conference committee 
on congressional reapportionment. That is going to have the 
leadership of both Houses. However, it will be a conference 
committee totally controlled by one party. At least the Reap- 
portionment Commission has an independent referee. 

I have received some indications from members of the 
majority party that they would like to work with me on this 
proposal-their names to be exposed later, after the current 
fiasco is over. 1 would ask all the members of the House to 
consider this proposition. I am going to be asking for cospon- 
sorship later on. We have plenty of time to get this amend- 
ment passed by two sessions of the General Assembly and by 
the voters. 1 do not think ever again the voters of Pennsyl- 
vania ought to be subjected to the crass operation that we saw 
here on the floor of this House last week. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

WELCOME 

I The SPEAKER. The Chair is pleased to welcome to the hall 

The SPEAKER' The Chair is 'leased to Ihe 

Of the "Ouse Ioday and Edward Butterworth' Mrs. 
Butterworth is the district administrator for Representative 
Wilson. She is visiting the Capitol today with her husband. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington, Mr. Sweet. 

Mr. SWEET. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to just make a brief statement or 

comment regarding a proposal that I am working on for con- 
gressional reapportionment. 

Mr. Speaker, after the proceedings last week, as I was 
driving home, I could not help but think that what we had 
gone through last week regarding congressional reapportion- 
ment was little better than a farce. The minority leader men- 
tioned that he had a very difficult time understanding exactly 
what was going on, and 1 am sure all the rest of us did. There 
was a steamroller going on the floor of this House, and many 
intelligent, sensible amendments were just mindlessly rejected 

of  the House today two members of the staff of the National 
Conference of State Legislatures: Cindy Simon, the program 
director of  Legislative Management; and Elgie Holstein, staff 
director on Energy and State-Federal Relations. 

STATEMENT ON LEGISLATION 
TO BE INTRODUCED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1066, 
PN 1571, entitled: 

CALENDAR RESUMED 

BILLS ON THIRD CONSIDERATION 

An Act providing for group self-insurance funds for private 
employers for workers' compensation liabilities; providing for 
the establishment of employee protections through the use of 
aggregate excess insurance and a guaranty fund and allowing 
insurance carriers to provide aggregate excess insurance for 
groups. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. GREENFIELD offered the following amendments No. 

A2526: 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
"Annual assessment." Either the modified manual 

rate or the individual fund contribution rate, as the case 
may be. 
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Amend Sec. 2, page 3, lines 19 through 21, by striking out all 
of said lines and inserting 

"Individual fund contribution rate." A rate of con- 
tribution, duly promulgated by a fund in accordance with 
law and the fund's bylaws, provided that such rate is 
determined on an "incurred claims" basis in accordance 
with sound actuarial principles, as certified by a member 
of the American Academy of Actuaries. 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 17, by insertingafter "for" 
an annual 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 17, by striking out "of modified 
manual rates" 

Amend Sec. 5. oaee 7. line 18. bv insertine a oeriod after . . . " .  
"employers" 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, lines 18 and 19, by striking out "except 
as provided in section 12." 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 27. by striking out "section 5" and . . 
inserting 

this section 
Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 27, by inserting after "depart- 

ment." 
If the fund intends to exercise its option for an individual 
fund contribution rate, said threshold information must 
include the actuarial rate-makine methodoloev. classifi- 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment offered, 2526, would say that 
the manual rates, which are the rates now charged to the 
employer for workers' compensation, rather than being the 
existing rates would be a new rate developed by actuaries 
approved by the proper authorities to develop and which 
would go far to make the cost lower presently. The present 
rates are archaic. They go to an unrealistic classification 
system and are accused of  having an overreserve policy and 
have built into them substantial private carriers' profits and 
administrative costs. I think it is desirable, if we are going to 
help the business community, if we are going to help the 
workingman of Pennsylvania, that we start out fresh, giving 
them a new lower base and lowering the whole system of 
rates. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 1 oppose the amendment 
~ - 

on the grounds that we are dealing with a very, very serious 
issue that involves disability benefits and widow benefits for 
those people who through no fault of their own became 

~~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ 
~~~~ 

cation, experience and loss-ratio procedures and factors injured on the job. 
and other supporting data utilized in arriving at the indi- The actual manual rates are an actuarial device. They have 
vidnal fund contribution rate. used the actuarial science in arriving at these manual rates. I 

Amend Sec. 7, page 9, line 18 by striking out "Each" and 
inwrtino see nothing wrong, if it is a conservative approach, with using ... "-. ....- 

If a fund does not exercise its option for an individual 
fund contribution rate, each 

Amend Sec. 9, page 10, line 19, by striking out "premium" 

the manual rate, to go in with it to create a better reserve. 
Now, if they are found to be higher than necessary, the 
employer who is paying the premiums on this will get the 

and inserting 
the annual or supplemental assessments 

Amend Set, 9, page line 23, by striking out upremium,. 
and inserting 

benefit of that surplus, which can come back to him in divi- 
dends. If we go in with the anticipation of a lower rate and 
find that that rate is not sufficient because of not having the 

the Bnnua~ or supplemental assessments 
Amend Sec. 12, page 12, lines 8 through 13, by striking out 

"IF THE FUND IS COMPOSED OF MEMBERS OF A" in line 
8, all of lines 9 through 12 and "THE FUNDS FlRST PERMIT 
YEAR." in line 13 and inserting 

,,,,less a fund elects to use an individual fund contribu. 
tion rate. 

Amend Set. 13, page 12, line 21, striking out "EXCEPT 
AS PROVIDED IN SECTION 12." and inserting 

, unless a fund elects to use an individual fund contribu- 
tion rate, in which case it may use any classification 
scheme approved by a member of the ~~~~i~~~ 
Academy of Actuaries. 

Amend Sec. 13, page 12, line 22, by striking out "this 

~ - ~ ,  

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

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, we have before us a bill 
which embodies a much-desired concept. One which is sincere 
and realistic could go far to reduce the exorbitant, high rate of  
workers' compensation insurance and he a help to both busi- 
ness and labor alike, but because of its many prohibitive 
restrictions and expense requirements, I am offering the fol- 
lowing amendments to the bill to make it workable and to 
improve it. 

same experience and so forth that the Workers' Compensa- 
tion Bureau has developed, then we will find that the fund is 
in jeopardy and it is conceivable that either a or a 
worker would be denied to which he is entitled, 
Therefore, I think going in, if they stick with the manual rates 
for like 25 months, then if it proves that those are excessive 
rates, we will have that opportunity then to hire an actuary 
and redetermine the rates based on the experience of the 
group at that time. Therefore, I oppose the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Greenfield, desire recognition? 

Mr. GREENFIELD. Yes, Mr. S~eaker .  
service." and inserting 

providing it with classifications for its participants. 
Amend Sec. 15, page 13, line 13, by inserting before "Funds" 

la) 
should be to reduce the exorbitant cost of workers' compensa- 
tion insurance, and certain we want to be that the workers are 
protected. These rates were established by actuaries and 
people knowledgeable in the field. They can again be estab- 
lished with a new review, with eliminating the present built-in 
costs of  the private insurance cariier. That is there now. If 
they are going into a new group self-insurance, why should 
they pay the same figures that are paid to private insurance 
companies making a profit? That profit is in there, and you 
are going to say, well, they are going to continue to put that 
profit in, continue to charge this amount, even though there is 
no profit to be gained. It is excessive, it is unneeded, and it is 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill 
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going to cause the defeat of this entire program. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, again 1 wish to point out 
that if the rates prove to be excessive, the employer will get the 
benefit of that, and 1 am not really concerned about the 
employer in this concept. I am more concerned with the safety 
of the fund for the benefit of the employee and/or his widow. 
1 think that is of prime importance. We are simply trying to 
develop a means where these people may go beyond the insur- 
ance company and become self-insured by grouping together 
and establishing a fund. We are not trying to change the 
workmen's compensation law. We are not going to try to 
interfere in any way, shape, or form with the benefits, but we 
do want to make sure that these people going in come up with 
the best rate available, and that seems to be the published 
rate. They are living with it now, and in 2 years' time, if they 
find that the rate is excessive, they can talk about distribution 
of dividends and/or lowering the rates on the basis of  an aclu- 
arial assumption. All I am saying is, let us go into this thing 
without any change of the sum of money going in that they 
are now paying. If they find that the fund is manageable and 
the experience is wrong, okay, they will get the benefit of that 
at a later point, but in the meanwhile we have not weakened 
the plan which could reflect on an employee. 

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

Mr. CORDISCO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment. I believe that the deviation already exists within the par- 
ticular piece of legislation, and I would urge the members also 
to vote "no." Sorry, Mr. Greenfield. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-81 

Barber Gallagher McMonagle Rieger 
Beloff Gamble Maiale Ritter 
Bersan George Manderino Racks 
Blaum Grabowski Michlovic Rybak 
Barski Greenfield Miscevich Seventy 
Brown Gruitza Morris Shupnik 
Caliagirone Horgos Mrkonic Steighner 
Clark Hutchinran, A .  Mullen Stewart 
Cohen lrvis Murphy Swaim 
Colafella ltkin O'Donnell Taylor, F. E. 
Cole Kolter Olarz Tigue 
Cowell Kowalyshyn Oliver Trella 
DeMedio Kukovich Perrarca Van Harne 
Dawida Laughlin Petrone Wambach 
Deal Lescovitz Pievsky Wargo 
Dombrawski Letterman Pistella Wiggins 
Donatucci Levin Pratt Williams. J .  D 
Duffy Livengoad Pucciarelli Worniak 
Evans Lucyk Rappaport Wright, D. R. 
Fee Mclntyre Richardson Zwikl 
Fryer 

NAYS-1 12 

Alden Fargo Lewis Showers 
Anderson Fircher Lloyd Sieminski 
Armstrong Fleck McClatchy Sirianni 
Arty Foster, W. W. McVerry Smith, B. 
Belardi Foster, Jr.. A. Mackowiki Smith, E .  H .  

Belianti 
Bittle 
Bowiei 
BO yes 
Brandt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymcr 
Cochran 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Corlett 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Durham 

Cappabianca 
DeWeese 

Frarier Madigan 
Freind Manmiller 
Callcn Marmion 
Cannon Merry 
Geist Micozrie 
Gladeck Miller 
Greenwood Moehlmann 
Grieco Mowery 
Gruppo Nahill 
Hagarty Noye 
Haluska Pendleton 
Hasay Perrel 
Hayes Peterson 
Heiser Phillips 
Hoeffel Piccola 
Honaman Pills 
Jackson Port 
Johnson Punt 
Kanuck Rasca 
Kennedy Reber 
Klingaman Salvatore 
Lashinger Saurman 
Lehr Seraiini 
Levi 

NOT VOTING-6 

Emerson Weston 
Harper 

EXCUSED-1 

Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Sruban 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wass 
Wenger 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Williams, H. 

Gray 

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

On the question recurring, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. CORDISCO offered the following amendment No. 

A5925: 

Amend Sec. 4, page 5, line 27, by striking out "$500,000" and 
inserting 

$350,000, said amount to be used exclusively for the 
payment of claims and not subject to charges for 
expenses for administration, excess insurance, claims 
handling, or any fixed costs other than those necessary 
for the payment of claims, 

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

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

Mr. CORDISCO. Mr. Speaker, this amendment offers an 
opportunity to lower the total dollar figure for the original 
financial requirement. It also guarantees the $350,000 solely 
for claims without infringement of administrative expenses. I 
believe this amendment has been agreed to by both sides of 
the aisle, and I would urge my colleagues to support it. Thank 
you. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. I d o  agree with the amendment and 
hope that you will support it. I think it really strengthens the 
bill. It really earmarks claim money as it should be ear- 
marked, and it certainly is a very meaningful amendment. It 
makes a good bill better. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Greenfield. 
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Mr. GREENFIELD. I also agree t o  the amendment as an  
improvement of the bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-192 

Alden Fee 
Anderson Fischer 
Armstrong Fleck 
Arty Foster, W. W. 
Barber Foster, Jr., A. 
Belardi Frazier 
Belfanti Freind 
Beloff Fryer 
Berson Gallagher 
Bittle Gallen 

Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 

Blaum 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 

Gamble Manmiller 
Gannon Mar rnion 
Geist Merry 
George Michlovic 
Gladeck Micorrie 
Grabowski Miller 
Greenfield Moehlmann 
Greenwood Morris 
Grieco Mawery 
Gruitra Mrkonic 

Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminiki 
Siiianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith. E. H 
~ r n l t h :  L. E 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 

Cessar Gruppa Mullcn Sweet 
Cimini Hagarty Murphy Swift 
Civera Haluska Nahill Taddonio 
Clark Hasay Noye Taylor. E. Z. 
Clymer Hayes O'Donnell Taylor, F. E.  
Cochran Heiser Olasr Telek 
Cohen Hoeffel Oliver Tigue 
Colafella Honarnan Pendleton Trello 
Cole Hargas Perrel Van Horne 
Cordisco Hutchinson. A. Peterson Vroon 
Cornell lrvis Petrarca Wachob 
Coslett ltkin Petrone Wambach 
Cowell Jackson Phillips Wargo 
Cunningham Johnson Piccola Wass 
DeMedio Kanuck Pieviky Wenger 
DeVerter Kennedy Pistella Weston 
Daikeler Klingaman Pitts Wiggins 
Davies Kolter Pot1 Williams. H. 
Dawida Kowalyshyn Pratt Wilson 
Deal Kukovich Punt Wogan 
Dietr Lashinger Rappaport Worniak 
Dininni Laughlin Rasca Wright, D. R. 
Dambrowski Lehr Reber Wright, J .  L. 
Danatucci Lescovitz Richardson Wright. R. C. 
Dorr Letterman Rieger Zwikl 
Duffy Levi Ritter 
Durham Levin Rocks Ryan, 
Evans Lewis Rybak Speakcr 
Fargo Livengood 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-7 

Borski Emerson Miscevich Williams, J. D. 
DeWeese Harper Pucciarelli 

EXCUSED-I 

Gray 

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

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

amended? 

Mr. GREENFIELD offered the following amendments No. 
A2533: 

Amend Sec. 5, page 6, lines 24 through 30; page 7, lines I and 
2, by striking out all of lines 24 through 30, page 6, all of line 1 
and "(4)" in line 2 on page 7 and inserting 

(3) 
Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 17, by striking out "(5)" and 

inserting 
(4) 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 20, by striking out "(6)" and 
inserting 

(5) 
Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 25, by striking out "(7)" and 

inserting 
(6) 

Amend Sec. 5, page 7, line 26, by striking out "(8)" and 
inserting 

(7) 
Amend Sec. 15, page 13, line 13, by inserting before "Funds" 

(a) 
Amend Sec. IS, page 13, line 13, by striking out "shall" and 

inserting 
may 

Amend Sec. 15, page 13, lines 17 through 21, by striking out 
"The department may in accordance" in line 17 and all of lines 
I8 through21 

On the question, 
Wi!l the House agree t o  the amendments? 

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, this amendment makes 
excess insurance optional rather than mandatory. Excess 
insurance is taken out to cover for  one big loss or  many over 
an  aggregate period. We were informed in the committee 
hearings that this point would make the bill unworkable in the 
fact that the cost is so prohibitive that no fund could afford it, 
and, therefore, I am saying that this amendment proves the 
sincerity of those who are sponsoring it, hoping that this will 
not go forward, and offering it t o  the community as a sop. 

Mr. Speaker, I am saying that if this amendment is not put 
in, you will find that this plan is not used, not worked, does 
not help anyone in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I oppose this amend- 
ment on the basis of the fact that excess insurance is being 
used in many of the States which are already permitting such 
type of self-insurance. It would appear t o  me again that if we 
want a strong plan, a plan where the employees' benefits will 
not be endangered, certainly excess insurance is very vital to a 
plan, particularly in the initial stages. When you go into this 
thing and you do  not have sufficient premium for one of those 
long, long claims, expensive claims, you could very quickly 
knock that reserve down. Let us assume, too, that there would 
be a collapse of a building under construction as we had read 
about a year or so ago, where many, many people were killed 
in the course of their work. Certainly, t o  have excess insur- 
ance is much needed if we are going to have any type of secp- 
rity in this type of self-insurance. 
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Mr. GREENFIELD offered the following amendments No. The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
A2532: I Lehigh, Mr. Ritter. 

Amend Sec. 8, page 10, lines 10 through 12, by striking out 
"A NEGATIVE determination of the fund shall be deemed" in 
line LO and all of lines I I and 12 

Amend Sec. 15, page 13, line 13, by inserting before "Funds" 
(a) 

Amend Sec. 21, page 17, line 21, by removing the colon after 
"Court" and inserting a period 

Amend Sec. 21, page 17, lines 21 through 24, by striking out 
"Provided. however. That the" in lines 21 and all of lines 22 

Mr. RITTER. I rise to support the amendment. As I read 
the bill, it seems to me that one person would have the right to 
reject an application for a potential membership. Now, I do 
not have any problem with giving one person the right to 
reject, but I think it is wrong therefore to put in the bill that 
the rejected applicant has no right to appeal. I think that is 
giving a tremendous amount of authority to one person to say 
that I do not want that particular group or that person to join 

through 24 I the fund, and then that individual has~no right whatsoever to 

On the question, 
Will the Hnuse aeree tn the amendment$? - ~~~~ ~ ~~ ---- ~. ~ ~~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ . ~ ~ .  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - .  

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the bill denies the right 
of appeal for a company that wishes to appeal the verdict or 
the decision of a group to eliminate them from that particular 
group. We believe this is un-American, Mr. Speaker. Every- 
one should have the right to appeal to the courts of law as to 
the reasons that he is being denied access and opportunity to 
that particular group. Mr. Speaker, I urge acceptance and 
adoption of this amendment. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I oppose this particular 
amendment, too, on the basis that here we have a group of 
employers who are going to put their whole business at stake 
on this thing as well as the orderly management of the fund. It 
certainly would appear to me that the people who have 
grouped together should have the right to reject another 
person who is trying to force his way in. Number one, if he is 
rejected, it is because the members d o  not choose to take him. 
This is really no different than what the insurance industry 
does today. You can apply for workmen's comp for the 
company and they can turn you down. 

Now, if a group is more or less forming a partnership and 
here comes a guy, and maybe for ethical reasons, whatever 
they may be, they just do not want him in the group, I think 
they should be given that right. Now, however, if it is based 
on constitutional grounds, then that is provided for in the 
proposed legislation. 

Therefore, I oppose the thing. I just d o  not think it is right 
to force the will of some person onto a group where he is just 
not accepted. Again, he does have his constitutional rights. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Greenfield, 
desire recognition? 

Mr. GREENFIELD. I guess so. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. GREENFIELD. 1 think everyone deserves a right to a 

further hearing before a court of law, and 1 think if someone 
is turned down by the Insurance Department, I believe-l am 
not an attorney, but-l believe he can go to make an appeal to 
the courts for the reasons and expect the reasons he given. Mr. 
Speaker, I think this is only the right thing to do and the 
American thing to do. 

I appeal. 
I think Mr. Greenfield's amendment makes sense. Why 

should anybody not have the right to appeal a decision that 
they believe to be unfair, particularly when one individual has 
the right to make that decision? I think it is a good amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker. I think we ought to accept it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from - - 
McKean, Mr. Mackowski, for the second time on the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I repeat opposition to this because I think 

what you are doing, you also put the excess carrier in a spot of 
accepting someone who is not acceptable to a group, not to an 
individual. To begin with, they have to have a minimum of 
five firms going into this situation, so in the trust agreement 
they must take every protection to avoid an unwanted firm in 
the place because of experience or other things. If it is on con- 
stitutional grounds, that is a different matter and he has that 
right, but do not force this group of people to accept an unde- 
sirable if that is the way they feel about it. I think if you go to 
an agency in the general insurance business, you will find even 
the agents many times will not take a client for various 
reasons and will quickly refer them to the State fund where 
they can get their coverage and at manual rates. So I do not 
think we are denying anybody their right. We are denying the 
group the right to have members who they feel are reliable. 

Remember, when they get into this thing, they have to sign 
an agreement that they are jointly and severably responsible. 
That is a pretty big bite. It is their own business, their liveli- 
hood, on the line on this thing, and now we are going to force 
an unwanted firm on them. 1 just do not think that is a proper 
way to do business. I do not think anyone would want to enter 
a partnership if they did not want the other partner, and it is 
that simple. So I oppose the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-100 

Barber Fargo Lloyd Ritter 
Belfanti Fee Lucyk Rocks 
Belaff Fischer Melntyre Rybak 
Berson Fryer McMonagle Seventy 
Blaum Gallagher Maiale Shupnik 
Borski Gamble Manderino Stairs 
Brown George Michlovic Steighner 
Burns Grabowski Miscevich Stewan 
Caltagirone Greenfield Morris Stuban 
Cappabianca Gruitza Mrkonic Swaim 
Cawley Haluska Mullen SweeI 
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Clark 
Cohen 
Coiafella 
Cole 
Cordisca 
Coweii 
DeMedio 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Duffy 
Evans 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Beiardi 
Bittle 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Burd 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
DeVener 
Daikeler 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Darr 
Durham 
Fleck 

Civera 
Davies 

G n u  

Harper Murphy 
Hoeffel O'Donneli 
Horgos Olasz 
Hutchinson, A. Oliver 
lrvis Pendleton 
Itkin Petrarca 
Kolter Petrone 
Kowaiyshyn Pievsky 
Kukovich Pistella 
Laughlin Pratt 
Lescovitr Pucciarelli 
Letterman Rappaport 
Levin Richardson 
Livengood Rieger 

NAYS-93 

Foster. W .  W. McClatchy 
Foster, Jr., A .  McVerry 
Frazier Mackowski 
Gallen Madigan 
Cannon Manmiller 
Geist Marmion 
Gladeck Merry 
Greenwood Micozzie 
Grieco Miller 
Gruppo Maehlmann 
Hagarty Nahill 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes Perzel 
Heiser Peterson 
Honaman Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Johnson Pitts 
Kanuck Pott 
Kennedy Punt 
Klingaman Rasco 
Lashinger Reher 
Lehr Salvatore 
Levi Saurman 
Lewis Serafini 

NOT VOTING-6 

Emerson Mawery 
Freind 

EXCUSED-I 

Taylor, F. E. 
Tigue 
Treiio 
Van Horne 
Wachob 
Wamhach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wiggins 
Williams, H. 
Williams, J.  D 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Zwiki 

Showers 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stevens 
Swift 
Taddonia 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Teiek 
Vroan 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright. R .  C 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Wilson 

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

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

amended? 
Mr. GREENFIELD offered the following amendments No. 

A2531: 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, lines 7 and 8, by striking 
out both of said lines and inserting 

Section 18. Contributions to Workmen's 
Compensation Security Fund. 

Amend Sec. 15, page 13, line 13, by inserting before "Funds" 
(a) 

Amend Sec. 18, page 14, lines 22 through 30; page 15, lines 1 
through 30; page 16, lines I through 16, by striking out all of said 
lines on said oaaes and inserting 

No.470), known as the "Workmen's Compensation Security 
Fund Act," an amount equal to 1% of the sum of its annual and 
supplemental assessments, less dividends. 

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

AMENDMENTS DIVIDED 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Greenfield, who divides the question on 
amendment A2531 to delete from consideration the fifth and 

, sixth lines of the said amendment, starting with the words 
"Amend Sec. 15" and on the next line the small letter (a), 
these lines already having been inserted in the bill by the prior 
amendment. Is that correct, Mr. Greenfield? 

Mr. GREENFIELD. That is the wav I understand it. Mr. ~ ~ - 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Greenfield. 
Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1 urge adoption. 
Are we now talking about the amendment as divided or the 

reason for dividing? 

I The SPEAKER. We are talking now about the amendment 
as divided which has eliminated those two lines. 

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the balance of the 
amendment eliminates the creation of a new guaranty fund 
and uses the existing Workmen's Compensation Security 
Fund. Mr. Speaker, the individuals going into these groups 
are presently paying into that Workmen's Compensation 
Security Fund and should gain the benefit of the solvency and 
the moneys that they have put into it and not create a new 
guaranty fund which presently would not have the adequate 
protection in the beginning that Mr. Mackowski is so con- 
cerned about. It could only develop to the extent of what they 
have been involved in previously over a long period of time. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this particular amendment 
out of good sense. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I oppose this amend- 
ment on the grounds that we are trying to establish another 
means of protection for the employee. If we permit these self- 
insureds to lean on an existing fund, I think we are taking 
some rights away from that fund. Now, on the other hand, let 1 us consider the whole subject as far as self-insurance. There 
are many of the major corporations here within our State 
which are currently self-insured and do not contribute to that 
fund. We are trying to put this group plan basically along 
those same lines. 

1 What the self-insureds now do, they post a bond and they 
d o  other things in order to provide that extra layer of protec- 
tion, hut it is reviewed annually by Labor and Industry as 
these nlans will also be reviewed by the deoartment as to their 

shall pay to the woikmen's Compensation ~ec"rity Fund, 
created and existing under the act of July I, 1937 (P.L.2532, I 

Section 18. ' contributions to Workmen's Compensation 
Security Fund. 

For the purpose of assuring to persons entitled thereto the 
provided by the workmen3s compensation law for 

emolovments insured bv insolvent funds hereunder. each fund 

safety. But to create a fund in the case of a default- Remem- 
ber, to even invade this thing, you have gone through your 
basic premiums or manual rate and the reserve setup match. 
You have gone through that. Then You have gone through 
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your excess insurance. Then you get into the fact that they are 
jointly and severably responsible, and you wipe them out 
before this thing is even approached. So we have got many 
layers there, but this fund should be necessary in case a group, 
through either mismanagement or just a bad stroke of experi- 
ence, finds themselves without any further funds. 

Now, let us say we get into a point of litigation on these 
things, foreclosures and so forth, and the money is not being 
paid then to the man or woman who should be receiving it. 
This fund would permit payment at that particular point after 
60 days so that the payments could be made to them from this 
fund until the whole horrible mess is cleaned up. 

So I again think that we should create this thing on the basis 
of guaranteeing the employee the right of benefits when he 
deserves them. Consequently, I would hate to see another 
layer of protection taken from them, which could get us in- 
Let us assume, okay, we are going to lean on the other fund. 
We may lean on it until the courts decide otherwise, and 1 am 
sure the insurance industry would immediately take the thing 
to court, and it could blow the whole bit. 1 just do not think 
that is what we really want to do, so I oppose the amendment. 

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

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, there were many words 
expressed, but for the life of me I cannot see how we protect 
the employees by creating as of tomorrow a new guaranty 
fund over a present solvent guaranty fund which has been in 
existence for X amount of years. I do not see it, Mr. Speaker. 
You will have to explain that one to me again. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. 1 would like to point out the fact that 
this guaranty fund which we are talking about is paid for by 
the insurers and is for their benefit more than anyone else's. 
Now, what we are attempting to d o  is not lean on them but 
establish one because it would be in concept with this self- 
insurance as it now exists within the State of Pennsylvania. So 
1 would appreciate a negative vote to the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-89 

Barber Fee Lucyk Richardson 
Belfanti Fischer Mclntyre Rieger 
Beloff Fryer McMonagle Ritter 
Beraon Gallagher Maiale Rocks 
Blaum Gamble Manderino Rvbak 
Borski 
Brown 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cowell 
DeMedio 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Deal 
Domhrawski 
Donatucci 

George 
Greenfield 
Gruitra 
Haluska 
Harper 
Horgos 
Hutchinson, A. 
lrvis 
ltkin 
Kolter 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Laughlin 
Lescovilz 
Letterman 

Michlavic 
Miscevich 
Morris 
Mrkanic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Pievsky 
Pistella 
Pratt 

~ i v e n t y  
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Swaim 
Taylor, F. E. 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Wambach 
Warga 
Wiggins 
Wjlliams, H.  
Williams, J .  D. 
Wozniak 

Ouffy 
Durham 

I Evans 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Any 
Belardi 
Bittle 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandr 
Burd 
Burns 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dietz 

Levin Pucciarelli 
Livengood Rappaport 

Fargo Lloyd 
Fleck McClatchy 
Foster, W. W. MeVerry 
Foster, Jr.. A .  Mackowski 
Frazier Madigan 
Gallen Manmiller 
Gannon Marmion 
Geist Merry 
Gladeck Micozrie 
Greenwood Miller 
Crieco Moehlmann 
Gruppo Mowery 
Hagarty Nahill 
Hasay Noye 
Hayes Perrel 
Heiser Peterson 
Hoeffel Phillips 
Honaman Piccola 
Jackson Pitts 
Johnson Pot1 
Kanuck Punt 
Kennedy Raaco 
Klingaman Reber 
Lashinger Salvatore 
Lehr Saurman 
Levi Serafini 

Wright, D. R. 
Zwikl 

Showers 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H.  
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Stuhan 
Swift 
Taddanio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Telek 
Vroon 
w a s  
Wenger 
Weston 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wright, J. L. 

Rvan. 
speaker 

I NOT VOTING-6 

Emerson Grabowski Wachoh Wright. R. C. 
Freind Sweet 

EXCUSED-I 

The question was determined in the negative, and the 
amendments as divided were not agreed to. 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

Does the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Letterman, desire 
recognition on final passage? 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. I would like to interrogate Mr. 

Mackowski.  lease. . . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, could you explain to me what happens to the 

money if a company would go bankrupt? 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. What company is going bankrupt? 
Mr. LETTERMAN. That is creating this fund. 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. If the claims exceed the fund and also 

the excess insurance, then the various firms are forced into 
bankruptcy so that those claims can be paid. If this is inade- 
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quate, then it goes to the guaranty fund for payment. That is 
about as far as you can go. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. You mean the company would reserve 
the right to keep that money? 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. No. It does not belong to him at this 
point. It belongs to the injured employees for those claims 
that are there. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. What if you had no injured employees 
but you had built a fund and they went bankrupt? Where 
would this money go? This bill does not speak to it. That is 
one of the fallacies of the bill. 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Maybe I do not quite understand your 
question, but are you saying that, let us say, there are five 
firms involved and one goes broke? 

Mr. LETTERMAN. No. I am saying there is one company. 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. Okay. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Your bill says that one to five can 

establish this fund. Right? 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. No. You have to have five. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. You have to have five? 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. You have to have five. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. I did not read it like that, so that does 

explain it. 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. If one of those bellies up, then the 

other four are liable for claims. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Okay. Thank you very much. I 

misread the bill then. 
The SPEAKER. On the question, the Chair recognizes the 

gentleman, Mr. Greenfield. 
Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to oppose the bill. 

I rise because it is the ghost of a bill which might have been. 
As 1 said before, we adopt and we are for this kind of a 
concept, but this bill has too many cost factors, too many 
restrictions in it to be a viable, workable bill. It is a Trojan 
horse. It is one which is thrown down and said, we are going 
to use a good bill, we are going to use a good plan, and then 
when it is not used, say, okay, now, no one took advantage of 
this, so we are going to have to do something else. And you 
know what that something else is. It is going to be reducing 
the benefits of the workers of this Commonwealth. 

Mr. Speaker, anyone interested in the ultimate end of the 
working men and women of this Commonwealth should 
oppose this particular bill as being unworkable and one which 
will be used against them at a future date. Mr. Speaker, I 
oppose the hill. 

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

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support this legislation. 
The Subcommittee on Small Business of this House has held a 
series of hearings across Pennsylvania over the last 18 months 
or  so. One of  the most frequently mentioned problems of 
small business people in Pennsylvania is workmen's compen- 
sation, and one of the most frequently mentioned solutions to 
that problem is the bill we now have before us. 

Mr. Speaker, the small business people of Pennsylvania 
perceive this particular solution to be workable, to be one 
which they believe will help improve the economy of Pennsyl- 
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vania and improve their ability to contribute to the improve- 
ment of Pennsylvania's economy. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to support the bill and urge my colleagues to vote "yes." 

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise to support the bill. 
This concept has been passed by this House previously and we 
worked on this a term back, and this is a bill that is very 
similar to that. I think that the charges made by a previous 
speaker are unfounded, because one of the assets that the 
foundrymen, 1 think, in this State have found is similar action 
which they have taken which has greatly improved their finan- 
cial outlook and has also helped them with this problem that 
they have been struggling with for years. So, therefore, 1 
would endorse this legislation wholeheartedly. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this 
legislation. 1 think it is most meaningful. I think it updates the 
State of Pennsylvania as it compares to other States who have 
permitted this type of self-insurar::e among groups for the 
past 25 years and have proven it to be very successful. Now, 
when I say "successful," that means they are paying the 
claims that are due. 

Now, we do not want to take anything away from the 
deserving, but we do feel he needs all the protections that he is 
entitled to to make certain that he gets them. Sure, you say 
this is maybe ultraconservative as far as the layers of protec- 
tion, but what is wrong with going into this thing to createand 
build a good fund that can return to the employee part of his 
contribution with successful management, excess interest, and 
so on that relates to the creation of profits to an insurance 
company? We want business in the State of Pennsylvania to 
be able to thrive, and in the current economy any assistance 
we can provide to hold their cost down is very vital. It is vital 
to the workingman, not just to the disabled man. We want 
firms to be active in the State of Pennsylvania and have the 
opportunities tocreateadditional jobs. 

I think this piece of legislation is twofold. It takes care of 
the workingperson whether he be disabled or not, and I think 
it is being really a major step in the right direction. 1 would 
appreciate your support for the working people and the 
employers in the State of Pennsylvania. 

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

Mr. CORDISCO. Mr. Speaker, I also rise to support this 
particular piece of legislation. And using the words of my 
fellow colleague, Representative Greenfield, it is accurate that 
this particular piece of legislation and this idea that we are 
presenting here today is not for everyone. We are restricting 
it, and there are good reasons why we are attempting to do 
that, because we are guaranteeing those employees whom we 
are concerned about that there will be payment if there should 
be a claim that should arise sometime in the future. And I 
think more importantly what we are trying to do here today is 
to reduce the cost of workmen's comp in the State of Pennsyl- 
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Mr. LETTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, could you tell me if 
anyone has looked into what the cost would be to the firms 

I MEMBER'S PRESENCE RECORDED 

vania, and by reducing that, we can also attract companies 
that are now presently outside of the State of Pennsylvania 
and, therefore, possibly looking forward to creating more 
jobs in Pennsylvania. 

We are not mandating anything here today. All we are 
simply doing is giving corporations within the State of Penn- 
sylvania the option to look towards self-group workmen's 
comp insurance, and I urge everyone here to support this par- 
ticular piece of legislation if in fact during your campaign you 
promised to seek jobs for Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
Greenfield, for the second time on the question. 

Mr. GREENFIELD. Mr. Speaker, all the comments made 
in favor of the bill would he fine if this bill and this plan were 
ever to get into existence. But those who appeared before the 
committee, knowledgeable people, actuaries, members of  the 
labor community, others, said that this bill is prohibitive; it 
will not work; it is going nowhere. I said in my initial remarks, 
if it goes nowhere, then those who wish to work on the backs 
of the workingmen are going to say, yes, we offered you a 
plan; there was a plan out there; no one wants to use it; there- 
fore, our only alternative is to cut benefits. There are bills in 
the committee to d o  just that at the present time. We are very 
concerned about that, Mr. Speaker. 

We want a viable bill. This bill will not work; it is going to 
be used as an excuse against the workingmen of our Common- 
wealth. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Centre, Mr. Let- 
terman, desire recognition? 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I interrogate Mr. Mackowski, please? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will stand for 

interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Letterman, may proceed. 

things are happening. If we do no more than that, let us help 
the employer save some money so he can continue to operate 
his business and not at the jeopardy of the employee. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. You still really have not answered my 
question on what my fear is. My fear is, there is a numerous 
amount of companies that would come out of the regular 
Workmen's Compensation Fund. Okay? What will happen to 
the other firms? 

Now, Mr. Cordisco said he wants to maintain jobs in Penn- 
sylvania, make sure people come here because that fund is a 
good fund. But is that going to raise the cost to the remaining 
companies? 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. It hasnot in other States. 
Mr. LETTERMAN. Do you have the facts on that? 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. There is a limited number of groups 

that can be formed basically in the State, and they have not 
upset the insurance industry in any of the States where they 
are now being able to self-insure, if that answers your ques- 
tion. This will give them a third opportunity instead of just 
two. That isall. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Do you have any information con- 
cerning the amount of money that the Workmen'sCompensa- 
tion Fund must carry now? Is there a limit tbey must carry in 
that fund, or is it because they are an insurance company that 
they do not have a limit? 

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, is it your concern that 
this will shrink the market so that the insurance companies are 
no longer interested in doing business in the State? 

Mr. LETTERMAN. That is what I am concerned about. 
Mr. MACKOWSKI. Well, that is why I say, yes, we have 

had testimony to the effect that it has not created that kind of 
problem in other States. 

Mr. LETTERMAN. Okay. Thank you very much. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE CANCELED 

the State or an insurance company, which is the only direction C O N ~ I D E R ~ ~ ~ ~ N  OF HB ,066 CO~TINUED 
tbey can go, all we are doing is giving them an opportunity to 
get the benefits within their own group that an insurance MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

that choose not to join this type of fund? Would that cause an 
increase in what they would have to pay? 

Mr. MACKOWSK1. There should not be any change in 
what they are paying right now. If they are insured with either 

~h~ SPEAKER. ~h~ chair  recognizes the from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Gray, who asks that his name be removed 
from the leave list and be placed on the master roll call. 

some of the carriers that they now have, and all sorts of nice 1 

company might consider as a profit to themselves. Now, they 
are doing everything that they can to protect the worker and 
do it on a sound basis. 

This is effective in many States. In Florida they have had it 
for 25 years, and it follows along the basic lines that we are 
discussing here. 1 think we have added some improvements to 
protect again, basically, the employees. They are the ones 
whom we are most concerned with, and as a result, you must 
let an employer avail himself to any opportunity he can to get 
a reduction in premium. I understand from some of these 
groups who have formed companies on their own outside the 
country, all of a sudden their members were approached by 

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

Mr. McMONAGLE. Mr. Speaker, I sat through these hear- 
ings on this bill. I have a great deal of problems with it. Since 
we are the Labor Relations Committee, I felt this bill should 
be recommitted-and I am going to make the motion to 
recommit this bill-to the Insurance Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the 
motion of the gentleman, Mr. McMonagle, that HB 1066, 
with amendments, be recommitted to the Committee on 
Insurance. 



Mr. PITTS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The House Committee on Labor Relations has a lot of leg- 

islation dealing with workers' compensation which the 
Speaker has referred there. This bill was the result of a 
number of hearings last session which the committee chair- 
man, Representative Wilt, held and sponsored. Our commit- 
tee thi5 session held a number o f  hearings, called in experts 
from all over the State, and had a good dral of out-of-State 

1982 LEGISLATIVE 

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

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

Mr. MACKOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, 1 would hope the 
members understand that this thing has been worked over at 
least 3 years that 1 have been involved with Labor Relations. 
It has been through it over and over again. Really, it is not a 
consideration for the lnsurance Committee at  this particular 
point. It will prove nothing. Let us get a bill going that will 
help the employers and the employees in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania and stop playing games with it. Let us get this thing 
done so we can benefit the State and not drag our feet as can 
be done with that type of maneuver. 1 would appreciate it if 
you will oppose the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman, Mr. 
McMonagIe, on the tnotion to recommit. 

Mr. McMONAGLE. I agree with the speaker that I sat 
through the hearings for 3 years also, and there are a lot o f  
problems with this bill yet. This is strictly an insurance bill, 
and 1 can see problems with this. I can see a large company 
being in this group, going out of business, and taking four 
other companies with it. I think we need more protections in 
this bill, and I think this bill ought to be sent to the lnsurance 
Committee. Let the Insurance Committee handle it, because it 
is an insurance bill. I know it came out of Labor Relations, 
but 1 think the lnsurance Committee ought to have input into 
the bill, and then we can bring it back out. 

We have other bills we can deal with at the same time in our 
own committee protecting the workers o f  this State. I do  not 
want workers losing their jobs. 1 do  not want workers getting 
hurt and not getting paid. I do  not want companies that 
should be in the plan not t o  be allowed in the plan. I think this 
bill needs more work, and I ask the members t o  vote in favor 
of sending it back to  committee. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Chester, Mr. 
Pitts, desire recognition'? The gentleman is in order and may 
~ r o c e e d .  

Rieger 
Ritter 
Racks 
Rybak 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Tigue 
Trella 
Van Horne 
Wambach 
War go 
Wiggins 
Williams, H. 
Williams, J. D. 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Zwikl 

JOURNAL-HOUSE 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-86 

Barber Fee McMonagle 
Belfanti Fryer Maiale 
Rcloff Galiaghcr Manderino 
Berson Gamble Michlovic 
Borski George Miacevich 
B~~~~ Grabowski Morris 
Caitagirone Gray Mrkanic 
Cappabianca Greenfield Mullen 
Clark Gruitza Murphy 
cohen Harper O'Dannell 
Colafelia Hargos Olasz 
Cole Hutchinson, A. Oliver 
Cordisco Irvis Pendletan 
caweii ltkin Petrarca 
DcMedio Kolter Petrone 
DcWeeie Kowalyshyn Pievsky 
Dawida Kukovich Pistella 
~~~i L a u g h l i ~  Pratt 
Dombrowski Lescovit? Puceiarelli 
Uonatucci 1,etterman Rappaport 

Levin Richardson 
Mclntyre 

NAYS-112 

Alden Fischei Livengood 
Fleck Lloyd 

Armstrong Foster, W .  W. Lucyk 
*"y Foster, J r . ,  A. McClatchy 
Belardi Frazier McVerry 
Bittle Freind Madigan 
Biaum Gailen Manmiller 
Bowser Gannon Marmion 
B ~ y e b  Geist Merry 
Brsndt Cliadeck Micozzie 
Burd Greenwood Miller 

Grieco Moehlmann 
Cawlry Gruppo Mowery 
C,,,,, Hagarty Nahill 
Cimini Haiuska Naye 
Ci'era Hasay Perzel 
Ciymer Hayes Peterson 
Cochran Heiser Phillips 
Cornell Haeffcl Piccola 
Cosiert Hanaman Pit15 
Cunningham Jackson Pott 
DeVerter Johnson Punt 
Daikeler Kanuck Rasco 

Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taddanio 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wilson 
wogan 

Davics Kennedy Reber Wright, J .  L. 
Diet? Klingaman Salvatore Wright, R. C. 
Dininni Lashinger Saurman 
Dorr Lehr Serafini Ryan, 
Durham Lcvi Showers Speaker 
Fargo I.ewis 

NOT VOTING-2 

Emerson Mackowski 
EXCUSED-0 

testimony on the record, and this is the result of months o f  
deliberation. The question was determined in the negative, and the 

The bill has been on the caleodar for several months. The motion was not agreed 

committee has had ample time to  consider all of these amend- 
ments, and I rise to oppose the motion to recommit to another 
committee. Mr. Speaker, I feel that the deliberative process 
has gone well this far, and I think the House deserves a vote 
on the issue. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

On the queslion recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-123 

Alden Fleck Lucyk Sieminrki 
Ander~on Foster, W. W .  McClatchy Sirianni 
Armhtrong Foster, Jr. ,  A. McVerry Smith, B. 
Artv Frarier Mackowski Smith. E. H 
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Belardi 
Belfanti 
Bittle 
Blaum 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Burd 
Burns 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clvmer 
Cochran 
Cordisfo 
Cornell 
Coslett 
DeVerter 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fischer 

Barber 
Beloff 
Bersan 
Borski 
Brown 
Caltagirone 
Clark 
Cahen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cowell 
DeMedio 

Freind 
Fryer 
Gallen 
Gannon 
Gcist 
Gladeck 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Haeffel 
Hanaman 

Madigan 
Manmiller 
Marmion 
Merry 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Moehlrnann 
Mowery 
Nahill 
Noye 
Pendletan 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Piccola 

Jackson P~tts 
Johnson Pott 
Kanuck Pratt 
Kennedy Punt 
Kllngaman Rasca 
Kowalyshyn Reber 
Lash~nger Rltter 
Lehr Rybak 
Lev, Salvatore 
Lewls Saurman 
Llvengoad Serafin, 
Lloyd Showers 

Fee 
Gallagher 
Gamble 
George 
Crabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Gruitza 
Haluska 
Harper 
Horgos 
Hutchinson. 

Levin 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Michlovic 
Miscevich 
Morris 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 

A.  O'Dannell 

Smith, L. E.  
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Stuban 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E.  Z 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachoh ~ ~~~~- 

Wambafh 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wrieht. J .  L. 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Pucciarelli 
Rappaport 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Racks 
Seventy 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Tavlor. F F . ~  , ~ -. 

DeWeese lrvis Olasz ~ r i l l a  
Dawida ltkin Oliver Wargo 
Deal Kolter Petrarca Wiggins 
Dombrowski Kukavich Petrane Williams, H. 
Donatucci Laughlin Pievsky Williams, J.  D. 
Duffy Lescovitz Pistella Warniak 
b a n s  Letterman 

N O T  VOTING-3 

Cunningham Emerson Wilson 
EXCUSED-0 

T h e  majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the  affirmative, the  question was determined in the  affirma- 
tive. 

Ordered, T h a t  the  clerk present the  same t o  the  Senate for  
concurrence. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

T h e  S P E A K E R .  For  what purpose does the  gentleman 
f r o m  Berks, Mr. Davies, rise? 

M r .  DAVIES.  M r .  Speaker,  o n  the  Greenfield amendment 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

T h e  House proceeded t o  third consideration of  HB 726, PN 
1964, entitled: 

An Act requiring the installation and maintenance of smoke 
detectors in certain hotels and motels; conferring powers and 
imposing duties on  the local fire departments and fire companies. 

O n  the question, 
Will the  House agree t o  the  bill o n  third consideration? 
Mr.  FLECK offered the  following amendments No. A5901: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 3, by inserting after "on" 
the Department of Labor and Industry; providing for 
inspections by 

Amend Title, page I,  line 4, by striking out "and" and insert- 
ing 

o r  
Amend Title, page 1, line 4, by removing the period after 

"companies" and inserting 
or certain contractors and providing penalties. 

Amend Bill, page 1, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 
Section 1. The following words and phrases when used in 

this act shall have, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, 
the meanings given to  them in this section: 

"Hotels and motels." Includes any and all buildings held 
open to the public as places where transient persons may he 
housed for  comoensation. 

"lntegrated~smoke detection system." A system whereby 
the activation of at least one detector on  a t  least two different 
levels, if there are two levels, o r  a t  least two detectors on  one 
level, if there is only one level, causes the activation of a n  alarm 
system throughout a hotel o r  motel, so  that an alarm is audible 
(not less than 85 decibels) in all guest rooms of a hotel o r  motel. 

Amend Sec. 1, page I ,  line 1, by striking out "1" and insert- 
ing 

2 
Amend Sec. 1, page 1, line 9, by striking out "a home" and 

inserting 
any 

Amend Sec. I, page 1, line 12, by striking out "shall" and 
inserting 

Amend ~ e c .  1, page 2, line 3, by inserting after "detector." 
Records of the inspections shall he retained on the premises in the 
office o f  the person in charge of the hotel o r  motel. The records 
shall be available for inspection by the fire chief of the fire 
department o r  company which protects the area in which the 
hotel or motel is located o r  by an authorized representative of the 
Department of Labor and Industry. 

Amend Sec. 2,  page 2, line 8, by striking out "2" and insert- 
ing 

2 

Amend Sec. 2 ,  oaee 2. line 8. hv inserting after "Each" .. - . . . - 
30 linear feet of 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 8, bv inserting after "hallway" 
~ ~ r - - -  

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 12, by inserting after "source." 
The detectors required by this section shall he installed so 
as to  provide an integrated smoke detection system. 

Amend Sec. 2. oaee 2. line 14. bv strikinE out "Such smoke . .  - . . . 
A2532 t o  H B  1066, 1 was o u t  of  my  seat. I would like t o  be I detectors shall" and inserting 

) tence, include the inspection o f  a t  least one smoke detector on 

recorded in the  affirmative. 
The SPEAKER' The Of lhe gentleman will be 

spread upon  the  record. 

Section 4. (a) There shall he conducted an annual random 
inspection of a t  least 5% of the smoke detectors required by 
section 2 t o  be installed in each hotel o r  motel room. Such inspec- 
tion shall notwithstanding the provisions o f  the preceding sen- 
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each floor of such hotel or motel. The smoke detectors shall be 
inspected and tagged by the fire department or company which 
protects the area in which the hotel or motel is located or by an 
outside contractor approved and designated by such fire depart- 
ment or fire company. 

(h) All of the smoke detectors required by section 3 shall 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 17, by striking out ". Such fire 

department or fire company may" and inserting 
or by an outside contractor approved and designated by 
such fire department or fire company. 

(c) The fire department, fire company or authorized 
outside contractor which performs the inspections 
required by subsections (a) and (b) may 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 19, by striking out "the inspec- 
tion" and inserting 

both the inspections required by this section 
Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by striking out "AND" and 

inserting 
but the fee 

Amend Sec. 2, page 2, line 20, by inserting after "MAN- 
HOUR" 
and the total fee shall not exceed $100. 

(d) Records of the inspections required by this section shall 
be retained on the premises in the office of the person in charge of 
the hotel or motel. The records shall be available for inspection 
by the fire chief of the fire department or company which pro- 
tects the area in which the hotel or motel is located or by an 
authorized representative of the Department of Labor and indus- 
try. 

Amend Sec. 3,  page 2, line 21, by striking out "3" and insert- 
ing 

5 
Amend Sec. 4, page 2, line 27, by striking out "4" and insert- 

ing 
6 

Amend Sec. 4, page 3, line 5, by striking out "SECTION" 
and inserting 

act, except the provisions of section 7, 
Amend Bill, page 3, by inserting between lines 6 and 7 

Section 7.  A person who willfully and maliciously 
activates, tampers with or renders inoperative a smoke 
detector commits a misdemeanor of the third degree. 

Amend Sec. 5, page 3, line 7, by striking out "5" and insert- 
ing 

8 
Amend Sec. 6, page 3, line 13, by striking out "6" and insert- 

ing 
9 

Amend Sec. 6, page 3, line 17, by inserting after "AREA" 
or which has in operation a fire warning system affording greater 
protection than is afforded by implementing the provisions of 
this act. The determination of whether or not this act shall apply 
in the case of a fire warning system which is alleged to provide 
greater protection shall he made by the Industrial Board of the 
Department of Labor and Industry. 

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

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

Mr. FLECK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a comprehensive amendment which is 

the result of several months' work between Representative 
Michlovic, who is cosponsoring this amendment, and myself. 
As a result of this amendment, 1 feel we have a much better 
bill, and I would ask for your support. 

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

Mr. MICHLOVIC. Mr. Speaker, 1 just wanted to  alert the 
members of the House that one of the key elements of this 
particular amendment is an integrated smoke detector system, 
and it is very important that we establish a standard of an 
integrated system, because in the recent MGM fire it was dis- 
covered that most of the deaths, 60 out of 84 of the deaths 
that occurred in that fire, occurred from inhalation of smoke 
rather than from any heat or  burning. Many of the people 
who were found in that fire were in the process of eating, and 
they were just lying there with their heads in the dish, because 
they had inhaled the smoke from the fibers of the rugs and the 
draperies that had burned up without any warning, and the 
gases, and just expired. S o  it is very important, and the inte- 
grated system that we have built into this particular amend- 
ment is such that if one alarm goes off, the whole system does 
not go of f ,  but if two alarms on the same floor go off, then 
the whole system goes off .  This is t o  avoid a case of panicking 
an  entire building when some prankster starts a fire alarm in 
the hall. 

You will note in the amendment, too, that the audible level 
of the fire alarm is such that it requires 85 decibels within the 
room. Eighty-five decibels, I understand, is loud enough to  
hear even over an industrial piece of machinery. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment, as  Mr. Fleck has indicated, is 
a very comprehensive amendment. It is the kind of thing that 
will help us avoid a tragedy of the nature of the MGM fire, 
and I ask the support of all the members of the House. Thank 
you. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-196 

Alden Fargo Lewis Salvatore 
Anderson Fee Livengood Saurman 
Armstrang Fischer Lloyd Serafini 
Arty Fleck Lucyk Seventy 
Barber Foster, W .  W. McClatchy Showers 
Bclardi Foster. Jr., A. Mclntyre Shupnik 
Belfanti Frzier McMonagle Sieminski 
Beloff Freind McVerry Sirianni 
Berson Fryer Mackowski Smith, B. 
Bittle Gallagher Madigan Smith. E. H. 
Blaurn Gallen Maiale Smith, L. E. 
Borrki Gamble Manderino Snyder 
Bowser Cannon Manmiller Spencer 
Boyes Geirt Marmion Spitz 
~ r a n d t  
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cirnini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clyrner 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordirco 

George 
Gladeck 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Grirco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Hoeffel 
Hanaman 

Merry 
Michlavic 
Micozrie 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasr 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Perzel 
Peterson 

Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Tiguc 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
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Carnell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duiiy 
Durham 
Evans 

Miller 

Emerson 

Horgos Petrarca 
Hutchinson. A. Petrone 
lrvis Phillips 
ltkin Piccola 
Jackson Pievsky 
Johnson Pistella 
Kanuck Pitts 
Kennedy Pott 
Klingaman Pratt 
Kolter Pueciarelli 
Kowalyshyn Punt 
Kukavich Rappaport 
Lashinger Reber 
Laughlin Richardson 
Lehr Rieger 
Lescovitz Ritter 
Letterman Rocks 
Levi Rybak 
Levin 

NAYS-2 

Miscevich 

NOT VOTING-2 

Rasco 

EXCUSED-0 

Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams, H.  
Williams, J. D 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. " . 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

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

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I have noted that the computer printout did not register me 

as voting in the affirmative on HB 1066 despite the fact that I 
did vote "yes." Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 726 CONTINUED 

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

amended? 
Mr. DORR offered the following amendment No. A5935: 

Amend Sec. 6,  page 3, line 17, by striking out "OR" and 
inserting 

and 

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

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

Mr. DORR. Mr. Speaker, the last section of the bill offers 
exemptions to the smoke detector requirements of the bill and 
indicates that where a sprinkler system is in operation in three 
different areas of a motel or hotel, that creates an exemption. 
There is an "or" in that series of three different areas, which 
would lead one to believe that it is intended that if you had a 
smoke detector in one of those areas, there was an exemption. 
The amendment changes the "or" to an "and," so that the 
motel or hotel in order to be exempted would have to have 

sprinkler systems in all three of those general areas of the 
motel. 

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

Mr. FLECK. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is a good 
amendment. It provides additional clarification of the bill, 
and 1 would ask for your support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-196 

Alden Fischer Lloyd Salvalore 
Anderson Fleck Lucyk Saurman 
Armstrong Foster. W. W. McClatchy Serafini 
Arty Foster. Jr., A. Mclntyre Seventy 
Barber Frazier McMonagle Showers 
Belardi Freind McVerry Shupnik 
Belfanti Fryer Mackowski Sierninski 
Beloff Gallagher Madigan Sirianni 
Bcrauu Gallcn Maiale Smith, B. 
Bitllc Gamble Manderino Smith, E. H. 
Barski Gannon Manmiller Smith, L. E. 
Bawser Geist Marmian Snyder 
Boyes George Merry Spencer 
Brandt Gladeck Michlovic Spitz 
Brawn Grabowski Micozzie Stairs 
Burd Gray Miller Steighner 
Burns Greeniield Miscevich Stevens 
Caltagirane Greenwood Moehlmann Stewart 
Cappabianca Grieca Morris Stuban 
Cawley Gruitza Mawery Swaim 
Cessar Gruppo Mrkonie Sweet 
Cimini Hagarty Mullen Swift 
Civera Haluska Murphy Taddonio 
Clark Harper Nahill Taylor. E. Z. 
Clymer Hasay Noye Taylor. F. E. 
Cochran Hayes O'Dannell Telek 
Cohen Heiser Olasz Tigue 
Colafella Hoefiel Oliver Trella 
Cole Honaman Pendleton Van Horne 
Cordisco Horgos Perrel Vroon 
Cornell Hutchinson, A. Peterson Wachob 
Coslett lrvis Petrarca Wambach 
Cowrll ltkin Petrone Wargo 
Cunningham Jackson Phillips Wass 
DeMedio Johnson Piccola Wenger 
DeVertcr Kanuck Pievsky Weston 
DeWrese Kennedy Pistella Wiggins 
Daikeler Klingaman Pitts Williams, H. 
Davies Kolter P a u  Williams. J. D. 
Dawida Kowalyshyn Pratt Wilson 
Deal Kukovich Pucciarelli Wogan 
Dietz Lashinger Punt Wozniak 
Dambrowski Laughlin Rappaport Wright, D. R. 
Donatucci Lehr R ~ S C O  Wright. J. L. 
Dorr Lescovitz Reber Wright, R. C. 
Duffy Letterman Richardson Zwikl 
Durham Levi Rieger 
Evans Levin Rocks Ryan, 
Fargo Lewis Rybak Speaker 
Fee Livengood 

NAYS-2 

Blaum Dininni 

NOT VOTING-2 

Emerson Ritter 
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The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendment was agreed to. 

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

amended? 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding now, 
with the amendment that went in from Mr. Dorr, that even 
with that amendment, if a motel, hotel, et cetera, has a sprin- 
kler system, they do not need a smoke detector. Am I correct 
in reading the bill that way at this point? 

Mr. FLECK. That is correct. The reasoning, if I may con- 
tinue- 

Rill as amended was aereed to. I Mr. BURNS. I wish you would, because my next question 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 
Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, would the prime sponsor submit 

to brief interrogation? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Fleck, indicates he 

will stand for interrogation. The gentleman, Mr. Fryer, may 
begin. 

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, in section 6 of the bill on page 3, 
it grants an exemption of this legislation to a city of the first 
class, Philadelphia; city of the second class, Pittsburgh; or 
city of the second class A. May 1 inquire, Mr. Speaker, what 
the intent was and the reason for putting this exemption in for 
these classes? 

Mr. FLECK. Yes, sir. In our original bill as we went to 
committee, we had included all areas of the Commonwealth. 
In our further consultations with Labor and Industry, they 
pointed out that their jurisdiction under the Fire and Panic 
Act did not extend to these areas of the Commonwealth. 
Therefore, they had to be excluded from the bill or else we 
were further extending the jurisdiction of Labor and Industry. 

Mr. FRYER. So then, Mr. Speaker, the decision was made 
not to extend the jurisdiction. 

I would imagine, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman considers 
this a good bill, and if that is the feeling, it is my feeling that 
we should submit all of the Commonwealth or none. Mr. 
Speaker, I find it most objectionable when I find pieces of leg- 
islation which are termed to be good for the interest of the 
Commonwealth and yet certain classes of  the Commou- 
wealth, of our municipalities, prefer or are exempted from 
bills. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his answer. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Fleck. 
Mr. FLECK. 1 think it is important to note that these areas 

generally have already passed legislation of their own, taking 
this into account. They have ordinances in effect, and rather 
than supersede these ordinances or to take that control in this 
General Assembly, we felt that since they had dealt with their 
problem, we would leave it that way. 

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

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, 1 wonder if the gentleman, Mr. 

~~- ~ ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~  -~~ ~~- ~~ "~~~~ ~~~ 

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

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? - 
order than a smoke detector can provide. All a smoke detector 
will do is give a person a warning, hopefully early enough that 
they can make their own way out, whereas a sprinkler system 
will take care of the fire itself. 

The reason that we have done this, if I can continue, is that 
many hotels have in a very responsible way gone forward with 
fire protection of this order. We are requiring in our hill a 
rather rudimentary and, I think, adequate form of protection, 
but in the terms of requiring it, we would also be requiring 
those who had superseded and done better to go backwards 
and install this lesser equipment. So we needed to provide 
that, and it is strictly to the judgment of the Industrial Board 
of the Department of Labor and Industry that they have 
superseded the protection. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, 1 hope you are right, that we 
have superseded, but I still believe that if we are worried 
about lives, as Mr. Michlovic said earlier in his explanation of 
his amendment and your amendment also, that if we are 
worried about lives, it seems to me that we are worried about 
them because of smoke inhalation and so forth. I mean, very 
few times, at least to my knowledge, do I hear of people being 
"burned" to death. They usually die of smoke inhalation. I 
have never known of any smoke that set off sprinkler systems. 
It is usually heat that melts a valve that sets off a sprinkler 
system. 

I would suggest to you very strongly that you give that some 
consideration, and if not today, that you would move that the 
Senate do so when they consider the bill. 

Mr. FLECK. The Senate may well do that, but I think it is 
important to note that in the fire at the MGM Grand Hotel, 
which is obviously a disastrous example, there were no deaths 
in the area that was protected by sprinkler systems, because 
the fire did not spread. That area of the hotel was virtually 
intact. The fire spread in the areas where they did not have 
this kind of protection, and it is by far the norm that if you 
have a sprinkler system, integrated into that is some kind of 
an alarm mechanism. 

Mr. BURNS. Well, I just hope that if you have influence 
with the other body if the bill is so successful in getting there, 
you might look into that, because 1 think that is an area of 
great concern. 

was going to be, why do we exempt motel, hotel complexes 
that have sprinkler systems? They seem to me to be doing a 
different joh than a smoke detector does. 

Mr. FLECK. Well. actuallv it is fire orotection of a greater 

I tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

Fleck, would answer one short question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. The gen- 

tleman, Mr. Burns, may proceed. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of  the Consti- 
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Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Berson 
Bittle 
Blaum 
Borski 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltaeirone - 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cahen 
Calafella 
Cole 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 

Farga Lewis Salvatore 
Fee Livengood Saurman 
Fischer Lloyd Seventy 
Fleck Lucyk Showers 
Foster, W .  W .  McClatchy Shupnik 
Foster, Jr., A. Mclntyre Sieminski 
Frazier McMonagle Sirianni 
Freind 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Geist 
George 
Gladeck 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Hoeffel 
Honaman 
Horgos 
Hutchinsan, 
lrvir 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kanuck 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kolter 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Lashineer 

McVerry 
Mackawski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marmian 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pendletan 
Perzel 
Peterson 

A. Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievskv 
pistella 
Pitts 
P0It 
Pratt 
Pucciarelli 
Rappaport 
Rarca 

Smith, B. 
Smith, E.  H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trella 
Van Horne 
Vroan 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams, H. 
Williams, J .  D. 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R .  
Wrieht. J. L .  

Dombrowski ~aughlin Reber Wright, R .  C 
Donatucci Lehr Richardson Zwiki 
Dorr Lescovitz Rieger 
Duffy Letterman Ritter Ryan, 
Durham Levi Rocks Speaker 
Evans Levin Rybak 

NAYS-5 

Fryer Moehlmann Punt Serafini 
Miscevich 

NOT VOTING-2 

Cordisco Emerson 
EXCUSED-0 

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

Ordered, That the clerk present the same t o  the Senate for 
concurrence. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. CORDISCO. Mr.  Speaker, o n  HB 726 my switch was 
inoperative. I would like to be recorded in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1079, 
P N  2355, entitled: 

An Act regulating self-service storage and providing for 
owners' liens and the enforcement thereof. 

On  the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. O'DONNELL offered the following amendments No. 

A5752: 

Amend Title, page 1, line I,  by striking out "and" and insert- 
ing a comma 

Amend Title, page I, lines I and 2, by striking out "liens" in 
line I and all of line 2 and inserting 

remedies and providing a penalty. 
Amend Preamble, page I,  line 10, by inserting a period after 

"default" 
Amend Preamble, page I,  lines 10 through 12, by striking out 

"by providing a lien on all" in line 10 and all of lines I I and I2 
Amend Table of  Contents, page 1, line 17, by striking out 

"Owner's lien." and inserting 
Enforcement. 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 1, by striking out 
"Enforcement of lien.'' and inserting 

Notice. 
Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 2, by striking out 

"Notice." and inserting 
Sale of property. 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 7, by striking out all of 
said line 

Amend Table of  Contents, page 2, line 8, by striking out 
"12" and inserting 

I I . . 
Amend Table of  Contents, page 2, line 9, by striking out 

"13" and insertine - 
12 

Amend Table of  Contents, page 2, line 10, by striking out 
"14" and inserting 

13 
Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 11, by striking out 

"15" and inserting 
14 

Amend Table of Contents, page 2, line 12, by striking out 
"16" and inserting 

15 
Amend Table of Contents, page 2, by inserting between lines 

12 and I3 
Section 16. Penaltv. 

Amend Bill, page 4, linis 9 through 24, by striking out all of 
said lines and inserting 

Section 4. Enforcement. 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 4, by striking out "6" and insert- 

ing 
5 

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 9, by striking out "served" and 
inserting 

delivered 
Amend Sec. 6. page 5, line 17, by striking out "30" and 

inserting 
15 



visions of this act advertise and sell the personal property at 
private sale. On the question, 

Amend Sec. 7, page 6, lines 6 through 9, by striking out all of Will the House agree to the amendments? 
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Amend Sec. 6, page 5, lines 19 through 21, by striking out all 
of lines 19 and 20 and "(4)" in line 21 and inserting 

(3) 
Amend Sec. 6, page 5, line 24, by striking out "(5)" and 

inserting 
(4) 

Amend Sec. 6, page 5, lines 27 and 28, by striking out "at a 
specified time and place, not less" in line 27 and all of line 28 and 
inserting 

pursuant to this act. 
Amend Bill, page 6, by inserting between lines 4 and 5 

Section 6. Sale of property. 
(a) Recovery of amount owed.-After the expiration of the 

time stated in the notice an owner may recover from the occupant 
the amount owed and other reasonable expenses incurred here- 
under by sale of the personal property in the leased space. 

(h) Public sale.-An owner may petition a district justice for 
sale of personal property. The court shall within 15 days of 
receiving such petition from an owner and after notice by per- 
sonal service or certified mail hold a hearing on the petition and 
enter a judgment in favor of the proper party. I f  the judgment is 
in favor of the owner, the court shall enter the amount owed. 
After the judgment is entered and written notice of such 
judgment is sent by the court to the owner and occupant, the 
sheriff, deputy sheriff, constable or deputy constable shall fix a 
time and day for a public sale and shall advertise such sale consis- 
tent with the provisions of this act. 

(c) Private sale.-If after six months following the entry of 
judgment in favor of an owner the personal property has not been 
sold or otherwise been disposed of the owner may after ten days' 
notice to the court and the occupant and consistent with the pro- 

. - - 
and inserting I would eovern self-service storage facilities. The amendment 

Amend Sec. 13, page 7, line 30, by striking out "his lien" and 
inserting 

the amount owed 
Amend Sec. 13, page 7, line 30, by striking out "but" and 

inserting 
. The court 

Amend Sec. 13, page 8, line I, by inserting after "occupant." 
The court, in the case of a public sale, and the owner, in 
the case of a private sale, shall within 30 days of the sale 
give written notice to the occupant advising the occupant 
of any balance due the occupant and the occupant's right 
to claim the balance within six months of the date of sale. 

Amend Sec. 13, page 8, line 4, by striking out "owner" and 
inserting 

court 
Amend Sec. 14, page 8, line 9, by striking out "14" and 

inserting 
13 

Amend Sec. 15, page 8, line 15, by striking out "IS" and 
inserting 

14 
Amend Sec. 16, page 8, line 22, by striking out "16" and 

inserting 
15 

Amend Bill, page 8, by inserting between lines 28 and 29 
Section 16. Penalty. 

A person who sells property at a private sale pursuant to 
section 6 and who fails to account to an occupant for any balance 
due the occupant shall he subject to the provisions of 18 Pa.C.S. 
5 3927 (relating to theft by failure to make required disposition of 
funds received). 

lines 6 through 8 and "be" in line 9 andinserting 
(a) Contents of advertisement.-Before personal 

property is sold pursuant to section 6(b), there shall he an 
advertisement of sale 

Amend Sec. 7. Dane 6. line 14. hv striking out "owner's lien" 

- 
amount owed 

- 
that I am offering makes two changes in the bill. It is some- 

Amend Sec. 9, page 7, lines 4 and 5, by striking out "owner's 
lien" and inserting what difficult to explain without first going into the bill a little 

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

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, HB 1079 sets out a sepa- 
rate scheme aoart from the Landlord and Tenant Act. which 

amount owed bit. 
Amend Sec. 9, page 7, line 7, by striking out "owner's lien" The bill provides that the owner of a self-storage facility has 

and inserting an automatic lien on oersonal orooertv that is stored at his 
amount owed 

Amend Sec. 10, page 7, lines 16 and 17, by striking out "the 
owner shall give" 

Amend Sec. 10, page 7, line 17, by inserting after "notice" 
shall be given 

Amend Sec. 10, page 7, line 17, by striking out "other" and 
inserting 

the 
Amend Sec. I I, page 7, lines 19 through 24, by striking out all 

of said lines 
Amend Sec. 12, page 7, line 25, by striking out "12" and 

inserting 
11 

Amend Sec. 12, page 7, line 26, by striking out "of" 
Amend Sec. 12, page 7, line 26, by inserting a period after 

'Lnmn~lf"'' ., 
Amend Sec. 12, page 7, lines 26 and 27, by striking out "to 

enforce" in line 26 and all of line 27 
Amend Sec. 13, page 7, line 28, by striking out "13" and 

inserting .- 
1L 

Amend Sec. 13, page 7, line 29, by striking out "section" and 
inserting 

act 

. .  . 
place by the tenant, by virtue of the fact that it is stored there, 
that and that alone. So the owner of the facility acquires 
under the bill an automatic lien on the goods. 

The second aspect of the bill that I think should be pointed 
out is that the owner of the facility has the opportunity in the 
event of a default to enforce his lien without judicial process. 
That is to say that the owner can take the goods and sell them, 
and that sale can be a private sale. That is to say, it does not 
have to go through a sheriff's process, el cetera. 

The purpose of my amendment is to eliminate those two 
requirements. That is to say that the owner would not have 
the lien on the goods, and secondly, that his enforcement 
would not be bv his own hand. The landlord would not be 
able to make his own determination that there was a default 
and that it was appropriate at this time and that his notice 
requirements had been fulfilled, et cetera, that a third party 
would have to make that determination. That third party 
would be the minor judiciary in Pennsylvania. 
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The problem that landlords of  this type have is unique. The 
tenant is not an owner in possession. He is not really living 
there or using the facility actively, and the goods that are 
stored there are frequently of relatively low value. So there is, 
I think, a sound rationale for creating a separate legal scheme 
apart from landlord and tenant for such people, but 1 think 
we have to be extremely careful in that we provide some 
element of due process for the people who are storing their 
goods there. 

What my amendment leaves untouched in the bill is the 
opportunity for the landlord in the event of a default to come 
in and, first, padlock the garage. That is in there and stays in 
there. Second, he can take the goods. That is in there and 
stays in there. Third, he can move the goods out of the facil- 
ity. That is in there and stays in there. And then fourth, he can 
ultimately dispose of the goods and then begin using-even 
before he disposes of the goods-begin reusing that space, 
rerenting it right away. 

Now, the relevant time period is 30 days. I have left that 
entire remedy untouched, so there are significant self-help 
provisions here in the bill. As a practical matter, there should 
be no economic loss. 

Second, I think the landlord should probably not be put to 
the rigors of some extended judicial process. Therefore, what 
I have said is, if you go to the minor judiciary and get a 
judgment that in fact the rent is overdue, there has been a 
default, you get your judgment, and your judgment is 
enforceable in one of two ways under my amendment: You 
can go to public sale right away where the public at large can 
come in and bid, or you can go to private sale after 6 months. 
So if an owner comes upon the property, the tenant is in 
default, he opens the garage and sees just something which to 
his eye is junk, he can take it out of there, immediately rerent 
the space, take the goods and hold them aside, and if he is not 
inclined to go through the rigors of a public sale, then he can 
just hold them some other place for 6 months and then 
dispose of them at private sale. I think that is a more reason- 
able way to approach it. 

So in summary, what I am doing is changing two aspects 
and two aspects only of the bill. One, we are eliminating the 
automatic lien of the landlord; and two, instead of the land- 
lord being the judge and jury over the default and the enforce- 
ment, we are providing the necessity for a third-party inter- 
vention by the judiciary. 

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

Mr. CANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I oppose the O'Donnell amendment. The lien 

provision is very important to the bill and to the mechanism 
which is being set up for this, what I guess would have to be 
described as a unique and new industry in the Common- 
wealth. I am sure that we could think of exceptions, but I da 
not think our purpose here is to legislate for exceptions but ta 
legislate for broad policy. I think the O'Donnell amendment 
addresses itself t o  some of the exceptions which I guess we 
could, in our imagination, come u p  with. 

The bill as it is now sets out a very detailed notice procedure 
to the tenant as far as what is going to be done with that per- 
sonal property and the fact that it is available for recovery for 
payment of the rental in arrearage. 

As Mr. O'Donnell pointed out, in most instances what the 
landlord finds or the owner-I do not like to use the word 
"landlord" because it brings up visions of a landlord-tenant 
situation; that is not the case-what the owner finds is just 
junk. Really what he wants to d o  is get immediate access to 
the premises so that he can relet it and produce income. 

There is similar legislation which has been passed in the 
State of Delaware. As far as the owner's lien is concerned, I 
think we have a superior hill here. The legislation before us 
today provides for security for prior liens. The Delaware law 
does not provide for that. 

What 1 want to say is, other States have taken this approach 
and have carved out an exception for a new industry. I think 
we should do the same thing here. I believe that the O'Donnell 
amendment would take us two or three steps back, and 
perhaps we may as well do without the legislation if the 
O'Donnell amendment is adopted. Therefore, I urge a "no" 
vote on the O'Donnell amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. O'Donnell, for the second time on the 
amendment. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, two brief points. One, 
there is already under Pennsylvania law under the Uniform 
Commercial Code an opportunity for a lien process, so the 
owner or landlord is not without an opportunity to acquire a 
lien. 

The second point is that 1 do not want to take two or three 
steps backwards. I just want to take the few steps we are 
taking a little more slowly. The self-service storage function is 
relatively new in Pennsylvania and may well become a very 
important part of the way we do business here, but I think we 
ought to perhaps go a little more slowly until we have some 
more experience. I think the tradition here, and 1 am sure in 
most States, has been that landlords, owners, whatever, 
cannot be judge and jury over their own case and decide 
whether there has been a default and go to self-help to this 
extent. 1 think that is an extremely dangerous precedent and 
one that we ought to back off from until we have more experi- 
ence with the operation of this kind of  law. 

I think it is an enormous step. Forward is another story, but 
it is certainly an enormous step to carve out an exception from 
landlord-tenant and create a law that functions for landlord 
owners of self-service storage facilities. We are carving out a 
unique law here, and I think we ought to go a little more 
slowly and not discard judicial process and third-party obser- 
vations so quickly. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Delaware, Mr. Gannon, for the second time. 

Mr. CANNON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, as Representative O'Donnell said, we are 

carving out an exception, and I believe because of that we are 
not making precedent here. Also, as I have stated before, the 
bill does provide for a rather detailed scheme of notice to the 
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tenant or owner of the personal property. Also, there is 
nothing that would prohibit the tenant or the owner of the 
personal property from going into court to enjoin the sale, so 
his judicial remedies are not denied. 1 ask for a "no" vote on 
the O'Donnell amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-92 

Barber 
Belardi 
Beloff 
Berson 
Blaum 
Borski 
Brown 
Burns 
Caltagirane 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Clark 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cowell 
DeMedio 
DeWeese 
Dawida 
Dombiawski 
Donatucci 
Duffy 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrang 
Arty 
Biltle 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Burd 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cunningham 
DeVerter 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dorr 
Durham 
Fargo 
Fischer 
Fleck 

Evans Livengood 
Fee Lloyd 
Fryer Lucyk 
Gallagher Mclntyrc 
Gamble McManagle 
Grabowski Maiale 
Greenfield Manderino 
Greenwood Michlavic 
Cruitza Moehlmann 
Harper Morris 
Hoeffel Mrkonic 
Horgas Mullen 
Hutchinson. A. Murphy 
lrvis O'Donnell 
ltkin Olaiz 
Kolter Oliver 
Kowalyshyn Pendleton 
Kukavich Petrarca 
Lashinger Perrone 
Laughlin Pievnky 
Lcicovitr Piitella 
Lellerman Platt 
Levin Pucciarelli 

NAYS-100 

Foster. W. W. Madigan 
Foster. Jr., A. Manmiller 
Frazier Marmian 
Freind Merry 
Gallen Micorlie 
Gannon Miller 
Geist Miscevich 
George Nahill 
Cladeck Noye 
Grieco Perzel 
Gruppa Peterson 
Hagarty Phillip5 
Haluska Piccola 
Hasay Pitts 
Hayes Patt 
Heiser Punt 
Jackson Rasco 
Johnson Salvatore 
Kanuck Saurman 
Kennedy Sieminski 
Klingaman Sirianni 
Lehr Smith, B. 
Levi Smith. E .  H.  
McClatchy Smith, L. E. 
McVerry Snyder 
Mackawski 

NOT VOTING-8 

Rappaport 
Reber 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 
Rocks 
Rybak 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Steighner 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sweet 
Tigue 
Van Harne 
Wargo 
Wiggins 
Williams, J. D 
Wi l~on  
Worniak 
Zwikl 

Spencer 
Spitz . 
Stairs 
Stevens 
Swaim 
Swift 
Taddonia 
Taylor, E. Z.  
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Trella 
Vraon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
WBSS 
Wenger 
Weston 
Williams, H.  
Wogan 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright. R. C. 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Belfanti Deal Gray Lewis 
Brandt Emerson Honaman Mawery 

EXCUSED-0 

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

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

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

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

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-171 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Belaff 
Berson 
Bittle 
Boriki 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cornell 

Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 

Blaum 
Cawley 
Deal 
Evans 
Gallagher 

Durham Lewis 
Fargo Livengood 
Fee McClatehy 
Fischer Mclntyre 
Foster, W. W. McVerry 
Foster, Jr . ,  A. Mackowski 
Frazier Madigan 
Freind Maiale 
Fryer Manderino 
Gallen Manmiller 
Gamble Marmion 
Gannon Merry 
Geist Michlovic 
George Micozzie 
Cladeck Miller 
Grabowski Maehlmann 
Greenwood Morris 
Grieco Mowery 
Gruitza Mrkonic 
Cruppo Mullen 
Hagarty Murphy 
Haluska Nahill 
Harper Naye 
Hasay Olasz 
Hayes Oliver 
Heiser Pendleton 
Honaman Perzel 
Horgos Peterson 
Hutchinson, A. Petrarca 
lrvis Petrone 
Jackson Phillips 
Johnson Piccola 
Kanuck Pievsky 
Kennedy Pist ella 
Klingaman Pitts 
Kolter Poll 
Kowalyshyn Pratt 
Lashinger Pucciarelli 
Lehr Punt 
Lescovitz Rappaport 
Lellerman Rasco 
Levi Reber 
Levin Rieger 

Greenfield Lloyd 
Hoeffel McMonagle 
ltkin Miscevich 
Kukovich O'Dannell 
Laughlin Stewan 

NOT VOTING- 

Ritter 
Rocks 
Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Swaim 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Tavlor. E. Z. , . 
Taylor. F. E. 
Telek 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Westan 
Williams, J. D. 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wrighl, D. R. 
Wright, J. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Stuban 
Sweet 
Tigue 
Wachob 

Cordisco Gray Trello Williams. H 
Emerson Lucyk Wiggins Wilson 
Fleck Richardson 

EXCUSED-0 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirma- 
tive. 
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Ordered, That the clerk present the same to the Senate for 
concurrence. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. SERAFINI. Mr. Speaker, on HB 726 1 was recorded in 
the negative. I would like to be recorded in the positive, 
please. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1028, 
PN 2624, entitled: 

An Act amendine the act of November 1. 1971. entitled "An -~~ 

act providing forth;: compensation of count; officers in counties 
of the second through eighth classes, ***," providing for the col- 
lection by the recorder of deeds, of any amount payable upon a 
redetermination of the amount of tax due and ~rovidine for affi- 
davits when the property is located in more than one political sub- 
division. 

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

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

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

and nays will now he taken. 

YEAS-196 

Alden Fee Lloyd Rybak 
Anderson Fischer Lucyk Salvatore 
Armstrang Fleck McClatchy Saurman 
Arty Faster, W. W .  McIntyre Serafini 
Barber Foster, Jr.. A. McMonagle Seventy 
Belardi Frazier McVerry Showers 
Belfanti Freind Mackowski Shupnik 
Beloff Fryer Madigan Sieminski 
Berson Gallagher Maiale Sirianni 
Bittle Gallen Manderino Smith, B. 
Blaum Gamble Manmiller Smith, E.  H.  
Borski Gannon Marmion Smith. L. E. 
Bowser Geist Merry Snyder 
Boyes George Michlovic Spencer 
Brandt Gladeck Micorzie Spitz 
Brown Grabowski Miller Stairs 
Burd Greenfield Miscevich Steighner 
Burns Greenwood Moehlmann Stevens 
Caltagirone Grieco Morris Stewart 
Cappabianca Gruitra Mowery Stuban 
Cawley Gruppo Mrkanic Swaim 
Cessar Hagarty Mullen Sweet 
Cimini Haluska Murphy Swift 
Civera Harper Nahill Taddonio 
Clark Hasay Noye Taylor, E. Z. 
Clymer Hayes O'Dannell Taylor, F. E. 
Cochran Heiser Olasr Telek 
Cohen Hoeffel Oliver Tigue 
Colafella Honaman Pendleton Van Horne 
Cordisco Horgos Perzel Vroon 
Cornell Hutchinsan, A. Peterson Wachab 
Coslett lrvis Petrarca Wambach 

Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedia 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 

ltkin Petrone Warga 
Jackson Phillips Wass 
Johnson Piccola Wenger 
Kanuck Pievsky Weston 
Kennedy Pistella Wiggins 
Klingaman Pittr Williams, H. 
Kolter Pot1 Williams, I .  D. 
Kowalyshyn Pratt Wilson 
Kukavich Pucciarelli Wogan 
Lashinger Punt Wazniak 
Laughlin Rappaport Wright. D. R. 
Lehr Raseo Wright. I .  L. 
Lescovitz Reber Wr i~h t .  R. C. - . 

Dorr Letterman Richardson Zwikl 
Duffy Levi Rieger 
Durham Levin Ritter Ryan. 
Evans Lewis Rocks Speaker 
Fargo Livengood 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-4 

Cole Emerson Gray Trello 
EXCUSED-0 

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

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

REMARKS ON VOTES 
I 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, on HB 1739 and also on HB 
1028, my switch was inoperative, and 1 would like to be 
recorded in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will he 
spread upon the record. 

Mr. TRELLO. And I would like to be recorded by voice 
vote from now on, because my switch is not working. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1856, 
PN 2625, entitled: 

An Act amendine the "Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning 
Code," approved July 31, I968 (P. L. 805, No. 247). further pro- 
viding for approval of plats. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the bill on third consideration? 
Mr. A. C. FOSTER offered the following amendments No. 

A5890: 

Amend Title, page 1, line 17, by inserting after "act," " 
adding a definition and 

Amend Sec. I, page I, line 20, by striking out "Clause (4) of 
section 508." and insertine 

section 1 0 7 1 ~ ~  ~~~ - 
Amend Sec. 1, page I, line 22, by inserting after "amended" 

by adding a clause 
Amend Bill, page I, by inserting between lines 22 and 23 
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Section 107. Definitions.-As used in this act, except where 
the context clearly indicates otherwise, the following words or 
phrases have the meaning indicated below: 

* * * 

read: 
Amend Sec. 2, page4, line 17, by striking out "2" and insert- 

ing 
3 

Amend Sec. 3, page 6, line 13, by striking out "3" and insert- 
ing 

4 
Amend Sec. 3 ,  page 6 ,  line 14, by striking out "section" and 

inserting 
sections 107(22) and 

Amend Sec. 4, page 6, line 23, by striking out "4" and insert- 
ing 

5 

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

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Foster, and asks that he explain fully the amend- 
ment being submitted. Evidently some of the members do not 
have a copy of it. 

The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
One of the provisions of HB 1856 provides that if the infra- 

structure improvements of a subdivision are substantially 
complete, the builder or developer may then complete the 
project within the parameters of  the then-existing zoning and 
conditions. 

There arose a question about a precise definition of "sub- 
stantially completed." Therefore, we developed the definition 
and put it in the definition section. "Substantially com- 
pleted" shall mean, "where, in the judgement of the engineer, 
at least ninety per cent of those improvements required as a 
conditioh for final approval have been completed in accor- 
dance with the approved plan, so that the project will be able 
to be used, occupied or operated for its intended use." 

Basically what we are saying is that if a developer puts in 
sewer, water, roadways, sidewalks, el cetera, all of  the infra- 
structure improvements, if he expends that sum of money to 
do that, he should then be permitted to finish the project 
under the existing zoning and existing provisions of the 
municipal ordinance. This amendment simply makes it crystal 
clear what we are speaking to about substantially completed, 
using a figure of 90 percent. 

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

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, this is a good 
amendment. It clears up one of the problems of the bill, and 1 
feel it should be supported. 

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

Mr. NAHILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 just want to raise my voice for this amendment. 1 think it 

is a good one. 1 think it helps tie down some of the time 
periods and some of the loose ideas that we have in the bill, 
and I would therefore ask for support. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-193 

Aiden Evans Levin 
Anderson Fargo Lewis 
Armstrong Fee Livengood 
Arty Fischer Lloyd 
Barber Foster. W. W. Lufyk 
Beiardi Faster, Jr., A. McClatchy 
Belfanti Frazier Mclnryre 
Beloff Freind McMonagle 
Berson Fryer McVerry 
Bitlle Gallagher Mackowski 
Blaum Gallen Madigan 
Horski Gamble Maiale 
Bamscr Gannari Manderino 
Boyes Geist Manmiller 
Brand1 George Marmian 
Brown Gladeck Merry 
Hurd Grabowski Michlavic 
Burns Gray Micazrie 
Caltagiranc Greenfield Miller 
Cappabianca Greenwood Miscevich 
Caw ley Grieca Moehlmann 
Cessar Gruitra Morris 
Cimirti G ~ U P P ~  hlowrry 
Civera Hagarty Mrkonic 
Clark Haluska Murphy 
Clymer Harper Nahill 
Cochran Hasay Noye 
Cohen Hayes O'Donnell 
Calafella Heiser Olasr 
Cole Hoeffel Oliver 
Cordisco Honaman Pendleton 
Cornell Hargos Perrel 
Caslett Hutchinson, A. Peterson 
Cowell In'is Petrarca 
Cunningham ltkin Petrone 
DeMedio Jackson Phillips 
DeVeiter Johnson Piccola 
DeWeese Kanuck Pievsky 
Daikeler Kennedy Pistella 
Daviei Klingaman Pitts 
Dawida Kolter Pott 
Deal Kowalyshyn Pratt 
Dietr Kukovich Pucciarelli 
Dininni Lashinger Punt 
Dombrowki Laughlin Rappaponi 
Donatucci Lehr Rasco 
Dorr 1.escovitz Reber 
Duffy Letterman Richardson 
Durham Levi Rieger 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-7 

Emerson Mullen Trello 
Fleck Sweet Vroan 

EXCUSED-0 

Ritler 
Racks 
Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spilz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Swift 
Taddonia 
Taylor, E. 2. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Van Horne 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams, H. 
Williams, J.  D.. 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wrighl, D. R. 
Wright, J .  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Wachob 

The question was determined in the affirmative, and the 
amendments were agreed to. 
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I developed during that time period. 
  he SPEAKER. For what purpose does the minority leader I think that we owe i r  to our local officials to, as long as we 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, my switch is inoperative, and 1 
would like to be recorded in the affirmative on amendment 
AS890, and on all future bills or amendments, I would like to 
be recognized for my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thankq the gentleman. The gen- 
tleman's vote will be recorded. 

CONSIDERATION OF HB 1856 CONTINUED 

rise? 
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, I am getting a bit perturbed. My 

calendar does not show the marking of this number of amend- 
ments on a bill which is an important hill. Would you please 
make certain that we do not have a repetition of Mr. Foster's 
amendment; that is, amendments that are handed to us sud- 
denly without any forewarning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair agrees with the gentleman, Mr. 
Irvis. My calendar is not marked, but these amendments, 1 am 
told, have been distributed, the Greenwood-Burns amend- 
ments. There are two amendments. 

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

amended? 
Mr. GREENWOOD offered the following amendment No. 

A5937: 

without my amendment, a developer can bring to a municipal- 
ity a subdivision plan, have it approved, and then wait for a 
virtually unlimited period of time until the moratorium on the 
sewage treatment plan is over. Five years may have gone by 
during that time, additional years may have gone by during 
that time, and when the moratorium is over and the developer 
comes back to begin developing, the local government offi- 
cials will have their hands tied in terms of responding to any 
other changes that may have occurred during that time 
period. Other developments may have sprung up in the 
municipality in that interim. We may have different problems 
in terms of water quality and water quantity that may have 

Amend Sec. 1 (Sec. 508). page 3, lines 12 through 30: page 4, 
lines 1 through IS, by striking out "Whenever the" in line 12, all 
of lines 13 through 30, page 3, all of lines 1 through 15, page4 

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

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

Mr. GREENWOOD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The sponsors of HB 1856 are attempting to provide a more 

fair climate for the developing interests in Pennsylvania, and 
to some extent I concur with the problem as they see it. 
However, the bill goes too Far. Not only does the bill extend 
the period from 3 to 5 years during which a municipality may 
not change their ordinances to adversely affect the developer, 
but the bill goes on to provide circumstances under which the 
developer could have a virtually unlimited time period to com- 
plete his development, his subdivision, without the opportu- 
nity of the municipality to further respond to changes that 
may have occurred during that time period. My amendment 
limits those provisions of the bill that provide virtually unlim- 
ited time periods for the completion of subdivisions without 
the impact of new municipal zoning ordinances or amend- 
ments to their code. 

In my district we have a number of municipalities where 
subdivision is limited at the time due to moratoriums on the 
capacity of the sewage treatment facility to take further units. 
My fear, Mr. Speaker, is that with the passage of HB 1856 

are going to with this legislation extend the period from 3 to 5 
years, I think we ought to limit it to that and not tie their 
hands and prevent them from responding to changes that may 
occur in that 5 years. I would ask for support of this amend- 
ment. Thank you. 

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

Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to oppose the Greenwood amendment, and I would 

specify the reasons. Number one, the fact that to eliminate the 
moratorium provisions of the bill overlooks one of the great 
underlying problems of our time. At the time the Municipal 
Planning Code was adopted, we were not having nearly as 
severe problems in terms of sewer moratoriums and inability 
of developers to obtain permits. Now, I submit that when an 
entrepreneur invests a substantial sum of money and has a 
specified period of time in which to complete the project, 
after which he may be operating under vastly different condi- 
tions, with those conditions existing 1 think it is certainly rea- 
sonable to invoke a moratorium if said entrepreneur is unable 
to get permits through a sewer ban imposed by DER (Depart- 
ment of Environmental Resources) or a ban imposed by other 
State or Federal agencies. 

1 can think of instances in my own district, a very graphic 
example in which a township took great pains to enlarge its 
sewer systems to accommodate development, only to be 
hamstrung by EPA (Environmental Protection Agency) on 
the Federal level, because EPA claimed they had either over- 
designed the plant or otherwise had not met EPA require- 
ments. Picture the circumstance of a developer under such 
conditions. He just sits there and bites his nails and takes gas, 
and he is unable to do one darn thing about it. 1 think, under 
those conditions, it is absolutely necessary that you have a 
moratorium. I do not think that that time he is standing there 
in neutral should count against his 5 years. I would urge a neg- 
ative vote on the Greenwood amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Nahill. 1 Mr. NAHILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 must very strongly oppose this amendment. 
There are two, I feel, very important components to this piece 
of legislation, and one is this particular idea, which would be 
eliminated under the Greenwood amendment. I think we all 
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can agree that if a builder has a specified period of  time, 
whether it be 2, 3, 5 years, to complete a project, and the 
Department of State of the State of Pennsylvania or a Federal 
agency comes in and says, you cannot build, you cannot do 
anything, then I do not think it is right that that builder 
should be held to that short period of time. 

An example would be under the 3-year period, a builder 
starts, he works for approximately 6 months, gets in some of  
the improvements - the sidewalks, the sewers - spends an 
awful lot of money, has an awful lot of money tied up in this 
project, and then is told that he cannot complete it because 
there are no sewer lines. What is the developer to do? He 
cannot build, the sewer moratorium stays on for 2 years, his 
3-year time period has elapsed, and now the municipality can 
change the zoning on him. He has had absolutely no chance to 
do anything, and 1 think it is extremely unfair to ask a builder 
who has not brought this on himself- And I want to reiterate 
that point: The builder cannot bring this point on himself and 
benefit by it; this is something that must be imposed by an 
outside force, and once this outside force does impose this 
ban, I do not see how we can require a builder to complete a 
project within that specified period of time. I would again ask 
for a definite "no" vote on this amendment. 

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

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the amend- 
ment. 1 think the former speaker, Representative Nahill, is 
correct. 1 think that it is not the builder's fault if some outside 
agency, such as the Federal Government or the State Govern- 
ment or even the county government, comes in and imposes a 
moratorium, but I contend that the bill goes too far because it 
is not the municipality. It is not their fault either that some 
group outside of their control has put a moratorium on build- 
ing because of lack of sewerage or lack of water or whatever 
the reason may be. It seems to me that if an action by a munic- 
ipality prevents the construction, then perhaps the time period 
should he suspended since presumably the municipality has 
some control over this action. However, obviously a munici- 
pality has no control over the State, the county, or the Federal 
Governments, and I see really no reason why a municipality 
should be locked into an old plan because of some action that 
it cannot control. For those reasons, Mr. Speaker, I support 
the amendment. Thank you. 

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

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, 1 support the Greenwood 
amendment. Representative Greenwood has put his finger on 
one of the major problems of this bill, and that is maintaining 
a proper balance between our developers and builders and the 
people of our community. The point is made that in cases 
where they do have impediments-and that is the way the bill 
addresses itself-that if that happens, then if the developer 
substantially completes these infrastructure im~rovements, 
then-and this is the key point-he has unlimited time, unlim- 
ited time. This is grossly unfair, Mr. Speaker, and it does not 
properly maintain the balance that the Municipal Planning 
Code has always strived to be. 1 strongly support the Green- 
wood amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Foster, for the second timeon thequestion. 

Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would once again like to emphasize my opposition to the 

Greenwoodamendment. 
I come from an area that has had development, and 1 have 

seen both sides of this problem with my background in local 
government and having seen development occur. I know some 
of the problems associated therewith, and 1 think the bill as 
we have ironed it out in committee is a good approach, and 1 
think the Greenwood amendment would emasculate the bill. 

In my mind, a person's word should be their bond, and 
when a developer is given a certain set of circumstances under 
which to live and then through no fault of his own, through 
the fault of a Federal, State, or local bureaucracy, he does not 
get to spin a wheel in development, then the fault should not 
be his and he shoula not suffer the penalty. I think we have 
adopted a balanced approach in the bill. I think the amend- 
ment would emasculate that approach, and I ask for a nega- 
tive vote. 

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

Mr. STUBAN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to support the amendment. Without the 

amendment in this bill, we have just left this bill wide open. 
Instead of resolving the problem here, we have now put the 
monkey back on the municipality's back, and we have given 
the contractor, the developer, and the builder a free wheel 
here. I support the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montgomery, Mr. Nahill, for the second time. 

Mr. NAHILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, one factor that has not been mentioned here 

so far in the debate on this amendment is the fact that local 
government had the opportunity when this plan was submit- 
ted to approve it or disapprove it, to change it, to modify it, to 
do with it anything within their powers that they can do. Once 
they have approved this plan, once the builder has set down 
the guidelines that he is going to use on this development, I do 
not think, and I d o  not think you d o  either, that it is fair that 
we change the guidelines, that it is fair that we make him sit 
out his entire period without moving forward with his devel- 
opment. 

To be quite honest with you, Mr. Speaker, I think most of 
us today in the State of Pennsylvania want to encourage busi- 
ness. We want a better economic climate in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, and let us face it, the building industry is one of the 
largest economic factors in the State of Pennsylvania right 
now. One of the reasons why we are having so much trouble 
with our economy, one of the reasons why we have such high 
unemployment, is because of the building industry. I think it 
is time that government joined hands with business and 
attempted to work together, not fight each other. What do we 
want to accomplish here? We want to create jobs. We want to 
build houses. We want to make life a little bit better for our 
people, and this is one of the ways we can d o  it. We have got 
to join, not fight, and I do not think that this is an unfair 
imposition on the local municipalities. 
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I was a local official. I got involved in an awful lot of issues 
like this, and we did not fight them. What we did was work 
with them. We wanted the money flowing in our township; we 
wanted the money flowing throughout the State, and I think 
that most people will agree that we have got to encourage 
business, not punish it. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. GREENWOOD. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The issue here is not jobs. We are talking about very spe- 

cialized instances where a municipality is faced with an 
unusual situation, and that situation is, they approve a plan in 
good faith, they expect the developer to complete the subdivi- 

DeVerter 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dininni 
Dombrowski 
Donatucci 
Dorr 
Durham 
Evans 
Fargo 
Fischer 

Belfanti 
Emerson 

Jackson Pratt 
Johnson Punt 
Kanuck Rappaport 
Kennedy Rasco 
Lashinger Reber 
Lehr Rilter 
Levin Salvatore 
Lewis Saurman 
Livengood Showers 
McMonagle Sieminski 

NOT VOTING-5 

McClatehy Van Horne 

Wenger 
weston 
Wiggins 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, R. C 
Zwikl 

Ryan. 
Speaker 

Williams, H. 

sion, and for one reason or another, through neither the fault The question was determined in the negative, and the 
of the municipality nor the developer, the subdivision cannot amendment was not agreed to. 
be com~leted.  Years later the develo~er comes in and begins - 
to turn the earth and complete his development, and the 
municipal officials are horror stricken because they now have 
to respond to a totally different set of circumstances, and HB 
1856 would tie their hands and leave them totally without the 
wherewithal t o  protect the health and welfare of their commu- 
nity. 1 ask for an affirmative vote on the amendment. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-80 

Alden Duffy Lescovitr Pi61 ella 
Barber Fee Letterman Pucciarelli 
Belardi Fryer Levi Richardson 
Berson Gallagher Lloyd Rieger 
Blaum Gannon Lucyk Rocks 
Brown Geist Mclntyre Rybak 
Burns George Manderino Serafini 
Caltagirone Grabowski Michlovic Seventy 
Cawley Greenfield Morris Shupnik 
Clark Greenwood Mrkonic Smith. B. 
Clymer Haluska Mullen Spitz 
Cahen Haeffel Naye Stuban 
Colafella Horgos O'Donnell Taylor, F. E. 
Cole Hutchinson. A. Olasr Tigue 
Cordisco lrvis Oliver Wambach 
Coslett Klingaman Pendleton Wargo 
DeWeese Kolter Petrarca Williams, J .  D. 
Dawida Kowalythyn Petrane Wilson 
Deal Kukavich Phillips Wright, D. R. 
Dietz Laughlin Pievsky Wright, J .  L. 

NAYS-115 

Anderson Fleck McVerry Sirianni 
Armstrong Foster, W.  W. Mackawski Smith, E. H 
Artv Faster. Jr.. A. Madiean Smith. L. E. .~ ,~~ 
 elo off Fruier  Maia?; Snyder 
Bittle Freind Manmiller Spencer 
Borski Gallen Marmion Stairs 
Bowser Gamble Merry Steighner 

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

amended? 
Bill as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been considded on three dif- 
ferent days and agreed to afld is now on final passage. 

The question is, shall the bill pass finally? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Berks, Mr. Fryer. 
Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak in opposition to 

HB 1856. This chamber just missed an excellent opportunity 
t o  improve HB 1856. It lost it by rejecting the Greenwood 
amendment. 

Now HB 1856 is presented to us as a means of aiding a 
beleaguered construction industry which has been caught up 
in an economy of high interest rates. It is said that all we are 
doing is giving some relief to an all-important segment of our 
economy, which could not possibly have foreseen the type of 
economy which we now have. We are cited an example of a 
developer who only completed a quarter of his units within 
the 3-year period when the municipality changed its density 
requirements, and thus the project was abandoned and caused 
a great hardship on both the developer and the residents of the 
original units that were sold. 

I agree the state of the economy, the housing industry, and 
the particular development I just cited are all very unfortunate 
situations. However, to address such an abuse as this particu- 
lar developer encountered, or to aid an industry with such a 
basic departure from previous public policy in the planning 
and developing area, in my opinion, is dead wrong. 

The Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code bas always 
tried to balance the interests of the developer, the municipal- 
ity, and the citizens. It was with this in mind that the 3-year 
time limit for completing development without subsequent 

Boyes Gladeck Micozzie Stevens changes in the planning ordinance was enacted. It gave the 
Brandt Gray Miller Stewart 
Burd Grieco Miscevich Swaim 

developers protection from quick about-faces from local 
Caooabianca Gruitza Moehlmann Sweet zoning boards. It gave municipalities protection from long 
cess'ar Gruppo Mowery Swift 
Cimini Hagany Murphy Taddonio 
Civera Harper Nahill Taylor, E. 2. 
Coehran Hasay Perzel Telek 
Cornell Hayes Peterson Trello 
Cowell Heiser Piccola 
Cunningham Honaman Pitts 

Vroan 
Wachob 

drawn-out projects which interfere with the communities' 
ability to plan, and it gave citizens protection from exploding 
development necessitating added services and taxes. 

Now. what does this lesislation do? The soonsors would 
I hav; you believe that it simply extends a 3-y;ar period to 5 

DeMedio ltkin Pott Wass 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from York, Mr. Foster, 
consents to brief, friendly interrogation. 

/ CONSIDERATION OF HB I856 CONTINUED 

years and that this time period can be put on hold if the devel- 
oper encounters an impediment as described in the bill, such 
as an inability to obtain a necessary approval or permit 
required by a government agency. But this is not what this bill 
does. 

The switch from 3 to 5 years has no significance or meaning 
anymore, because the language added on page 4, lines 10 to 
15, completely changed the ball game. Under this language, if 
the developer substantially completes the infrastructure 
improvements within 5 years, he has unlimited-and 1 repeat, 
unlimited-time to complete the rest of  the project, which can 
mean that you could have a development that is an eyesore in 
your community, and it could lie there and the good citizens 
could just merely look at it. That is what the unlimited 
portion does, Mr. Speaker. 

Furthermore, if he has encountered an impediment, the 
clock is stopped, and then he would have an undetermined 
time to substantially complete the improvements. Thus the 
change in the law would be going from 3 years to complete the 
project to a minimum of 5, and perhaps as many as 7 years, 
just to substantially complete the improvement. 

The bill also uses terms such as "lack of due diligence." 
Frankly, I d o  not really know what that term means, and 
"impediments" are not defined in the bill and most certainly 
will develop into costly litigation. The vagueness of  the bill, in 
my opinion, will result in many court cases with the courts 
deciding how Pennsylvania should and will be zoned, subdi- 
vided, and planned. 

Mr. Speaker, another interesting portion of this bill calls 
for a retroactive feature of this bill. It calls for going back for 
a period of 5 years. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know how 
many projects this would involve, and frankly, this causes me 
great concern. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time would the prime sponsor of the 
bill submit to brief, friendly interrogation? 

Mr. FRYER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have just referred to the retroactive clause, 

the 5-year period in which we go back, if this bill passes, and I 
raise the question, how many projects are we talking about 
here that involve our people and our local governments? 

Mr. A. C. FOSTER. 1 cannot give the gentleman a number, 
but whatever number would have been approved during the 5-  
year period by the municipalities. 

Mr. FRYER. 1 thank the gentleman. The period of friendly 
interrogation is over, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Are we now at a period of hostile 
interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman, Mr. Fryer, intend to 
continue interrogating? 

Mr. FRYER. No, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker, there is not one person in this 

House who can tell me how many projects are affected by that 
5-year retroactive feature. How many times do we pass bills in 
this House which state that that piece of legislation shall go 

back 5 years? And we are talking about something that is in 
the public interest. Never is right, sir. Thank you. There is an 
alert student in the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as you have this number of projects, 
and mind you this, we are talking about a public body, a 
public body of  your citizens and local government versus a 
developer or a contractor or a builder. And, Mr. Speaker, we 
are not opposed to builders and developers. They make a 
great contribution to our society, and Mr. Nahill does not 
stand alone in his support of them. But are we to deny the 
public interest? That is the question before you. This bill 
simply goes too far, and 1 would hope that this bill would be 
defeated. If not, you are going to go back home, and you are 
going to find a number of projects that are coming out of the 
woodwork because you passed a law that says, let us go back 5 
years. 

Now, nobody, but nobody, knows how many projects are 
in there. I think the builders and the developers have a pretty 
good idea. I think they do. Now, since we represent the public 
interest, should we not be equally concerned, and should we 
not stand up for our local governments and for the people 
whom we name to these positions? And let us maintain a 
proper balance of power, the public interest versus the private 
interest. Is that too much to expect from this House? 1 would 
hope not, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask every thinking person in this chamber- 
and 1 trust I am speaking to all of you when 1 make that state- 
ment-look at that bill. Think of the questions that have been 
raised. and i f  truly you were ever a representative of the 
people, you will vote "no," and you will be proud, and you 
will have your chin high, because you have fulfilled that obli- 
gation to the people. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
(JOHN HOPE ANDERSON) IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Montgomery, Mr. Nahill. 

Mr. NAHILL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, there are several provisions in this bill which 

were not mentioned. We talked about the words "substan- 
tially completed." I think maybe we might have forgotten 
that we just passed an amendment which defined "substan- 
tially completed" as 90 percent completed. We are not talking 
about a project that is sitting one-quarter built or one-half or 
three-quarters; we are talking about a project that is 90 
percent completed. It is not open ended. 

1 want to remind this House that when we originally put 
together the Municipal Planning Code, the recommendation 
by the Local Government Commission was 7 years. We 
decided on 3. We have now realized that 3 is not enough; we 
have expanded it to 5. 1 think that is a reasonable compromise 
between what was proposed and what is now. 1 see nothing 
wrong with 5 years, and it certainly is not open ended. As I 
mentioned earlier, if a gentleman is working on a project and 

I there is a ban imposed, he cannot d o  anything. I see nothing 



section 3, which makes the provision of this bill retroactive in 
part. 

First of all, the changes in section 508 were to apply to any 
land development or subdivision presently pending before a 
municipality as well as any subdivision or land development 
for which preliminary plans were approved within the 5-year 
period immediately preceding the effective date of this 
amendment. In other words, even though themunicipality has 
been relying on the 3-year period and the Central Penn and 
the Mark-Garner cases, which are court cases in Common- 
wealth Court, it could no longer do so. And ironically, even 
though the proposed hill with the retroactivity clauses does 
not particularly affect any projects in my district, I am sure 
there are many, many areas of  the State where this will have a 
devastating effect on local government. Interestingly enough, 
section 3 of the proposed bill also makes the changes in 
section 603 relative to special exemptions and conditional uses 
retroactive. This is just a bad section of the bill. It should be 
changed, and for that reason I would ask a "no" vote on this 
bill. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
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wrong with allowing him his full building time, which is 5 
years and 5 years only. 

As far as the retroactivity clause, there is a very good reason 
for this retroactivity clause. If you will all think back, the past 
3 years in the building industry have been probably the worst 
that they have ever experienced. Anybody who started a 
project 3 years ago certainly has not completed it and proba- 
bly has had very little impact. We are now allowing a very 
simple thing. We are saying to you builders who started 3 
years ago, we are giving you an additional 2 years; we think 
that is fair; we hope the market will turn around; we think this 
will give you time to finish your project. I d o  not think that 
that is taking advantage. Let us not forget that each and every 
one of these projects was first approved by the local governing 
body. They had the final say; they dictated all the clauses. 
They told them exactly what they had to do to get approval, 
and they obtained approval because they did what the local 
municipality wanted. We are not hamstringing local govern- 
ment. We are saying, local government, let us work together 
with business and accomplish something for the State of 
Pennsylvania. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Bucks, Mr. Burns. 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the position of 
Mr. Fryer that we defeat this bill. Even though it is hard to 
follow an orator of  his caliber, I will try. But I must say the 
final kicker, if you agree that the 5 years is needed, that is an 
arbitrary figure and we can most all go along with it. He says 
it is not open ended. We passed an amendment that certainly 
improved the bill so that now it is not open ended; it goes to 
90 percent completion, and we can all go along with that, 
although I really felt the Greenwood amendment protected 
local municipalities and that should have been put in there. 
The real final kicker to this in the proposed bill is found in 
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Mr. A. C. FOSTER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise to urge an affirmative vote on HB 1856. 1 will speak 

for a moment on several of the points raised. Much has been 
made of the matter of retroactivity. All retroactivity means is 
that someone who had a plan approved 3 years ago will have 
an additional 2 years. We are simply giving them the 5 years 
that the bill speaks of in its main body. Now, if someone had 
a plan approved 4 years ago, that means that with that plan, 
the 3 years have already elapsed, and apparently that munici- 
pality has taken no action against the developers, so they are 
not distraught; they are not upset; they have no difficulty with 
the plan as set forth and accepted. Therefore, much ado about 
nothing has been made of the retroactivity features. 

1 think the Local Government Committee has striven to 
bring forth a balanced bill and one that gives a break to the 
developer, without hurting the municipality, certainly in this 
period of very difficult economic conditions. I would ask for 
an affirmative vote on the bill. 

On the question recurring, 
Shall the bill pass finally? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Agreeable to the provisions 

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

YEAS-160 

Fee Levin Rilter 
Anderson Fissher Lewis Salvatore 
~ : ~ t r O n g  Fleck Livengoad Saurman 

Foster. W. W. Lucyk Serafini 
~ ~ 1 0 f f  Foster, Jr., A. McClatchy Seventy 
Berson Frazier Mclntyre Showers 
Bittle 
Borski 

Freind McMonagle Sieminski 
Gallagher McVerry Sirianni 

B~~~~~ Gallen Mackowski Smith, E. H. 
Bayes Gamble Madigan Smith, L. E. 
Brandt 
Brown 

Gannon Maiale Snyder 
Geist Manmiller Spencer 

~~~d Georxe Marmion Svitr 

Klingaman 
Kolter 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovilz 
Letterman 
Levi 

Merry 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Miacevich 
Moehlmann 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Pendleton 
Perzcl 

A. Peterson 
Petrarca 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pistella 
Pitts 
Pott 
Pratt 
Pucciarelli 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Rasco 
Reber 

~ i a i r s  
Stewart 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor. E. Z. 
Telek 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams, J. D 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright. D. R. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

tleman from York, Mr. Foster. I 
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Barber 
Belardi 
Bellanti 
Blaum 
Burns 
Cawiey 
Clymer 
DeWeese 
Deal 
Duffs 

Fryer 
Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Harper 
Irvis 
Koralyrhyn 
Kukovich 
Lloyd 
Manderino 
Michlovic 

NOT 

Morris Smith, B. 
Mullcn Steighner 
Olivcr Sre\,ens 
Pelronc Stoban 
Pievsk) Taylor. F. E. 
Kichardson Tigue 
Kieger Wargo 
Rocks Williams, H .  
Rybak Wright. J .  L. 
Shupnik 

VOTING-I 

Emerson 

EXCUSED-0 

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

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

REMARKS ON VOTES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Mr. Gray. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Speaker, on final passage on HB 1079 and 
final passage on HB 1028, my switch was malfunctioning. I 
would like to be recorded in the affirmative on both of those. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Schuylkill, MI. 
Lucyk. 

Mr. LUCYK. I would like to be voted in the affirmative on 
HB 1079. 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. The remarks of the gentleman 
will be spread upon the record. 

BILLS ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION CONTINUED 

The House proceeded to third consideration of HB 1969. 
PN 2398, entitled: 

An Act amending Title 40 (Insurance) of  the Pennsylvania 
Consolidated Statutes, further providing for physical therapy ser- 

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

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

The que~t ion  is, shall the bill pass finally? 
Agreeable to the provisions of the Constitution, the yeas 

and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-193 

Alden Evans Lerin Rocks 
Anderson Fargo l eu'ir Rybak 
Armstrong bee Livengoad Salvatore 
Arty Fircher Lloyd Saurman 
Barber Fleck ILu~yk Scrafini 

Belardi 
Bclianti 
Reloif 
Iler5on 
Bittlc 
Blaum 
Borski 
Hozser 
Boyer 
Brandt 
Brown 
I3urd 
t lu rn i  
Caltaein 

Foarcr, W ,  
Foster, Jr. 
F r a h  
Freind 
Frvcr 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Gannon 
Oeirt 
George 
Gladeck 
Grabowski 

me Grav 

W. McClatchy 
, A .  Mclntyre 

MeMonagle 
McVerry 
Madigan 
Maiaie 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marmion 
Merry 
Michlovic 
Micorzie 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 

Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Ccssar 
Cimini 
Civcra 
Clark 
Clymrr 
Cochian 
Cohen 
Culafrlla 
Cole 
('ordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
IleVerter 
IlcWeeie 
Daikelsi 
Davies 
Dawida 
Ileal 
Dietr 
Dininni 
Dombrowiki 
1)onatucci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 

Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Cricco 
Gruitra 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Hacffel 
Honaman 
Horgoa 
Hutchinson, 
Irvis 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kolter 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukavich 
Lashinger 
1.aughlin 
1.ehr 
Lescovil~ 
Letterman 
Levi 

Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
hlullen 
Murphy 
Nahili 
Noye 
0' Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 

A. Petrane 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pist ella 
Pitts 
Pott 
Pratt 
Pucciarelli 
Punt 
Rappaport 
Rasco 
Reber 
Richardson 
Rieger 
Ritter 

NAYS-3 

Seventy 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith. L. E. 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewan 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Swift 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trellu 
Van Harne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
was6 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams. H. 
Williams, 1. D. 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, J.  L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Mrllcr Shorer t  Sweet 

NOT VOTING-4 

Emerson Kanuck Mackawski Snyder 

EXCUSED-0 

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

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

THE SPEAKER (MATTHEW J. RYAN) 
IN THE CHAIR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman from 
York, Mr. Anderson, for presiding. 

BILL ON THIRD 
CONSIDERATION POSTPONED 

The House proceeded to SB 484, PN 491, on  third consider- 
ation postponed, entitled: 
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An Act amending the act of April 12, 1951 (P. L. 90, No. 21), 
entitled "Liquor Code," removing certain restrictions relating to 
sales on election days. 

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

amended? 
Mr. EVANS offered the following amendments No. 

A5899: 

Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 14 and 15 
Section 3. The provisions of this amendatory act 

shall not apply in cities of the first and second classes. 
Amend Set. 3, Page 5, line 15, by striking out "3" and insert- 

ing 
4 

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

The SPEAKER. This amendment is titled in  M ~ .  
Richardson's name, being number A5899. 

On the question, the chai r  recognizes the from 
Philadelphia, Mr. Evans. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, if you will recall from yester. 
day, I had spoken to the Representative from Norri~town 
about the idea of the effect of  this particular bill on the city of 
Philadelphia as well as the city of Pittsburgh. In the city of 
Philadelphia on election day-and there are only two elec. 
tions in a year-a number of legislators felt very strongly that 
bars and taverns should not be open. 

I would ask my colleagues to look at this amendment and to 
consider it. The provisions of  this amendment are only asking 
that the city of  Philadelphia and the city of Pittsburgh be 
exempt from SB 484.1 would hope each and every one of you 
would understand that what we are attempting in this particu. 
lar amendment is to allow the bars and the taverns to continue 
to be closed on election day. I hope you will support the 
amendment. 

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

Mr. LASHINGER. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, yesterday Mr. Evans and Mr. Richardson had 

expressed that concern in debate about the ability of the 
liquor licensees in Philadelphia and the city of pittsburgh 
under the 40-percent food requirement. we did some check. 
ing since the passage of that amendment, and we found that 
that 40-percent food requirement, we feel, probably fulfills 
their needs, both in the city of Philadelphia and the city of  
Pittsburgh, without being completely restrictive, without 
closing out hotels and restaurants where originally the legisla- 
tion was aimed. We got a count of the total number of licens- 
ees in the Commonwealth, and the total count came to some- 
where in the area of  about 20-some-odd thousand licensees. 
We will now be experiencing with the40-percent food require. 
ment about 5,000 licensees of  restaurants, hotels, and taverns 
being open on election day. That is somewhere near between 
35 and 40 percent of the total number of  licensees being open 
on election day. 

If we do what Mr. Evans suggests in his amendment, we 
will be seriously restricting and probably regressing from the 
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current position of the legislation in eliminating hotels and 
restaurants, especially those involved in the tourist industry in 
the Commonwealth. When we discussed this yesterday, I 
thought maybe Mr. Evans and Mr. Richardson best knew the 
problems of the city of Philadelphia, but after further investi- 
gation, we found that those people who will be benefiting and 
probably solely benefiting in the city of Philadelphia are those 
areas that are most impacted by the tourist industry in the 
city, and they are the hotels and the restaurants that service 
lhe tourists. 

We can think of the instance, especially in the city of 
Philadelphia, where possibly a group is visiting the city for a 
day, for a week, a tourist group or some trade association 
during a convention in the city, and on election day at the 
hotel where they are staying or the restaurant where they are 
eating lunch or dinner, the problem continues to arise where 
that restaurant or that hotel cannot service those tourists or 
those conventioneers who are visiting the city. If anything, the 
city of Pittsburgh and the city of Philadelphia benefit most 
from the tourism and travel trade in the Commonwealth. So 
by exempting those two sections of the State, we would be 
~eriously damagingamultibillion-dollar industry. 

Again, 1 appreciate the needs that were expressed yesterday 
and again today by Mr. Evans, but I think after examining 
and ~l0Sely scrutinizing the impact of the 40-percent food 
requirement that we inserted yesterday, we have eliminated 
about 65 percent of the licensees in the Commonwealth. That 
appears to get at the real problem, those corner taverns that 
do "Ot meet the 40-percent food requirement that they were 
concerned about. 

The problem appears to be one of enforcement. For those 
licensees who operate and do not meet the 40-percent food 
requirement and yet have been issued a Sunday sales permit, I 
would Suggest that we go to the Liquor Control Board and 
seek better enforcement. The other problem appears to be 
club licensees who operate on those election days that are not 
valid clubs, do not meet the membership requirements, but 
yet still operate with the club license. I would say again that 
We go to the Liquor Control Board and seek better enforce- 
mentofclublicensees. 

But I think yesterday's amendment is a compromise that 
meets the needs of the concern of the valid club licensees who 
Operate on one side and the hotel and the restaurant associa- 
tion on the other side, and still, as far as I am concerned, gets 
to the bottom-line needs of the Representative from 
Philadelphia. I would therefore oppose the Richardson 
amendment. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

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

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, after hearing my colleague from 
Norristown, I would say that I had suggested yesterday that 
We try the approach in terms of  lodging. It was expressed to 
me that this approach possibly was the best way to exempt the 
city of Philadelphia and possibly the city of Pittsburgh. I say 
that because I am in no way trying to stop the hotels or the 
large restaurants, primarily in the center of cities, from having 
that opportunity in terms of tourists coming to a city to have 
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liquor facilities open. However, in those areas those are elec- 
tion days, and the residents of those cities should also be 
thought about, not just the tourist industry. I would express 
to each and every one of you that we should all be thinking 
about the residents of our districts. To me that should be the 
overriding factor, not just the tourists coming in for that one 
particular day, not just the convention coming in for that one 
particular day, hut the residents, the voters, the constituents 
should be the ones whom we are concerned with. If we cannot 
take 2 days out of the year to close bars and taverns, that says 
something about us; that says something about each and every 
one of us. 

It is clear that we need to find a way that we want people to 
participate within the process. The only thing we are asking in 
terms of this particular amendment is that bars and taverns, 
particularly in the cities of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, not 
be open. In this amendment that we are trying to work with, 
we are not trying to hurt the hotel industry or the restaurant 
industry. We are concerned in those neighborhoods where the 
voting turnout and the voting projection is very low that they 
will not vote. No one in here can tell me if the taverns and the 
bars are open that that will not be a deterrent. Nobody can 
guarantee that. So we are expressing in this particular amend- 
ment that in the cities of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, which 
have historically had problems in terms of voter turnout, that 
I would hope you would consider this amendment and pass it, 
because I have tried to approach it from the approach of 
lodging, but my colleague has expressed to me that he thought 
this was the best one, and 1 would ask him to reconsider his 
decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Philadelphia, Mr. James Williams. 

Mr. .I. D. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise in support of 
Mr. Richardson's amendment. 

In the district that I come from, Mr. Speaker, we have bars 
and taverns almost on every corner in the city of Philadelphia. 
I think that on election day we are on the right course by 
having these taverns and bars closed. 

Let me say this, Mr. Speaker: I d o  not believe that the 40- 
percent-food-sale regulation will help our situation. Presently 
in Philadelphia, at any given time, you can walk into a tavern 
in my district on a Saturday night and find teenagers in bars 
being served. We do not have the correct mechanism for 
enforcing the laws in Philadelphia through the Liquor 
Control Board. The Liquor Control Board does not enforce 
those laws and will not enforce the food sale laws. Therefore, 
bars will be open, will not be selling food, and liquor will be 
served. 

I d o  not believe, Mr. Speaker, that we are hurting a million- 
dollar business sale on election day. And if we are, Mr. 
Speaker, 1 believe that it is important enough for the voters to 
vote intelligently on election day and to also he sober. I 
support Mr. Richardson's amendment. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny, Mr. Miscevich. 
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Mr. MISCEVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the 
Richardson amendment. 1 do not know how we got included 
with Philadelphia by the city of Pittsburgh. We have two con- 
vention centers, and we have many hotels and many motels 
that need to be in business every day of the year that they can 
be open. So with this 40 percent of the food being included in 
this bill, I think that we should speak for ourselves, the people 
from Pittsburgh and Allegheny County, that we should not be 
included with Philadelphia. 

So I think we should vote the Richardson amendment 
down, and if Philadelphia wants to be included and have their 
bars closed, let it be so. Come up with an amendment that 
would just be for Philadelphia, and 1 will vote for it, but do 
not include Pittsburgh in it, because we want our places to be 
open. 

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

Mr. TRELLO. Mr. Speaker, I highly recommend to my 
colleagues from Philadelphia the wishes of their constituency, 
and I would gladly support them. However, I have a problem 
with my constituency and the fact that the big convention 
center that we have in Pittsburgh entices a lot of business that 
comes to our community. The David L. Lawrence Conven- 
tion Center books conventions all year long. The tourist 
industry is probably the only industry in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania that is thriving today. I think an amendment that would 
prohibit the sale of liquor on election day would badly hurt 
the business. 

I therefore urge my colleagues from Philadelphia, if they 
want to be exempt from this act, to then offer an amendment 
that would exclude Philadelphia alone. So 1 ask my colleagues 
to oppose the amendment. Thank yon. 

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

Mr. PETRONE. Thank you very kindly, Mr. Speaker. 
I rise in opposition to this amendment. I agree with my col- 

league, Mr. Lashinger, that the amendment offered with the 
40 percent for food and restaurants addresses the problem. 
This amendment would destroy the heart of the bill. This is a 
good business bill. We all need it, and we owe it to our con- 
science, all of us, to vote in favor of the bill and against the 
amendment, and I urge all of my colleagues to do so. Thank 
you very much. 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
In deference to the speakers who have spoken from Alle- 

gheny County, I want to say that the only consideration that 
was given in relationship to the urban centers of Philadelphia 
and Pittsburgh was the fact that 1 did speak to some of the 
members who indicated that there was a problem in 
Pittsburgh similar to that of Philadelphia. It certainly was not 
the intent to slight any members from the western part of the 
State but to recognize that we have a very serious problem. 

I attempted yesterday to share with Representative 
Lashinger that we had a major concern in Philadelphia, that 
we have bars in our districts where we have three and four 





shall not apply in cities of the first class. 
Amend Sec. 3, page 5,  line 15, by striking out "3" and inserr- 
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On the question, 
Will the House agree to the amendments? 

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am concerned that the 
amendment we offer now speaks directly to Philadelphia, and 
while we have not made any attempt to try to indicate that this 
is a blanket concern of many members, we know that we are 
overburdened by money and we will always be overburdened 
by money and those individuals who have been bought off  by 
the concerns of  those who are dealing with billions and bill- 
ions of dollars. There is no compassion and concern dealing 
specifically with the fact that people who in fact have a right 
to vote are being disenfranchised because of the fact that we 
do have bars in our communities that are located next to 
polling places that in fact create a hazard and a problem for 
those who do wish to vote. 

In this regard, we are asking now that only Philadelphia be 
excluded from the bill, since there seems to be a large senti- 
ment in this House to support overwhelmingly a move to 
allow the conventioneers to control us in this House of Repre- 
sentatives, because tourism is a big, big commodity in the 
State of Pennsylvania. I am more concerned, however, with 
people and the fact that people are not in fact having an 

Clymer Haluska Peterson Tigue 
Cachran Hasay Petiarca Trello 
Colafella Hayes Petrone Van Horne 
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Cordiico Honaman Piccola Wargo 
Cornell Horgos Pievsky Wars 
Coslett ltkin Pistella Wenger 
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DeMedio Klingaman Punt Wilson 
DeVerter Kolter Rappaport Wogan 
DeWeese Kawalyshyn Rasco Wozniak 
Daikeler Lashinger Reher Wright, D. R. 
Davies Laughlin Ricgrr Wright, J .  L .  
Dininni 1-ehr Ritter Zwikl 
Dombrowski Lescovitr Rocks 
Danatucci Letterman Rybak Ryan, 
Dorr Levi Salvatore Speaker 
Duffy 

NOT VOTING-10 

Boriki Kanuck Mackonski Snyder 
Emerson Lewis Muilen Swcel 
Frarier McManagle 

EXCUSED-0 

~h~ question was determined in the negative, and rhe 
amendments were not agreed to. 

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

amended? 
offered lhe 

No. A5898: 

Amend Bill, page 5, by inserting between lines 14 and 15 
Section 3 .  The provisions of this amendatory act - 

Montgomery, Mr. Gladeck. 
Mr. GLADECK. Will the gentleman, Mr. Richardson, 

stand for brief interrogation? 

opportunity to voice their opinion through the ballot box. The 
ballot box is the only opportunity that they have, and for 
years we have not had that problem on election day in our dis- 
tricts, and it seems to me that has been the best way to handle 
problems. While there are clubs and while there are other 
private clubs that may exist within the community, most of 
them do not surround themselves within the inner-city 
working but may be downtown or may be on the outskirts of 
our city but do not affect the election day for those persons 
who may want to go out and get a drink. 

Again, 1 would like to reiterate that we approached Repre- 
sentative Lashinger on this question. And again, it was not an 
attempt to hurt the hotels and the convention centers in the 
State of Pennsylvania, but a serious attempt was made to try 
to compromise this issue by dealing specifically with the fact 
that taverns and bars in our community that are open on elec- 
tion day Dresent a present danger to those citizens who are 
being allowed to vote and who are capable of voting. Also, it 
has a tremendous impact on those individuals who may want 
to get to the polling place and vote, hut the fact that they may 
become intoxicated and not get there at all will be in fact a 
detriment to our community. 

We are asking for support on this amendment, and I ask the 
members of this House, use a little wisdom and understand- 
ing, This is not an attempt to kill billions of dollars. It is not 
an attempt to hurt the industry itself, but it is an attempt to 
save people, and I think that that is more important than 
booze and money and convention centers and also hotels. 
Thank you very much for your support. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. 
Mr. GLADECK. Mr. Speaker, I do not reside nor d o  1 par- 

ticipate in the political process in Philadelphia. Could you 
help enlighten me as to exactly how specifically this bill, if it is 
enacted, would affect Philadelphia on election day as far as 
the electoral process goes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, 1 can, Mr. Speaker. First, I can 
give an example in my own legislative district where there are 
three bars within one block. There is an election polling place 
directly on the same block where the bars are. If those bars 
were to be open, those persons who would be on their way to 
vote could be stopped, and have been stopped on special elec- 
tlon days, where a person would say, well, let us stop off at 
the bar and let us get a drink. They stop off at the bar 9 times 
out of 10. 

Because we have street lists, we go down those street lists, 
and what we do is we check those names off of those various 
individuals to go out and get them to bring them out to the 
polls, if in fact they are not working but we know they are 
home. We will not be able to draw those people out because of 
the fact that they will be sitting in a bar, and if they are sitting 
in a bar, you cannot very well pull them out of the bar to bring 
them to vote. Number one, if they have gotten intoxicated, it 
is going to be impossible for them to pull any levers. That is 
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accord with my brethren across the aisle on this subject. I 
have to take my hat off to them, because 1 realize that they are 
facing a problem and they want something to be done about 
it. 

just one aspect of it. Number two, we have seen it being used 
as also an opportunity to make money, where people will pay 
persons to go in and vote. If it is your opponent or if it is the 
opposite folks that you may be endorsing, they will give them 
money, after they have bought them a drink, to go in and vote 
the way they want them to vote. We find that to be a very dan- 
gerous precedent. 

Mr. GLADECK. Could you explain that point again? Do 
you mean they would pay somebody? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Sure. 1 would take $5 out of my 
pocket, go into a bar, give a guy a drink, and ask him to vote 
my way, because of the fact that that bar is open. Now, that 
does not say that there are not speakeasies in the neighbor- 
hood where a person could go. That does not say they could 
not go to a club, but if the availability of all the bars are open 
for them to go to and afford them the opportunity to get a 
drink, we run into a serious problem. 

We are saying that we do not want that type of what we call 
fraud being exemplified on election day, to allow people to get 
away with that type of action. We think that the best way to 
do it is to exclude Philadelphia, since Representative 
Lashinger would not accept the amendment that we said 
would just deal with hotels and convention centers. We do not 
want to hurt them, but in our areas where the bars and the 
taverns are, it does hurt us directly, and we are saying that we 
are offering this exclusion for Philadelphia, because every- 
body else in the State says they do not have a problem. So if 
they do not have a problem, then 1 am saying that 
Philadelphia needs to be excluded from the rest of the State in 
relationship to this particular question. 

Mr. GLADECK. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thank you very 
much. 

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

Mr. VROON. Mr. Speaker, I have to be very much in 

I must say that I cannot really see a whole lot of objection 
to excluding Philadelphia either. When it comes to conven- 
tions, when it comes to hotels, what are we talking about? We 
are talking about part of 2 days a year-part of 2 days a year 
-because at 8 o'clock when the polls close, everybody can go 
into the taprooms or anywhere they like to drink. Now, is it 
asking too much to prevent the mixture, the unholy mixture 
of voting and liquor for just a few hours in Philadelphia? I do 
not think so. Ask the people who know. They are saying it; 
they are calling it just as it is. The abuses are there, and they 
know what they are. I respect them highly for doing this, and 
I support their amendment, and I implore you to support it as 
well. 

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

Mr. LASHINGER. Mr. Speaker, I would rise again to 
oppose the Richardson amendment for much the same reason 
1 opposed the first Richardson amendment. Let me assure 

some of the members that Mr. Richardson is absolutely 
correct. We tried to arrive at a compromise. Originally the 
compromise that was suggested was a room requirement that 
would just restrict the election day sales to the hotels and 
those people involved in the convention and tourist trade. 
After further search we looked at the matter and we looked at 
restaurants that were impacted by that type of decision, and 
we felt that areas much like Penn's Landing, where there are a 
large number of restaurants, would be seriously impacted by 
that type of restriction. Mr. Richardson then proposed an 
exemption for the city of Philadelphia. Those restaurants 
would still be restricted or be exempted for election day sales 
with that type of amendment. Some of the other things that 
we might explore at a future date are things like a local option 
for the city and county of Philadelphia on election day sales, 
and that might be another avenue for the sponsors of the 
amendment to travel. 

I would again suggest that we are talking about much more 
than Mr. Vroon suggested. We are talking about, like some of 
my colleagues have indicated, conventions that plan months 
and sometimes years ahead, and this is one'of the variables 
that they would take into consideration. Another cansider- 
ation, especially in the city of Philadelphia, we are talking 
about jobs. Service employees generally employed in this type 
of industry do not gain this day off as a benefit. This is gener- 
ally a day that they do without pay - waiters, waitresses, and 
general service employees - so we are talking about people 
doing without jobs also on that day. So we are talking about a 
great loss of income aside from a loss of tourist and travel 
trade, and 1 therefore oppose the amendment. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

The following call was recorded: 
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REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE CONSIDERED 

Mr. FRYER called up for consideration the following 
Report of the Committee of Conference on HB 22, P N  2730, 
entitled: 

An Act amending "The Borough Code," approved February 
1, 1966 (1965 P. L. 1656, No. 581), further providing for filling 
of vacancies in certain borough offices. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the report of  the committee of confer- 

ence? 

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

Mr. FRYER. Mr. Speaker. the conference committee 
report returns the bill to its original language as contained in 
PN 22. 

For the purpose of analysis, the original analysis, dated 
January 22, 1981, on PN 22 would apply to the conference 
committee report. The bill in its original form passed the 
House by a vote of 194 to 0. I would urge approval of the con- 
ference committee report, Mr. Speaker. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House adopt the report of the committee of confer- 

ence? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-197 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrang 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belianti 
Beloii 
Berson 
Bitlle 
Blaum 
Borski 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedio 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 

Evans 
Farga 
Fee 
Fischer 
Fleck 
Foster, W. W. 
Fosler, Jr . ,  A .  
Frzier 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Ceist 
George 
Gladeck 
Grabowski 
Gray 
Greenfield 
Greenwood 
Grieco 
Gruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Halurka 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Hoefiel 
Honaman 
Horgos 
Hutchinson, A. 
lrvis 
ltkin 
Jackson 
Johnson 

Livengood 
Lloyd 
Lucyk 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
MfMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowski 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marmian 
Merry 
Michlavic 
Micozzie 
Miller 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mawery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Perrel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Petrone 
Phillips 
Piccola 
Pievsky 
Pistella 

Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Seraiini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith, B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweet 
Swih 
Taddonia 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor, F. E. 
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Harne 
Vroan 
Wachab 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wenger 
Weston 
Wigginr 

Daikeler 
Daviea 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dambrowski 
Donatucci 
Darr 
Dulfy 
Durham 
Emerson 

Kanuck 

Kennedy 
Klingaman 
Kolter 
Kowalyshyn 
Kukovich 
Lashinger 
Laughlin 
Lehr 
Lescovitz 
Letterman 
Levi 
Levin 

Pitts Williams, H. 
P ~ t t  Williams. J .  D 
Pratt Wilson 
Pucdarelli Wogan 
Pun! Wright, D. R. 
Rappapan Wright. J. L. 
Rasco Wright. R. C. 
Reber Zwikl 
Richardson 
Rieger Ryan, 
Rifler Speaker 
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NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-3 

Lewis Wozniak 
EXCUSED-0 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirma- 
tive and the report of the committee of conference was 
adopted. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

SENATE MESSAGE 

SENATE ADOPTS REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has adopted the Report of the Committee of Con- 
ference on the subject of the differences existing between the 
two Houses on SB 562, P N  1585. 

REPORT OF COMMIlTEE 
OF CONFERENCE CONSIDERED 

Mr. HAYES called up for consideration the following 
Report of the Committee of Conference on SB 562, P N  1585, 
entitled: 

An Act amending the act of May 2, 1945 (P. L. 382, No. I@), 
entitled "Municipality Authorities Act of 1945," further provid- 
ing for the purposes and powers of Authorities. 

On the question, 
Will the House adopt the report of the committee of confer- 

ence? 

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

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the Conference Committee 
on SB 562 recommends to the House that this conference 
report be accepted. I would call to the memory of the 
members that this is the bill that permits the private colleges to 
utilize the municipal bonding market in order to get capital 
for reconstruction of some of their campus buildings. There 
had been an  error, an oversight really, in omitting in the lan- 
guage the State-related colleges and the community colleges 
which already do have this particular privilege. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the minority leader. 
Mr. IRVIS. Again, hilr. Speaker, my calendar is not 

marked that this bill be brought up, and I want to check with 
Mr. Cowell for a moment. 
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The SPEAKER. It is the understanding of the Chair that 
Mr. O'Donnell and Mr. Cowell had reviewed this. 

Mr. IRVIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 have been so 
informed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Allegheny. Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. MURPHY. I would like to interrogate Representative 
Taylor, please. 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for inter- 
rogation. The gentleman may proceed. 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I have some concern that by permitting 

municipal authorities to float bonds for a variety of colleges 
and universities in this State, that we would begin to lose 
control over, one, the amount of bonds being let in the State, 
and two, the amount of construction taking place for higher 
education. Could you answer that? How do we keep track of 
all the bonds being floated if they are not being floated 
through one central agency, as presently the case? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I can respond to that by 
saying that this bill was reviewed by the Local Government 
Committee. The Local Government Committee looked into 
that fact, and it is with the cooperation of the local municipal 
authority that bonds may be used for this purpose. So 1 
believe that is covered in the bill. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure that you 
answered my question. My first question, I guess, is, does the 
Department of Education in some way have a veto power or 
some control over which bonds are floated through the 
municipal authorities under this legislation? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. No. 
Mr. MURPHY. Will any central authority keep track of 

how many bonds and what bonds are being issued through 
municipal authorities for higher education development and 
construction? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, to my knowledge, I do not 
know of any central authority. I do know that this would be 
looked upon by, as I said before, the local municipal bonding 
authorities. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion that i f  the 
local municipal bond authority floated or issued a bond to 
construct a building for a community college or a State- 
related university, once the bond was floated, the obligation 
would fall back on the State-related university to pay back the 
bonds over a 30-year period. That would be reflected in 
tuition increases and would be reflected in State aid. Is that 
not correct? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, 1 can best answer you to say 
that community colleges and State-related universities have 
had this prerogative and have been using this source. The 
original purpose of this bill was to permit also this type of 
funding to be used by the private colleges and universities 
when in fact they had a good financial statement that would 
permit them to use this kind of bond. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that 
private universities and community colleges were not included 
previously in this authority. 
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Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, in another part of law, com- 
munity colleges and State-related universities were included, 
and it was to coincide this bill with other parts of law that we 
reworked the bill to include them in this particular bill. 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. May I make a 
few comments? 

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

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 have some real concerns about this legislation, because 

presently most of these bonds are issued through the Pennsyl- 
vania Higher Education Authority, and there is one organiza- 
tion that is keeping track at least of the amount of bonds and 
the type of construction taking place in this State, in the Com- 
monwealth, for higher education. 

I think we all realize that many of the colleges and universi- 
ties in this State are facing declining enrollments, but often 
for municipalities, it would be to their benefit, the municipali- 
ties' benefit, to have new construction. It would mean more 
jobs, more building taking place, but it might not be to the 
best interest of the people of the Commonwealth to be 
saddled with further costs for construction, the payment of 
bonds over 30 years, and the interest rate that goes with them. 
So it seems to me that it would be to our benefit, rather than 
permitting the bonds to be floated through local municipali- 
ties where there would be no central agency regulating these, 
that we continue to permit the bonds to be floated through the 
Higher Education Authority so that there would be some 
control and some oversight other than at the local level. 
Thank you. 

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

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I would join with Mrs. Taylor in urging that 

this House concur in the conference report. 
The change that the conference committee made dealt only 

with the issue of the State-related schools and the community 
colleges. The basic principle of making this method available, 
this funding method available to private institutions was pre- 
viously addressed in the legislation, so the principle was estab- 
lished. We are simply trying to correct an oversight and 
extend it to the State-related schools and the community 
colleges. 

If in fact we are concerned about the cost of such construc- 
tion, new improvements at the various types of campuses 
around this State, then certainly we ought to support this leg- 
islation, because what it does is simply provide another 
financing opportunity or option to the institutions that are 
included in this legislation. They still, if they choose and if 
they can get the best bargain, use the Higher Ed Authority at 
the State level. This provides another option, not an only 
option, not an only alternative or an only method, but 
another option where they can go the municipal authority 
route. If we are truly concerned about giving them the option 
of going the most economical route so they can keep tuition 
low and not have to come so frequently to the State for as 
much money, we ought to adopt this legislation. 
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The facilities authority right now provides one option, one 
method, of providing financing for these institutions. It is cer- 
tainly not the only method of providing financing, so in that 
sense it does not act as a central overseer of all construction 
going on on campuses across this State. We do not have such 
an agency. We are not going to have such an agency even if we 
would reject this. Therefore, we ought to adopt the bill as 
reported from the conference committee. 

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

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
May I interrogate Mrs. Taylor, please? 
The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will stand for inter- 

rogation. The gentleman may proceed. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I just want one matter cleared up for 

my own edification. Take for instance in Lancaster County, 
we have Franklin and Marshall College. If they want to float 
bonds to build a new dormitory, for instance, where would 
they go to float bonds? In Lancaster County we have many 
municipal authorities. We have the sewer authority, we have 
the hospital authority, the refuse authority, the Industrial 
Development Authority. 1 do not know where they would go, 
what authority would be used to float these bonds, and that is 
my question. Do we have to form a new authority? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that 
there must be one of  those authorities that you just have enu- 
merated that might be most affected by F and M entering the 
bond market, and I would suggest to you that perhaps it 
would be that authority to which they would go for guidance 
and counsel. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. All right. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
That is all. 

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

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Would the lady from Chester consent 
to interrogation? 

The SPEAKER. The lady indicates she will. The gentleman 
may proceed. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Perhaps I was not listening, Mr. 
Speaker, but does this mean that Temple, Pitt, and Penn State 
can borrow money for additional buildings by going through 
the local municipal authority without coming through the 
State? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, they already have that source 
of funding. As Representative Cowell said, that is already in 
law. They already have that source of authority. We merely 
wanted it stated in this piece of legislation so that it would be 
for clarity. That was not what we were talking about in the 
original intent of this bill, because the State-related colleges 
that were just enumerated there by Representative Rappaport 
have always had the privilege of going into the bonding 
market and have used the bonding market when they deemed 
it necessary. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Mr. Speaker, could the lady inform us 
as to whether the State-owned colleges will now have this 
power, like West Chester? 

-- 

Mrs. TAYLOR. The State-owned colleges will not have this 
power under this piece of legislation. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Perhaps the lady could inform me by 
what author~ty the State-related schools have this. What is the 
law that gives them the authority to do it? I am not aware of 
any, and I could very well be wrong. 1 am not an expert on 
this area. 

Mrs. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not have that informa- 
tion. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Do I understand, Mr. Speaker, the 
lady cannot give us the information? 

Mrs. TAYLOR. At this time. I will see that that informa- 
tion is forwarded to you. 

Mr. RAPPAPORT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would like toask 
that the bill go over until we do get that information. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman, Mr. Cowell, able to 
answer the question of the gentleman, Mr. Rappaport? 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the question. 
Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman, Mr. Cowell, 

yield? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman indicates he will. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

Mr. IRVIS. Mr. Speaker, as much as I regret doing this, 
because 1 know Mrs. Taylor is concerned with this and 1 am 
concerned also, we have not caucused on this. Obviously, Mr. 
Speaker, a number of people on our side have questions about 
this bill. 1 would ask that the bill be passed over at this time. If 
necessary, if time is of the essence, I mean we will be ready to 
do this tomorrow, but not tonight. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the majority leader. 
Mr. HAYES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
1 concur with the minority leader, and we can schedule this 

bill on our next legislative day. No problem, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair withdraws its decision, without 

objection, that the conference committee report was called 
up. Without objection, this bill will be passed over for the 
day. The Chair hears no objection. 

REMARKS ON VOTE 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Davies, rise? 

Mr. DAVIES. On SB 484 1 was out of my seat on final 
passage. 1 would like to be recorded in the negative on that 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentleman will be 
spread upon the record. 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED 

Mr. FRAZlER called up HR 137, P N  2669, entitled: 

General Assembly expresses its appreciation to the Royal 
American Regiment, "His Majesty's 60th Regiment of Foote," 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

On the question, 
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Will the House adopt the resolution? 

The following roll call was recorded: 

YEAS-194 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Barber 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Bersan 
Bittle 
Blaum 
Borski 
Bowser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brown 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cardisco 
Cornell 
Cosletl 
Cowell 
Cunningham 
DeMedia 
DeVerter 
DeWeese 
Daikeler 
Davies 
Dawida 
Deal 
Dietz 
Dininni 
Dambrowski 
Donatueci 
Dorr 
Duffy 
Durham 
Emerson 

Gallagher 

Burd 

Evans Lloyd 
Fargo Lucyk 
Fee McClatchy 
Fischer Mclntyre 
Fleck McMonagle 
Foster. Jr., A. McVerry 
Frazier Mackawski 
Freind Madigan 
Fryer Maiale 
Gallen Manderino 
Gamble Manmiller 
Cannon Marmion 
Geist Merry 
George Michlovic 
Gladeck Micozrie 
Grabowski Miller 
Gray Miscevich 
Greenfield Moehlmann 
Greenwood Morris 
Grieco Mowery 
Gruitra Mrkonic 
Gruppa Mullen 
Hagarty Murphy 
Haluska Nahill 
Harper Noye 
Hasay O'Donnell 
Hayes Olasz 
Heiser Oliver 
Hoeffel Pendletan 
Honaman Perzel 
Horgos Peterson 
Hutchinsan, A. Petrarca 
lrvis Petrone 
ltkin Phillips 
Jackson Piccola 
Johnson Pievsky 
Kennedy Pistella 
Klingaman Pitts 
Kolter Pott 
Kowalyshyn Pratt 
Kukovich Pucciarelli 
Lashinger Punt 
Laughlin Raica 
Lehr Reber 
Lescavitz Richardson 
Letterman Rieger 
Levi Ritter 
Levin Rockr 
Livengoad Rybak 

NAYS-: 

Rappapart 

NOT VOTING-4 

Foster, W. W. Kanuck 

EXCUSED-0 

Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sieminski 
Sirianni 
Smith. B. 
Smith, E. H. 
Smith, L. E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitr 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Swaim 
Sweet 
SwiR 
Taddonio 
Taylor, E. Z. 
Taylor. F. E.  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
Wachob 
Wambach 
Wargo 
Wass 
Wrnger 
Weston 
Wiggins 
Williams. H.  
Williams, 1. D. 
Wilson 
Wogan 
Wozniak 
Wright, D. R. 
Wright, 1. L. 
Wright, R. C. 
Zwikl 

Ryan, 
Speaker 

Lewis 

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

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

AMEKDED flOl?4E BILL HC~I'LIKNED 
FOR CON(:I'RRKNC'E C'OKLill)EHEI) 

The clerk of  the Senate, being introduced, returned the fol- 
lowing HB 942, P N  2690, with information that the Senate 

has passed the same with amendment in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives is requested: 

An Act amending the "Public School Code of 1949," 
approved March 10, 1949 (P. L. 30, No. 14), further providing 
for the payment of tuition of out-of-state medically indigent chil- 
dren hospitalized in certain exclusively charitable childrens hospi- 
tals and making an appropriation. 

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

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

Mr. BOYES. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the House do 
concur in the amendments to HB 942 as inserted by the 
Senate. 

On the question recurring, 
Will the House concur in Senate amendments? 
The SPEAKER. Agreeable to the provisions of the Consti- 

tution, the yeas and nays will now be taken. 

YEAS-196 

Alden Evans Lucyk Salvatore 
Anderson Farga McClatchy Saurman 
Armstrong Fee Mclntyre Serafini 
Arty Fischer McMonagle Seventy 
Barber Fleck McVerry Showers 
Belardi Foster, Jr . ,  A. Mackowski Shupnik 
Belfanti Frazier Madigan Sieminski 
Beloff Freind Maiale Sirianni 
Berson Fryer Manderino Smith, B. 
Bittie Gallagher Manmiller Smith, E. H. 
Blaum Gallen Marmion Smith, L. E. 
Borski Gamble Merry Snyder 
Bowser Geist Michlavic Spencer 
Bayei George Micazzie Spitz 
Brandt Gladeck Miller Stairs 
Brown Grabowski Miscevich Steighner 
Burd Gray Moehlmann Stevens 
Burns Greenfield Morris Stewart 
Caltagirane Greenwood Mowery Stuban 
Cappabianca Grieco Mrkanic Swaim 
Cawley Gruitza Mullen Sweet 
Cessar Gruppa Murphy Swift 
Cimini Hagarty Nahill Taddonio 
Civera Haluska Noye Taylor, E. 2. 
Clark Harper O'Donnell Taylor. F. E. 
Clymer Hasay Olasr Telek 
Cachran Hayes Oliver Tigue 
Cohen Heiser Pendleton Trello 
Colafella Hoeffel Perrel Van Horne 
Cole Hanaman Peterson Vroon 
Cordisca Horgor Petrarca Wachob 
Corncll Hutchinson. A. Petrone Wambach 
Coslett lrvis Phillips War go 
Cowell ltkin Piccola Wass 
Cunningham Jackson Pievsky Wenger 
DeMedio Johnson Pistella Weston 
DeVerter Kennedy Pitts Wiggins 
DeWeeie Klingaman Pott Williams, H. 
Daikeler Kolter Pratt Williams, J .  D. 
Daviea Kawalyshyn Pucciarelli Wilson 
Dawida Kukovich Punt Wagan 
Deal Lashinger Rappapon Wozniak 
Dietr Laughlin Rasco Wright, D. R. 
Dininni Lehr Reber Wright, J. L. 
Dombrowski Lescovitz Richardson Wnght, R .  C. 
Danatucci Letterman Rieger Zwikl 
Dorr Levi Rittcr 
Duffy Levin Rocks Ryan, 
Durham Livengood Rybak Speaker 
Emerson Lloyd 
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Duffy Levi Rieger Ryan, 
AMENDED HOUSE RESOLUTION RETURNED Durham Levin Ritter Speaker 

FOR CONCURRENCE CONSIDERED NAYS-0 

NAYS-0 

NOT VOTING-4 

Foster, W. W .  Gannon Kanuck Leuis 

EXCUSED-0 

The majority required by the Constitution having voted in 
the affirmative, the question was determined in the affirma- 
tive and the amendments were concurred in. 

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

The clerk of the Senate. beina introduced. returned the fol- I NOT VOTING-I0 

Cunningham ltkin Phillips Wass 
DeMedio Jackson Piccola Wenger 
DeVerter Johnson Picvsky Weston 
DeWeese Kennedy Pistella Williams, H. 
Daikeler Klingaman Pitts Williams. J.  D. 
Davies Kolter Pott Wilson 
Dawida Kowalyshyn Pratt Wogan 

Ezi Kukovich Pucciarelli Wazniak 
Lashinger Punt Wright, D. R. 

Dininn; Laughlin Rappaport Wright, J.  L. 
Dombrowski Lehr Raseo Wright, R. C. 
Donatucci Lescovitz Reber Zwikl 
Dorr Letterman Richardson 

- 
lowing HR 72, PN 2689, with information that the Senate has 
passed the same with amendment in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives is requested: 

General Assembly memorialize Congress prevent moves 
planned by Department of Defense of Fort lndiantown Gap Mili- 
tary Reservation civilian employees. 

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

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

Mr. PETRARCA. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the House 
do  concur in the amendments t o  HR 72 as inserted by the 
Senate. 

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

The following roll call was recorded: 

Alden 
Anderson 
Armstrong 
Arty 
Belardi 
Belfanti 
Beloff 
Berson 
Bittle 
Blaum 
Borrki 
Bawser 
Boyes 
Brandt 
Brawn 
Burd 
Burns 
Caltagirone 
Cappabianca 
Cawley 
Cessar 
Cimini 
Civera 
Clark 
Clymer 
Cochran 
Cohen 
Colafella 
Cole 
Cordisco 
Cornell 
Coslett 
Cowell 

Emerson 
Evans 
Farga 
Fee 
Fischer 
Fleck 
Foster. Jr . ,  A .  
Frazier 
Freind 
Fryer 
Gallagher 
Gallen 
Gamble 
Cannon 
Ceist 
George 
Cladeck 
Grabowski 
Greenfield 
Creenuood 
Grieco 
Cruitza 
Gruppo 
Hagarty 
Haluska 
Harper 
Hasay 
Hayes 
Heiser 
Honaman 
Horgos 
Hutchinsan. A .  
lrvis 

Livengood 
Lloyd 
McClatchy 
Mclntyre 
McMonagle 
McVerry 
Mackowiki 
Madigan 
Maiale 
Manderino 
Manmiller 
Marmian 
Merry 
Michiovic 
Micorzie 
Millcr 
Miscevich 
Moehlmann 
Morris 
Mowery 
Mrkonic 
Mullen 
Murphy 
Nahill 
Noye 
O'Donnell 
Olasz 
Oliver 
Pendleton 
Perzel 
Peterson 
Petrarca 
Pctrone 

Rocks 
Rybak 
Salvatore 
Saurman 
Serafini 
Seventy 
Showers 
Shupnik 
Sierniniki 
Smith. B. 
Smith,  E .  H. 
Smith, L .  E. 
Snyder 
Spencer 
Spitz 
Stairs 
Steighner 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stuban 
Sraim 
Sweet 
Swilt 
Taylor. E. Z 
Taylor. F. E .  
Telek 
Tigue 
Trello 
Van Horne 
Vroon 
y a c h o b  
Wambach 
Wargo 

Barber Haeffel Lucyk Taddonia 
Foster, W. W. Kanuck Sirianni Wiggins 
Gray Lewis 

EXCUSED-0 

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

Ordered, That the clerk inform the Senate accordingly. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the balance of the bills 
and resolutions on today's calendar will be passed over. The 
Chair hears none. 

STATEMENT ON LEGISLATION TO BE 
INTRODUCED 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Philadelphia, Mr. Richardson, rise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At the appropriate time, Mr. 
Speaker, I have two bills that I am offering, and I would like 
to let the members know that they will be available for signa- 
ture at  the desk if in fact they want to sign them. I want to 
know if I am allowed to  mention what they are. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. May I? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the two bills that we 

offer today that will be at the desk, one is dealing with the 
problem of heat in Pennsylvania, and we feel that the problem 
around kerosene heaters is a very serious one, particularly as 
it relates to a number of persons who are disenfranchised in 
Pennsylvania because of the heating problem and high utility 
costs. We have a bill there that says that kerosene heaters will 
be valid and be allowed to be sold so that people will be able 
t o  keep their houses warm in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The second deals with banks and the problem of dealing 
with disenfranchisement, and also of hanks that deal with 
investments in South Africa. We ask that those persons who 
wish to sign these particular bills d o  so. They will be at  the 
desk for the remainder of this session. 
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STATEMENT BY MR. MULLEN 

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

Mr. MULLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 have an unpleasant task to 
do, but 1 do think that 1 ought to call it to the members' atten- 
tion. 

Yesterday afternoon a group of women from western Penn- 
sylvania came t o  my office and they were greatly upset. They 
were: Mary Lou Gartner, from 1629 Vista View Drive, 
Verona; Doris Grady, from 517 S. Highland, Pittsburgh; 
Marcy Meenan, R.N., from 1821 Realty Avenue, Pittsburgh; 
Helen Cindrich, from 1114 Jack's Run Road, North Vers- 
ailles; and Kathy Bates, from 4412 McKenzie Drive, 
Monroeville. Now what happened, on January 22 the prolife 
people in Pittsburgh had a parade, and during the course of 
the parade-the March For Life it was-they secured 2,850 
signatures on a scroll from the people who participated in the 
parade. They weredirected to come to Harrisburg and present 
the petition to the Governor with this book. They called yes- 
terday and they were told that they could present it. Well, they 
went to the Governor's Office yesterday to make the presenta- 
tion-and it was quite a scroll; it was 352 feet long-and the 
Governor would not see them. They were highly upset about 
it, and they came to my office and asked me if I would not call 
it to the members' attention. 

Now, what 1 am going to do, I am going to give the Gover- 
nor this book, and those of you especially on the Republican 
side, will you tell the Governor to be apologetic and send these 
ladies an apology letter for treating them the way they were 
treated? They should not be treated that way because they are 
citizen taxpayers, they represent 2,850 people, and whether he 
agreed with them or disagreed with them, he should have 
made it a point to treat them with courtesy. I was asked by the 
Pittsburgh people if 1 would not call it to your attention, 
which I am doing, and any of you who have influence with the 
Governor, please ask him to write to these ladies and apolo- 
gize. Thank you. 

STATE GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE MEETING 

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

Mr. GALLEN. Mr. Speaker, there will be an important 
meeting of the State Government Committee tomorrow 
morning at 10 a.m. in room 401. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MOTION TO SUSPEND RULES 

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a motion at 
this time to suspend the rules so that we can have immediate 
consideration of a resolution that 1 am planning to offer 
today. 

On Monday, January 18 of this year, certain allegations 
were made relating to the conduct- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The question before the House is, will the House agree to 

suspend the rules to immediately consider a resolution to be 
offered by the gentleman, Mr. Itkin? 

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

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

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution pertains to certain 
allegations that were made relating to the conduct of the 
Department of Environmental Resources and the Governor's 
Office of General Counsel. The allegations were brought to 
light by a member of  this House, Representative Michlovic, 
and a former member of  the Department of Environmental 
Resources, an attorney by the name of Mr. Robert Ging. They 
charged serious allegations of failure by DER to enforce the 
Commonwealth's laws, widespread interference and 
impropriety in administering coal strip mine policies and regu- 
lations, and finally granting special treatment to certain coal 
mine operators. The issue is further compounded because the 
charges also allege that the Governor's Office of General 
Counsel- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
The question before the House is the question of suspension 

of the rules. 
Mr. ITKIN. That is correct, Mr. Speaker, and I am trying 

to give the reasons why today we should consider immediate 
consideration of the resolution. 

That the Governor's Office of General Counsel attempted 
to undermine the department's regulatory policy. 

What has happened, Mr. Speaker, is that now these allega- 
tions have seriously damaged the credibility of the depart- 
ment. DER was created 11 years ago to act as a steward over 
the Commonwealth's lands, to manage its natural resources, 
and to assure Pennsylvanians of clean air and pure water. It is 
important for the department, in pursuing these legislative 
mandates, to maintain an image of openness and impartiality. 

The allegations leveled against the department pertain to- 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does !he gentleman 
from Berks, Mr. Gallen, rise? 

Mr. GALLEN. Point of order, Mr. Speaker. The gentle- 
man is not speaking on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has attempted to be lenient on 
this. 1 happen to agree at this time with the gentleman, Mr. 
Gallen. I think his point of order is well taken. 

I would ask that the gentleman attempt to restrict his 
remarks to the question which is before the House, which 
deals with the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am trying to establish now the 
seriousness of these charges and the cloud of suspicion which 
now hangs over this administration and the Department of 
Environmental Resources'. If we expect this department to 
continue to act responsibly and with the mandates that this 
General Assembly has given it- 
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The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

POINT OF ORDER 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Allegheny, Mr. Pistella, rise? 

Mr. PISTELLA. 1 rise for a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, would it be in order for a member to inter- 

rogate Representative Itkin as to the content of the said reso- 
lution at this point? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the ques- 
tion of suspension of the rules to immediately consider a reso- 
lution. 

Mr. PISTELLA. My question would be, would a member 
be permitted to interrogate Representative ltkin as to the 
content of the resolution itself? 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will read the resolution that is 
the subject matter of this suspension motion. 

The following resolution was read: 

In the House of Representatives, 
WHEREAS, There have been serious allegations made regard- 

ing the conduct of the Department of Environmental Resources 
in pursuit of its statutory responsibilities; and 

WHEREAS, These allegations involve a failure to enforce the 
Commonwealth's laws which were designed to protect Pennsyl- 
vania's citizens and environment; interference and impropriety in 
administering coal strip mine policies, regulations and laws; and 
giving certain coal mine operators preferential treatment; there- 
fore be it 

RESOLVED, That the House of Representatives direct the 
House standing Committee on Mines and Energy Management to 
investigate the matter to determine the validity of these allega- 
tions; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the committee may hold hearings, take tes- 
timony, and make its investigation at such places as it deems nec- 
essary within this Commonwealth. It may issue subpoenas under 

resolution to be read, which would indicate to me at least that 
we now have a resolution in front of us, and as far as I know, 
we cannot have two motions at the same time before this 
body. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is inaccurate in his assump- 
tion. The Chair instructed the clerk to read the resolution in 
hopes that this would cut off all of the debate as to the subject 
matter of the suspension motion. The resolution is not before 
the House. The question of suspension of the rules to consider 
the resolution is before the House. 

On that question, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Bucks, Mr. Wright. 

Mr. J. L. WRIGHT. Is the gentleman, Mr. Itkin, finished? 
Mr. ITKIN. I yield the floor to you, Mr. Wright. 
Mr. J. L. WRIGHT. 1 rise to agree with the minority chair- 

man of the House Mines and Energy Committee that serious 
charges have been levied. 1, in my role as the majority chair- 
man of the committee, took those charges as being serious 
and forwarded them to the Attorney General of the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania and asked for an immediate investiga- 
tion. A copy of my letter on that subject was distributed to 
each and every member of this House. The Attorney General, 
or more properly the Executive Deputy Attorney General, 
responded and said, "I have initiated a preliminary inquiry 
into this matter in order to determine what further investiga- 
tion is appropriate." I have gone beyond that and I have con- 
sulted ' with legal counsel to see if there would be any problems 

I with a legislative inquiry going on at the same time that an 
1 investigation is being conducted by the Attorney General, par- 

ticularly as it relates to alleged criminal activities, and I have 
been advised that we in the legislature might compromise the 
quality of the investigation that is being conducted by the 
Attorney General and may lay some groundwork for future 
court action which might negate any of the results. 

the hand and seal of its chairman commanding any person to 1 lt is my to this body that we accept the 

shall baie the force and effec; of subpoenas issued'out of the 1 and makes a decision. 

appear before it and to answer questions touching matters prop- 
erly being inquired into by the committee and to produce such 
books, papers, records and documents as the committee deems 
necessarv. such subooenas mav be served uDon Derson and 

courts of this Commonwealth. Any person who willfully neglects I 1 highly recommend that we reject Representative Itkin's 

resolutio", assign it to the ~~l~~ Commit;ee, and leave i; there 
until such time as we get a report back from the Attorney 
General or until such time as he concludes his investigation 

or refuses to testify before the committee or to produce any 
books, papers, records or documents, shall be subject to the pen- 
alties provided by the laws of the Commonwealth in such case. 
Each member of the committee shall have the Dower to adminis- 

motion to suspend the rules, and allow the resolution to 
follow its natural course, and leave that final decision as to 
what we are going to do to the Rules Committee of this 

ter oaths and affirmations to witnesses appearing before the com- 
mittee; and be it further 

RESOLVED, That the committee report its findings to the 
House of Representatives, together with any recommendations as 
soon as possible. 

I House. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Copies of  the letters from me to the Attorney General, his 
answer to me, and his answer to Representative Michlovic, I 
would like to submit for the record. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman, Mr. Wright, conclude 
his remarks? 

Mr. J. L. WRIGHT. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from I The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman, 

Miffiin, Mr. DeVerter. 
Mr. DeVERTER. 1 rise to a point of order. / LETTERS SUBMITTEIl FOR THE RECORD 
The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state his point of 

order. 
Mr. DeVERTER. Mr. Speaker, we had a motion on the 

floor to suspend the rules. The Speaker has now permitted a 

Mr. J .  L. WRIGHT submitted the following letters for the 
Legislative Journal: 
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House of Representatives 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

Harrisburg 

January 18, 1982 

Honorable LeRoy S. Zimmerman 
Attorney General 
16th Floor Strawberry Square 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Dear Attorney General Zimmerman: 

Comn~onwealth of Pennsylvania 
Office of Attorney General 

Harrisburg 

January 21, 1982 

Honorable Thomas A. Michlovic 
State Representalive 
Room 121. South Office Building 

I ~arrisburg;  Pennsylvania 17120 - 
At a press conference held this morning in Harrisburg, Penn- I D~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~i~~ ~ i ~ h l ~ ~ i ~ :  

sylvania, Representative Thomas A. Michlovic issued allegations 
regarding the conduct of  the Department of Environmental 
Resources and the administration of the Governor of the Com- 
monwealth. Representative Michlovic also stated that he would 
seek to have an investigation of his charges be made by the House 
Mines and Energy Management Committee. 

The charges made by Representative Michlovic appear to raise 
serious matters involving illegal and possibly criminal conduct in 
office bv oublic officials. In his statement. Reoresentative 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General, dated 
January 20, 1982, forwarding materials reflecting allegations 
concerning the activities of the Department of Environmental 
Resources and specified public officials. 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of my letter of this 
date to Representative James L.  Wright in his capacity as Chair- 
man of the House Mines and Energy Management Committee. 
As reflected in this letter, I have, at the request of the Chairman, 

, . , . 
Michlovic indicated that the issues which are the basis of  his an inquiry into lhis matter. 

involve matters of ~ , , , q u e s t i o n a b ~ e  legal i ty, , , ' .  and, If you have or obtain any further information relevant to this 

"...smack of  corruption in the fullest sense of the word...". matter, I would appreciate your bringing it to  my attention. 

Since Representative Michlovic's charges raise the issue of pos- 
sible criminal conduct, I believe that it is a matter for review and 
investigation by the Attorney General. 

Further, since the charges are of such a nature so as to raise the 
question of  alleged criminal conduct, the possibility exists that 
any investigation conducted by the House Mines and Energy 
Management Committee could possibly compromise any investi- 
gation by your office of the charges. 

Therefore, as Chairman of the House Mines and Energy Man- 
agement Committee, I am forwarding the materials issued by 
Representative Michlovic containing the aforementioned allega- 
tions with the request that your office immediately investigate 
same. 

Sincerely, 
James L. Wright, Jr. 

JLW:ml 

Commonwealth of  Pennsylvania 
Office of Attorney General 

Harrisburg 

January 21, 1982 
Honorable James L. Wright, Jr. 
Chairman of the House Mines and 

Energy Management Committee 
House of  Representatives 
Room 252, Main Capitol Building 
Harrisbura. Pennsylvania 17120 . 

Dear Chairman Wright: 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General, dated 
January 18, 1982, which forwarded materials presented by Repre- 
sentative Thomas A. Michlovic concernine alleeations reeardine 

Very truly yours, 
Robert L. Keuch 
Executive Deputy 

Attorney General 
Director, Criminal 

Law Division 

RLK:ps 
Enclosure 

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

Mr. A. K. HUTCHINSON. I want to talk on the suspen- 
sion of  the rules. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to Mr.  Hutchinson. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order and may 

proceed t o  debate the question before the House, which is the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. A .  K. HUTCHINSON. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 
I am going to vote for suspension of the rules and against 

the resolution, and 1 think everybody else ought to, so that the 
Attorney General, whom everybody wanted as an  indepen- 
dent branch of  the government, will act rightly. You vote on 
all other suspensions. At least we ought to vote on the suspen- 
sion, then vote on the resolution and vote it down the same as 
1 am going t o  vote it down. But at  least you ought t o  give them 
the opportunity to have it on the floor and have a vote to 
suspend the rules. You d o  it for everything else. Thank you 
very much. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Your letter requested that the Office of Attorney General 
investigate the allegations raised by these materials. 

I have initiated a preliminary inquiry into this matter in order 
to determine what further investigation is appropriate. In view of 
the request made to your committee, I will keep you advised of 
the status of our determinations. 

- 
the activities of the Department of Environmental ~esources.  

" 

Sincerely, 
Robert L. Keuch 
Executive Deputy 

Attorney General 
Director, Criminal 

Law Division 

I Allegheny, Mr. ltkin 
Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I d o  not really understand Repre- 

sentative Hutchinson's logic in terms of letting the Attorney 
General d o  it, and I am concerned about the correspondence 
and the discussions that came out of the Attorney General's 
Office relative to Representative Wright's request to look into 
this matter. 

I have in front of me a copy of a Harrisburg Patriot article 
of January 21, 1982. 
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Dietz Kennedy Reber 
Dininni Klingaman Salvatore Ryan ,  
Dorr Lashinger Saiirman Speaker 
Durham I.ehr Serafini 

NOT VOTING-5 

Lewis McMonagle Mrkonic Rieper 
Mclntyre 

EXCUSED-0 

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

STATEMENT ON LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

tional $75. That is the reason this legislation has been intro- 
duced. 

I want to bring it to your attention. I want to bring it t o  the 
attention of the members of the Appropriations Committee in 
particular, and 1 hope that with the support of members on 
both sides of this aisle, including those who may not be 
members of the Appropriations Committee, we can urge the 
chairman to schedule this for early consideration so that in 
fact the tuition increase can be rescinded and we can pay this 
debt of the Commonwealth in a more appropriate fashion. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

SENATE MESSAGE 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Allegheny, Mr. Cowell. AMENDED HOUSE RESOLUTION 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you. Mr. Sneaker. RETURNED FOR CONCURRENCE 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to make some brief comments about a 
piece of legislation that was just introduced today. Am 1 in 
order to do  so? 

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

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, the issue is one of importance 
to a lot o f  young people across this State, and that is the issue 
of the recent $75 tuition increase. The legislation that was 
introduced today, HB 2193, with approximately 39 sponsors 
from both sides of this aisle, would appropriate a deficiency 
appropriation to  the Department of Education of $5.7 
million, with instructions that the recent $75 tuition increase 
be rescinded. 

The clerk of the Senate, being introduced, informed that 
the Senate has concurred in HR 87, P N  2752, with informa- 
tion that the Senate has passed the same with amendment in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives is 
requested. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will appear on the calendar. 

BILL SIGNED BY SPEAKER 

The Chair gave notice that he was about to sign the follow- 
ing bill, which was then signed: 

HB 942, PN 2690 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield? An Act amending the "Public School Code of 1949," 
Members of the Dress. leave the floor. The members of the aooroved March 10. 1949 (P. L. 30. No. 14). further urovidine 

House is in session. dren hospltallz8 
tals and makin) 

The gentleman, Mr. Cowell, may proceed. 

. , 
press are not permitted [he privilege o f  the floor while [his I f"; the payment of  tuition of out-of-state medically indigent chic 

' 
" ed i n  certain exclusivelv charitable childrens h o w -  
: an appropriation. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. speaker. 
I want to brine the leeislation to the attention of all the INTERROGATION - - 

members of this House, because, again, this is an  issue of 
immediate concern to approximately 75,000 students who 
attend our State colleges and university and, o f  course, their 
families. 

I am asking that the Appropriations Committee chairman, 
Mr. McClatchy, consider scheduling this legislation in the 
very near future on an agenda of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee. 1 think it is important that we take up this issue. The 
tuition increase was untimely and it was unfair, but most 
importantly we should keep in mind that what we in effect 
have asked students to do,  what the Department o f  Education 
has asked students to do,  is to pay an extra $75 each lh i s  
term to  finance an expenditure that was incurred by the State 
during 1977-78. The fact that this legislature and this adminis- 
tration have not previously set aside sufficient funds to meet 
that debt that we should have anticipated is not the fault o f  
today's students. It is our fault, and the obligation should rest 
with this State Government, this legislature, and this adminis- 
tration to  pay that debt that was awarded by an arbitrator and 
by the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. We should not and it is 
entirely inappropriate t o  ask today's students to pay an addi- 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the lady from 
Susquehanna, Miss Sirianni. 

SIRIANNI. Speaker, may I interrogate Mr. 
Cowell? 

The sPEAKER, Is  the M ~ .  cowell, willing to be 
interrogated? The indicates he consents to inter. 
rogation. The lady may begin. 

Miss S I R I A N N I ,  Mr. Speaker, has Cowell figured out 
where we are going to get this extra money? 

COWELL, Speaker, in response to the lady.s 
question, this legislature in  recent months has appropriated a 
variety of new tax breaks to horse breeders and railroads and 
a number of taxpayers of the Commonwealth, Some of those 
measures have not yet become law, but apparently, in the 
judgment of some legislators and some legislative leaders and 
administrative leaders, there are sufficient funds available for 
some of those spending priorities in their eyes or some of 
those tax break priorities in their eyes, I am suggesting that 

[he $5.7 million may be identifiable by reestablishing different 
priorities than we have established to date in some of that pre- 
liminary legislation or preliminary tax cuts. ~h~~ is one 
method of doing it. 
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Secondly, it is quite clear that other spending measures will 
in fact be coming before this legislature during the remainder 
of the current 1982 fiscal year. There are lapses. The adminis- 
tration certainly has intentions of spending some of those 
lapsed dollars in a variety of ways. I personally and the spon- 
sors of this legislation may or may not disagree or agree with 
the priorities that the administration has or that the lady may 
have. 1 am suggesting that this legislature needs to take this 
bill as well as other pieces of legislation that would spend 
money or cut taxes in various areas, and perhaps reorder the 
priorities somewhat differently than they have been expressed 
to date. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, is Mr. Cowell willing to vote 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, this organization is repre- 
senting 75,000 students. They have misspelled words, they 
have words used incorrectly, and they have used singular 
verbs when they need plural verbs. 1 think they had better 
clean up their act. 

Mr. COWELL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Union, Mr. Showers. 

Mr. SHOWERS. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that this House do 
now adjourn until Wednesday, January- 

POINT OF ORDER 

STATEMENT BY MISS SlRIANNl 

for a special tax to give these students this money? 
Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the lady is playing 

games, as sometimes she has occasion to do when she does not 
want to take legislation seriously and seeks to duck an issue. 

This particular bill does not require a tax increase, and that 
is a phony issue to raise. In fact, we could probably review 
some of the votes that the lady has Cast recently-and 1 do not 
have that information in front of me-but 1 am suggesting 
that 1 would disagree with some of the priorities that have 
been reflected by her votes or votes that other members of this 
legislature may have cast, to give tax breaks to horse breeders, 
for instance, or perhaps to spend money on any number of 
items. I am suggesting that there are sufficient funds available 
for the remainder of this fiscal year. There are sufficient unex- 
pended funds available, and I would suggest that we can fund 
this particular bill, HB 2193, by using those currently Unex- 
pended funds and perhaps by reflecting priorities somewhat 
differently than the lady would have. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, may I make a statement 
regarding this? 

The SPEAKER. The lady is in order. 
Miss SIRIANNI. Mr. Speaker, 1 have before me a letter 

from the Commonwealth Association of Students, which was 
sent to all the legislators in behalf of  the students. This organi- 
zation apparently represents the students. 1 have here, on the 
first sheet, that they have 15 errors. They had better clean up 
their act before they start asking for more money for educa- 
tion. Here it is. I have it all circled. They have 15 errors on one 
sheet. That is the first sheet. There are some on the second, 
too. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 

order. 
Mr. ITKIN. Under what part of the proceedings are we 

now? 
~h~ SPEAKER. Adjournment. 
M,, ITKIN. I have not heard a motion to that effect yet, 

M ~ .  Speaker. 1 would like to rise to have the floor under new 
business, M ~ .  speaker. 

~ h ,  SPEAKER. ~h~ will yield. 
~ h ,  chair recognized the gentleman, Mr. Showers. The 

gentleman, Mr. Itkin, raised a point of order. 
M,, SHOWERS. I will yield to Mr. Itkin. 
M,, ITKIN. M ~ .  Speaker, 1 want to address the House 

under new business. 
~h~ SPEAKER. That is an improper point of order. The 

chair  recognizes the gentleman anyway. 

POINT OF ORDER 

INTERROGATION 

Mr. COWELL. Mr. Speaker, may 1 interrogate the lady? 
The SPEAKER. Must you? 
Mr. COWELL. Just briefly, I would like her to clarify her 

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

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. Mr. Itkin, in 
interrupting the gentleman, was being dilatory. The gentle- 
man was in a motion that I do not think can be interrupted, 
and 1 would ask that- 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, i f  you are going to argue that, I 
will issue an order for a quorum call right now. There are not 
102 members on this House floor. Now, allow me to have my 
piece. You have been stonewalling me during this part of 
debate. I at least expect the courtesy of this House to allow a 
member to address the House and make what he has to say a 
part of the public record. Now, i f  you are not going to do- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. 
Mr. Itkin, I have recognized you. If you have something to 

say, say it. 
Mr. ITKIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that I am being strongly resisted 

in my attempts to have this resolution adopted. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will yield. The Chair 

comment. resents the implication of the gentleman's remarks. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman make his statement. hnr ITKIN I bnnw vn~n rp~pnt  i t  .. . . . . . ... . . . . ,... - .. , u- . -" ... 
MI. COWELL. ~ r .  Speaker, would the lady clarify that? ~ h ,  SPEAKER. The gentleman was given all the leeway to 

She spoke about the one particular letter that she received. which he was entitled and a great deal more. If the gentleman 
Was she critical of the typist of that particular letter, or was has something tosay, say i t ,  
she criticizing the 75,000 students in the State system? 
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Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I have the privilege of addressing 
this House. At least I will ask for unanimous consent, and let 
somebody stand up and deny a House member the right, at 
the end of a legislative day, not to have his point made. Now, 
if that is so much of a scare that you are afraid of words from 
me that might unduly influence what happens in this chamber 
and its effect on the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, so be it. 
Rule me out of order and send me home, but I will be back 
tomorrow, and I can assure you, Mi .  Speaker, that this issue 
is not going away. 

STATEMENT BY MR. ITKIN 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, Mr. Itkin, please con- 
tinue. 

Mr. ITKIN. Mr. Speaker, I intend to introduce this resolu- 
tion today. I would expect that the Rules Committee will give 
it the type of consideration it deserves. In my judgment, that 
should be prompt action and a favorable report to this floor. I 
am concerned that I did not have the opportunity to give at 
the appropriate time my reasons for the suspension of the 
rules motion, and I will hope to have that opportunity now 
with the chamber almost empty. That reason is, the Attorney 
General has made certain statements regarding this inquiry 
that taints that office's ability to conduct an impartial investi- 
gation. 

Now, I d o  not know whether these quotes are correct or 
not, but 1 assume that the press was honest when it quoted the 
gentleman of the Attorney General's Office. When Patrick 
Boyle, the spokesman for the Office of the Attorney General, 
was asked who was going to investigate this particular matter, 
the press was told that the criminal law division was going to 
investigate the matter. When the question was raised that 
there are two members in that criminal law division, Henry 
Barr and James West, who serve as chief deputies of  the direc- 
tor of  that division, would they be involved, because of the 
apparent conflict of interest when one serves somebody else as 
a close associate and superior for years, whether they would 
be involved, the reply was, very distressingly in my judgment, 
if they, Barr and West, d o  become involved, the Attorney 
General would feel very comfortable that they would handle 
the assignment as thoroughly and professionally as he himself 
would. Now, I interpret that to mean that I question whether 
he himself would provide that type of  investigation i f  he 
believes that two individuals who have worked with the Gov- 
ernor for I2 years - in his office in Pittsburgh; when he moved 
to Washington, went to Washington with him; when he 
moved to Harrisburg, went to Harrisburg with him - that 
these people now would be able to, without an? type of reser- 
vation, look upon the matter that impinges on the Office of 
the Governor. 

Here is another quote: It is Roy's belief that whatever the 
decision of  the employees was, and that is, to work for the 
Governor for all those years and to follow him on his road 
from Pittsburgh to Washington, back to Harrisburg-and 
that was quite a commitment-they are now employees of Mr. 
Zimmerman, pure and simple. They may be employees of the 
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Attorney General now, but that does not answer the question 
of loyalty, or even partial loyalty, of even a feeling of if they 
found something, they may not wish to pursue it because of 
the feelings of attachment that they have for the Governor, 
because maybe they will find something incriminating or 
perhaps affecting negatively his administration and ultimately 
his reelection chances. It goes on further to say that Henry 
Barr and Jim West are veterans, experienced and accom- 
plished prosecutors. Their records at the Federal and State 
level speak highly for themselves. 

Now, I think that that was a very bad set of  statements for 
the Attorney General's Office to make. Clearly we understand 
the close associations between these men and the Governor. It 
would have been far better, and I would have stood and 
appreciated far better if he would have said these people 
would not be involved, that this would be an impartial investi- 
gation in such a way that no one who has any type of associa- 
tion with the Governor would be permitted to be involved in 
this investigation. That is why 1 say, Mr. Speaker, it is impor- 
tant that this body, this House of Representatives, which is 
independent of the executive branch, be permitted to conduct 
this investigation, and I fully know that the majority party 
here is the same party of the Governor and how this party on 
the other side of the aisle is concerned about the negative 
effects that this may have on the Governor's reelection cam- 
paign, but we have to rise above that. 

I am willing to work with the chairman of the Mines and 
Energy Management Committee and the majority members of 
this committee to perform an honest investigation. I want to 
see the Department of Environmental Resources' integrity 
restored. It is too important to a department of State Govern- 
ment, with such great regulatory functions and how it 
impinges on the people and the economic development of this 
great Commonwealth, to allow it to be clouded and obscured. 
I would hope that our committee could start immediately to 
investigate these allegations, and, if the allegations are false or 
lacking, to be able to report that and to clear the air as quickly 
as possible. But what do 1 see now? A stone wall. And I would 
like to remind the majority members that such stonewalling 
operations will not work, that they will only cast greater suspi- 
cion on the majority party that it is trying to keep from the 
public view something that should be brought out. The Gov- 
ernor himself has talked about the elimination of public cor- 
ruption in his administration. Well, with what greater efforts 
could we help the Governor than by conducting our own 
investigation and allowing the exposition of what we find? 
. Mr. Speaker, 1 d o  hope, I d o  hope, in view of these circum- 
stances that the Rules Committee will consider this resolution, 
will give it prompt consideration, will vote it to the floor so 
that we can go ahead and conduct a bipartisan investigation- 
and it is not really bipartisan, because the committee is con- 
trolled by your own party-and at least allow us to go 
forward and clear the air. Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Berks, Mr. 
Davies, desire recognition? 
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Mr. DAVIES. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman state his purpose. 
Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, 1 just want the record to clearly 

show that I remained to hear the gentleman's comments, and 
I want to extend to the Speaker my admiration for his latitude 
and patience that he showed to Mr. ltkin, despite possibly an 
interruption of a motion which was in order and which I con- 
sidered was the immediate business of the House. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

ADJOURNMENT I 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Union, Mr. Showers. 
Mr. SHOWERS. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that this House do 

now adjourn until Wednesday, January 27, 1982, at 11  a.m., 
e.s.t. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair especially thanks the gentle- 
man, Mr. Showers, for that motion. 

On the question, 
Will the House agree to the motion? 
Motion was agreed to, and at 6:31 p.m., e.s.t., the House 

adjourned. 
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